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Absence 1f the Ole-rlc. [26 SEPTEMBER.] Questions. 1003 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

\VEDNESDAY, 26 SEPTEllfBER, 1900. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. Arthur MoriTan TVarwick) 
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. ' 

ABSENCJ~ OF THE CLERK. 
~ The SPEAKER announced the absence of the 

Clerk of the House, owing to indisposition. 

On the motion of the PREMIER (Hon. R. 
Philp, Townsville), it was resolved-

That the Clerk Assistant do discharge the duties of 
the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly during his 
absence, and do take his chair at the table. 

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

ordered to be printed:-
(1) Report of the Commandant on Queens

lam! Military Jforces for the year 1899-
1900. 

(2) Return to an Order, relative to land 
for tramway leased to Samuel Dixon, 
made by the House, on motion of Mr. 
Givens, on the 19th instant. 

(3) Return to an Order, relative to geological 
report on mines of the North Chil!agoe 
Mines Company, made by the House, 
on motion of Mr. Browne, on the 20th 
instant. · 

QUESTIONS. 
DREDGING AREAS, NETTLES CHEEK. 

Mr. GIVENS (Cai1•ns) asked the Secretary 
for Mines-

l. How many dredging area~::~ have been applied for 
on Nettles Creek, Herberton mining district r 

2. 1Yho are the applicants for those areas ? 
3. How many of those areas have been granted? 
4. VVhat is the total acreage and to tal length of 

dredging areas granted on that creek? 

The Sl'JCRETARY JfOR MINES \Hon. 
R. Philp, 1'ownsvillc) replied-

1. Four. 
2. J olm Archibald, F. T. Brentnall, Henry Thorneloe 

Smith, and Acheson Overend. 
3. All the above areas. 
4. Total length of area, seven miles. .Acreage not 

known, as areas are granted by length along the course 
of the creek. 

CLASSIFICATION IN GOVERNMENT PmNTING 
0l!"l!'ICE. 

Mr. R:EID (Enoggcm) asked the Home Secre
tary-

I. \Vas a board of experts appointed, in accordance 
with the recommendation of the Printing Office Com
mission, to classify and grade the various staffs in the 
Government Printing Office, with a view to its more 
efficient and systematic management? 

2. Has the board prese.nted its report; and, if so, has 
that report or any portion of it been carried out? 

3. If not, why not. 
4. If a report has been presented, will the Minister 

cause the same, together with any appendices, to be 
printed and laid upon the table of the House? 

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. Jf. G. 
:Foxton, Carnarvon) replied-

1. Yes. 
2. Yes. Some of the recommendations have already 

been carried out. 
3. 'l'he remaining recommendations have been under 

the consideration of the novermnent Printer and the 
Public Service Board, and will shortly be given effect 
to in a moditied form. 

4. Yes. 

EscAPED ABORIGINAL LEPER, GEORGETOWN. 
Mr. LESINA (C/ermont) asked the Home 

Secretary-
l. Is it true that the body of the aboriginal leper who 

e~caped from police custodv at Georgetowu, on the 18th 
of December, 1899, has been discovered? 

2. Is it a faet that before the leper's escape the police 
were in the habit of handcuffing him to a post night 
and day? 

3. Is it the usual custom of the police in the George-
town district to thus cbaiu up ca8ual lepers? 

The HOMB SECRETARY replied
l. Yes. 
~- I have no information, but think it highly 

improbable. 
3. No. 
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ALLOWANCE TO POST AND TELEGRAPH 

E:\!PLOYEES, CLERli!ONT. 

Mr. LESIN A asked the Premier-
1. Has anything been done yet 1n the matter of giving 

the men employed in the Post and Telegraph Depart
ment at Olerrnont the ls. per day allowance? 

2. If not, when will action be taken P 

The PREMIER replied-
1. No. 
2. It is not intended t.o take :my action, as Clermont 

is not considered a place where Government employees 
should receive sustenance allowance, it being on the 
railway line within a reasonable dh;tance of port. 

00iiiPENSA1'10N l<'OR \VRONGl!'UJ, ARRES'r. 

Mr. LESINA aHked the Home Secretary--
!. Is it a fact that a sum of £4 11as been paid by the 

Police Department as compentmtion to Mr. Gem·ge 
Smith, who was wro;ngfully arre:-;tcd at JJogan Downs, 
lOth January, lBOO, fLud charged with the larceny of a 
horse, saddle, and bridle? 

2. Is it trne that when arrested he was refused hail 
by the police ? 

3. Is it also a fact that he was remanded for seven 
days for the production of evidence, and that at the 
end of that time he was quietly discllarged, as the 
police were unable to procure a bhred of evidence to 
support the chn.rgc alleged against him. 

The HOME SECRETARY replied-
The police held a warrant for arrust of one George 

Long, for larceny as a bailee at Barcaldine. Smith, who 
answered descriptions of I.~ong, admitted to constable at 
Ijogan Downs that he had gone under the name of 
George Long at Barcaldine, and \Vas ancsted and 
remandeU for ideutitieation Constable from Barcaldine 
failed to identify, an<l he was released, and eventually 
was paid £4 to covtr exvenses and loss of wages. 

There is no mention in yroccedings as t.o ay plication 
for baiL 

CollniONWRALTH CELEBRATIONs. 

Mr. IIIGGS (Fortitude Valle11) asked the 
Premier- · 

1. Does the Government know that, in consequence 
of the approach of the Commonwealth eelPbrations in 
New SouLh '\'Yale:;:;, the Premier {Sir \L J. Lynr) says he 
will not keep Parliament 111 thnt colony sitting after 
November during this year t 

2. Is it the intention of the GoYernment to aTrange 
for any festidties or drmonst.ration of any kind to cele
brate the first day of the approaching Commonwealth 
of Australia? 

The PREMIBR replied-
1. I bave no knowledge of the statement referred to. 
2. The mntter is now engaging the attention of the 

Government. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE. 
APPOINTMENT TO LAND CouR'l'. 

Mr. LESINA: I beg to ask the Premier, 
without notice-\Vhetber the fact that a petition 
has recently been circulated in this House, and 
signed by twenty-three members of this Cham
ber, asking the Government to appoint Mr. 
William Kellett as a member of the Land Court, 
is likely to influence him in his decision. 

[No reply.] 

ACCIDENT AT HAMBLEDON MILL, 

Mr. LESINA: I desire to ask the Home 
Secretary, without notice-If he has made further 
inquiries with respect to the dead ,Japanese 
who was found in a treacle vat at Hambledon 
Mill? 

The HOME SECRETARY: I know nothirw 
about it. [After referrmg tn "Votes and Pn~ 
ceedings"] 'I'IJP hnn. member did not ask me 
that question ; he asked it of the Premier. 

CORUESPONDENCE BETWEEN 
CHIEF SECRETARY AND 
WORKS COMMISSION. 

THE 
THE 

On the motion of Mr. MAXWELL (Burke), 
it was resolved-

That there be laid npon the table of the House, copies 
of all correspondence between the Chief Secretary and the 
secretary of the Itoyal Commission to inquire into the 
Department of Public V\.,.orks. 

POUT NOHMAN, NORMANTON, AND 
CLOi-ICURRY RAILWAY I3ILL. 

SEcoND HEAT>ING--REst:>~PTION m· DEBATE. 

Mr. FORSYTH (Um·pentcaia): I think it 
may not be consi<lered inappropriate for me to 
follow the speech of the hon. member for 
l<'linders, Mr. McDonald, seeing that he is the 
member for the Cloncurry part of the district, 
and I happen to be the rrpresentati ve of the 
Normanton end of it. I think that the :1pology 
that he made to the House la.~t night in con
nection with this matter, when he Raid he hoped 
he would not be wasting the time of the HouHe 
in discusHing this question, was quite unnecesHary. 
I do not think that the hon. member had 

· occa"ion to ms,ke any apology at all. I think 
if there is anyone who should have something 
to say in connection with the Normanton
Cloncnrry line, it is certainly the hon. member 
for the district, Mr. McDonald, himself. 
I<'urther, I may say that when the hon. mem
ber said he would curtail his remarks so as to 
allow hon. members to go home by the laHt 
train, I crm well understand that he w:1s prac
tically forced into the J•osition of h"ving to cnt 
short h;s speech, and that his effort to get in the 
little piec s that he Witnted especi:1lly to bring 
before the House was a very diflicult task for 
any member to attempt. I sympathise with the 
hon. member to a certain extent in the position 
that he was placed in, in that he could not 
possibly get the whole of his speech delivered, 
for we know that he went to n. crrtain amount 
of trouble in getting up his speech. At the 
sa m<'\ time I ha \'e no doubt he will find the 
ways and means of g-etting before thi.s House 
all he intended and intends to say in conm•c
tion with thiH DilL The hon. member told us 
last night that during the wet season teams 
ha\'8 great diflicnlty in tra veiling between 
Normanton and Cloncnrry, and betwe6n 
Hughenden and Cloncurry. That is quite true. 
\V e all know that in the wet season teams can 
scarcely travel at all, but on the other hand 
railways can always travel when teams cannot 
travel at all. \Ve know, for instance, in con
nection with the Croydon line, that trains can 
travel when there is no possible chance of teams 
travelling. That is because they are ballasted 
and raised above the ground to a certain extent, 
and they are built in such a way, that the means 
of transit can be preserved, whether teams travel 
or not. In that connection I quite follow the 
hon. member, and I am quite in sympathy with 
him in the matter. There is no doubt that the 
people of Cloncnrry and in the surrounding 
districts are placed at a very great disadvantage 
in the wet seasons, when they cannot get their 
supplies sent from Hnghenden or Normanton. 
I know myself, in my own time in N ormanton, 
that the people have been placed at great incon
venience at times, when packhorses had to 
be used to a large extent and at considerable 
expense to g-et even the urgent necessities nf life 
carried to the various stations. The hon. mem
ber also mentioned that the Cloncurry district 
was a rich mineral field. There is no doubt on 
that score. \V e know that the mineral wealth of 
Cloncnrry is of very great extent, and although 
that is the case, we must also bear in mind that 
the great mines of Cion curry, or in t.hat district, 
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are not very close to the township. Although 
we know tlw,t the freeholds belonging to the old 
Cloncurry company are there, a nu m her of other 
mines are nearer to Normanton; in fact, that 
is where some of the richest mines are located. 

Mr. McDoNALD: And further south. 
Mr. FORSYTH: And further south, as the 

hon. member says. 
J\Ir. McDoNALP : Forty miles further south. 
Mr. FORSYTH : There are many others 

which at present we know nothing about. I 
hope that some time the people who own that 
property will have the means of getting their 
goods away. \Ve have it that at the present 
time in connection with th8 Hampden mine, the 
owners are offering no le'S than .£8 12,;. 6d. a ton 
for the carriage of 500 tons of ore from the mine 
to Hughenden. Not only are they prepared to 
pay .£8 12s. 6d. a ton, but they are willing to pay 
a bonus of .£1 for every ton delivered there 
within three months, I think the hon. member 
must know that people who are placed in that 
position are at very great disadvantage, and the 
very fact of their giving that exceedingly high 
rate of £9 12s. Gd. per ton only provAs to me-as 
I think it must to every hon. member in this 
House-the urgent nece,sity that there is for 
railway communication for people who are placed 
in that TJOSition. 

J\1r. BRO\V1-lE : Hear, hear ! 
1\Ir. DAwsox: Private railway communica

tion? 
Mr. J!'ORSYTH: I do not care whether they 

are private railways or public railways. \Yhat 
the pe<>ple want is the rnen.ns of communication 
to get tlwir products to port; and if it is impos
sible to get tltate railways then bv all means lAt 
them have private lines. · 

Mr. DA WS01-l : Why impossible? 
Mr. FOHSY'fH : I say if it is impossible. 

Now, in connection with the Hampden mine, we 
know that they are offering teamsters £9 12s. 6d. 
per ton to carry 500 tons of ore, and they 
simply cannot get the teamstt>rs. The roads there 
are in such a terrible state that the teams cannot 
travel. \Ye know that these people also have 
500 tons of rich ore that they want to get away, 
and they cannot get carriage for it. I say that 
is one reason why the people of that portion of 
c<.mntry should have railway communication, 
Now, there is another point in connection with 
the speech of the hon. member hst night, on 
which he laid great stress indeed. That was 
this : He said that if the question of a private 
line or a public State line were placed before 
the people of the Cloncnny district~that 1s to 
say, if those people had the option of saying 
whether they would vote for the line being built 
by the State or for a line built by private 
enterprise-they wonlcl certainly vote for the 
State line, \Yell, I do not think there i,; a 
single individual in this Chamber will object to 
that, but the hon. member has simply evaded 
the question. It is not a question of whether 
the people want a certain thing or not. The 
question is whether there shall be a private line 
or no line at all. That is the difference. 

Mr. BROWNE : Is that the Government ulti
matum that you are delivering, 

:VIr. FORSYTH: I am not giving the Go
vernment ultimatum. 

Mr. BROWNE: It sounds very much like it. 

Mr. FORSYTH: No, I am speaking in reply 
to the hon. member for J<'linders. He distinctly 
said iu his speech that if the people were asked 
to vote upon a straight issue, the issue being 
whether they would have that line built bv pri
mte enterprise or by the State, they would vote 
for the construction by the State. No one denies 
that, 

Mr. McDONALD: The Minister denies it. He 
says that 72 per cent. of the people in the Cion
curry district are in favour of a private line. 

Mr. FORSYTH : I am not questioning what 
anyone else has said; I am simply discussing 
the question from the hon. member for Flinders' 
point of view. I quite agree with him that if 
the people had the option of deciding whether 
they would have a line built by the State or a 
line built by a private company, they would Yote 
for the State line ; but that is not the issue that 
is placed before the people at all. The issue is, 
whether they will have this private line or no 
line at all; and I say, if they were asked to vote 
whether they would have the line under those 
circnmstances or have no line at all, they would 
say, "Let ns have the private line." I venture 
to say that BO per cent. of the people in the 
Cloncurry district would vote in favour of the 
private line. There is no doubt whatever about 
that. And, then, the hon. member suggests 
that, instead of a line being constructed from 
Normanton to Cloncurry, there ought to be one 
built from Hughenden to Cloncurry. He wants 
to force those interested in the producing interest 
and the mining interest of Cloncurry to carry 
their stuff 520 miles as against 240 miles. 
\Yhen the Premier was speaking on this ques
tion, and showed what a great injustice it was to 
force those people to carry their stuff over such 
a long distance, the hon. member for Croydon 
said, "Hear, hear!" The only two members on 
that side who have given any expression of 
opinion with regard to the line from Hughenden 
and Cloncurry are the hnn. member for Flinders 
and the hon. member for Enoggera ; and those 
hon. gentlemen want to force the people of 
Cloncurry, absolutely against their will, to take 
their stuff all the way from Cloncurry to Hug hen
den. Some of the richest mines in the Cloncurry 
district are a very long way from Cloncurry. 
There is the Argylla, which is supposed to 
be the richest in the district, forty.five miles 
from Cloucnrry, and there are also large 
copper-mines at Culloolah Station, eighty miles 
from Cloncurry. Does the hon. gentleman 
want to force the people there to take their 
stuff GOO miles to Townsville, as against 150 miles 
to Normanton? Surely the people of the dis
trict know their own requirements ; and I have 
dozens of wires showing most cleariy that they 
want the line from Normant<m to Cloncurry. 
Is it not the case in every country that the 
products of any district shuuld be taken to the 
nearest and chLapest port? Yet the h< n. mem
ber for Flinders wants us to carry stuff all 
the way to Hughenden, and run it on to Towns
villa--to carry it 520 miles that way as against 
240 miles from Cloncurry to Normanton. The 
hon. gentleman states distinctly that ultimately 
the line must go to N ormanton, that practically 
N ormanton is the port, yet he asserts that he 
will neither vote for this line to be made by 
the State, nor for the line to be made by private 
enterprise ; at the same time he says he wants 
the line from Hughenden to Cloncurry. I mm 
scarcely understand the position the hon. gentle
man is in. It is not long since he made the 
statement that the only way to properly develop 
the mineral wealth of the Cloncurry di,trict 
was to have a line between Cloncurry and Nor
manton. He stated that there were no engineer
ing difficulties, and the line could be easily and 
cheaply constructed, and that the distance was 
only 200 miles, and yet only the other day the 
hon. gentleman objected to the same line because 
of the enormous expenditure. The hon, gentle
man is ab•olutely inconsistent. He etates in one 
breath that it would be a cheap line with no 
engineering difficulties, and he next states that 
the line would be enormously expensive. 

Mr. McDONALD: Quote what I said. 
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Mr. FORSYTH: If the House will allow me, 
I will read what the hon. gentleman said. It is 
on page 78 of Hansard-

Mr. J\1cDONAI,D: I am afraid it will be a syndicate 
policy, as there is no doubt from the reports we have 
seen in the Press that the Government have got a 
number of those pet syndicate railwa::s up their sleeve. 
I snppose we will get them in due course. 

1'he Pa":l\Ia:u.: You will have some Government lines 
too. 

Mr. McDOI\ALD: So fa1· as Government lines are 
concerned, unless it can be shown that a ra,ilway has a 
reasonable proHpect of paying, I hold that no man has a 
right to vote for it. fJ.'he first duty of a member of 
Parliament is to satisfy himself that a li.ne will pay, and. 
it is criminal to vote for it otherw]sc. Of course all 
lines in Lhe electorate I represent are snre to pay. 

The PREl\lfER: \V ill you vote for the Normanton
Cloncurry line being constructed by the Government r 

i\'Ir. McDONALD : I have been asked that question at 
Norman ton, and I said," Xo." I took the same stand 
there that I take here to-night. 

Mr. McDONALD: I was not in Normanton. 
Mr. FORSYTH : It does not matter where 

the hon. member said it. I am reading what he 
is reported to have said-

I will not vote for the construction of any line that 
will plunge the country into an enormous expenditure 
without any prospect of a return being received. 

Mr. McDONAJ,IJ: Hear, hear! 
Mr. :FORSYTH: He said distinctly that he 

would not vote for it, and he now tells us that the 
1ine must go there. The greatest monopolist in 
the House is the hon. member for l<'linders. He 
stated the other night that he did not believe in 
competition-if he had his way he would strangle 
all competition. 

Mr. McDoNALD : Hear, hear! 
Mr. FORSYTH: \Vhat do we find now? The 

hon. gentleman now proposes to build a line 
between Hughenden and Cloncurry, and then he 
states that ultimately a line must go from 
Normanton to Cloncurry to compete with the 
same line. I say that the Government of the 
day, no matter what Government, who would 
try and force a position like that on the people of 
the country-try to introduce two lines to com
pete with one another-could not possibly pass 
such a measure through this House. If in is the 
belief of the hon. gentleman that a line between 
Normanton and Cloncurry will not pay, I say 
that is the finest argument anyone could use in 
favour of the line being built by private enter
prise. 

Mr. DAWSON: No. \Vhat about the credit of 
the colony? 

Mr. FORSYTH : I do not say that is the 
opinion of every member of the House, but I say 
distinctly th:tt if that hon. member believes in his 
heart and soul that the line will not pay, he 
should go upon that company for all it is worth, 
and allow them to build it. 

ME}IBERS of the Opposition : No! And ruin 
the corn pany. 

Mr. JfORSYTH: It is not a question of ruin
ing the company. I say that if those people 
are prepared to spend their money on a line 
which the hon. member doe, not believe will 
pay, by all means let them do so. That is their 
business; it is not the business of the country. 

Mr. McDONALD : Do you want members to 
be a band of swindlers? 

Mr. FORSYTH : Then the hon. member 
raised the question as to whether there is any 
other port besides N ormanton. There are only 
two rivers there-the Albert and the Norman; 
and anyone who has been there must know that 
the Norman River is the place to take the rail
way. The hon. member also states that he does 
not believe this line will suit the convenience of 
the population of the district ; and, as a matter 
of fact, the line is changed altogether from the 

original Government survey. The hon. gent.le
man also advocates a line to assist the \Voolgar 
and the Etheridge. 

Mr. McDONALD : The Lower Btheridge, I 
said. 

Mr. FORSYTH : It is possible that it will 
assist the \Voolgar, but the hon. gentleman 
knows that only the other day there was a devu
tation, he,tded by the leader of the Opposition, 
to try and get the line from Croydon to George
town. Surely that line would assist that part uf 

the district. The hon. gentleman 
[4 p.m.] said last night that this line from 

Hnghenden to Cloucurry would be a 
b~tter means of developing the mines in that 
district. 

1fr. McDoNALD: I did not say that. 
Mr. :B'OHSYTH: The hon. gentleman did 

not say that? 
Mr. McDONALD: I said it woulcl assist to 

develop the mining industry. 
Mr. FOHSYTH : I have the first sheet of 

the hon. member's "Jleecb. 
Mr. DAWSON: Ob, we have not got that yet. 
Mr. FORSYTH : As far as I know the hon. 

gentleman said that. 
l'lir. McDONALD : I was too careful in prepar

ing my facts to make a mistake. 
l\Ir. :B'OHSYTH: As a matter of fact, we 

all know there are the miues at Argylla, Cru
sader, Culloolah, aud Gunpowder, and the very 
fact of there being a change of route would do 
away with the possibility of developing those 
mines. There is no doubt that the line from 
Norman ton to Cloncurry would benefit the whole 
of that district to a very large extent. I think 
that fact cannot be disputed. The hon. mem
ber's words last night were: "I want to show 
that making the line from Hughenden to Uhm
curry would be the proper means of developing 
those mines." I do not know whether that 
is correct or not, but if the hem. member 
did not say so, of course I will have to accept 
his denial. He also said last night that he 
understood a very large number of people 
advocated the building of this line which he 
ad vacates and opposed the line proposed to be 
constructed by the syndicate, which would not 
open up the mines in the district. Well I think 
if the hem. gentleman knows anything about the 
country and if he will look at the map of the 
district, and see where the mines are supposed to 
be, he will have very little doubt as to where 
the line should go from and what line would do 
the greatest amount of good to the district. And 
yet he tells us that the railway proposed to be 
constructed by the syndic 1te will not develop the 
mines of the district. ·what is the good of 
taking up a position like that in the face of all 
the reports and correspondence which we have 
on this subject? The hon. gentleman went on to 
tell us that apparently the company only wanted 
one thing, and tbat was a concession in order 
that they might be in a ]Josition to fleece the pub
lic. That was the argument of the hon. gentle
man. I want to know in what way the hon. 
gentleman means that they w1ll fleece the public. 
In every one of the debates which we have had 
on these private railways the Chillagoe Company 
has been brought forward as an example tu be 
avoided, but I challenge any single member in 
this House to prove or to produce any evidence 
which will prove that the Chillagoe Company 
has taken the public in in any respect whatever. 

Mr. LESINA: They have tried to do it. 
Mr. :B'ORSYTH: They have not tried to do 

it. That is only one of the hon. member·'s wild 
statements which he makes in this House. He 
told ns the other night that the Chillagoe Com
pany when they got their concession took it away 
with them and sold it for a million of money. , 

Mr. DA.WSON: A hundred thousand, 
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Mr. J<'ORSYTH: No; it was the hon. member 
for Charters Towers who mentioned £100,000, 
but the hon. member for Clermont said 
£1,000,000, Now, when a man is prepared to 
make rash statements like that, the le-ast he 
should be able to do is to prove them. The 
Chillagoe Company never, in any respect, acted 
in any other way than honourahly towards tho.>e 
they dealt with, and they never parted with their 
right to construct the railway. The hon. mem
ber for Cairn,; also informed us that the original 
shareholders of the Chillagoe Company did not 
care two straws about the line as they had 
sold all their shares ; but what they wanted 
wa' to get the conce:.,ion and go to London 
:tnd float it, and then sell their share,, I inter
jected at the time that that was absolutely 
untrue, that it was utterly unfounded ; and I 
challenge that hon. member or any other hem. 
member on the other side of the House to prove the 
truth of the statement. \Yhat are the facts 
of the case? The three original owners, the 
three gentlemen mentioned in the Chillagoe 
Railway Bili-Messrs. Reid, Moffatt, and Chap
man--are at the present time individually and 
collectively the largest shareholders in the 
Chillagoe Company. One of those gentlemen 
has never sold a share in the concern. I wonder 
where the hon. member gets his information? 
Is the hm1. member in the confidence of those 
gentlemen that he knows so much about what 
their transactions have been in connection with 
the Chillagoe Company? If the hon. member 
would take the trouble to inquire he could find 
out the facts for himself. \V hat are the facts? 
J<'i ve hundred and twenty thousand of these 
shares were held by the company. One hundred 
thousand were sold at £1 per share, and 45,000 
were sold at 2!Js. per share. 

Mr. DAIVS01'!: \Vhat about the wink shares? 
Mr. FORSYTH: I do not know anything 

about them. I am giving a statement of facts 
which are published in the statements of the 
company. The hon. member asked where did 
the money come from. \Veil, I mr~y tell him 
that the company raised no less than £202,000 in 
cash by the sole of shares. 

Mr. 'KmsT01'!: Are their statements as reliable 
as those of the North Chillagoe Company? 

Mr. FORSYTH: The statements of the com
pany are audited st~tements, and are, I should 
say, perfectly reliable. The hon. member for 
Toowoomha, lYlr. Groom, told the House recently 
that he would on no account have voted for the 
Chillagoe R~ilway Bill had be known that the 
company har1 not the money to carry out the 
proposed undertaking. vVell, I can tell him that 
as a matter of fact the company had plenty of 
money, and that before the debentures were 
issued they raised no less than £100,000 by 
the sale of shares. I challenge any hon. mem
ber to prove to the contrary, and, if neces
sary, I can produce the balance-sheets of 
the company to prove that what I sav is 
correct. As a matter of fact, the Chillagne Com
pany could have raised the whole of the money 
required by them without going to I~onclon at all 
if they had liked to sell their shares. I will 
come back now to the statement made by the 
bun. member for Flinders that the company 
which is desirous of constructing the line which 
we have under consicleration only wishes to 
obtain the concession in order that they may 
fleece the public. Now, I want to make a de
liberate challenge to the hon. member, or any 
man in this House, that be cannot produce one 
single instance in which a man who got a debenture 
issued bytheChillagoe Company lost money by it. 
That is a bold statement to make. I defy ·any 
hon. member in this House to produce one single 
instance in which anyone has lost money through 
the Ohi!lagoe Company in connection with the 

debentures. They were £100 debentures. £25 
was to be paid clown, and three payments of £25 
each were to be made at intervals. I have made 
every possible inquiry, and there was never one 
debenture th:1t was sold at par. And yet thA 
hon. member for Flinclers and other members 
on the other side h:tve tried to s><y that the 
people who floated those debentures fleeced the 
public. 

Mr. :.VlcDoNALD: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. FORSYTH : Where does the fleecing of 

the public come in. The people who bought 
those shares were guaranteed (i per cent. on their 
money, with the right of coming in and buying 
shares later on if they want them, and I have 
never been able to find one single debenture 
that has been sold at par. \Vhy do not hon. 
members opposite bring some proof forward of 
thetr statement about the public being fleeced. 

Mr. l>AWSON : I accept your challenge. 
Mr. FOI{SYTH: I shall be delighted if the 

hon. member will do that. I have taken every 
possible precaution to find out if any single 
indiviclual--

J\.Ir. DAWSON: This man is married. 
Mr. FORSYTH : I do not care whether he is 

marned or not. The hem, member knows very 
well that what I am stating is true, and yet one 
of the principal objections that is raised against 
the company being able to float debentures in 
London is that they simply want concessions, so 
that they can go and float them, and fleece the 
public. Now, there is no truth in that statement 
at all-none whatever. I should think that if 
any hon. member on the other side had bought 
shares from the original Chilbgoe Company at 
£1 a share he would have made very good money, 
and he would have thought that, instead of the 
Chillagoe Company having fleeced the public, 
that they had done a very great benefit to the 
colony. Shares were purchased from the com
pany at £1. 

Mr. DAWSON: Don't hedge yourself round 
with conditions. 

Mr. FOHSYTH: I do not wish to hedge 
myself round at all. I have given a challenge, 
>tnd I wish the hon. member to prove it. That 
is a straightforward challenge. vVe all know 
that there were debentures which went up to a 
very large premium, and people who purchased 
them at a very large premium may have lost 
money through being compelled to sell them. 
But that has nothing to do with the original 
Chillagoe Company. 

Mr. DAWSON: \Vhat is the use of hedging like 
that? 

Mr. CALLAN : He is not hedging at all. It is 
you that are hedging. 

Mr. J<'ORSYTH: I am not hedging. Any
thing that I have got to say I generally say 
straight from the shoulder, and I say that the 
debentures that were issued by the Chillagoe 
Company wece sold at par--that is £100-ancl I 
challenge the hon. member to produce one 
individual who bought from the Chillagoe 
Company at that price who has lost money by 
them. I know as well as the hon. member
perhaps I know as much about these things as 
most people, as I often buy and sell shares 
myself, and I know about this business-and I 
know that the Chillagoe debentures went up to 
200 per cent. over the original price at which 
they were sold. 

Mr. McDoNALD: Why? 
Mr. FOltSYTH : vVhen the market came 

down those pecple who bought at 200 per cent. 
over the price at which they were sold by the 
company lost money, but that has nothing to do 
with the original Chillagoe Compauy, who are 
blamed for fleecing the pnblic. 

Mr. McDONALil: How much per man did 
each member of the Ohillagoe Company put into it? 
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Mr. FORSYTH: I do not know how much 
they put into it, but I know there were 520,000 
shares held by the companv. 

Mr. McDoNALD: I am talking about previous 
to that? 

Mr . .FORSY'l'H: The company at the pr~sent 
time is £1,000,000 shares at £1 each. 

Mr. McDONALD: There were 480 shares at 
£200 each, paid up to £70 or £75 each. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member 
for Carpentaria is in possession of the House, 
and he should be beard in silence. 'l'bese inter
ruptions are most disorderly. 

Mr. DAwsoN: He has invited hon. members 
into a 24-foot ring. 

'l'he SPEAKER: The hon. member will h:we 
an opportnnity of replying to the hon. member 
for Carpentaria later on. I trust he will preserve 
order. Mr. Forsyth. 

Mr. l!'ORSYTH: The hem. member f0r 
Flinders has tried to cloud the issue. 

Mr. DAWSON: You know that he knows. 
Mr. FORSYTH: If the hon. member, or any 

other hon. member on the other side, thinks he 
can get me off the trail, ur if he thinks that I do 
not know exactly what I am saying, he is greatly 
mistaken. I say that the Chillagoe Company is a 
compitny with " capital of £1,000,000 in £1 
shares, itnd that, as a ma;tter of fact, 520,000 of 
tho'e shares were held by the company for the 
purpose of raising money, and also for the pur
pose of paying debenture-holders if they wanted 
to take np shares. And yet we rereatedly hear 
the cry raised, "How is it the original share
holders did not sell their shares? " and " \V here 
did the money come from? " and " Where did 
the share" come from ? " I have explained that 
the Chilhtgoe Company raised no less than 
£202,000 by the sale of shares, and if they had 
never sold" single debenture they could easily 
have raised the n0cessary money in this country 
without going to London at all. The value of 
shares at the present time is 38s., and if the 
company placed 200,000 shares more on the 
market here they would all have been taken up. 

Mr. HBJID : \Vhy did they go to London ? 
Mr. l<'ORSYTH: I suppose they went to 

London to get money. 
JY1r. DAWSON: Hear, hear! 
Mr. FORSYTH: But that is not saying they 

could not have raised it here. \Vhat was the 
use of giving the company power to borrow if 
they rlid not wish to make use of that power'! 
That is no argument. As a matter of bet, half 
of those debentures were not sold in .England at 
all. They were sold in the colony. I know of 
one firm of brokers in Brislmne alone who were 
given the option of selling UO,OOO debentures, 
and they sold the l"t in five days in Brisbane, 
and every single man who bong-.ht those shares 
has made money out of them. 'I' he hon. mem
ber for l!'linders evidently knows a great deal 
about the Norman River. He told ns not long 
ago that the harbllur ittNormanton was no good, 
that it would take a great deal of money to dredge 
the bar and enable any ship to get alongside 
the railway wharf. Now, did the hon. member 
ever take the trouble to find out exactly how 
things stand? He said that, although there was 
a harbour at Townsville, there was no harbour 
at Normanton, and that it would take an enor
mous amount of expenditure so as to allow 
steamers to go inside the h<tr at the Norman River 
and load alongside the railway at Port Norman, 
or wherever it might be. 

Mr. DAWSON: Can you quote where he said 
that? 

Mr. FORSYTH: Yes. 
Mr. DAWSol'f: I wouH like to have the page. 
Mr. l!'ORSYTH: If the hon. gentleman looks 

at page 75 of Hansarrl he will find it. In any 
case, I can get it if the hon. member wants it. 

Now, what are the particulars with regard to 
the Norman River. If the hon. member for 
l!'linders had taken the trouble to go to the Port 
Otfice and look at the plans and specifications, he 
would have got all particulars, which show that 
my statements are correct. As the hon. mem
ber for Croydon knows, we were promised that a 
dredge wmild go there as soon as it arrived from 
London, and we were delighted with that promise, 
because we want a dredge to cut through the bar 
at Nornmnton. Now, what is the probable cost 
of that dredging so as to enable vessels to get 
inside into deep water? I find, on the best 
computation that it would take one of Lindon 
Bates's dredges twelve months to dredge the 
bar, and the cost would be £1,000 per month ; so 
that the cost of dredging the bar would be 
£12,000, and once yon get inside there is 4 
or 5 fathoms of water. At Karumba there is 
from 18 to 20 feet. Yet the hon. member 
for Flinders ra-ises the question of the enormous 
expenditure of this work. He is only trying to 
cloud the issue in every way he possibly can. 
The leader of the Opposition knows that my 
facts and figures are correct. I have obtained 
tl1f'm from the Port Office here, and I say that 
the i\forman !liver is one of the best rivers in 
(~ueensland. 

Th1r. BHOWNBJ: Hear, hear! 
Mr. :FORI:5YTH: And I can tell the hon. 

gentleman that for the last sixteen years there 
has never been one shilling spent. 

Mr. IV. HA21IILTOX : Sometimes they have no 
tide for a week. 

Mr. l!'ORSYTH: That doesn't matter. I 
can tell the hon. membor that sixteen years ago 
I itrmnged with the old "Corea" to bring GOO tons 
of stuff as far as Double Island, thirty-eight miles 
np the river, and never one single shilling has been 
spent there. 

Mr. BHOWl'fE: Once across the bar, there is 
one of the largest stretches of deep water in 
the colony. 

Mr. l!'ORSYTH: That is so. It is one of 
the best natural rivers in Queensland, and I 
appreciate what the hon. member for Croydon 
says, because I know he has always taken a 
great interest in this river, seeing that he repre
sents Croydon. If the expense in dredging this 
river will be only £12,000 in twelve months, does 
any hon. member think that "enormous expen
diture"? I think it is a very small expenditme 
under the circumstances, especially when we 
eo m pare it with the amount of money that has 
been spent in this way in Townwille and Bris
bane. If hon. members make this comparison 
they will find that this £12,000 is a mere baga
telle. I know thrtt wharves will have to he built, 
but I think £12,000 will be a very small amount 
to be spent on dredging this river in order that 
ocean-going steamers c'1n get over the bar to 
deep water. I say that if the hon. member for 
Flinders had taicen the slightest trouble to 
examine the plans and specifications, he could 
have seen the deep-water marks showing that 
there is 5 and 5~ fathoms all the way up the 
ril·er to Karumba. The hon. member compares 
the harbour of Norman ton with that of Towns
ville. 

Mr. KmsTON: If the members for the district 
had done their duty, the bar at Norrrmnton 
would have been dredged long ago. 

Mr. JTORSYTH: It was dredged a short dsi
tance, and filled np again. 

J\fr. BROWNE: It was never completed. 
Mr. FORSYTH: When the railway is built to 

Nor man ton, very likely a Emall dredge will be 
kept in the river to keep the bar clear. We have 
heard a great rleal about theN ormanton to Cion
curry line, and about the settled railway policy 
of the country being changed. 

Mr. REID: Hear, hear ! That's the point, 
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Mr. FORSYTH: But if we are progressive 
legislator.<-if we believe in the advancement of 
the country-the settled policy of the country 
must be altered from time to time. 

Mr. \V. HAMILTON: Not from bad to worse. 
Mr. FORSYTH: If hon. members will look 

up history they will find that the settled policy 
of France fur 800 years was a monarchy, and 
that was all upset in twenty-four hours; and 
from 1800 to 1870 the settled policy of the 
country was changed fifteen or twenty times. 
What was the settled policy in Great Britain 
with regard to the great Electoral Reform Bill? 
If hon. members opposite had been living in 
England then, would they not have gone against 
the settled policy of the country? 'fhey would 
have given every man a chance to vote. 

Mr. DAWSON: Then you admit that you are 
changing yonr policy? 

Mr. FORSYTH: Most decidedly. \Ve are 
always changing our policy, commercially, 
socially, ancl politically, if we are progressive. 
Do hon. members helieve in being tied down 
hand and foot to hard-and-fast lines a! ways? I, 
at all events, do not believe in that. lf hon. 
members opposite say that the Government can
not build all railways, why don't they hold a con
ference in the Trades Hall and change their 
platform, so as to give hon. members on that side 
a chance of saying what they really believe. 

Mr. KmsroN : Do you believe in changing the 
settled policy of the country behind the backs of 
the electors? 

Mr. B'ORSYI'H: I believe in cha-nge when 
the will of the people demands it. Of course, I 
am not su~h an authority as the hon. member for 
Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston. He believes in 
electoral reform, but he must remember that Sir 
Robert Peel-one of the greatest men England 
ever saw-introduced certain corn-law legisla
tion in England in 1841, and he was returned to 
Parliament; and yet in 1846 he was forced by 
the will of the people to give up that line of 
policy. I say the will of the people must prevail. 
Sir Robert Peel knew that the feelings of the 
people were in favour of the abolition of the 
corn laws, and he believed in the will of the 
people being carried out. The feeling was so 
strong that he knew that if he did not give in he 
would be knocked out. 

Mr. DAWSON : He was returned by a large 
majority opposed to that. 

Mr. FORSYTH: Yes, in 18-H; and in 1846 
he turned ronnd completely, and altered the 
settled policy of the country in accordance with 
the will of the people. My statements are quite 
correct. I say that men like John Bright, 
Cobden, and others, did a great amount of good 
to the whole country by introducing the legisla
tion they did in Great Britain at that time. The 
policy with regard to the corn laws was a 
complete reversal of the policy of the British 
Government. According to hon. members oppo
site, it was not right to bring in any legislation 
of that kind. The settled policy of the country 
should be stuck to. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: quite the opposite. 
Mr. FORSY'I'H: Hon. members opposite 

talked a great deal about changing the settled 
policy of the country ; but they are quite ready 
to change it to suit themselves. Let anyone look 
at the Labour platform and see if hon. members 
opposite have not changed their policy. 

Mr. HARDAORE: I<irst of all, ascertain the 
will of the people. 

Mr. J<'ORSYTH: You bave discovered the 
will of the people in connection with this 

matter. We believe that the people 
[4'30 p.m.] are entirely in favour of these lines, 

and I know that there are members 
on the other side who believe that if the referen
dum they wanted had been taken the majority of 

1900-3 R 

the people would have voted in favour of the 
construction of these rail ways by private enter
prise. 

Mr. KmsroN : And yet we were willing to 
take a referendum? 

Mr. FORSYTH: Yes; hon. members were 
willing to take a referendum, but there is no 
doubt that there are members on that side who 
believed that they would have lost had the ques
tion been submitted to a vote of the people. The 
people of the country and the people who are 
particularly interested in these lines in various 
places, know that it is a matter of utter impossi
bility for the Government to build all the lines 
that are demanded, and that if we are to wait 
for a railway to be built from Hughenden to 
Cloncurry we shall never get that line. The hon. 
member for Flinders knows that many members 
on his own side of the House are entirely against 
that line. 

Mr. REm: That does not prove that he is 
wrong. 

Mr. FORSYTH: I am not saying whether he 
is wrong or whether he is right, but simply that 
there is a divided opinion on the matter on that 
side of the House. I would ask the hon. 
member for Rockhampton would it not be an 
injustice to the people of that district to compel 
them to carry their stuff 530 miles as against 250 
miles? It would be a great injustice. The hon. 
member for Flinders and the hon. member for 
Enoggera say they want this railway built from 
Hughenden. If such a Bill were brought forward 
bv the Government I should oppose it in every 
,;ay I possibly conld, because I believe it would 
be a great injustice to the people concerned to 
take it from Hughenden; and I venture to 
predict that there are plenty of members on that 
side of the House who would go against a 
m0asure which was likely to njure the interests 
of the people of that locality. We have been 
told also in connection with these private lines 
that they are being abandoned in the other 
colonies, and that they had not the slightest inten
tion of going in for any more private lines. 

Th1r. 'fuRLEY : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. FORSYTH : I am glad to hear the hon. 

member for South Brisbane 'say "Hear, hear." 
As a matter of fact, the Government of Victoria 
have accepted an offer for the construction of a 
private line. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: Where to? 
Mr. FORSYTH : I will tell the hon. member 

all about it. The line is between Lake's Entrance 
and Mount Deddick. The Government have 
accepted an offer tu build J 00 miles of rail way in 
that district at a cost of £300,000. 

Mr. KIJJSTON: They have been led astray by 
the bad example of the Queens!and Government. 

Mr. J<'ORSYTH: It does not matter whether 
they ttre being led by a bad example or a good 
example. All I am showing is that other 
colonies are prepared to construct railways by 
private enterprise, and if hon. members will look 
at the Afining Standard for the 12th of July 
last, they will get the whole of the particulars 
with regard to the line I have mentioned. The 
rail way is to cost £:lOO,OOO, and is supposed to 
assist no less than forty different places, and yet 
the Government of the day have accepted an 
offer for its construction by a private company. 
But even if there was no such railway construc
tion going on in any of the other colonies, let 
anyone look at the extent of Queensland as 
compared with Victoria, and say is it possible 
for the Government to build all the lines 
that are required. I venture to say that if we 
are to depend upon the mining interests of 
Cloncurry being developed by the State, it will 
be many a long day before this line is built. 
The hon, member for l!'linde:rs said ht;J was 
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entirely against the construction of this railway 
from Norman ton to Cloncurry, either by private 
enterprise or by the State. 

Mr. I{EID : He did not say that. 
Mr. FORSYTH: The Premier asked the hon. 

member if he would vote for a line built by the 
State from Normanton to Cloncurry, and the 
hon. member deliberately said "No," became 
he refused to plunge the country into such an 
enormous expense as it would entail, as there 
was no possible hope of getting a return from the 
expenditure. 

Mr. LESINA: Do you think that is a correct 
reply? 

Mr. FORSYTH : I do not care whether it is 
a correct reply or not. I am simply stating 
facts. The hon. member stated in connection 
with the N ormanton line that in the wet season 
the country was always flooded, and that the 
telegraph poles were under water. I was there for 
ten years, and during that time there was only 
one season that I can remember that taking 
place. 

Mr. REID : The hon. member did not say that 
that had taken place at Normanton. · 

Mr. FORSYTH : Excuse me, the hon. mem
ber did say so; he said that all that country was 
under water during the wet season. As a 
matter of fact, we know that such is not the case. 

Mr. McDONALD : I never said that. I said 
that a portion of the country between Norman
ton and Cloncurry was under water during the 
wet season, and I repeat that statement. 

Mr. FORSYTH: That is what I say. 
Mr. McDOKALD: You said at Norman ton; 

there is a difference between Normanton and 
thirty or fifty miles this side of N ormanton. 

Mr. FORSYTH: The only place where I have 
heard of the telegmph poles being nnder water 
is Normanton. 

Mr. MoDONALD : That is two places. 
Mr. l<'ORSYTH: The bon. member further 

said that the expense of constructing this line 
would be very great as compared with the cost 
of a line from Hugbenden. The rails of the 
Croydon line are covered with water in the wet 
season, but have the people of the district been 
very much inconvenienced by the fact that a 
foot or two of water has been over the raile? 
No, and yet the hon. member brings forward an 
argument of that sort. ThR thing is ridiculous. 
Then we have heard a great deal about the 
wonderful concessions that are to be made to 
this company. They are a mere bagatelle as 
compared with the concessions granted to com
panies elsewhere. Only last July a company 
called the Canadian Northern Railway Company 
were issuing debentures for the construction of 
a main line of railway in Canada 800 miles in 
length, exclusive of 120 miles in branches. The 
hon. member for Croydon referred the other day to 
the enormous mileage of this line from Norrnan
ton to Cloncurry. But the one to which I am 
alluding has a mileage of no less than 920 miles. 
We were also told that after the experience in 
connection with the Canadian Pacific Railway 
there was not likely to be any more railways 
built by private enterpriee in that country. Let 
ns look at the concessions made to this company, 
not twenty years ago, but to-day, when they 
might say we will profit by past experience. 
These people are getting from the Canadian 
Government no less than 2,500,000 acres of land. 
But the company which is to construct the 
N ormanton-Cloncurry get no ~uch concession. 

Mr. W. HA}!ILTON : They asked for it. 
Mr. FORSYTH: It does not matter what 

they asked for; we are dealing with the Bill 
which only provides that they shall get 10,000 
acres. The Canadian company are getting 
2,500,000 acres, and of that ar~Ja they have 

already sold 35,000 acres at an average price of 
3i dollars per acre. If snch a concession were 
proposed in connection with the construction of 
railways by private enterprise in queensland the 
whole colony would raise a howl against it. 
Bnt that is not the only concession they have got. 
The State of Mn,nitoba guarantee the principal 
and interest of 4 per cent. thirty·year gold bonds 
at the rate of 8,000 dollars per mile, which may 
be increased to 10,000 dollars per mile. And the 
Dominion Government have granted in cash 
6,400 dollars per mile towards the construc
tion of 208 miles of the Ont.alio division. 
They have also granted 3,200 dollars per mile for 
sixty-three miles. That is the Dominion Go
vernment. Then the Government of Ontario, 
the provincial Government, have also given 4,000 
dollars on 271 miles. 

Mr. MAXWELL: Any members of the House in 
the swindle? 

Mr. FORSYTH : I have not the slightest 
idea, and I do not care. I am only giving you 
what Canada has done in the way of granting 
concessions, and showing you that, comparatively 
speaking, we have granted no concessions here at 
all. 

Mr. J AOKSON : ·what is the estimated cost per 
mile? 

Mr. FORSYTH: About £2,000 or £3,000 per 
mile. Not only have the company got those con
cessions, but they get from the Dominion Go
vernment a promise that for twenty years they 
shall get the sum of 80,000 dollars for the car
riage of mails and supplies. Now, if a Govern· 
ment in Australia or in Queensland was to bring 
in a proposal of that kind they wonld be howled 
down ; there would be no possibility of getting 
such legislation through the House. 

Mr. TURLEY: For what term do they bold the 
railway? 

Mr. FORSYTH: For fifty years, and all the 
land they hold is freehold. 

Mr. JACKSON: It is a wonder that the com
panies come here at all. 

Mr. FORSYTH : That is not the point we 
are discussing. \Vbat I want to show to this 
House is that there is no comparison between 
the concessions asked for by this company, and 
the enormous concessions given by the Dmninion 
Government in enterprises of the same kind. 
This line will be about 250 miles long, less than 
one-third of the Canadian line I have referred 
to. Now, suppose the Government were to offer 
a third of 2,fiOO,OOO acres for the construction of 
this line, where would they be? There would 
not be the smallest chance of passing snch a 
scheme ; but not only do the Canadin,n Govern
ment give them 2,.100,000 acres of land, and 
£1(),000 a year, but 80,000 dollars for the carriage 
of mails and passengers. I instance those con
cessions to show what concessions are given in 
Canada, and what happens there. 

Mr . .fACKSON: The country is very prosperous; 
there is no doubt about it. 

Mr. JRNKINSON: Owing to its network of rail· 
ways. 

Mr. FORSYTH: Then if you take America, 
its prosperity to-day has been bnilt up by the 
enormous amount of rail ways there. 

Mr. REm : "What about the great amount of 
political corruption there? 

Mr. FORSYTH: The hon. member is always 
harping on corruption. So far as the producing 
interests of America are concerned, there is no 
country in the world served better by railways ; 
and there is no country where the cost of carriage 
is lower. And it has been gradually coming 
down. The same applies to Great Britain. In 
1846, when the first railway was built in America, 
the cost of freight was 2"26d. per cent. per mile 
In 1870 there were thirty-nine different lineR of 
railway, and the rates were reduced to l'31d, 
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per cent. ; and then coming down to 1SD7, when 
we find there were no less than 131 companies 
there, and the average cost per mile was under 
~d. per mile. '.rhat is an enormous difference, 
and it has all been caused by competition. 

Mr. vV. HAMILTON : '.rhey are carrying for 
less than that on the State lines of this colony. 

Mr. J!'ORSYTH : They do not carry for a 
half-penny P.ll round, but they may carry some 
things for that. And in connection with this matter 
1 say this syndicate have vast agricultural land 
granted to them, and they have the power to 
take up land wherever they like. Here we have 
these concebsions, these very big and most liberal 
concessions, being granted by Canada; and yet 
the Canadians are a very shrewd, smart people, 
and their balance last year was over 4,000,000 
dollars. I say that the great benefit that 
can be conferred on this country is to open 
np the country. Let us give the people every 
possible means of opening up the country that we 
can. If the Govemment cannot build railways, 
let us have them built by private enterprise. I 
venture to say no one can con vi nee n1e, seeing 
the enormous demand there is for rail ways in 
Queensland at the present time, that there is 
any possibility of a great many of these places 
getting rail way communication unless they get 
it by private enterprise. I say that the hon. 
member for Flinders did not get all his speech 
delivered last nightJ, and I regret that he did not. 
I would like to have heard all be had to say. A 
great many people believe that we want to burke 
criticism on this Bill ; but that is not the case. 
I hope that this line will be ably criticised. We 
want to have all the facts. \Ve want to know 
exactly how things are. 

HoNOuRABLE lHEMBE!\S : Hear, hear t 
Mr. :B'ORSYTH : If any hon. members have 

any facts, by all means let us have them. \Ve 
know that public opinion must rule. 'When
ever we find that the public want a certain 
thing, they will be satisfied with nothing short 
of a clear understanding of the problems in
volved. \Ve know that. \Ve also know that 
public opinion may often be forwarded not only 
by criticism by the scepticism which is the in
strument of a sincere desire to know and to find 
out the truth. That is the whole position of the 
c,-,se. \Ve have no desire to shirk criticism in the 
slightest degree. Any members of this House 
who can bring forward information which will 
show that it is a bad thing to build this line, 
we shall be glad to hear them. I think we 
have heard all their arguments; but, summed 
up, all they amount to is that the policy of the 
Labour party is State lines and State lines only. 
They cannot depart from that policy. I say that 
what we have to consider is this: The conditions 
of things political, commercial, "nd social are 
always changing; and as things change we must 
change also. There is no doubt of that. And, 
therefore, I say that the evidence we have before 
us at the present time is entirely in fa, our of the 
Government giving every possible assistance to 
open up and develop the rich mineral wealth of 
the country. Nn one can prove to me that these 
mineral lodes are going to pay. As a matter of 
fact, the only mines that have been developed 
are the mines near the township. 

J\lr. McDoNALll : 'What alJOut the Hampden 
Mine? 

Mr. l<'ORSYTH: I am not speaking abont 
that. Of course, that mine has been developed, 
and I am pleased that it has, but every hon. 
gentleman knows that there are other mines 
which have not been developed. Now, the 
Argylla is one of the mines which is supposed to 
be very rich. Anyone who reads Mr. Jack's 
report in connection with that particular mine 
will say that he has a wonderful opinion of it ; 
but he states it will require a very large amount 

of money to open that up and develop it. Do 
you think-·does any member of this Chamber 
think that anyone is going to spend large 
sums of money in developing that property 
if they have no means of getting away 
their stuff when they have developed it? 
And those people are not likely to spend large 
sums of money in opening up and developing this 
rich country unless they get a railway to take 
away their goods when they get the mine opened 
up. The hon. member for Flinders told us 
the other day that, so far as he knows, even 
the Chillagoe Company have got no permanent 
lodes. 

Mr. McDoNALD: I did not say that. 
Mr. FORSY'l'H: If the hon. member will 

refer to page 7ii of Hansctrd, he will see that he 
said-

Why, even at Ohillagoe there are no proved per
manent lodes at the present time. 
And yet he says he did not say that. There is not 
a single statement that I have made in connec
tion with any matter in this House that I am not 
prepared to give proof of. 

Mr. McDoNALD : You said I stated that there 
were no permanent lodes. I said there were no 
proved permanent lodes. 

Mr. FORSYTH: The hon. member said there 
might be some, but at present he did not know 
of them. Of course we caT! only speak of things 
as they are. I say that If ever there was an 
arf;ument in favour of that line being built by 
private enterprise that is the argument. Does 
anyone tell me that the Government would have 
been justified in building the line when the 
country had not any proved permanent lodes? 
It would have been a most contemptible thing, 
in my opinion. We know that if it had not 
been for the Chillagoe Company coming forward 
and proposing to build that line, no Government 
would have built a line there. As a matter of 
fact, Mr. Moffatt had lost any quantity of money, 
and was simply going to give it up, because he 
could not make it pay, but this company came 
along. Though this company has been vilified, 
I say that it has done an enormous amount of 
good for the country and for Cairns too. 

Mr. JACKSON: That would not justify your 
line all the same. 

Mr. I<'ORSYTH: I should like now to read an 
extract showing- what Mr. Foster, late Minister 
for Mines in Victoria, said in regard to private 
lines. We are told that in the south they are 
opposed to the construction of private rail ways, 
but this is what he said-

He could see no sense whatever in the objection to 
the granting of concessions iu return for the construc
tion of private lines of railway in districts where the 
Government cannot build the lines itself. His view is 
thus tersely expressed; H rrhe CQUUtry is here With its 
resources undeveloped; the Government have not the 
moans to develop these resources. If private enterprise 
will do it under such conditions as will enable the 
Government to resume the railway by giving reasonable 
notice and paying a fair valuation, I think it will be a 
suicidal policy not to take adYantage of the opportunity 
offered. Nothing is lost, but everything is gained. 
The railway is there, and in time must fall into the 
hands of the State, and in the mean\Vhile it is doing 
·work which the Government was unable to provide for." 

Mr. BROWNE: He prescribed that for Queens
land ; he was not game to prescribe it for Vic
toria. 

Mr. :B'ORSYTH : I don't know where he pre
scribed it. 

Mr. BROWNE: It was when he was in Brisbane 
he said that. 

Mr. FORSYTH : Even the paper that sup
ports the hon. member for Croydon, Mr. 
Browne, said that as long as there was a scintilla 
of hope of the Government constructing the line 
they would oppose its construction by a private 
company, but they could see no hope; and, 
therefore, in order to assist j;he peo:pl~ pf the 
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district, they were willing to consider any pro
posal for the building of the railway. 

Mr. BROWNE: Have you seen what they said 
since? 

Mr. FORSYTH : No. I would very much like 
tu know what they have said. The hon. member 
for Croydon made some very strong complaints 
about the Australasian United Steam Navigation 
Company and Burns, Philp, and Co. fleecing 
the people of that part of tho colony in con
nection with the shipping trade and about how 
they had got the wharves; and for that hon. 
gentleman's information I am going to give a few 
figures to disprove the statements be made, and 
which I think he had no right to make-which I 
think he will own later on. I will show that 
there has been no crushing of the people. 

Mr. BROWN El : I said they crushed the Govern
ment. I proposed that the Government should 
take over the lighterage plant. 

Mr. :B'ORSYTH: He talks about monopoly, 
and the people labouring under this monopoly, 
but what are the facts? In 1892 the Australasian 
United Steam Navigation Company lost £16,000 
on the Normantonservice,in 1893they lost£20,000, 
\Vith regard to the enormous protits made by 
the Australasian United Steam Navigation 
Company, I find that they paid a dividend of 2k 
per cent. in 1896, the same in 1897, the same in 
1898, and 3 per cent. in 1899; and for a good 
many ypars before 1806 they paid no dividends 
at all. This is a company that we are told is 
grinding the people down ! \Vith regard to the 
lighterage question, when I was there during 
the election, I went to the manager of Burns, 
Philp, and Co., and he told me that they had 
suffered a terrible loss, and he gave me tha 
figures, In January last year the loss was 
£137 2s. 4d. ; in ]~ebruary it was £69 11B. Rd. ; 
and in March, £114 5s. 4d. That is the way 
Burns, Philp, and Co. have been fleecing 
the public. I know that those are the wont 
months, but we will take it for the last six years 
and see how much the Austr'1lasian United 
Steam Navigation Company has lost in connec
tion with lighterage at Normanton. The figures 
are £3,211 Ss. lld. 

Mr. BROWNE : It does not say much for their 
business capaci t,{. 

Mr. FORSYTH: That is not the point. The 
point is where they have been grinding the public 
down. 

Mr. BROWNE: The Under Secretary of the 
Postal Department told you and me and the hon. 
member for Burke the Bame thing. 

Mr. FORSYTH : 'l'he hon. member knows 
very well that nobody took a greater interest in 
bringing about that mail contract than I did. I 
even went to Sydney about it. The company 
did not want it, and it was not until we were in 
a poRition to force their hands that we got them 
to accept it at £6,000 a year. The Auotralasian 
United Steam,hip Company lost last year on 
lighterage £107 4s. 6d., yet the hon. member tells 
us they are crushing people. If that company 
had done what any other business people would 
have done they would have raised the rates: 
but they had not done so-they had carried on 
year after year, dropping money all the time, 
and the hon. member knows that. The same 
thing was raised when I was at the election 
at Normanton, and I simply squashed the argu
ments raised by those men by stating that they 
could go to the office of Burns, Philp, and Co., 
and see the books and see how things stood. I 
heard no more about the lighterage question in 
Norman ton after that. No less than twenty-five 
men are employed on the "Dugong" and other 
lighters there, and the steamers run there once 
in three weeks and the lighters can do the work 
in one week, and they have to pay those men for 
doing nothing th\l r©s~ of th~ time, No one 

knows that better than the hon. member, yet he 
brin~<s forward arguments like this. I say he 
should have some proof--

Mr. BROWNE: I brought forward the same 
argument in Normanton, in this House, and 
everywhere else. 

Mr. FORSYTH: I have taken the trouble to 
go to the manager of the Australasian United 
8team Navigation Company to get the figures, 
and that is the position of things now. As a matter 
of fact the thing has never paid ; and yet we are 
told they are trying to fleece the public. If I 

were to tell the hon. member the 
[5 p.m.] amount of money which has been 

written off the books of Burns, 
Philp, and Co. during the last few years in that 
district it would astonish him, and if he had 
the interest on it he would not need to come to 
this House at all. It would keep him in a 
splendid position for the rest of his days. 

Mr. BHOWNll: If they made bad debts that 
was their fault. 

Mr. FOHSYTH: Statements have been made 
here in regarrl to this line which are entirely 
wrong, and when they are pointed out to hon. 
members they are not willing to admit their 
error. If I make a wrong statement in this 
House I am perfectly willing to admit my fault, 
but I have given the facts in connection with this 
matter. The same facts were given to the 
Labour party in N ormanton, and when matters 
had been thoroughly explained to the objectors 
we have heard no more of their objections. 

Mr. BHOWNE : The fact that Burns, Philp, 
and Co. made bad debts at Normanton does not 
affect the case. 

Mr. FORSYTH : A;; a matter of fact, I know 
there are hundreds of men in that district whom 
we will not get a shillin~< from, who have been 
assisted and who are stUI being assisted. The 
hon. member knows th:1t only too well, and yet 
he speaks of Burns, Philp, and Co. and the 
Australasian United Steam Navigation Com
pany as being a species of cormorant who swallow 
up everything. There is no doubt that they have 
lost heavily, and I shall not be at all sorry when 
the day comes when some substantial change 
will take place in the state of affairs in that 
district. No one knows better than the hon. 
member for Uroydon that sixteen or eighteen 
years ago things were in a very flourishing state 
in Normantou, but half the t3wn has gone to 
Croydon and the other half are simply waiting. 
That is the reason why the people want the rail
way, and if they cannot get it cunstructed by the 
Government then they are prepared to accept it 
at the hands of a private company. 

Mr. Ll<;SINA: You said that private enter
prise was losing in Normanton. 

Mr. FORSYTH: I have stated what is a 
fact. I do not want to take up much more of 
the time of the House, but in connection with 
rail ways generally I wish to point this out : vV e 
know that some of the Government railways 
do not pay, and that others pay handsomely. 
Take the line from Townsville to Hughenden. 
That is 240 miles in length, cost £1,300,000, and 
paid last year no less than 11 per cent. interest. 
On the other hana the main line from Brisbane 
to W allangarra, passing through the splendid 
lands comprised within the Darling Downs, and 
joining right on to the New South vV ales and 
Victorian railways, only paid 16s. 7d. per 
cent. Those lines are under the same manage
ment. The same rates are charged on both, 
but if they were placed in the hands of a 
private company what would be the result? 
The rates on the Townsville line would have to 
come down and those on the other line would 
have to go up, and yet under present circum
stances the money made on the Northern line 
simply goes to make u:p the deficiency on the 
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Southern one. I can only say in conclusion that 
I thoroughly believe in the line being built from 
N ormanton to Cl on curry in the manner proposed 
by the Government. I beheve if the Govern
ment do not see fit to build a line, which is more 
or less of a speculative nature, that those who 
desire to build it should have the opportunity of 
doing so. Hon. members opposite desire, on the 
other hand, that it should wait. vV ell, I do not 
believe in waiting when I see such great posoi
bilities as lie before the construction of this line. 
I know for a fact that 750,000 sleepers will be 
required for the construction of a line of rail way 
from Normanton to .Cloncurry, and that it will 
take 30,000 tons of rmls. Consider for a moment 
the enormous help it will be to the timber 
industry, to all those engaged in the carrying 
trade along our coast, to, in fact, all classe3 of 
workers in the colony. Everyone will reap the 
benefit of it. But the Labour party say, "No, 
we w1ll let everything wait until an indefinite 
period when the Government may be able to 
build the line." I have little doubt that in 
addition to the benefits I have mentioned many 
other sources of employment will spring into 
existence in consequence of the construction of 
this line, and that commerce generally will be 
greatly benefited. I only hope the line will go 
through. I hope in committee if there is any 
difference of opinion that we will discuss the 
matter calmly and decide each point as it arises 
on its merits. I maintain that it is entirely against 
the interests of the hon. member for Croydon 
and his constituents to block this line. He 
knows that by its construction the lighterage 
that he complains so much about will be 
immediately clone away with, and that the people 
of Croydon will save quite 12s. per ton on the 
goods which they receive. 

Mr. BROWNJ;;: Under this Bill they would be 
worse off. 

Mr. l<'ORSYTH: ThA hon. member has made 
much of the monopoly of the wharfage which he 
says this company will enjoy. I have taken the 
trouble to procure a plan, which shows that there 
i~ more than a mile of wharfage which will be 
available when the company ha.ve got what they 
are asking for. There is any quantity of lancl 
further down the river for wharfage purposes, 
and yet the hon. member says the company will 
take up the whole country. 

Mr. BROW NE: I did not say that. 
Mr. FORSYTH: That was the inference from 

the hon. gentleman's remarks. I thought it was 
distinctly understood that the Government could 
take over the railway and the wharves as well. 

Mr. BROWNE: Not under this Bill. 
Mr. FORSY'rH : I certainly understood the 

Premier that he was willing to make that pro
vision, and, as a matter of fact, the goods could 
b~ landed at tl.1e Government wharf, if necessary, 
w1thout touchmg- the wharfage properties of the 
company. I contend that the hon. member's 
s1;pport <?f thi• Bill would mean a large saving to 
hlS conshtm nts, as I have already pointed out
a saving- of at least 12s. per ton on the goods 
which they require, which includes at least 2s. a 
ton cartage from the wharf to the rail way at the 
present time. 

Mr. BROWNll: Some of your constituents advo
cate that the line should not go near Norman ton 
at all. 

Mr. FORSYTH: That is the first I have 
heard of it. I have had very many wires and 
other communications from my constituent; but 
I have had no objection of that sort. At the 
present time the district is in a languishing con
dition. Plenty of men are living there from 
hand to mouth, hanging on by the skin of their 
teeth as it were, getting a litt.le work whenever 
they can, waiting until they see if this line is 
going to be constructed, and praying that it may 
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be bnilt. If we believe in the will of the people, 
if the people whose earnest desire is that this line 
should be constructed are to have their wishes 
respected, then I think no opposition should be 
raised to its construction, '!'here is no fairer 
man in this House than the hon. member for 
Croydon, and I believe he will on consideration 
study the interests of his constituents, and see 
what will be saved to them by such a railway as 
this. I do not know how many thousands of 
tons are carried over the Croydon line, but at all 
events, upon every ton the people will save 12s. 
I believe that the people want this line, and if it 
is built I venture to predict that it will do an 
enormous amount of good to the country. It will 
open up a large mineral and agricultural district 
which has been languishing, and in fact going 
back for the last sixteen years. 

Mr. BROWNE: Living on Government pro· 
tniseR. 

Mr. :FORE'·YTH: I am not speaking of Govern
ment promises. We all know that they have 
been trying to get the Government to build that 
line, and even this company has asked the 
Government to build it, and yet people say that 
syndicates are anxious to build rail ways. They 
are not anxious to spend between £700,000 and 
£800,000 in constructing a railway if they can 
get the Gnvernment to build it for them, but the 
Government will not find the money for that 
purpose. And then the hon. member for 
F!inders says he will vote against this proposal, 
and I do not suppose the hon. member for 
Enoggera will vote for it. 

Mr. R~JID : N a-that he will not. 
Mr. FORSYTH: I believe that this line will 

not only develop a large mineral and pastoral 
district, but I believe it will benefit the country 
in the same way as the Chillagoe Railway is now 
doing by helping to make good the loss on the 
Cairns Railway. I believe the same result will 
follow the construction of this line. \V e want a 
line there to open up onr mineral and agricul
tural lands, and we also want it to go to the 
nearest port, and everyone is convinced that 
N ormanton is the nearest port, and therefore it 
should go there. \Vhen we find the Commis
sioner for Hail ways saying that there is no hope 
of the Government building this line, does it 
not stand to reason that, if the Government will 
not bnild the line, we should have it built by 
private enterprise? I have nothing more to say, 
except that I shall have the greatest pleasure, if 
it goes to a division, in voting for the second 
re!Lding of the Bill. 

Ml<JMmms on the Government side : Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. MAXWELL (Burke): I am rather sur
prised at the way the hon. member handled the 
hon. members for Irlinders, Croydon, and 
Enoggera. 

Mr. FoRSYTH : I handled them gently-like a 
child. (Laughter.) 

Mr. MAXWELL: There is no doubt he 
handled them very gently. Although the hon. 
member for Enoggera and the hon. member 
for Flinders expresse-1 the opinion that this line 
should not be built at all--

Mr. REm: \Ve never said that at all-not at 
present-that is all. 

Mr. MAXWELL: Although they said that 
this line should not be built at present, I hold 
the opinion that this line should have been built 
some considerable time ago, when the Govern
ment originally promised the people in that dis
trict that they would have railway communica
tion. The hon. member for Carpentaria dwelt 
on what a splendid river the Norman River was, 
and the small amount of expenditure that was 
necessary to make it one of the best river ports in 
Queensland. I can bear out all that the hon. 
member said with regard to that. I have been 
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there, and I may say that it is probably superior 
to the Brisbane River, and that very little expen
diture would probably make it one of the best 
river ports in Queensland. For thirty miles we 
find one of the finest stretches of water that 
can be found in any river in Queensland. 
I do not intend to touch on the question of 
the monopoly that has existed there for a 
considerable time. I think the hon. member for 
Croydon is of the same opinion as myself-that 
it is not the firm of Messrs. Burns, Philp, and 
Co. that has brought this monopoly about, but 
simply the continual promises that the Govern
ment have given to the people in that portion ofthe 
colony year after year. It strikes me that since 
this proposition was first made there have been 
considerable changes. We find that when the 
Government were first approached they were 
only asked for certain concessions, and then, 
after it had lain in abeyance for a considerable 
time, we find that the promoters came along 
again and asked for twice as many concessions 
as they had asked for previously. The Premier, 
when replying to the hon. member for Croydon, 
said that there was a considerable amount of 
wharfage accommodation in the Norman River. 
Whilst I certainly think that there is a consider
able amount of wharfage accommodation there, 
the hon. gentleman forgot to inform the House 
that a fair amount of that accommodation at 
spring tides and in time of flood is under water, 
and I can bear out what was said by the hon. 
member for Croydon-that the amount of high 
and dry land there is very limited. In looking 
through the correspondence we have before us, 
we find two names standing out most con
spicuously. One is the name of the present 
Chief Secretary and the other is the name of Mr. 
Brentnall. I expect the name of Mr. Brentnall 
is pretty well known just now, as it has come up 
for a fair amount of discussion during the last 
few days. I may say, so far as this line is con
cerned, that the general opinion in N ormanton 
and Clonwrry is that the line should be built by 
the State. 

Mr. BROWNE: Hear, hear! 
Mr. MAXWELL: Although it has been 

stated that the people there are quite willing to 
accept this line-it does it not matter who builds 
it. I also say that if the question was submitted 
to them whether they would have the line con
structed by private enterprise or by the State, 
not 2 per cent. of the whole population of the 
Gulf conntry would support the building of the 
line by private enterprise. 

Mr. BROWNE : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. MAXWELL : In pure desperation they 

are willing to accept anything which will give 
them communication. They know that the 
whole Cloncurry district is a very valuable one, 
and that its pastoral and mineral resources are 
probably as great as those of any other district 
in Queensland. The hon. member for Carpen
taria, when speaking not long ago, said that he 
had not sern quite recently an opinion expressed 
by some of the people in Normanton that the 
line should not approach Normanton at all, but 
should go from Port Norman towards Cloncurry. 
I may tell the House, especially for the informa
tion of the hon. member, that the general opinion 
in Normanton is that, if this line is built to Port 
Norman, the whole of the Croydon and Etheridge 
traffic will go direct from Port Norman. To 
come back on to this concession business, we find 
that the late Mr. T. J. Byrnes was approached 
by Mr. Lumley Hill, and 'he refused to grant the 
concession then asked for to a private syndic11te, 
and Mr. Byrnes said he thou~;ht these concessions 
to private syndicates would give the colony a 
bad name. We have been told that if Mr. 
Byrnes had lived this Cion curry line would 
have been built by the State, and the Cloncurry 

people would have enjoyed the blessings of 
cheaper ruteil than they now have to pay. Now, 
about this time there was a great controverey 
between Mr. Phillips and Mr. Hill, and the 
feeling of the public was backed up by the 
Courier and other leading newspapers in Queens
land. \V e see in a letter in the Courier of the 
29th August, 1898, that it is pointed out that 
great injury was being done to various colonies 
in which there were privately-owned railways. 
This letter goes on to say-

Hon. D. H. DALRnfPLE: Who wrote it? "\Vas 
it an anony mons letter? 

Mr. MAXvVELL: No. It was written by 
Mr. Derbyshire. He says-

But he most persistently asked: "1Vhy do you people 
want to build this railway ?-I do not suppose you are 
philanthropists P" Certainly we were not Vfe were 
qnitc sure the line would pay. "Very well," said ;:-,ir 
Jarne::!, "if that is the case the Government will build 
them." And such \.Vas then done by a system then 
introduced for the first time in the colony-i.e., the 
butty-gang, and there is no better paying line in Vic
toria to-day. 
The letter goes on to say-

As for tl:te burden of debt, it will still be there, nnd 
who will be required to pay it-not the syndicate? 
I trust the present policy will never be altered, 
and :you have hit the right nail on the right head 
when you say the good lines would go to the syndicates 
and the bad ones to the State. That is exactly how 
it will be. Your keen syndicate man sniffs the fat 
bone"l, tossing the lean ones to a supine Government. 

This letter was commented on, and this is an 
answer to the letters published in the Com·ie1· 
by Mr. Phillips and Mr. Lumley Hill. \Ve finrl 
in a leader in the Cm<rie1· these statements-

The dog in the manger simile, which both of them 
are pleased to use1 we repudiate as a libel on onr 
position. 
Remember, this appears i': ~he CoUJ•ier, wh_ich 
lately has changed its opmwns. The article 
goes on-

The demand for the construction is therefore a chal
lenge to the pn.st railway construction of ihe colony. 
Ijet it he right or wrong we feel boun<l to pre8s, is that 
a momtlntous change is involved in the demand. 

That vrivate construction has not been a success in 
other Australian colonies. 

Taking the contention of our correspondents, what 
dors it lliean? That private enterprise should huild 
the paying lines of railway and leave the State to build 
those which open up the country and do not pay. 

So long as the price of copper was low they \Vaited o1t 
the Government for a railway; now the price of copper 
is high, they are willing to build it themselves. 

That is quite philanthropic. Then the article 
says-

The men that ask to build this railway expect to 
make a fat profit out of it. Well, why should not the 
!at profit come to the Government P Why the fat profit 
to the syncllcate and the lean to the people? The Go~ 
vernment won't do it, says Mr. Phillips. L~t the facts 
be laid before them which are moving busmess enter
prise, and they also will be moved. 
I contend that although the Courier, the Chief 
Secretary, and probably a good many hon. nwm
bers of this House, have changed their opinions 
as to the wisdom of the State allowing private 
enterprise to interfere with the settled railway 
policy of the Government, the peopl:' <?f the colm;y 
as a whole have not changed their opnnons at all m 
this connection. And I am quite sure, if a vote 
of the whole of the people of this colony were 
taken, they would not be in favour of private 
enterprise interfering with the building and 
management of any of our railways. I go further, 
and say tbat the influence in this direction is the 
almighty dollar. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : £300 a year! 
Mr. MAXWELL: No, it is not .£300 a year, 

but considerably more. I say the probable pick
ings thn.t will be made out of this Normanton to 
Cloncurry line will be considerably more than 
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!my man wonld get if he stopped here a lifetime. 
I am in favour of the State constructing this 
line. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : That is 11 pious 
opinion. 

Mr. MAX\VELL: I lmve never known the 
hon. gentleman to give anything else but a biased 
opinion. In looking through the report of the 
Railway Commissioner, we find that the country 
to be served by this line contains somewhere about 
1,000,000 head of cattle and about 500,000 head of 
sheep. The whole of this traffic, to "ay nothing of 
the mining traffic, will go to the Gulf. I hold that 
it would be one of the worst things if the 
people in these districts were forced to have 
railway communication with TownsvillA, Like 
the hon. member for C<trpentaria, I see no reason 
why these ]Jeople should be fleeced in order to 
get their stock and produce to market. It is the 
duty of the Government to take this line to the 
nearest port to which the people there can send 
their stuff, and from which they can receive their 
supplie.e. \Ve find .that the whole of the 
produce of that part of the country will 
have to be shipped away from this colony and 
the Government would only be doing right to 
the whole of the Gulf district if they built this 

railway from Port Norman tn Clon-
[5'30 p.m.] curry themselves. The Premier 

said he was quite prepared to 
accept an amendment, or to move one him
self, providing that the company should not 
carry the line beyond Cloncurry. \Vhile I 
object to a private syndicate being allowed to 
build the line south of Cloncurry, I hold that it is 
the duty of the Government to construct the rail
way so that it will take the whole of the traffic 
of the west and south-western part of Queens
land to the Gulf, which is its natural outlet. 
The district has one of the largest and wealthiest 
mineral deposits in the whole of Queensland, 
comprising gold, copper, iron, bismuth, and 
probably a number of othermetal.e too numerous 
to mention. Mr. Jack in his report says-

The country is very rich in 1nineral deposits, rich 
enough to justify the Government in building a railway 
to the Gulf port. 
And if that is the opinion of a gentleman of the 
knowledge po,sessed by lYir .• Tack the Govern
ment ought to act on his opinion. Other well
known mining men in Queensland have also 
expressed opinions on that district. The late 
Mr. Hodgkinson said- · 

'l'he country is highly mineralised, and must ulti
mately become the St'at of a large industry. 

1Vhatever opinions may prevail as to the extent and 
value of the gold deposits of Oloncnrry bnt one opinion 
can l'nle as to the extent, richness. and variety of the 
copper lodes, which surpass anything in Austrg,lia. 
If you inquire from miners in the North of 
Queensland who h:tve li1·ed in the locality, or 
who have been them only casu.•lly, you will find 
th:>t their opinion is that as far as its copper 
lodes are concerned. Cloncurry is one of the 
richest districts, probablv, in the whole of 
Australia. Many of the newspapers have tried 
to compare the Oloncurry copper deposits with 
the deposits at Chillagoe, and the unanimous 
opinion is th"'t they surpagq anything to be found 
in the Cbillagoe district. Every warden who 
has reported on Cloncurry has but the one tale 
to tell, and that is of the vast mineral resources 
lying dormant there. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYil!PLE : And likely to. 
Mr. MAX\VELL : I think so, as long as 

the nresent Government occupy the Treasury 
benches, 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: As long as the 
Labour party talk everythint;" out. 

Mr. MAX\VELL: Besides Mr. Jack and 
Mr. Hodgkinson, various other pPople have ex
pressed their views as to the richness of the 

Cloncurry field. In the correspondence which 
has been laid on the table of this House, we 
have this statement-

The Government Geologist, in a report on this field, 
says," The Cloncurry, Leichhardt, and Dugald Valleys 
abound in cop]_)er and other minerals, which are 
destined to make this district a crowded manufac
turi11g eDuutry." At present it lies almost a waste, 
owing to the want of a railway to connect it with the 
coast. 
\Vith reference to its pastoral capabilities, Mr. 
Kazser, who was there at one time, says there 
are from 2R,OOO to 30,000 square miles of sheep 
country in the district, and Mr. Kennedy adds, 
"As good country as there is anywhere in 
Queensland." One of the greatest injuries that 
could be done to the colony would he to hand 
over the construction of this line to a private 
syndicate, and allow them to compete with Go
vernment railways on which we have spent con
siderable sums of money .in order to cater for the 
trade of the \Vestern and South-western part of 
Queensland. 

Mr. LEAHY : Y on will not get any trade from 
the South-western part of Queensland, so you 
may make up your mind on that. 

Mr. MAXWELL : The hon. member does 
not know all that happens in the South-western 
part of Queensland, though he imagines he does. 
The hon. member for Carpentaria, in taking to 
task the hon. member for Croydon, quoted from 
the Croydon Mining Ne<PB to show that that 
paper had changed its opinion as to the construc
tion of this railway. I must admit that that 
paper went into the matter some time ago, bnt 
since then I believe it has expressed the opinion 
that th~ conditions nnder which this rail way is 
to be bnilt are favourable to the State. In its 
issue of 7th September, it says-

In their railway policy generally the Government are 
acting in such a peculiar manner that but little 
reliance can be placed on any prmnises that may be 
made at the present stage. Instead of taking the 
country into their con!idence, and laying down a 
definite poliPy, indicating what State as well as syndi
cate railways they are prepared to propose for con
struction, they spring a batC'h ol' the latter upon the 
public, and keep the country comyletely in the dark 
regarding the former, be they two, a few, or many. 
During the lirst few weeks of the session no less than 
five privnte enterprise railway Bills have been intro
duced and per~ir.tent attempts made to rush them 
through the Honse, while all this time not a. word has 
been said regarding the State railway policy of the 
Government. if they have got one. Surely this is not 
the way to inspire the public with confidence as to the 
motives of the ~VIinistry in regard to those private rail~ 
way Bills \Vhich they seem so anxious to pass. There 
are many people, hitherto bitterly Ollposed to the prin
ciple of private railway construction, who may be at the 
present juncture, in view of the (•ondition of the public 
finances, and of the need for the development of the 
couutry, even at a sacrifice, prepared to sink their 
opposition if there were a reasonable hope of the public 
interests being safeguarded; but the methods of the 
Government in regard to their rail wn~y policy generally 
is now doing much to alienate public sympathy with 
their projects, and to inspire distrust of their motives. 

\Vith reference to the Bill itself, I find that there 
are a good many people who believe that the line 
should not be constructed by private enterprise, 
but by the Government, seeing that it will com
mand such a terrible area of the colony. Speak
ing of the proposal to allow the company to 
charge 50 per cent. more than is charged on 
Government railways, the Charters Towers 
]}fining Register, which is a strong supporter of 
the present Government, says-

The Chillagoe syndicate are allowed to charge a maxi
mum of one and a-half times the Government rate for 
goods and passengers. In later private railway Bills 
the clause reads, "one and a-half times tbe present 
rate." As the country opens up, and popula
tion and traffic increases, we hope to see a 
substantial decrease in the railway rates, but the "one 
and a-half the present Tate" means that the highest 
figure will be fixed for fifty years ; possibly three times 
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the Government rate ten years hence. This is a conces
sion which should be stoutly comba tted. Par better 
that the lines should never be made than such an out
rageous clause should become law. 
That is the opinion which is expressed by a 
journal which gives consistent support to the 
present Government. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYillPLE : vVould not you 
argue that its opinion must necessarily be wrong 
thereafter ? 

Mr. MAXWELL : I would argue, as the hon. 
gentleman no doubt would do, that it is probably 
right when it supports me, and it is certainly 
wrong when it disagrees with me. If one thing 
has led me more than another to come to the 
conclusion that it is undesirable for the State 
to give the construction of this line to a private 
company, and thereby hand over to a monopoly 
the whole of the trade of the Gulf, and the 
trade of the South and South-western part of 
the colony, it is what has been said about the 
motives of this company. I find on looking at 
page 14, No. 37, enough to convince us that this 
company are not building this railway from any 
philanthropical motives whatever, but simply 
with the object of getting all they can out of 
this district at as little expenditure as possible. 
As I have previously stated, I find that various 
changes have been made from the time that this 
offer was first made to the Government up to the 
present time. We find that the most serious 
change of the whole lot that has been made in 
this correspondence is that the Government were 
empowerPd to resume the line after a period of 
thirty years. That ia altogether different to 
what this Bill provides for. I do not blame these 
people for trying to get the best consideration 
that they can from the Government. I simply 
blame this House if they give these people more 
than they ask for. If this is to be a pure buoiness 
matter between us, let us cut them down as hard 
as we can. \Vhy give them more than they ask 
for? They simply ask for thirty years. 

Mr. DAwsoN: That is too long. 
Mr. MAX\VELL : I contend that even that 

is too long. But to go back further, we find 
in the same correspondence that the company is 
to construct a railway of 3 feet 6 inch gange 
from the mouth of the Norman River to Nor
manton, and the Government are to have the 
right to resume such line at any time by paying 
the cost of construction. As the hon. member 
for Croydon pointed out, what does this mean ? 
It simply means that the Government can 
purchase this line from the syndicate, and then 
we will have a small amount of wharfage 
accommodation in the hands of this company. 
I am very glad that the hon. gentleman at the 
head of the Government said he was quite 
willing to insert an amendment that these 
wharves should also be handed over to the Go
vernment at the same time. In looking over 
the correspondence we find that a firm of Coates 
and Co., of London--

Mr. J ENKINSON : \Vhich Coates do you me:tn? 
There are Coates, the broker; and Coutts, the 
bankers. 

Mr. MAXWELL : The brokers. 
Mr. JENKINSON: They are different people. 
The SPEAKER : Order ! 
Mr. MAXWELL : If that is the Coates-if 

they are different people, I am not going on with 
the Coates now. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON (Gregm·y): I have 
listened to the hem. member for Uarpentaria, 
who spoke on this C[Uestion, and I congratulate 
him upon making a very good speech from his 
point of view. There is one thing, however, that 
I wish to take exception to in his speech. He 
made the assertion that this Chillagoe Company 
had no necessity to go to London to get money 
that they wanted to build their line, because 

they could have got it in Australia. If that is so, 
it is very strange that in the correspondence we 
have on this subjPct, at page 11, clause 30, Mr. 
Withers gives a most emphatic denial to that. 
Mr. Withers, writing to the Chief Secretary, 
says-

Permit me to congratulate you upon the strong sup
port you have received throughout the colony at the 
recent elections, and I wish you a long and successful 
term of office. 

I am returning to the colony, and hope to reach Bris
bane about the J 7th Jnne. 

I shall be glad if you can introduce the Cloncurry Bill 
early in the en Ruing session. I have seen :Mr. Coats 
and the various people interested in the undertaking. 
rrhey are very anxious to be in a position to act in 
London before the end of the year. The Chillagoe 
people, after a good deal of trouble with various brokers, 
arranged for their debentures with Mes:r,rs. Coates, Son, 
and Company, who are really 1\fr. Coats' brokers, and 
who had previously agreed to bring out the Gloncuny 
scheme when legislative authority was obtained for the 
construction of the line. 

These gentlemen say that late iu the year would be a 
most favourable time for dealing with a large concern 
like Cloncurry. 

rl1rnsting that you are well, with kind regards. 
It seems very strange if they had no necessity to 
go to London for the money, but could have got 
it in Australia, that they went to all the trouble 
of obtaining it in London. Now, speaking in 
reference to this linC>, I am not one of those who 
say that if the State cannot build this line, let it 
be built by private enterprise. If the State 
proposed to build this line, I would vote for it 
to-morrow. I lived in the Cloncurry country 
some years ago, and I have travelled over it, and 
I know a great deal about it; but even if I had 
not, the report of 1\fr. ,Tack, the late Government 
Geologist at that time, would justify anyone 
in supporting a line of railway to that place. 
Mr .• Tack says he believes Cloncurry to be one of 
the finest mineral fielcls in Australia, and I think 
it is a shame that the country has languished as 
long as it has. I believe that if a line had been 
built into that district fifteen or twenty years 
ago, instead of 4,000 people being settled in that 
district, there would have been 20,000. I have 
been on Broken Hill, where there is only one 
gre:<t main lode, and the country rotmd is not 
good pastoral country. The Cl on curry line would 
not only tap a vast mineral district, but also a very 
large pastoral district, and I think it would be one 
of the hest paying lines in the colony; and that 
is the reason why I am opvosing its construction 
by a private syndicate. I believe the Govern
ment would be far more justified in build
ing this line than half the lines they are 
going to build. I would support the J undah 
extension, because I believe in course of time it 
would be pay,ble; but I would support the con
struction of this Cloncurry line before I would 
support the J undah extension. It is time this 
p~.rt of the country got the advantage of some 
railway con;;truction-not only Cloncurry, but 
the whole of the Northern district. A great 
deal is said about the N orthem influence in the 
Cabinet; but with all the Northern influence 
when once we get north of Townsville, there is 
very little consideration from the present Go
vernment. The Minister for Railways said that 
on the Address in Reply he heard no objection 
to the construction of this line by a private 
syndicate. If that is the case, he must have 
been out of the Chamber, or he must have been 
deaf, because objections were raised by my
self and other members on this side. The 
hon. gentleman said this would benefit the 
working man. I have not the slightest doubt 
that the constr:wtion of a railway in the district 
will benefit the labourer and the miner, and it 
will not affect him a great deal whether it is con
structed by a company o~ by the State; but it 
will he a very different tlung fc,r the settlers m 
that part of the country with the concessions 
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these people get. Hon. members on that side 
seem to lay great ~tress on obtaining employ
ment for th~ workmg man, but they don't put 
that the?ry mto practice when they have an 
opportumty. 'When the Secretary for Railways 
was speaking, I interjected that he would not 
employ a white man when he could get a black
fellow, and the reason I said that was this--

The SPEAKER: Order J The hon. member 
is del"arting from the subject before the House. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON : I just wanted to show 
the reason for making the interjection. 

The SPEAKER: Order J 

Mr. W. HAMILTON: Again, he said that 
the success of this railway would depend very 
largely on.the opening up of th9 mining industry. 
I don't thmk the success of this line does depend 
on the mining industry. It would open up a 
vast extent of grazing countty, and if they were 
allowed to carry out these extensions or tramlines 
wherever they wished, I think they would inter
fere with the State line. It is ev.ident that the 
Premier could not have seen the map attached 
to the Bill before it was introduced because 
since he has seen it he has said that 'he would 
object to the line going farther south thnu 
Cloncurry. I snppme those interested in 
the syndicate last year hc•d an idea that it 
would be allowed to get this extension and 
took up some leases at Chatsworth - out 
eighty or ninety miles towards Boulia-and 
that would bring this line into competition 
with the Northern line, if they were allowed to 
make an extension to those leases · but the 
people of Bonlia would mther be attached to 
Townsville than to N nrmanton, because it is 
more their natural port. Therefore I was ulad 
the PI·emiet· s:tid he would support 'or introduce 
an amendment to prevent the company going 
b~·ther .south than Cloncnrry. The Premier also 
''J.H] this was a speculation, and quoted the lines 
!o the Mount r:erry and 9lermont Copper Mines 
m support of lns contentwn. I may tell the hon. 
member that the Clermont Copper Mine was 
pretty well worker! out before the line w.ls 
carried to Clermont, but I believe that if a few 
more miles had been added to the Clermont line 
it would have been a

1
good paying line, judging 

by the Government Ge,Jlc)gist's report. Mount 
Perry also was pretty well worked out before the 
line was made; but Sir Thomas Mc.IIwraith was 
one of t~1e principal ~hareholders, and they wanted 
to get :Id of thiS mme, and he used his position, 
or his mfluence anyhow, as Premier '1\,t the time 
to get this rail way constructed there. 

The SPEAKEtt: Order! 
Mr. W. HA::VIILTON : It has been stated 

several times that this syndicate want to nmke 
this rail way to develop their mines and that 
they have no desire to come into con{ petition as 
public carriers, or anything of the sort· but on 
looking at the correspondence, I find that they 
are as hungry a lot of sbarkf, as ever I met. The 
first letter we have to the Premier is from Mr. 
Man ton, Scott's Hotel, :Melbourne, and is dtOted 
the 12th February, 1898. I don't know whether 
Mr. J\.Ianton is interested in the syndicate or not 
but this is the letter- ' 
SIR,~ I am pre~nred, on behalf of London cal_)italists, 

to const.rnet :t railway to Oloncurrv fronl 1-In..,.henden 
or from Vnnton to CloncurryJ or ~from Burke'town t~ 
Cloncurry, on the following terms and conditions :~ 

I. The railway to be constructed on the same 
gauge as the lines now in existence in Queens
land. 

2. 'f?at I am to rtcelive about 10,000 acres ver mile 
111 alternate blocks, the Government to hold 
block for block with me. 

3. \i\Fithin three months after Purlhtment aO'rees to 
grant the rights ::tskcd for. the applicant's hereof 
are to lodge £10,000 with Government as a 
guaranb~e of this proposition being carried 
through within three yegrs frmu date of accept
ance. 

Should you be inclined to favourably consider this 
proposition, but think the concession of 10,000 acres 
too large, you could, of course, make a snggcstion. 

I will leave for Brisbane on ·wednesday next, aRd 
hope to have thp pleasure of an interview with you. Of 
course, there are many things to be considered, but as 
this is only a preliminary letter I won't dwell on them. 

I have no doubt you will immediately see the great 
advantage the country would derive frmn this project, 
necessitating large employment of labour. 
The hon. member for Carpentaria says this 

company does not want to fleece 
[7 p.m.] the public, but merely wants to con-

struct the railway for the purpose of 
developing the mines. ·well, their own corres
pondenne on the subject gives that an emphatic 
denial. They have not only been trying to 
obtain a vast mining monopoly, bnt they want a 
big pastoral monopoly, and a canning monopoly. 
Here is another letter from Mr. Henry J. 
Withers, who is always in the lobby of this 
House-in fact, he seems to live there. I think 
he sleeps on the floor of this House since this 
railway proposal has been introduced-

SIR,- I have the honour to submit a proposal from 
this company for the construction of a railway from 
the mouth of the Norman IUver to Cloneurry, in this 
colony. Sucll railway to be constructed vid Xormau
ton, Donor's Hills, nnd the Leichhardt River. 

rrhe terms npon which it is proposed to carry ont the 
work are set forth in a draft Bin which has lwen for
warded for your favourable consideration. 

rrhe principal object in the construction of this line is 
to enable the owners to work the copper depo..,its be
tween Dobbin's Creek to the north and 3-Ialbon River to 
the south of Cloncnrry; in all, a total of about twenty 
different mines, undoubtedly of great richness. \1Vitll
out a railway these mlnes ean neither be developed. or 
worked, and the colony generally is losing both the direct 
and iudll·eet benefit to arise from the development of a 
rich alHl extensive miuing district. 

If they obt:tin the necessary authority to construct 
the rail\vrry, it is the intenUon of the company to have 
these cupper depmdts thoroughly opened np and worked 
on an extensive scale. It is proposed to convey the 
richer ores by the raihvay to deep WJ . .ter, and thence by 
steam m· to 1 he neighbourhood of the coal deposits on 
t11e f:.U··t coast of the colony, taking coal and coke as 
return eargo both for steamer:;; and trucks, which will 
,-:nable tile poorer ore~ to be smelted locally. By the~e 
mean~:; fuel will be delivered at the mines at :mch a 
moilerate cost as to enable even low-grade ores to be 
profitably t1·eatett. The company propose to erect ex
tensive smelting furnac-E""'i> for t.reating the ores in both 
loealities, and it is estimated tlHLt the consumption of 
coal will exceed a quarter of a million tons annually, 
thus increasing by one-third the present output of the 
colony. 

Of the repntellrichness of these copper deposits, much 
has beensaid,anrt.iftheir value is within even measurable 
distance of what has been authoritatively stated of it, 
their development will undoubtedly make this colony the 
~rea test copper producing country of the world. 
Could there be any argument stronger than that 
in favour of what has been said? 

rnw Government Geologist, in a report on this fie hi, 
says," The Cloncurry, Lcichltanlt, and Dugald Valle}S 
abound in copper and other minernls, which are 
destined to make this rlistrlct a crowded manufacturing 
country." At present it lies almost a waste, O\Ving to 
the want of a railway to conneet it with the coast. 

It is estimated that 'vhen these mines are in full 
work, employment will be given, directly ana indirectly, 
to at. least •.t,OOO men, and in addition to the local 
benefit to arise from the settlement of a large popula
tion in the far \i\rest of the colony, and along the line or 
route, the enterprise will make settlement advance 
from the ea:::;t at a far more rapid rate than at present 
is possibie. 
I have been on many mineral fields. I have 
been on Cobar, that was only one mine, and it 
supported a population of 8,000 or 10,000 people. 

An HoNOURABLE MEJ!BER : There was a good 
deal of gold there. 

Mr. \V. HAMILTON : There was no gold at 
that time. It was believed some years ago that 
gold and copper did not exist in large quantities 
in tbe same locality, but that was proved to be 
a fallacy in the case of Cobar. After the copper 
mine at Cobar was closed, they found some very 
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rich goldmines which they are working to the 
present day; but the population I speak of was 
there before the gold was found. At Broken 
Hill there was a population of 12,000. There 
was only one mine there, and it had not the same 
recommendation as Cloncurry for it had no big 
pastoral district around it. ' 

Tbe company propose to introduce a large nnmber of 
settlers from the United Kingdom, with the view of de
veloping the 1:-wd which the company proposes to obtain 
on lease fron:t the Crown, and will generally assist the 
loc~l. vrodnctlvenc~s of this rich district by providing 
famlltH'~ for Ireezmg, storing, packing, aud exporting 
frozen meat. 

As i~ w~ll known, the whole of this country is at the 
present tune practically nnsr.t.tled, and, in consequence 
of the dilficnlty in tran,p01·t and expense in reae hing 
the seaboard, settlement and prodnetion arc practica.lly 
at a stand.still, to the manifest detriment of the colouy 
as a ,yhole. 

The eompan)~ propose expending a large ~Lmount of 
money 1n carrymg out the worl<s, which mnst neces
sarily incrraRe the value of all Crown lands cominO' 
within the influence of the railway. o 

I mm emphasise the statement of the hon. mem
ber for Carpent~ria as to the difiiculty of trans
port,. especJ.al!y m W!'t seasons. It is very great, 
and 1t reqmres a r'11lway to overcome t.be diffi
culty. These are the proposnJs of Mr. "Withers. 
Then comes a letter from the Commissioner for 
Railways to the Secretary for Hail ways-

Sir,-In returning the en~losed papers, which you 
handed to me a few days ago, containing a vroposal 
from Mr. H. J. \iV~ithers, as attorney for the Briti~h 
Colonial Railways Corporation, Limfted, for the con
struction of a line of railway from the mouth of tlle 
Norman River to Normanton, and then('e to the town
ship of Cloncurry, ·with three or four short tramlines, 
branching from the m:tin line to certain rich mineral 
areas en 'toute, which railway and branches are shown 
on the lithogra;ph attached to the papers. 

Y on will notice, he says, thren or four short 
tramlines. Some of them are eir,hty or ninety 
miles in length, and goodness kn~ws how much 
further they want to g·o. 

I have the honour to inform vou that I am somewhat 
at a loss to k.oow what infor1i1ation the Government 
desire 111e to furnish, as the proposals arc reall.Y rather 
a quc~tion of public policy than one in which the 
financial vrospccts of the railway, if constructed, are 
involved. 

You will observe that the proposals of the company 
are contained in an adaptation, to a certain extent, of 
the Mareeba-Chillagoe Railway Act, but the terms under 
which the line is to be constrncted are entirely different. 

'l'he proposals are simply these: 'l'he company under
take to construct the line throughout (n. distance of 2fi0 
miles) ou condition that the Government lea.se to them 
land on either side of the line, orebewbere in the Burl'e 
and North Gregory distriets, for a period of ninety-nine 
years, at an annual rental of 6cl. per sqldtre mile, the 
total area of the land to be so leased being determined 
by an assessment by the Governor tn Council of the 
actual value thereof in fee-si.mple, and the area. to be so 
leased to be equal in value to the actual cost of the 
railway. As~mming, therefore, that the cost of the line, 
when constructed and equipped, totalled a sum of 
£625,000, or £2,500 per mile, the area of land (taken at 
an average value of 5s. per acre} for which the company 
would require leases, would amount to 2,500,000 acres. 

The PREMIER : There is nothing of that in the 
Bill. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON: No; but it is pointed 
out that these people are asking for the Bill for 
the purpose of developing the mines. I am 
showing that they want to get the country into 
their grasp. The people do not know the pro
posals made by this company, and it is only right 
that they should know what a lot of land·grabbers 
they have to deal with. 

In addition to this tbe company ask for about 5,000 
acres in fee-simple along the line of rail'>vay and 
branches for the purpose of erecting warehouses, 
smelting and freezing works, dwellings for the work
men, &c. 

The line, when constructed, is to be the property of 
the company, but there is a clause in the proposals 

giving the Govern1nent the right of purchase after 
fifty years at not more than one and one-tenth times 
the cost of construction. 

They are to have it for fifty years, and then the 
country is to pay 10 per cent. more than it 
actually cost them. 

Thm::e, sir, m·e the main features of Mr. Vrithers' 
scheme. 'l~he minor details are somewhat similar to 
those of the Marecba-Ohillagoe P~uilway Act, and I do 
not consi<ler it necessary to refer to these at present as, 
in my opillion, the terms offered are not sutliciently 
attractive to admit of further con~idcration, nor do I 
think they arc such as would be accepted by Parlia
ment. 
I shonld think they would not. Then we go on 
with Mr. ·withers again-
Sm,~·In refcrenC'c to the (lraft 11ill subrnitted to you 

on the lflth :\1areh, to autllorhe the British Colonial 
P~aHway Corporation, Limited, of LouUon, to construct 
and maintain a liue of railway from tlle mouth of the 
Kormnn ltiver, vid Xormanton, to Cloncnrry, I mn 
informed that the Government have arrived at ~.he con
clusion that it would not be practica1)le to give effect 
to the scheme on the lines therein suggested. 

I have now the honour to submit modified conditions 
that I trust mny be acceptable, and which are as 
follows:--

That the leases of pastoral land be for a term of fifty 
yenr,<;, at au annual rental of five shillings IJCl' square 
mile; that at the cxviration of twenty-five years, the 
land to be reapprai~crl a:::. provided by the Land A et, 1897. 

I forward hcre>.dtlt new clanses, in place of what 
may be considered the eontentious clauses in the draft 
Bill. 

I respectfully ask that you will give the 1natter your 
favourable cousideration and support. 

Now these are the modified propo~als that they 
pnt forward, and I may state that when they 
were going to make these propo~als to tbe 
Government, they sent round a petition. They 
obtained signatures from Camooweal and U ran
dangie to Bnrketown and Normanton; and yet, 
in all that extent of country they were only able 
to get "bout 200 signatures, and, from my know
ledge of nuny of those who signed that petition, I 
am certain, that bad they been aware of the pro
posals that they were supporting by their c<igna· 
ture", they would never have attached them to this 
petition. The"e are some of the proposals that 
they made-

Ctccuse 23.-The Governor in Council shall. upon 
request in that behalf made by the company, by pro
clamatiou, set apart and re~erve for the purposes here
il.!after mentioned (which shall be deemed to be a 
disposition within the mettning of section fiG of the 
IAmd Act, 18\17} a sufficient area of Crown lands with1n 
100 miles of ~Y part of the main or braneh lines of the 
proposed rail~ay of a character suitable for grazing. or 
agricultnre, to provide for leases which the company 
shall be enti.tled to recelve from Her J1ajesty upon the 
terms and subject to the conditions hereinafttr pro
vided, tbat is to ·ly :-

1. The railway shall, for the purposes of this Act, be 
deemed to be divided into five sections, as Rhown aud 
delineated upon the plan forming the schedule to this 
Act. 

2. If anrl when the Mini"ter shall be R.atisfied that 
any section of the railway has been completed and is 
ready for public trailic, as in tllis Act provided, the 
company shall be entitled to receive grants from Her 
:J:lajesty of leases of the CrO\vn lands set apart and 
reserved as hereinbefore provided, or of any part 
thereof. rrovided that the total area for which the 
company shall be entitled to reeeive any such lease or 
leases as aforesaid shall not exceed 2,000 square miles 
in respect of any such section. 

Now, as the line was to be divided into five 
sections, their propn"al amounted to this : that 
they were to get 10,000 square miles of country 
for pastoral and agricultural purposes ; and they 
must have known well that in order to let them 
get those 10,000 square miles the Government 
would have to dispossess people who have been 
engaged in pastoral pursuits in the district for 
the last twenty or twenty-five years. I consider 
the proposa!H of the company were really 
exorbitant, and it shows that they were not 
asking for these concessions for the specific 
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purpose of developing the mines by the construc· 
tion of this railway, but that they wanted to 
become a huge pastoral monopoly. I wonder 
whether any hon. member who has supported 
this Bill, supposing he owned a station along 
this line, would like to be dispossessed of it to 
make room for this syndicate. But it does not 
say that this land should even be along the 
railway route. 'J:hey asked to be allowed to 
select land within one hundred miles of the line. 
They might have gone one hundred miles 
towards Richmond or towards Boulia and taken 
the country. 

'rhe PnEMIER: Under the Bill they cannot go 
anywhere at all. 

'rhe SPEAKER: The hon. member is dis
cussing proposals that are not contained in the 
Bill. He has a perfect right, in passing, to refer 
to the correspondence, but he is taking an 
irregular comse in di~cussing proposals which 
have not been submitted to the House for 
approval. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON: I thought, as this infor
mation was laid on the table of the House in con
nection with this railway, that I v10uld be quite 
justified in quoting it. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member must not 
misunderstand me. I have not ruled that he is 
out of order in referring to the correspondence, 
but I say he is out of order in reacting the corre
spondence at length, and in discussing at length 
proposals that are not contained in the J3ill. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON: I was just trying to 
show what they were wanting. 

The PREMIER : "\V e can all read, you know. 
Mr. "\V. HAMILTON: I wanted to showthat 

this syndicate did not come out here for the pur
pose for which it is stated they c<1me by the hon. 
member for Carpentaria and other hon. members 
on the other side who are SUfoporting this Bill. 
I· want to show that they desired to become a 
huge monopoly, and they got people to sign a 
petition in ig-norance of what they were signing. 
I am trying to show that if they had had their 
way, and if the Government had not refused to 
grant them what they asked, they would have 
ousted a lot of people in that part of the country. 
I consider that they got people to sign that 
petition under false pretencH. They must have 
done so. As I do not wish to go through the 
whole of the corre.,pondence, I shall just read 
sufficient of it to show the people up there what 
they may expect if we are not very careful as to 
what concessions we grant to this company. I 
quote again-

The company sllall llave power to delll by sale, mort
gage, lea~e. or otherwise--

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member is 
continuing a course that I have already indicated 
he would not be in order in pursuing. I trust 
the hon. member will obey tbe ruling of the 
Chair. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON : As vou rule that I 
am out of order, 2\llr. Speaker, "r shall proceed 
no further with that; but I have here Mr. Jack's 
report, and I can assure hon. members that, 
although I have lived in the district for a long 
time, I had no idea that the 'vV estern country had 
such potentin,!ities. Mr. Jack, the Government 
Geologist, made this r,:port at the time of the 
proposal to construct the transcontinental rail
way, and he was in favour of constructing a 
railway from Winton to Cloncurry, pointing out 
the possibility of large coal discoveries being 
made in the neighbourhood of \Vinton, and the 
advi.c:J.bility, if that was so, of establishing 
smelting works there for the treatment of the 
Cloncurry ores. 'l'his is what he says-

rrlle fact that coal of good quality, although not of 
workable thickness, has been found in the downs 
gives ri~e to some considerations which concern the 
syndicllte. 

That seams of workftble tllickness and qnality will be 
found in the Downs I consider very likely. \V hen the 
area over wlli.ch the coal extends and the thickness of 
the strata are taken into account~ there is noth1ng to 
cause disappointment in the fact that the few wells 
hitherto sunk have not pierced any worlmble seam. 
In the course of the present year well-sinking win be 
earned on on a large scale, and I am cou1ident that 
some coal discoveries will be made. 

Granting that 'Vnnton may become the centre of a 
coalfield, it may be interesting to consider how this 
would affect the traffic from the metalliferous districts 
of the Cloncurry and Leichhardt. 

It is always more economical to carry the ore to the 
fuel than to earry the fuel to the ore, for the reason 
that the smeltlng of a given l1Uantit.y of ore re(1uires a 
much greater ·weight of fuel than of ore. 

On the completion of the railway, the comparative 
merits of smelting works at \V in ton and Point Parker 
'vill at once come into competition. rrhe ore might go 
from Cloucnrry to !Joint Parker (290 miles1, there to be 
treated by eoal brought by sea from the south, or it 
lllight go direct to collieries at \rinton (210 miles). 

He then shows that the cost of treatment would 
be more than £2 a ton in favour of the vVinton 
scheme. I may say that since Mr .• Jack wr'?te 
that report, it has been proved that large bodies 
of coal and other minerals exist there, and it is 
just on the cards that we may have large coal
fields between \Vinton and Cloncurry. 

1\fr. ,TENKINSON: Are they working coal 
there now? 

Mr. "\V. HAMILTON: No, I will explain. 
Seams of coal have been found in wells Hunk 
in \Vinton 2 feet and 15 inches thick, and 
I have been told by Mr. Crihb, who has 
had a good deal of experience in coalmining, 
that a seam of clean coal 2 feet thick would 
be payable to work, even down where co~l 
iK worth only 7s. or Ss. a ton at the pit 
mouth; wherea"· on the Northern lines they pay 
25:.:. and 26s. p~r ton for coal. l\Ir. Jack's 
rerort shows what pos8ibilities there alC in the 
"\Vinton and Cloncurry districts-in this western 
country-in regard to the coal industry. Since 
Mr. Jack wrote that report, in smking a bore at 
"\Vinton a seam of coal from 7 to 10 feet thick 
has been found. Here is what l'l1r. Jack says, as 
far as this is concerned-

If it eannot be said that any payable eoal seams have 
yet been di::;covered in the downs, it mu.y be said, on the 
other hand, that we know nothing to discourage the 
hope that they may shortly be found. :Ko direct search 
has been made for coal, and there is nothing to cause 
surprise if no payable seam has yet been laid bare by the 
half-dozen or so wells which have been sunk in such a 
large area. . . . 

In any other part of the ·world such md1eatwns of 
coal as are here presented-a wicle-syread, undisturbed, 
and unaltered formation, full of plant remains which 
have been proved to collect into coal seams in several 
places where they were accidentally discovered in sink~ 
ing wells-would be eagerly and hopefully followed. 

Again, l\Ir .• Tack says-
The country is very rich in mineral <leposits, rich 

enough to justify the Government in building a raHway 
to the Gull port. 
And yet successhe Governments have never 
turned their attention to prove whether these 
coal deposits existed there. I think anyone 
who reads Mr. Jack's report will say that the 
Government would he quite justified in connect· 
ing Cloncurry and Normant<m by rail. I agree 
with the Premier and the hon. member for 
Carpentaria that N ormanton is the natural port 
for that country, and that trade must go along 
the lines of least rpsistance to be pnyable. I am 
trying to show that it has always been considered 
the Normanton-Cloncurry line should he part of 
what we call" our main trunk lines," and that 
in the near future it may be necessary to connect 
all our railway systems, and that the Government 
might be justified in connecting the ~astern. s!'a
board with the Gulf. Then, what a mce positiOn 
the colony would be in if eome of the lines were 
owned by private syndicates and others by the 
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Government. Another thing is that under 
federation we don't know what may take place. 
The Federal Government may take over all our 
railways, and there may be a transcontinental 
line. 

Mr. LEAHY : They cannot take them unless we 
permit them. 

Mr. vV. HAMILTON: Possibly the opinion 
of this House would be to retain them, but others 
may come here after us who think it would be 
ad visahle to hand our railways over to the Federal 
Government. We see that :South Australia is 
advancing her lines right up to the Queensland 
border, and in a few years we may have railway 
communication from one sea to the other, so 
that above all other private lines this N ormanton
Cloncurry line should be built by the State, aml 
I think some hon. members on the other side 
would agree with me if they only spoke out. 
Mr. Jack says this may turn out a very rich and 
extensive field, and if his report is correct, I con
sider that there will be a population of 20,000 
settled there in eight or ten years. We know 
that in COJ!per and silver-mining districts a larger 
number of men are employed than in gold mining 
districts. A htrge number of smelters are 
employed, and there is twice the amount of 
machinery u8ed than on n goldfield. Look at 
the number of men e!l1ployed at Broken Hill! 

The PRE;I!IER : Not so many now. 
:">!r. \V. HAMILTON: No, perhaps not; 

because the rates nre so high on the line from 
Coburn to Broken Hill. Another argument why 
the :State should build this line iil that these 
people do not own all the leases there are in the 
Cloncurry district. 'l'heir holclings are freeholtl, 
but I suppose there are S' veral hunclrPd leases, 
and these le,seholtlers will be completdy at the 
mercy of this syndicate company. 

Ivir. LEAHY : Are the Cl on curry leaseholders 
in favour of this line? 

Mr. \V. HAJiULTON : I don't know. 
:Mr. LEAHY : Of cours~ they arE'. 
Mr. W. I-LAJ\HLTON: I don't know about 

that. 'l'his syndicate will own all the smelting 
works there, and everything else; and everybody 
there will be under their thumb. I do not intend 
to speak much longer on this matter, but I wc.nld 
just like to refer to one other mcttter. It has 
been stated that really no concessions are being 
given to this company ; but I consider they are 
getting gr~at concessions. They are getting 5,000 
acres of mmeralland and 10,000 acres for other 
purposes. Now, what are these 10,000 acres for 
other purposes for? For the very same purpose 
that the Broken Hill Company got the surface 
rights. \Ve know that wherever surface rights 
are comm"'nded by a company they command 
the working man. The Broken Hill work
men had to build on the leases of the 
company, and as soon as ever a worker there 
left the company's employ he had to leave his 
hnmpy. They could not build a respecbtble 
house, because they knew that if they left the 
company's employment they would not be able 
to take their house away with them; so they had 
to build houses out of bags, or hPssian, or some
thing of that description and live in hovels. And 
what has happened on Broken Hill will no doubt 
occur in this case. If the miners are dissatisfied 
with their conditions and strike, as sometimes 
happens on mining-fields, they will be told to 
clear out. The company will order them oti 
their land. 

Mr. BnoWNE: As was done at Lucknow. 
Mr. vV. HAMILTON: Yes. They will call 

the police or, perhaps, the military in and get 
these workmen ejected. Now, I consider 5,000 
acres of mineral land is a very big concession, 
and they cannot cover the other 10,000 acres 
with smelting works. Then, again, the Bill pro-

vides that the company shall be exempt from all 
mtes. vVhat a nice position the 

[7'30 p.m.] divisional boards will be in in that 
district? The company will have 

their railways, their stations, their buildings and 
offices, their leases here, there, and all over the 
place. The roads will be cut up, and the 
divisional board will have to keep them in order, 
but they cannot call upon the company to pay a 
penny of rntes. The funds for the maintenance 
of those roads will have to be gathered from 
people outside the syndicate. That is a con
ceHsion which ought not to be granted to any 
company. The right to charge one and a:h.alf 
times more than the rates at present preva1lmg 
on Government railways is another great con
cec,,ion, and I contAnd that if this company are 
to be allowed to corn pete as public carriers they 
should be compelled to serve the public at the 
same rates as are charged by the Government. 
As I pointed out on a former occasion, ores of the 
value of £8 or £10 are carried by the New South 
vVales Governmtnt at !Jd. per ton per mile, 
while the Broken Hill private company charge on 
th, ir line l?,d. per ton for the same article. The 
profits on that line amounted to ,£S7,000 last year, 
and they all went into the pockets of the private 
company who owned and cont;·olled the railway. 
Another objection to this proposal is that it 
is not only the 240 miles of rail way to 
Cloncnrry that these people want, but, as 
was pointed out by the leader of this party, they 
want to construct several other lines. One of these 
gentlemen went out to Chatsworth and took up 
some leases there in June of this year, and I 
believe that has been done in order that the 
company may ha.ve an excuse to run their 
railway some ninety miles further towards 
Boulia, and tan that country. The company 
not only want ·a great mining monopoly, but 
they would like to have a big pastoral monopoly, 
and <> carrying monopoly. I think the informa
tiOn we have got on the subject justifies the 
attitude taken up by this party in oppo8ing 
this Bill. I rc.tlly believe that the line would 
be a paying one from the start, and I hold 
that it is one which the :State ought to 
construct. If the Government were to come 
down to-morrow with a proposal to build this 
line by the State I would willingly support i_t. 
I know that the feeling of the people at Bonha 
and out that wcty is that the Northern line 
should be extended out there, and if this railway 
is constructed to Chatsworth those people will 
have a very poor show of getting any extension 
of the Northern Railway. I shall not say any 
more on this question at present, except that if 
the Bill passes-I hope it will not-there is a lot 
in it that will have to be knocked out. I hope 
that ban. members on the other sirle will not 
allow the railway to enter into competition with 
the Northern Railway, and that they will ende':'
vour to make the company carry for the pnbhc 
on the same terms as the St>tte does. 

Mr. REID (Enoggcra): The hon. member for 
Carpentaria seemed to be very much astonished 
that the hon. member for Flinders and myself 
should be so strongly in favour of a line from 
Hnghenden to Cloncurry, and he pointed r.ut, as 
the hon. member for Flinders pointed out, and 
as anyone who has been in that district must 
admit, that the Cloncurry people labour under a 
great disadvantage in any season, good or bad, 
but more especially during a drought. I yield 
to no man in my desire to see the people of Cion
curry prosper. vVhen I visited Cloncurry !t ":as 
during a very severe drought. The drstnct 
was not at its worst then, but anybody who 
witnessed its condition must have felt that 
the di,,trict had been disgracefully treated 
by past Governments in. the wa_Y they h":ve 
misled the people by therr promrses to bmld 
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a railway to the place. At the time of my visit 
it was almoRt impossible for teams to travel. 
One or two struggled through from N ormanton, 
but down the Flinders the road was impassrtble, 
and people were getting their provisions by 
pftrcels post. I can therefore understand the 
people of Cloncurry being desirous of getting a 
railway. vVben the Premier was speaking the 
other night I interjected that if I lived in 
Cloncurry no doubt I would be in favour of a 
rail way being built by a syndicate, even though 
I was opposed to the construction of railways 
by private enterprise. And I believe that there 
is not a member in the House, whether he is in 
favour of syndicate railways or against them, 
who would not be almost prepared to go against 
his convictions in order to get a railway if he 
lived in Cloncurry. I am in this position, as far 
as a syndicate railway to Cloncurry is concerned, 
that the late member for Carpentaria, who was 
no doubt engaged by Mr. Withers to go to that 
township to lecture on the benefits of a syndicate 
railway, was to hold a meeting there. Mr. 
McDonald, the hon. member for J<'linders, wired 
to me to go up and asoist him in addressing a 
meeting on the other side. Unfortunately for 
me it rained, and I was two days late. I 
arrived at Cloncurry just as the hon. member 
for Carpentaria was leaving. But all the advo
cates of a syndicate rail way from Chats worth and 
nearly all the stations round the township were 
in Cloncurry. I devoted a whole evening to dis
cussing the question with those station-owners, 
some of whom had lived nearly a lifetime in the 
district, and they endeavoured to influence me 
not to have any public meetings against the con
struction of the railway by private enterprise. 
l\fany of them were very sincere in their argu
ments. Some told me that they had gone out 
there with money and had spcmt nearly three 
parts of their lives in developing the district 
from a pastoral point of view, and had lost every
thing, and that their one hope of regaining their 
footing was to get a railway so that they might 
be able to sell their property or improve it in 
some way. vVhen you look at it from the busi
ness point of view in Cloncurry, you can under
stand the anxiety of those people to have a 
railway. vVhen you look at it from the jJOint of 
view of the station-owners, you can under,tand 
their anxiety to get a railway. In fact, the 
people of Cloncurry would vote for a rail way 
anyhow. 

Mr. LEAHY : That is rough on them. 
Mr. REID : I cannot understand the hon. 

member for Bulloo saying that it is hard against 
or rough on the people ot Cloncnrry. I do not 
see why it is rough on them. I say that they 
would vote for a line on a1most any conditions, 
because they have been so long promised that 
they should get a railw.,v, and have spent so 
much money in the development of the country, 
on the faith of the promises of past Governments, 
that they have lost faith in any Government. 
Now, in answer to the hon. member for Carpen
taria as to the position the hon. member for 
Flinders occupies, I may inform him that twelve 
months azo, before the last election, the 
opponents of Mr. McDonald tried to make the 
most of his opposition to this railway, nnd 
endeavoured to prevent his return on that ground. 
It was made an issue among the Cloncurry 
people that the present member was deadly on
posed to any syndicate building the line. Those 
who voted for him knew from his own published 
statements, and from his act.ion in this House, 
that he would do evm·ything in his power to 
block the railway. In fact, that was an argu
ment that was used to me as a personal friend of 
the hen. member to try and persuade him, if he 
din not vote for the milway, not to oppose it. 
Now1 I say he was r~t1.!rned in spite of that by a 

majority there, and he has had a majority there 
every time. Now, I will deal with the arguments 
which have been brought forward in favour of 
this syndicate building the rail way. There were 
numbers of the leaseholders who were miners in 
the district, some of whom, I might say, had 
gained fortunes and lost fortunes in mines in that 
particular district, who are the strongest 
supporters you could find of the hon. member 
for :t'linders, and who will do anything to assist 
him and members of this House to get a State
owned railway constructed through the district. 
In the face of that information, the hon. member 
for Carpentaria could not prove that many of 
these leaseholders were in favour of this syndi
cate railway. I venture to say-and I can make 
the assertion without fear of contmdiction from 
them personally-that they are totally opposed to 
the syndicate railways on principle, although, no 
doubt, many of them think that if a syn
dicate railway were made there, they would be 
able to sell out, make a profit, and clear out. 
The hon. member for Carpenttuia also tried to 
accuse the hon. member for Flinders of saying 
that Normanton was covered by water in the wet 
season. The hon. member for Flinders made the 
statement that from thirty to forty miles of the 
c'mntry over which this line would pass is almost 
invariably covered by water in the wet season, 
and in a severe wet season the water comeo up 
to the top of the telegraph posts. I made that 
statement from a platform in Cloncurry, and 
when my speech was over, we had the railway 
committee, ona after the other, getting up and 
holding a discussion amongst themselves. In 
fact, I may say that I tried to draw them, because 
I wanted information. The secretary first made 
a speech, and then the vice- president made a 
speech diametrically different. The opinion of 
men in that township, and even men in that 
district, was contradictory, and it was just like 
the Government or the Ivlinister for liailways 
introducing this Bill, or like the hon. member 
for Bulloo. If he wants any concession to the 
pastoralists in the South-western country, that 
country is the most Gad-forsaken part of Queens
land, but if he wants a railway put there it is the 
garden of C-lucensland. 

:Mr. LEAHY : It is most God-fornken now. 
Mr. REID: It is just the same with these 

people, who, like the hon. member for Carpen
taria, state that the country is so bad that they 
do not believe that it would pay the country to 
build it, and therefore why not induce a syndi
cate to in vest money in it? 

Mr. J<'oRRYTH: I did not say that. 
Mr. ll.l:;;!D: Now, the hon. member thisafter-

110011 said that he was astonished at the hem. 
member for Flinders being against a syndicate 
building this railway. After the description that 
the hon. member for Flinders had given of that 
part of the country in the Gulf, he said he was 
astonished that the hon. member c;hould oppose 
it. On what ground? Because the syndicate 
would come in to build a line that the State 
would lose money upon, the hon. member for 
Flinders was to open his arms to receive them 
and swindle them at the same time. That was 
what the hon. member for Carpentaria stated. 
The hon. member for Flinders and myself inter
jected at the time, " was that his sty le," and he 
repeated it, and he said he could not understand 
any member in this House opposing the syndicate 
building this line, because he thought we would 
lose money on it. Well, there are two or 
three ways of looking at that. As I stated, 
many of that railway committee were of opinion 
that it would not pay the State to build that line 
through there, and many of them thought that it 
would pay well. :Now, the hon. member for 
J<'Jinders, like rr.yself, knows the ]'linders 
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country, and he thinks it would be better for 
Queensland if the railway went down the 
Flinders and from Hughenden to Cloncurry. I 
say for the hon. member for Carpentaria, or any 
member in this House or any representative of 
the public, to say that we should hold out in
ducement to a syndicate to build this railway, 
because we think that if the State built it we 
should lose money shows a stttte of political and 
commercial morality which, tu say the least ofit, 
is new to me. 

Mr. FoRSYTH : I did not make that statement. 
Mr. REID : I say that the hon. tnember did 

make that statement, and he repeated it. 
Mr. FORSYTH : I did not. 
Mr. REID : Now, I am not a kind of Dr. 

Talmage, lecturer, and I am not going to lecture 
anyone on morality. I am not going to put 
myself up as better than any other member, but 
certainly it is new to me for public men to get 
up in their places herP, and argue that if we 
believe that country is so bad that a rail way 
through it cannot possibly pay we should entice 
a syndicate to come here to lose money on it. 
That is certainly getting very low down. It is 
getting down that low that we are nearly as bad 
as the original holders of the soil in Australia. 
I say onr morality anrl om· commercial standards 
must be getting very low. I shall certainly 
raise my voice against that standard of morality 
being held up in this House, and an inducement 
being held out to people to come here to lose 
their money, because we are afraid to lose our 
own. 

Hon. D. H. DALRniPLl<J : It was not put for
ward ttt all. 

Mr. REID : I stty it was. I took a note of it 
>tt the time, and it has been repeated by every 
member on the Government side. 

i\Ir. l<'ORSYTH : I quoted the language of the 
hon. member for Flinders. 

Mr. REID: The Minister for Railway•, and 
in fact every member on that side who has 
spoken, used that argument. The members on 
this side took up the position that these con
ceqsions were not asked for to develop this par
ticular district that this railway would go into, 
but for the syndicate to make the best of them 
whether it paid or not. I pointed out that I 
did not believe that a line from the Gnlf to 
Cloncurry would pay. "\Ye were told repeatedly 
with regard to every one of these Bills; that we 
should >tllow the syndicate to lose their money if 
they chose, as it was their business not ours. 
I say in the name of the people who sent us here 
we must have some standard, not only for out
siders, but also amongst LlUrsel ves, and I shonld 
just as conscientiously oppose trying to lead a 
syndicate to waste their money as I would 
oppose the Government bnilding a line on the 
same conditions ; and I say we are doing our 
duty in opposing the holding out of any such 
inducement in the name of the colony. 'YVe 
must not shut our eyes to the fact that it is not 
only the British Colonial Railways Corporation, 
Limited, as it is cttlled in the Bill, but it will 
go forth that the LegislatiYe Assembly of Queens
bud introduced this as a public Bill, and in 
the name of the Pa.rliament of Queensland 
they will flnat this on . the Lontlon market. 
Therefore, in considering this matter, we must 
bear in mind that if these privileges are 
granted they will be nsed in the name of the 
people of Queensland to float the concern. Sup
pose it is successful for a time, and rupposa after 
a few years the syndicates commence to lose 
money, and the majority of them become a 
failure, then the reaction will set in, and the 
Parliament of Queen.land will be held up in the 
same way as it has been held up in connection 
with the Quecnsl:tnd National B:wk, and we 
shall have financial articles written in the 

same strain about the Government as :;cbout those 
financial institutions. According to the financial 
papers in the old country, it smells rather strong 
in the nostrils of the British investor. 

Mr. LEAHY: It depends on the kind of nose. 
Mr. Rl<JID: There is just this difference 

between this Bill and the ordinary gold-mining 
lease. In connection with the oruinary mining 
lease there are mining laws laying clown certain 
conditions under which investors can come in, 
but we do not pass special Bills to give them 
special concessions. This Bill is a sort of bless
ing on this syndicate to go forth in the name 
of PadiamP.nt-" We are too poor to build the 
railways. For heaven's sake, build them for us, 
and we will give you our blessing." In this Bill 
you are giving them 5,000 acres for fifty years ; 
you exempt them from all labour conditions; 
you are giving them 10,000 acres of freehold ; 
and you are exempting them from all taxation; 
you are giving them ten acres at Port Norman, 
and other concessions which other people putting 
their money into the mining industry don't get. 

The PREIIIIER: And then you believe it won't 
pay? 

Mr. REID : I say these concessions may put 
the syndicate in such a position that they may 
float the company for such an amount as may 
pay the original shareholders the same as the 
Chillagoe Company. The hon. mPmber for 
Carpentaria told us this afternoon that the 
Chilbgoe Company had done nothing by which 
the public of Queensland would fall in. I have 
been informed since he made the statement that 
there were 480 origin:tl shares of £200 each, and 
they were paid up to £75 each, and afterwards 
they were suppo,;ed to go up to £1,800 each, and 
yet in the interval there was not one of those 
shares sold. 

Mr. LEAHY: Y on are quite wrong. There 
were shares sold in Brisbane. 

Mr. FoRSY'l'H : There were plenty sold. I 
have got some myself, if yuu want to know. 
There were any qu:tntity sold in Brisbane at all 
prices. 

Mr. REID: It was stated by the hon. member 
that the public had not been taken in. If the 
hon. member for Carpentaria and the hon. mem
ber for Bulloo were original sh>treholders at £200, 
and only paid up to £75, and in the interval 
their share' had gone up to £1,800, and were 
floated on the market at that figure, the indivi
dual who paid the £1,800 fell in to what the hon. 
member for Carpentaria and the hon. member for 
Bulloo would. The information I have here waR 
got from the Supreme Court, and there is no record 
of any shares having gone from the original 
holders to the general public. If the information 
is wrong at the Supreme Court there is no "''"Y 
of getting it unless one could get it from a share
ho1der or frmn the manager. 

Mr. LEAHY: Go to the Stock Exchange. 
i\Ir. REID: No doubt if I quoted stock 

exchange evidence here it would be contradicted. 
That information is taken from the Supreme 
Court, but it seems to be wrong. In fact, there 
is nothing right about the Chillagoe syndicate 
except what the hon. member for Bulloo and the 
hon. member for Carpentaria inform the House. 

Mr. LEAHY: I never said anything of the sort. 
Mr. REID : By interjection. If an hon. 

member makes a statement it is dir~ctly contra
dicted, and it seems to me that those two hon. 
gentlemen are the only source of information in 
connection with the Chillagoe syndicate. 

Mr. LEAHY: I only want to put you right. 
Mr. REID: I am glad the hon. member for 

Bnlloo is so anxious to keep me straight. I hope 
he will keep those people who got the £200 shares 
straight too. The hon. member for Carpent,wia 
told us that all progressive legislators change 
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their policy. There is nothing wonderful in that; 
but they are changing their policy every d:'Y· 
\Ve have had the same old Government turnmg 
the handle for years, and the mnsic comes out 
like it does from a musical box. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: Does not that 
apply to the Labour party? 

Mr. REID: No, the Labunr party, right or 
wrong, has sLnck to their policy all the time, but 
the Government at every wind that blows gets 
up a new sail and floats in at every change. If 
the policy does not snit they get a leader, and 
when the leader fails they get a policy ; and if 
both leader and policy fail they chuck them both 
over and get a fresh policy and a fre'h leader and 
go swimming along as before. There is not a 
member of the Cabinet but has changed his 
policy nearly as often as he has changed hi" shirt. 
The syndicate policy that has been introduced 

by the present Government has 
[8 p.m.] entirely changed the whole policy of 

the country, and on that ground the 
Labour party are totally opposed to it. Our 
experience from the first settlement of the 
colony all points to the desirability of the rail
ways being owned by the State, and the only one 
excnse offered by the Premier in favour of this 
policy is that he cannot borrow money for 
railway construction. The Premier in an inter
jection the other night asked me what abcmt my 
friend Kruger. 

The PnElii!ER : Do yon feel annoyed? 
Mr. :FonSYTH: Aristocratic company. 

Mr. REID: The Premier no doubt thought it 
was a very smart remark, and the junior member 
for Maryborough also thonght himself very 
funny and clever in repe 1ting it, but I would 
just s'ty, that the opinion I hold of Kruger is 
the same as I hold of the present Government. 

Hon. D. H. DAI,RniPLE: You mnst be in love 
with the present Government. 

Mr. REID : I have no more regard for Kmger 
than I have for the present Government or their 
policy, and the plea of Kruger in regard to this 
matter of syndicate railways is exactly the same 
as that made by the Government here to-day. 
He did not know where to get the money with 
which to hnild railways, he said, and therefore 
he invited private syndicates to come in. 

Hon. D. H. DALRH!PLE: He was a huge 
syndicate himself, and commandeered two 
millions. 

Mr. REID : I quite admit that he was a big 
syndicate himself. 

Hon. D. H. DALl\Y:I!PLE: Then why say he 
had no money ? 

The PRE}!IER: You should not back down on 
yonr fri~nd? 

l\1r. REID : I never back down on anybody, 
but as for having any regard for that gentleman 
I just have the same re!;'ard for him as I have for 
any other handler either inside or outside of 
Parliament. He was s1mply an agent for syndi
cates which proved the greatest curse that ever 
entered his country. I am just as convinced 
that a similar policy introduced here will have 
similar results as it has had in South Africa. 
The more you loCJk into the history of civilised 
countries the more you must be convinced that 
the syndicate is the greatest curse that they have 
suffered from. No country which has permitted 
syndier,tes to flourish has been free from the 
cm·se of corruption and all the evils which are 
attendant npon it. It is unnecessary for me to 
qnote illnstrations-it is nseless to quote fignres. 
That has been done over and over again. The 
fact remains that wherever syndicate, have been 
introduced for this purpose, an'1 for many others, 
they have proved a weak spot ip the policy of 
any country. · 

Hon. ])_ H. DALRYii!PLE: You have to prove 
it. That is an indictment of private enterprise 
under which the world has progressed for hun
dreds of years. 

Mr. REID: We know that private enterprise 
has helped the world to progress for hundreds of 
years, and I wonld point out, also, that vice has 
helped the world to progress, because from vice 
in others we gather lessons which we take to 
heart. No doubt this syndicate will spend 
money in tile country, intl'OdllCe population, and 
increase trade and commerce. No doubt it will 
give the colony a fillip, and send it ahead, but 
then, we know that when this has once taken 
place, when once we have settled down to the 
policy, the harvest will have to be reaped, 
and the people will then begin to feel the 
pinch. I contend, therefore, that on broad 
general gronnds the introduction of syndi
cates of this description can have no good 
effect on the progress of the colony. The hon, 
member for Carpentaria says we have to choose 
between a syndicate railway or no railway. I 
did not know he was the monthpiece of the 
Government, and I think if what he says is true 
we ought to have that annoum:ccment from the 
Premier. The people of Cloncurry are told by 
the member for Carpentaria that they can have 
a syndicate railway or no railway. I do not 
think that is a position in which to place men 
who haYe spent two-thirds of their lives in the 
district in their efforts to develop it. I know 
some of those men personally, and I contend that 
that is a most nnfair position in which to place 
them. Now, I have not the slightest objection 
to a milway going from Port Norman to Clon
cnrry, and I should be very much astonished if 
anyone was opposed to it, but I am in this position; 
that I am convinced, from my own knowledge 
of the :Flinders route, having travelled over it and 
three parts of the Gulf route, that a rail way down 
the J<'linders wonld be one of the best paying con
cerns that ~ueensland could go in for. We are 
told that it would put the Cloncurry people at a 
disadvantage. I admit that; but in the develop
ment of any new country we cannot have a rail
way to every man's back door. I admit that 
Port Norman is the natural port for the Gnlf. 
No sane man would deny it. Bnt it is not a 
matter whether it is an outlet, or the only out
let. \Ve have to look at these matters, not so 
much from a district point of view ad from the 
point of view of what is best for the whole 
colony. I think the hon. member for J<'linders 
and I agree upon this point:: that a railway down 
the :Flinders would be a better in vestment than 
any other railway that could be built in Queens
land. The only other railway that wonlcl really 
pay would be the proposed line from Kilki van 
,Junction toNanango. It has be<m pointed out that 
the route to which I now refer would be throngh 
country which is highly suitable for artesian boring. 
\Vater has been struck there at depths varying 
from 3,000 feet to about 100 feet. There is no 
conntry that I know of in Queensland-and I 
know a good deal of the back country pmtty 
well now-that is more favourable to close settle
ment than the country between Hughenclen and 
Cloncnrry, and, if we are limited as to funds, we 
should certainly bnild this line down the Ji'linders 
to Cl on curry, even if it does compel the neople 
of Cloncurry to go to Townsville or Bowen 
instead of to Normanton. As a matter of fact, 
more than half the goocls that are now consumed 
in Cloncurry are taken by team from Hughenden, 
in spite of the nearness to N ormanton. I have 
spoken to teamsters and business people there, 
a11d they have toid me that for four months 
in the year you could not get a teamoter 
to carry goods from Normanton to Cloncurry 
for less than £50 a ton, on account of the 
heavy rains and the fact that a great deal of the 
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country is flooded. Down the Flinders, on the 
other hand, then' is no fear of that kind of thing, 
as there is no flooded country to go over, and 
there are only about a cou!Jle of watercoursPs 
that would trouble you between Hughenden and 
Cloncurry. I support the construction of the 
line from Hughenden to Cloncurry in preference 
to the proposed line from N ormanton, because I 
know that it would pay better. I am astonished 
that the people of the North have been so long
suffering with regard to the present Government 
as to allow the North to be handed over to 
syndicates. There is no propo"al to build a 
syndicate railway in Central or Southern Queens
land, but the North is to be put into the hands 
of the syndicates to be exploited just as they like. 
No wonder the Northern members object to 
this. 

The PRKI!IER : The people of theN orth like it. 
Mr. UEID: Well, from my knowledge cf the 

people of the North they do not like it, and, 
looking at the fact that the Northern members 
sitting on this side, and who represent the 
majority of the people of the North, are opposed 
to this policy, I think we may reasonably infer 
that the people of theN orth do not like being 
handed over to syndicates. I oppose syndicate 
railways also from a defence point of view. 
Some day this line will be a portion of the main 
trunk line to the Gulf, and yet it is proposed to put 
it in the hands of a privr1te syndicate. Another 
thing- which I fear may re,ult from handing over 
the North to these syndicates is that we may 
see :l\Iiss Shaw's prophecy c Jme to pass. The 
special correspondent of the Thnc.1, when she was 
out here, wrcs very anxious to point out how it 
would benefit the investors to develop the 1'\ orth 
by rnettns of bbck labour, and she pointed out 
that a tropical country like that would encourage 
the creation of a white aristocracy and a servile 
population to develop its res•mrces. Now, if we 
give all these concessions to powerful syndicates, 
they will no doubt use their influence with the 
black labour party to draw a line across the 
colony and hand over the N ortb to these rapa
cious syndicates that are being created by the 
present Government. Even from a Southern 
point of view, aml from the progres,,ive point 
of view which the hon. member for Carpentnria 
was so anxious to dwell upon, I say that any 
man who makes a study of the question from 
the point of view of progress, could not con
scientiously vote for such proposals as these, 
owing to the position they phce the North in. 
The hon. member for C<>rpentaria is opposed 
to the construction of the line from Hughenden 
to Cloncnrry, because he comiders it wonlcl 
be an injustice to the people in the Cloncurry 
district. I woulrl a;k what right that hem. 
member has to get up in this House and 
challenge the right of the hotL member for 
I<linders and myself to advocate the construction 
of the railway down the :Flinders. The hon. 
member cert,;inly ma<le an able speech from his 
point of view, and I must congratu~ate him 
upon some of the statements that he made, and 
admit that be gave some very good facts 
from his standpoint; but, at the same time, 
we must not forget that be looks at the 
matter purely from a commercial point of 
view, and we must also remember that ohe 
Premier has already announced that he is 
going to introduct•, during the present session, a 
Bill to extend the line from Hughenden to 
Richmond. The hon. member for C>npentaria 
asked the hon. member for :Flinder" how that 
line woulr:l benefit the Ethericlge. \V ell, I will 
tell him. \Vhen once those eighty miles of 
railway are constructed from flughenden to 
Richmond, it is no great distance to the Woolgar, 
and I have no doubt that it wili re~ult in the em
ployment of hundrPds of men on that field where 

at present there are 110w only dozens, and it is 
only a day's ride over the range from \Voolgar to 
Gilberton on the Lower Etheridge. Although 
there is an exceedingly bad range to cross, yet 
they were able to take a boiler over it. 
Now, if that line is built to Richmond, it 
will be a further argument againstJ the con
struction of this syndicate railway. There 
is one peculiarity about the speeches of hon. 
members on the other sHe- from those 
of the Secretary for Railways and the Premier 
down to the humblest member who has spoken
and that is that they all point out the great advan
tage that private railways have over State rail
ways. They are continually referring to America, 
to England, and to every other country where there 
are private rail ways. Now, if these lines should 
turn out a success, there is a danger that those hrm. 
members-or others holding the same views-will 
simply be sent here as the agents of synrlicates. 
Look at the hold that this syndicate will have 
over the Clnncurry district, if they get this Bill 
through. The hon. member for :Flinders and the 
hon. member for Carpentaria, and the hon. 
members for whatever other electorates they may 
go into, will simply be returned by this company. 

Tbe PitEl\IIEll: But they may return Labour 
members. 

Mr. REID : There is no certainty that the}' 
will return Labour members. \Ve see that in 
:Mount i\'Iorgan. There, owing to families being 
settled in the town, their bosses look after them 
so well, and trot them up to the poll, that the 
workers there are afraid to vote against the 
sitting member; therefore he is always returned. 
This Cloncnrry syndicate will practically have 
the same monopoly-the same power. They 
will t~tke posses,;ion of the whole distriet, and 
have the power to absolutely wipe out all the 
business people of Cloncurry. 'l'hey will have 
power to put up warehoust:'l a.nd shops, and 
introduce the "truck" system. There will 
be nothing to bar them doing anything ex
cept hanging people. They can practically 
starve people and turn them out of the district if 
they choose. I am astonished that the Cloncurry 
people have not looked into the merits of this 
Bill, because it means that this company will be 
allowed to do just as they like. The bmim '·3 

people there will be bought over or ruined, just 
as this company chooses. Hon. members opposite 
are continually upholding the benefits of private 
railways as against StBote lines. 

Mr. LEAHY: No. 
Mr. HEID : 1 would like to know any hon. 

member on that side who has cpoken who has not 
praised up private railways against State rail
ways. From the Premier down to the Minister 
for Railways, from the I\Iini:,ter for Railwvoyd 
down to the hon. member for I\Iackay, from the 
hon. member for l\Iackay down to the hon. mem
bers for Bulloo and \V oothakata--

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: And the hon. 
member for Nundah. 

Mr. REID: No; that is going too low down. 
Everyone of these hon. members has stood up 
and pointed out the benefits of private railways 
r1s against State railwny~. 

Mr. LF:AHY: No. 
Mr. Rl<~ID : Then I must be getting very 

dense or stupid, but I think hon. members 
opposite are so enthusiastic about these pri·, c<te 
railways that they don't know exactly what state
ments they make. The hon. member for Carpen
taria told us about the great benefits Canada had 
derived from private railways; but we have not 
been told the other side of the matter-nothing 
about what happened in Sir John MacDonald's 
time. The Premier has repeated over and over 
again the benefits that pri; ate railways have 
been to America. \Ve will all admit that pri
vate railwayo in America give cheap tra,nsit; 
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but, from ::m industriuJ point of view, they 
prejudicially affect industries, and lock up 
capital. According to the latest statistics, 
two millions of money have been spent on 
private railwrtys in America, frorn which nn 
return has been received. Then, ag-ain, influence 
in all directions has been brought to be»r on 
St>tte legislators there by these priv>tte railway 
companies. Cheap transit in connection with 
commerce is not everything. Y on must t»ke 
the general benefits, and compare them with the 
general losses in "this connection. 

, The PREMIER: In this case the benefits will 
counterbalance tbe losses. 

J\1r. REID : I don't think so. I have read all 
the literature I can find-in magazines and 
elsewhere-on the subject of private railway', 
and the general opinion is that these, private 
railways have on the whole been a curse to 
America, The evil influence of these priute 
railway cmnp:1.nies in America is everywhere 
pointed out. Even when Jay Gould d-ied, we 
find that even the pious man who then ran the 
Brisbane Ob.,en·er had not a good word to say 
for him. \Vel!, I believe that even if the devil 
was to die, someone would have a good word to 
say for him. 

An HoxouRABLE MEMm;u: He never dies. 

iYir. REID : The Brisbane Obsm·vr'', we find, 
had not a good word to say for .Jay Goulr1-·that 
great rail way millionaire--because he w ,, ' a 
private enterpriser, a syndicate runner for all he 
was worth. Now we 'have the exmnple of the 
Chillagoe Company. They have pressed the 
small man down, and bave distributed their 
Rhares anyhow. 'l'hat is how America has been 
ruined. I do not think it is necessary for me 
to refer to the corruption in America any 
fnrther. Some hon. members on tbe other sidA 
have objected to thr; innuendoes thrown put by 
hon. members on this side with regard to bribes 
being taken or offered to hon. mmnbers of this 
House. I may say that I do not know any 
hon. member who has been offered or has taken 
a bribe from any private syndicate cornprLny. 
But there are hon. members in this rarli<<
ment who are shareholders in private syndic:>,tes, 
and they may be so influenced that they will 
be inclined to vote for further concessions to 
these companies. But it does not necessarily 
follow tbat a man in so doing is dishonest. They 
mn,y be perfectly honest ; but, all the same, I say 
that the colony may be gett-ing ch<-ated and 
swindled out of its werLlth by granting further 
concessions to these private syndicates. Influ. 
ence will overcome principle in that way. I ha\'e 
no doubt that not only shareholders in the 
Chillagoe Company are influenced in this w,;y, 
but also others who are in the same swim. 
The hon. member for Carpenbtia was very 

anxious to tell us that the Vic
[8'30 p.rn.] torian Minister for Mines was in 

favour of privale railways, and that 
he had advised us that if we c<mld no' build our 
own milways there was no reason why we should 
not allow syndicates to come in anrl build tbose 
milways for us. \Ve know that the Chillagoe 
Cnmpany hrLs been more or less run in J\Tel
bourne, and the Victorian Minister for Mines 
may possibly be interested in these syndicates. 
\Vhat then could be more natural than for that 
gentleman when he i• visiting the colony to 
state in reply to the questions nf an interviewer 
that if the Government cannot build railways to 
develop the resources of the colony we should 
allow private enterprise or syndicates to come in 
and construct our rail wrLys? That is a very good 
illustration of how public men may be in· 
flnenced in the formation of their opinions. IV e 
have al"o had exrLmples of that lately in this 

1900-3 s 

c<>lony. \Ve have had correspondence and pros
pectuses read in this House, from which we 
have seen how a report of an officer of t-he J\Iines 
Department was doctored in order to mislead the 
public. IV~ have seen how public men who 
pride themselves on their probity of character 
and on the incorrnptibility of the State of 
Queensland, have been misled because they shut 
their eyes and aecepted positions in companies 
which would brillg thmn in so n1u,ny guineas per 
sitting. Those gentlemen nmy be the most 
honourable n1en we have in the community, and 
I am not going to say anything against them in 
that respect. I simply wish to point out that 
pulJlic men who hold those positions and have 
seats in either one Chamber or the other may br, 
influenced by their self-int.erest when a question 
of g-ranting a concecsion to their own prLrticular 
syndicate come·- to a vote in Parliament. In 
nineteen cases out of twenty a nlan in such a 
position will support the granting of a concession 
to the syndicate be may represent. 

Mr. LEAHY: Does that apply to members of 
Parliament voting their own salaries? 

Mr. JU£ID : No, it does not do anything- of 
the kind. Men1 hers voting their own salaries 
may be influenced to give a selfi"h vote; but 
that does not influence them as to the principle 
that is being laid clown tbat a man shall be paid 
the value of his lal>onr. 

1\Ir. LEAHY: It is not laid clown that they 
shall fix the amount of their salaries. 

J\Ir. TIEID: The constituents send members 
here, and the Hous8 hrLs to put np with them. 
The hon. member says it is not lrLid down that 
members shall fix the amount of their salaries 
thcmsel ves. There is no other power to fix tho,e 
salaries. Are we going to allow the GoVf'rnrnent 
to do it, or is th<> hem. member for Bnlloo to do 
it? \Vho is going to settle it, if this House 
does not do it? There is no analogy between 
that and the eacc to which I was rderring. 
I am not gbcl thrLt those gentl0men were 
misled, nor am I glad that the company doctorecl 
the rql<Jrt they got from the J\1ines Department, 
but I rLm glad thv,t the expoonre of their 
actinn has con1P so soon to warn the people 
agttinst these syndicates. \Vhy should rnen who 
are in Government positiuns use their weight and 
influence with the Government to grant these 
concessions? Is it not t~e cn:;e that in all legis
laturcF; .tnore or less some strong rruu1 is picked 
ont fol' the po8ition of director or agent of a corn~ 
pany in order that be may try to influence the 
Gnvernrnent: \Vhy, in this vt-ry correspond~.: nee 
which we have before us with reference to the 
rail w::tv now before the Hou"e there is one letter 
date<1 fron1 the Leg-islative Council. These things 
show that the public of the colony should keep 
their eyes opeu. I had several other things to 
Ray, but I do not suppose the heavens will fall if 
I do not say them. I wish, however, to refer to 
one other nuttter. The hem. member for Carpen
taria has an inclination to be dogmatic when he 
in dealing with fignres, and he was very strong 
in his staternents this afternoon wheu referring 
to something the hon. member for Croydon had 
f-mid in connection with BurnR, Philp, and Co., 
and the Australasi"n United Stenm Navigation 
Company. The htm. member in \'ery strung 
terms denied the statement of the hon. member 
for Croydon that the Australasian United Steam 
;\favigatJon Company had a nwnopoly. During
last session there was a debate on this very ques
ti<m. The people of Croydon, Normanton, and 
other pl1ces in that part of the colony were suf
fering from son1e disee~se, as I may call it, brought 
about by the Government.. 'J'hey had no mail 
coming overland, and they had a very unsatis
bctory service by sea. The hon. members for 
Croydon, Burke, and CarpentrLria waited on the 
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Government and gnt those things remedied. 
During the discussion which took place in the 
Htmse the hon. member for Croydon said-

There was not the .slightest doubt that, as the Premier 
said last year, and as h.on. members knew, thu Anst,·al
asian United Steam~ a vigation ()am lntny had pnwtically 
a monopoly. He admitted that, the dcpnrtment haft 
been fighting that monopoly, but in the meantime the 
people of the Gulf had had to 8lnffer. Dnring the dis
cussion of the matter the Brisbane Chamber of Oom-· 
merce h~,d chipped in with all f'orts of rc(tne, ts and 
s~ipulations as to car~o. and tlle federal difficult~;,-, 
differential rates, and all ::mrts of ohstaclcs had been 
bronght into the matter. He agreed tiJat the depart
ment had bceu trying to put an end to the monOIJOly, 
but,, as Ute 'Peleyruph had pointed out, they had the 
matter in their own hands, and he remembered that 
two years ago Sir Hugll Kolson had Raid that he would 
not allow :tny steamship compH.ny to run the Govern
ment. The Hon. T. J.Byrnes said the same after he had 
been up ~' orth. 
The speaker who followed was the hem. member 
for Carpentaria, and this is what he said, alto~ 
gether different from what he said thi" after~ 
noon-

He entirely enrlorsed the remarks made by the hon. 
member for Croydon- that there was a monopoly, that 
the people of the Gulf were not being properly; treated. 

lYir. FoHSY'J'H : That is as far as a mail service 
is concerned-a very different thing. 

Mr. REID: How can any steamship company 
hold a monopoly of mail service ? \Vhen the 
Government give this service to a ste:tmship 
c<>mpany and pay them a subsidy for CCtrryiPg 
the ma1ls they create a monopoly. \V bat is the 
difference in the monopoly in this case? Now, 
Mr. Forsyth said further-

He thought, it \Vonld be a good thing to give somebody 
else an opportunity to tender, because the Hovernment 
had practieally been coerced iuto accepting any price 
the Australasian lTnited Steam ::\avigation Company 
might ask. 'ren or twelve years ago the AuRtralaNi:ln 
United ::5team Navip;ation Company were running- a. 
weekly service f0r £5,000 a year; afterwards they ra.n a 
fortnig-htly scrvic·e for £~.750 a year. \Vhen the com
pany sent in tenders they wanted £5,00tl for n monthly 
serv1ce, £9,000 for a thre<-:-weekly servicE', or £1H,OOO for 
a weekly service. Those tignres were absolutely absurd 
and exorbitant. 
And, further than that, we have the present 
Chief Secretary getting up and, even in stronger 
terms, denouncing the company as a monopoly, 
and saying that they would not be dictated to by 
the company. And, as showing how nwnopolies 
can grow, and how the,e syndicates may grow, I 
will quote a sentence or two of the Chief Secre
tary as one argument against the pre,ent syndi
cate railway,; that this House is granting. He 
says--

One had been referred to by the hon. member !or 
Oroydon and the hon. member for C!lrpentaria, and 
that was that the department had to contend again~t a 
very pmverful monopoly with the view of obtainh1g a 
contract which would be fair to the ::;tate, nnd that 
obstacle bad been largely increased by the fact that 
this company posse~sed the only lightering plant in the 
Gulf. r:t'he Government had been approach eel by other 
steamboat proprietors from time to time, and they had 
had hope8- that smnething would come of the negotia
tions which were initiated, but unfortunately those 
negotiations did not arrive at anything like a •·omplete 
state, and the Government were, therefore, compPlled 
to fall back upon these monopolists-
Strong terms for Government members to use, 
when they have been objecting to members on 
this side of the House t"lking about. syndi
cates-
and obtain the best terms they could possibly obtain. 
Another difficulty was that the headquarters of the 
company who possesbed this plant were not in Bris
bane, and the local manager of the company had no 
power to treat directly with the Government, but had 
to submit everything for considera.tion to the head office 
in the southern colonies. The company were all
powerful for the purposes of t.bis contract, and wished 
to dictate their own terms::, which it was the dnty of 
the department to resist in t))e interest of the whole 
community. 

Now I say that these arguments used by the 
Chief Secretary and the hon. member fur 
Carpentarht againot this monur·oly, that was 
strangling enterprise in the Gulf then, could be 
jmt as strongly brought against the private 
syndicates th:tt the Government are williug to 
hand the Gulf over to now. In fact, between 
the private syndicates and the monopoly of the 
prc sent stearnsbip company, the people of the 
Gulf will be ten times worse off than they would 
be without a milway. Even. the people of 
Cloncurry will be worse off than they are at the 
present time. As 1 pointed out to the station
owners of Cloncurry when they waited upon me, 
this private railway Bill. is so drawn that the 
syndicate could charge over 50p r cent. more than 
the rates the Government were charging. Kow, 
could the people of the Gulf, who already 
have to ~end their cattle out via Townsville ur 
South Australia, even under the conditions that 
may exist at any time dming the drought-how 
are these station~owners in that distriet going to 
fare under the thumb of thi~ syndicate? Durillg 
the present drought the Government have 
carried cattle, sheep, and horses for station
owners at rates simply to pay working 
expenses. They have carried this stock from 
the drought~stricken districts, and they have 
carried goods from the coast into the interior. 
How will these cattle~owners fare under this 
syndicate which can charge 50 per cent. more 
than the Government rates ? They will be 
strangled by the company, which will take 
advantage of them in the same way as the 
Australasian Unit<d Steam Kavigation Com
pany took a,Jvantagc of the pastoralists during 
the pr"""nt drought. The produce which went 
from Bri8bane and from the Honth W>ts charged 
a gre><t d. al l1igber mtes th:m were charged 
when there was no drought. 

An .HONOUHABLE lY1EMBElt: A hundred per 
cent. rrwre. 

Mr. REID: Owing to the amount of produce 
sent in, of course, the boats got filled up, and, as 
one hon. gentleman say", they charged lOO per 
cent. mnre than they did at a usual time, while 
the Govt'rnrnent \Vere carrying produce as low as 
they possibly could. That is what the people and 
the fina.ncial insl.itutions gained by having State 
railways. It has been ,tated that the Gulf 
cnuntry cannot carry sheep. Clonagh is the only 
plRce where sheep have been tried with anything 
like success. On the other stations they have 
been a failure. I know from ccvversations 
I have had with the manager of Cionagh and 
others, that sheep bave not bEen too great a 
success there. Now, looking at it from a cattle 
point of view, how are these cattle· owners going 
to compete wit.h other cattle~owners, whn send 
in cattle to the coast, if they have to pay 50 per 
cent. more than the r::ttes charged on the Govern
ment railways? I say that once these people feel 
the pressure of the 50 per cellt. on the private 
railway they will see that instead of encouraging 
this monopoly they should have gone dead against 
it. We have been told by hrm. members that we 
have nothing to do with posterity. I claim that we 
have.something· to do with posterity. \Ve are 
fightmg now so ~everely, because many people 
before us have been the same as the present Go
vernment, and were willing to sell the rights of 
the people to any syndicate that might come 
along. They simply sold conces,ions one after 
the other, until these monopolies became so 
strong that they were the greatest dangers 
to the civil liberties of the people. Now 
I say in regard to the stand that the Labour 
parey are taking that although the Government 
may put us down by their majority, by 
brute force as far as numbers are concerned, so 
far as arguments go, and so far as the benefits to 
the country are concern~d-I say the argummts 
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on this side of the House have been all against 
the conce"sions being granted to these companies, 
and I trust that the Government, even at the 
last hour, will open their eyes to the wrong and 
to the evil that they are doing. In faco, I hope 
that now is the accepted time, now is the hour 
of salvation, if the Government will only take 
advantage of it. If they do not take advantage 
of it, they may go down to perdition and take 
with them their own si us and the sin8 of all the 
private syndicates on their shoulders. 

The PREMH:n: Yours, too. 
Mr. HEID: I will certainly give them my 

cousolation in the position into whieh they will 
be hurled in the near future when the people of 
this colony wake up. I have no dnubt that the 
people will put them out of office, and send in a 
party that will hand over the benefit and the 
welfare of the whole community to private 
syndicates. 

HoNOURABLic MEMBEHS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. LEAHY (Bulloo) : The hon. member who 

has just sat down is a very old member of this 
House in some respects. He has been out of the 
House for some years, and he has been back in it 
for a month or two. I am sure that he lws not 
lost any of his dialectical skill. It is always e, 
pleasure to listen to the hon. member. He corn
plimented the hun. member for CariJentaria 
upon the speech that he made. I think 
we all compliment the hon. member, for the 
sr.>eech which he made was founded upon facts. 
The hon. member's facts were well marshalled, 
his arguments were clearly stated, and his con
clusions carefully drawn; and I would have 
been glad if the hon. men1ber for J;;noggera h•1cl 
followed on the same lines and given us a logical 
speech. However, he made the best of a bad 
case, and I doubt if many other members would 
have set forth a better abstract case than the 
hon. member did to-night, but most of the time 
be hedged round the question, and did not corno 
to the point at issue. It was the same olcl story 
and the san1e arguments we have often heard 
before. It reminded H'e of the time eight years 
agu when I first had the )Jleasure of hearin,.; the 
hon. member use the same platitudes. The 
argument has been one long argument against 
private enterprise. ·what has built up, nnt only 
the Australian colonies but the British :B;mpire, 
and any other eountry in the world, ancient or 
modern, but private enterprise? 

Mr. HARDACRE : He was arguing against 
syndicates. 

Mr. LEAHY : The hon. gentleman was not 
speaking to-night altogether against syndicates, 
but against private enterprise in every sha[Je aud 
form. 

Mr. REm: No. 
Mr. LBAHY: \V e know how anxious they were 

eight years ago to settle people on the lands of the 
colony according to their own ideas. \Ve know 
they were taken up beyond Dalby and started 
with the State Treasury at their disr"'"al ; and 
we know what an absolute and complete failure 
was that settlement on the hon. gentleman's 
lines inside of 'ix months. That is the kind of 
doctrine he still wishes to preach. Then we had 
another exhibition, as the hon. member for 
1\Iackay frequently points out, in S<JUth 
America; and it was a complete failure inside 
t.hree weeks, if not in three days. \V e know it 
has been tested in other places at different times, 
an<l has proved an absolute failure ; and they 
want us to follow on lines that have pruved a 
failure for no other purpose than to satisfy a fad 
they have. 

Mr. STEW ART : Is squatting a fad? 
Mr. LEAHY : There has been squatting since 

the days of Abraham, only the d1fference is th,tt 
squatting at the present day is tempered with 
selection. The question of the construction of 

railways by private enterprise is mixed up in the 
whole of the Bills brought forward ; and as I 
have already spoken on the question at some 
length, it is not necessary for me to go into the 
question now before the House to the same 
extent as if I had not spoken on the subject. 
However, there are issues in this Bill that do 
not apply to the same extent in the case of the 
other Bills. This question may be argued from 
a variety of points. The bon. member raked up 
the old bogey about c.Jrruptiun in America. 
'!.'hat was gone into fully by the bon. 
member for Brisbane South the other night, 
and it is not necessary to go into it again ; 
but I think it is necessary to some extent, 
if there is evidence which will assist the 
1-Iouse in corning to a conclusion-evidence 
which has not already been given-that it should 
be given so as to allow the public to form their 
own conclusions from the evidence. We do not 
always limit oureelves to the experience of our 
own colony, or even to that of the neighbouring 
oolonie", in dealing with questions that come up 
for consideration; and it is the practice here and 
elsewhere to send men to other countries to 
obtain special information on different subjects. 
Fnr instanc(~, the Uovennnent of Victoria. seut 
JHr. 1\lathieson home latit year to study the 
question of grain-lifting in America, and we have 
sent men to different parts of the world to 
acquire information on various subjects. And 
this question of private railways should not 
be treated differently from those other things 
in that respect; that is to say, we should get 
information as to how it applies to other 
countries sin1ilarly circumRtanced to ourselves, 
especially with regard to the stand><rd of wages 
and the standard of civilisation. The leader of 
the Labour ]Jarty in a moderate, temperate, and 
able speech the other night-a speech removed 
from any kind of personal abuse, which is always 
to be cmnmended, in which respect .f shall 
endeavour to follow him--

HoNOURABJ,J;; :i\IE}!BER~: Hear, hear! \Ve will 
draw you. \Ve won't lead you astray. 

Mr. LEAHY: If the hon. member does draw 
me he must tal;e the consequences. In the flrst 
vhtce, I should like to point out, that it is extra
ordinary that in going to other colonies for what 
has been done in connection with the construc
tion of private railways, the bun. gentleman 
should ba1e gone to South Australia for informa
tion on the working of private railwav s in New 
South \Vales. The whole of the railway from 
Cobar to Brol;en Hill is in New South \Vales, 
and yet thA hon. member went to Sonth Aus
tralia. \Vhy did he not go to New South \Vales 
and tell us, from official sources, about those 
privato lines? 

An HoNOGltABLE JYil<;MBE!t: How many are 
there in N,·w South \Vales? 

Mr. LEAHY: There are four private railways 
in New South \Vales, at all events, and the hon. 
gentleman said t!J, other day there was none. 

Mr. BROWNJ<: : No. 
Mr. LEAHY: There are a great many rnore 

than four. And not only in New South Wales, 
but in every other British colony, there is not a 
single one that has not Q"one in more strongly for 
private railway,; than Queeusland is going in for 
them at the preuent ~ime. 'I.'iHere is a thousand 

rnilrs of rail way being cunstructed 
[9 p. m.] in Canada at the present time on 

this principle, und the hon. member 
for Carpentaria pointed out that a line is now 
going through the Victorian Parliament of the 
same charac,er. Then, again, with the sanction 
of the Government, private railways are going 
through in New South \Vales aho. Do hon. 
members opposite dispute that? Do they know 
that there was a line pa;sed as late as last 
December by the New South Wales Parliament 2 
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Mr. TDRLEY: Never built. 
:Mr. LEAHY: The bon. member says," Never 

built." How could it be built since last 
December. Another line was passed in July. 
How could that have been built b1· this time? It 
is the principle that I am speaking of, and I 
want tn impress upon hon, members opposite 
that it is not only the Governments of 
Victoria and Canada who are sanctioning these 
particular lines, but our neighbour, New South 
Vvales, also. The oldest aml richest colony of 
the group, the colony which is six timPs as 
closely settled as Queensland, and has three tirr.es 
the population, is endorsing the principle of 
privately-owned railways. I actually hold in 
my bands the Bills which they have recently 
passed. I do not make bald assertions which I 
cannot substantiate. It is true they are not long 
Bills, and that they do not deal with any great 
mileage of railway, but that is a further argu
ment in favour of private railways; that io to 
say, that if the line is only six or eight or ten 
miles long it cannot be argued that the colony 
of New South Wales cannot afford to build it, 
but when we find the mother colony, the richest 
and most thickly popnlatecl in the group, con
senting to build these rail ways by private enter
prise, then, I say, it is a strong endorsement of 
the principle. They evidently approve of the 
principle under certain conditions. 

Mr. STEW ART: Let ue know what they are. 
Mr. LEAHY: I will let the hon. member 

know what they are. They may be lines of rail
wa,y to mines. I believe they are, and that m,1kes 
the analogy more perfect than ever. 

~lr. KmsTOl': The one proposed to be built 
hPre is 250 miles in length, with branch lines 
eighty or ninety mile" long. 

Mr. LJi;AHY: Here is a Bill assented to on 
the 2.'ith .July, lflOO, sevpn or eight weeks ago, to 
enable Samuel Clift and John Henry Arlams, in 
the colony of Queensl8ond, to construct a certain 
line. Actually, they are queenslanders going 
to exploit the colony of New South \Vales. 
Hon. members opposite, by their pettifogging 
behaviour, are actually <lriving people out of this 
colony, and they have to go to New South \Vales, 
where there is a Government kept in power by a 
Labour party, in or<ler to find investment for 
money which if they had the chance they would 
invPst in Qneen,;land. 

Mr. DAWSON: They have gone there to cap
ture New South \Vales. 

Mr. LEAHY: This Bill contains all the 
necessary provisions for tbe carriage of pas
senger.~, and goods, and cattle, and in every 
detail is complete so far as the protection of the 
public is concerned. 

Jliir. KmsTON : How many miles? 
1\Ir. LEAHY ' I have already stated that it is 

a short mileage, but I quote it merely as a pro<>f 
of the principle being favoured in that colony. 
I think it is six and a-half miles in length. Here 
is another one which was passed and. assented 
to last December, and there is another going 
through the House at the present time. There 
is the Caperty Tramway Bill, the second reading 
of which was ca.rriecl on the voices-carried by a 
Government which, as I have said, is kept in 
power by a Labour party who are the friends of 
hon. members opposite. So that whatever may 
be the case in Queensland, it is a remarkable 
fact that opposition to priv,te railwa.ys is not a 
plank in the platform of the Labour party ,,f 
New South Wales. Then, there is the Stamforcl 
Coalmine Bill, providing for the construction of 
a line six and a-half miles in length. Surely, 
that is on all fours with the Callide Railway 
Bill. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Oh, no. 
Mr. LEAHY: That was also carried on the 

voices, and the second reading carried on the 

22nd June. Th<>rP is also the Cobar Copper 
Mining Bill debated and carried on ~he voices, 
and supported bv Labour members. 

J\Ir. BHOWNE: \Vhat does all thb prove? 
Mr. LEAHY : I thought I had reduced my 

argument to the level of a calcula.ting monkey, 
but I find I have not, and must again impress 
upon hon. members that it proves that the 
principle of vrivate railways is enclorsrcl in New 
South Wales. If the New South \V alE·s Govern
ment had not money enough to build that rail
way, they could, like our friends in the Gulf, 
have said that it was a necessity, and that 
they wue prepared to accept any railway, 
private enterprise or otherwise. The New 
South \Vales Government could have thrown 
their principles to the winds like the Labour 
party in the Gulf, who have said that 
they do not care so long as a railway of some 
kind is built. But they did not. They approved 
of the general principle. 'l'he members of the 
J_,abour party in the Gulf apparently, as soon as 
they became possessed of an allotment, became 
boodlers, and were ready to throw up their 
platform as soon as thev saw a chance of a 
railway of any kind. The hon. member for 
G·•rpentaria dwelt upon t.'1e fact that private 
railways are permitted in Canada, aucl I wish to 
say a word about the corruption to which hon. 
members opposite have referred so much. 
Corruption to them is the source of all evils. 
If cnrruption is so rampant wherever private 
railways are constructed, how is it that the 
people of Canada still endorse the principle? 
The very persons who bullied Sir John McDonalcl 
out (\f office on account of his connectjon 
with private railways, would do exactly the 
same thing, or would have the opportunity of 
cl<,ing it, in conn<'ction with other things 
besides rail ways. Corruption, or whatever it is 
cailecl, is something which io inherently wrong 
with a man, and if you placed him in any position, 
whether in connection '\\ ith rail ways ur not, he 
wonld go cronk. The lengthy line whwh is 
being constrnctccl in C<tnada at the present time, 
j:;; not heing constructed with the f:anetion of the 
Dominion Government alone, but with the sanc
tion of the State Government., of 1\Ianitoha and 
Ontario. They are a.Iso concerned in it. Is it to 
be supposed for one moment that every man in 
the State and Federal Governments is corrupt? 

Mr. TuRLEY: All the St.ate Governments are 
connected with the other lines as well. 

Mr. LK\HY : That only goes to show that 
other Governments hold similar opinions in refer
ence to private railways, bnt it does not of 
necesoity prove that they are corrupt. Not only 
does one Government hold that, but the Govern
ments of the whole of the States through which 
tlws<o ROO nliles of r:.ih1 ay proceed at tbe present 
time all hold it. Now, some capital has been 
made by the l<'ader of the Opposition from the 
fact that this line differs from the other lines 
which have been refore this House, inasmuch as 
it is a trunk line. Now, what is this great line 
of 800 miles in length in Canada if it is not a 
trunk line? It proceeds from Port Arthur, at 
the hF >cl of Lake Snperior, a.nd it traverses the 
very finest rPgion in British North America. It 
crosses the Canadian-Pacific Railway, and pro
ceeds north-west through :Manitoba, throurr,h 
North-western Territory, and right throngh the 
very centre of the finest wheat-growing fields 
in the world. 

1\Ir. DA WSON : And becauee Canada does that, 
are we to do it too? 

The ATTORNEY-GENER.~L: It has made Canada. 
Mr. LEAHY : I am not saying that because 

Canada does it we should do it too. 
Mr. DAWSON: You said that it has made 

Canada. 
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Mr. LEAHY : I laid down the principle that 
if we send our R:tilway CommissionP-r and other 
people round to see how things are being done in 
other countries, and if they see that the people 
in another country are progreRsing more rapidly 
than we are, and are devdoping their cnuntry 
faster than we are, it is a very good thing to 
assume that the method of procedure in that 
country is worth a tri>tl. I do not think it. is 
sufficient of itself, but taking it in conjunction 
with other things, it has led to th:tt progress in 
Canada. 

Mr. DAWRON: \Vel!, yon have not given us 
any evidence of that. ' 

'l'he 8PEAK ER: Order! 
Mr. LJ•JAHY: Does the hon. gentleman want 

any more evidenc" than my word? 
Mr. DAWSON: I certainly do. 
Mr. LEAHY: \V ell. the hon. gentlPman 

cannot get it in Queenslnnd-tlmt is all I can 
give him, a!ld T wish I could tell him I n"cipro
cate. The point that hnn. members oppo,ite 
harp most strongly npon is that these companies 
are to become public carriera. Now I do not 
think that those peopla want to become publk 
carriers, but we are forcing it upon them. \Ve 
are anxious that they should become pnhlic 
carriers for thee convenience of thA P' ople who 
are settled in those districts, and wo say that 
they shall only charge a mnd<'rate rate, and th:tt 
rate will not be more than 2i\ por cent. of what 
tho:-;e person.s are paying at the pre::;ellt time for 
carriage by tearr1s. 

j'V[r. RTEWAR'I': Read the correspondenCE!. 
Mr. L1£AHY : \Vhen I get up to make a kinrl 

of a speech, I do not wish to start reading. 
Hon. m•,mbers and the public can rear! for them
selves, and I decline to read documents in this 
House for two or three hours. \Ye have not 
come into a deliberative AsePmhh for the 
purpose of rt :1ding out other people'~ ideas. I 
mn not like hon. members oppositE>, who get a 
book on their brains, and thE·y cannot dig·est it 
or generalise it, and tbewc;ight of it on their brains 
is so gneat that they cannot move under it;. 

J\Ir. DAWWN: That is why you know so little 
-you ne:'er rend. 

Hon. D. H. DALitYMPLE: He knows too much 
for the Opposition already. 

Mr. LEAHY: I know little, but I know lhat 
the bf'glnning of \Vi~d01u i:; to know that a man's 
knowledge is limited, anrl that is a stage tile hem. 
member has not reached yet. 

Mr. DAWRON : Y on are the wisest mttn on that 
side of the House. 

Mr. Rmn: 'l'hat is not complimentary to him. 
Mr. LEAHY: I wish I was, bnt I think I am 

not. \Ve find that in the very best portion of 
Queensland-the Dat·ling Downs-the yield of 
wheat has only been 14·?; Lushels uf wheat to the 
acre for the last ten years, ancl it must he 
rememberml that thi~ table of "Coghlan's" was 
constructed before the failure of lMt yeal''s 
crop on the Darling IlowHs, so that th:lt is not 
iz:cludect. The yield for Llw c"rr·e,ponding 
period in IVIanitoha was 19·9 bushels to the acre, 
and in North-we··tem Territory IS·G bu~hels to 
the acre, and this railway th<tt I have been 
speaking of is being constructed right through 
the heart of that country for the pnrpos'' of 
becoming the carriers for the people who have 
settled un the soil there. 'l'bis line will 
open n]l the country to Lake Cedar on the 
Saskatchewan, from where it comes down 
through North - western T0rritory throug-h 
\Vinnipeg cmd Manitoba and Ontario to Lake 
Superior, connecti11g it through the St. Lawrence 
with the Atlantic Ocean and the high way of the 
W<>rld. That line will open up the most proliHc 
cmUJtry in British North America, nnd, as the 
hon. lfil'11Iber for Carprntaria pointed out, we 
must also look at the enormous subsidy and the 

enormous grants of land they are giving. 'VVhy, 
in those fertile districts stretching from the 
Saskatchewan, in addition to giving the company 
about 6,000 dollars per mile, the Governments 
are giving 12,800 acres of that fer~ile land per 
mile, and the Government of Mamtoba, as the 
hon. member for Carpentaria pointed out, has 
guarantBed the full debt and 4 per cmt. on it for 
thirty ye:trs. 

Mr. DAWSON: Do you approve of that? 
Mr. LEAHY : I should not approve of any

thing in the interest of the State while I could 
get better terms ; but it is an open question with 
me whether, if that was the best off•er I could 
get, I would entertain it or not. At all events, 
I am not called upon to decitle that just now. It 
is time enough to deal with a question of that 
kind when it presents itself. The question at 
present before ns is distinct anrl clear, and I wish 
to differ from hem. members on the otber side by 
c•mfining myself to that question. 

Mr. DAWSON: Then you have some wisdom 
after all. 

Mr. LEAHY: I think I may turn now from 
this illustration and come back to North Queens
land, although I think these things bear very 
strongly upon the question all the same. The 
hon. member for Enoggera made one statement 
to-night that ha" caused me to rise although I 
hn.d not preparefl a speech. The hon. member 
said that we on this side preferred railwa.ys con
structed by private enterprise to railways con
structed by the St..te. 

Mr. REill : I did not say you pt·eferred them. 
l\Ir. L1£AHY: The hem. gentleman said that 

we thrmght they were better. Did he say 
that? 

!VIr. REm: No. I said that hem. members on 
that side were prai~ing the advanta-ges of pri
vate rail ways over those managed by the State. 

Mr. LEAHY : Th:ot is exactly what I s.:tid. 
I may "''Y thrtt that is not so. 

Mr. DAWSON: It is so. 
Mr. LEAHY: If the SLate was sufficiently 

strong, and had sufficient funds at its disposal to 
develop the whole of the re,onrces of this 
country, I should be one of the very first tn ad
vocrtte the development of the country by the 
State. But we are not able to develop the 
rt:":·murces of the country, anrl, as I have said, 
New South \Vales-which is a great deal 
older establislwd a colony than this, which is six 
times as thickly populated, and which is a great 
deal a richer country-is proceeding on jnst the 
same lines that we are now going on. 

Mr. BIWWNE: Nothing of the sort. 
l\Ir. LEAHY : Her<' are the Bills. 
Mr. HEm: They are just like the 8wanbank 

Company's Railway. 
Mr. LEAHY: There is no provision made for 

the Sw:mbank Railway Company carrying pas
sengers if the pnblic require it, ancl I can tell 
the hrm. member anothee thing, and that is that 
in the New South \Vales Bills a provision which 
is de:tr to the ears of our frienrls on the opposite 
benches has been entirely discarded by the 
Radimt! Government of New South Wales, 
where the Lflhonr party holds the balance of 
power, and that is that in New South \Vales the 
syndic·;tes or contractors are not debarred from 
ernploying Chinese, A,iatics, or any kind of 
alien labour. There is nothing to prevent 
them from doing that. That safeguard is in this 
Bill, and the same safeguard is wanting in the 
other colony. That sh11ws that the Government 
of this colony looks after the intere•ts of the 
whole of the people. Their interest in this 
respect is not manifested by mere windy words, 
but by beneficial aclions. Those are the lines 
we proceed on hPre. \Ve know that many parts 
of the country are languishing fnr d<>velopment, 
which can only be brought about by railway 
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communic,tion, and if the Government cannot 
construct railways there, we should accept the 
proposals of private companies to build these 
lineR, as long as the people in the districts con
cerned are satisfied with the terms and condi
tions. Under the circumstances, I think these 
railways, which are very neceo,ary, and which 
cannot be constructed by the Government, should 
be constructed by private enterprise. Now we 
have heard a great deal about this Normanton
Cloncurry line. 

Mr. KrnwroN: Not since you have risen. 
Mr. LRAHY: vVell, so far, not about this line 

itself; Lut, since I have risen, the hrm. member 
has heard a good deal about the principles that 
govern these lines, and he will hear something 
about this li1\e before I sit down. 'J'h,., hon. 
member muet remember that we proceed on 
methodical lines on this side of the House. It 
has been admitted by hon. members on both 
sides that it is highly necessary to develop the 
great mineral resources of the Cloncurry. I think 
so, and I also think that the only way that can 
be done is by rail way construction. 'I' hat is also 
admittedLy hon. members on both sides. There 
are, then, two questions to consider: ]first, 
where shall these lines start from, ttnd, secondly, 
how are they to be constructed? Some p;,rsons 
say the Government should and could build this 
line. 

ME:I!BERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear! 
Mr. Lli~AHY: I believe the Government 

could build this line if they wnnted to build it. 
That would not be outside the pnssibilitie" of the 
Gtwernment. I should be very sorry to say it 
was. But the Government hav8 Rninething lll(1re 

to consider than the Gulf country. They have 
also to consiaer the Southern, Central, and 
\Vestern divisions of the colony. \Ve hn,ve heard 
"gn a.t dt,al ::tbout this Normanton to Cloncurry 
line, and about what has the Uovernment done 
for Northern Queensland ? 

Mr. DAWSON: Not rnnch. 
Mr. LEAHY: 'rhe hon. member says, "Not 

1nuch. '' \V ell, I will give hiin ~mne figure:;; on 
tha.t p•>int. I have hc"'e the last report of the 
Oorntnissioner for Ra,ilwavR) and, although he 
does nnt give the exact fi;;-ure", any schoolboy 
can work thern out. Now, we live in thnes \t'hen 
we are governed by population. The national 
debt is calculated at so much per head--

:Mr. llAWSON: I thuught you said you had not 
prepared a speech. 

Mr. LEAHY: If the hon. meml>er thinks I 
have prepared a speech, he is entirely mistaken. 
If he thinks that I do not read up all 
sul1jects that are likely to come Lefore tbis 
HouRe, he is making a great mi>take. I read 
no all matters thrtt have to come before the 
House, so that I can nnder't"nd t1wm, speak on 
them sensibly, anrl then cast my vote in an 
intellig•mt, nianuer. And you minnot do that 
without having full information at your com
manrl. I do not rush into the Chamber, see 
where the leoder of the Opposition is sitting, and 
vote with him, without knowing the true facts. 
That is wh"t hon. mern 0ers opposite do. 

An HoNOURABLE lYlEiiiBEI<: \Ve are always 
right. 

Mr. LRAHY: No. We on this side are 
always right. If we w<>re not right, we would 
not Le here. That is why onr majority rules. 
Population is the recognise:! stanclard on all these 
big qmstions. It is the standard under the 
Commonwealth Bill, and it was the standard by 
which the representatives to the great conventioi1 
down south were elected-on the broadest 
pos,ible basis. T::tking that as our line of com
parison, what clo we find with n'gard to railway 
constrnctinn? In Northern Queensland there 
are 687 miles of milway; in Central Queensland, 

5$Jl; and in Southern Queensland, 1,522. Now, 
the population of Southern (,lueensland is 97,000; 
of the Central, 53,000. 

Mr. KmsTON : No, 58,000. 
Mr. LEAHY : Of course these numbers flnctu

atP, but I will Ray 53,000 on which to base my 
calculation. If the people of Northern, Central, 
and Southern Queensland had railways in pro
portion to their population, Northern Queensland 
would have 521 miles, that is 1GG miles less than 
they have now; Central Queensland, 313 miles 
instead of 591; and we find that Southern 
Queensland has got 435 miles less than it should 
have, if railway construction were based on a 
population basis. 

!Yfr. DAwsoN: vVhat are the returns from 
these lines? The Northern is the largest. 

Mr. LEAHY: The hon. member for Charters 
Towers is now practically setting np "bnodle." 
He asks what abont "boodle." It is only men 
who smoke cigars and drink champagne that he 
wishes to consider. 

Mr. DAWSON: The railway belongs to the 
people of the colony. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! 
Mr. LEAHY: Quite so; bnt the railways 

should be comidered per capita. 
Mr. DAWSON: vVhat abonttherailway returns? 
The SPEAKER: Order! The hrm. member 

for Bulloo is in possession of the Chair. 
Mr. LRAHY: Southern Queensland is the 

oldest settled portion of the colony and it should 
have tbfl most comideration. Yet we find the 
North has 16() miles more than it should have, on 
a population basis, and now they ask for the 
construction of 240 more miles of railways, 
while many farming and pastoral districts in the 
South are languishing for want of railway con
struction. 

Mr. DAWSON: They would not pay axle
grease. 

Mr. LEAHY : That is one of the false state
ments the hon. member is in the habit of 
making. 

Mr. lJAWSON: Then I am following your noble 
example. 

Mr. LEAHY: If the hon. memb<>r followed 
my example he would be sitting here. vVe 
have had other startling exhibitions from hon. 
me m hers on the other side. The leader of 
the Opposition said that it would never do 
to build this line, brcanse it would com
pete with the Northern and Central line. The 
hon. member for Flinders told us th::tt a line 

should be built not only from 
[9'30 p.m.] Normanton to Cloncnrry, but also 

a line from the port of Townsville 
to Cloncurry. vVonld not the competition he a 
great deal worse in that case? Another hon. 
member on that sid<> told us that we should not 
build these lines at all because there will be 
competition. They object to competition, and 
they object to monopoly in every shape and 
form. l f they object to competition and also 
object to monopoly, I want to know what there 
is left that they will not object to. \Vhat would 
they propose? vVe have not bad an opportunity 
of bearing their proposals, bnt we may have at 
some future date. So far, however, they have 
not during the whole of the eight years they 
have been here submitted one scheme with the 
stamp of statesmanship upon it. They have 
criticised everything that has been brought for
ward in this House by men who understand 
their business, and who have practical experience 
in the afbirs of government, but they have never 
sn bmitted one statesmanlike proposal to the 
H :m se. If the Government were prepared to 
hring in a Bill to build this line from Norman
ton to Oloncnrry, for which nwney was nev:r 
voted, although hrm. members opposite have said 
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it was, I should oppose it. A sum of money for 
that line was put in some statement some twelve 
or sixteen years ago in a Bill for a £10,000,000 
loan, but it was never appropriated by this 
House for that particular purpose, and we· are 
not bound by the hands of dead men, by 
the hands of politici>tns who have passed away 
to join the great majority in the happier land, 
I hope. Are we to be bound b:v what they have 
done? Is there to be no change? Hon. m em hers 
opposite have alwayR held themselves up as the 
champions of progress, hnt to-night we find that 
their policy is wor·•e than the most obstinate 
form of toryism ; it is a policy of shgnation, 
which is worse than toryism itself. "\Ve h:we 
heard a great deal from those hon. members 
about the settled policy of the country. A great 
philo<opher, I think it was Newman-known 
as Cardinal Newman-said that to live is to 
change, and to be perfect iR to change very 
often. But hon. members oppnsite have a cast
iron platform, ann they stick to that platform 
whether it is right or wrong. I believe there 
is any amount of ability among those hon. 
members, but they cannot change their course, 
because they are bound to stick to their plat
form. They talk a great deal about liberty, 
but I say there has never been any sl"very since 
the davs of Herod equal to the slavery under 
which hon. memberR on the other side.lahour. 
Talk nbout liberty! Their whol<' course of 
action, their whole attitude, is a violation of the 
very fundamental principles of liberty. They 
come here trying to impose on this House anrl 
on the country about the position which they 
are not following up, and which tlwy know they 
are not following up. However the,y may be 
me,ntally adapted to act up to it, th' cast-iron 
principles nn<ler which they ar~ bound nmke 
them unable to act np to that position. I say 
th'tt if a Bill were brought in by the Govern
ment to construct this li11e from N ormanton to 
Cloncurry I should oppose it all I could in the 
intere,ts of the country as a whole, in the 
interest of public justice to the whole of Que<Ons
land. Tlul hon. member for Toowong said he 
would oppo~e it. 

Mr. DAWSON : Not the hon. member for 
Toowong. 

Mr. LEAHY: The hem. menoher is best 
kno\v-n as the hon. ffif'ITlbAr for ·roowong, 
but I will call him the hon. member for the 
Trades Hall if he likeR. If it is necessftry to find 
a candidate from the Trarles Hall for some other 
portion of the country the hon. me,mber goes 
there, so that if I was to descl'ihe him as the 
Labour party I should be more right than I would 
be in describing him as the hon. member for Enog
gera. I could not pay the hon. member a greater 
compliment tbftn that. The hon. member said 
he would oppose the construction of a line by the 
State from Norman ton to Cloncurrv. So would 
I oppose it, and I say there is no boile of building 
this line from public money, becauRe the 
people would not tol•'rate it. There are pla.ces 
which have a stronger demand for puhlic 
expenditnre, :m,1 which want attention. Some
thing baR been said ahont bringing these syndicates 
to the colony. The hon, member who last spoke 
laboured to show that we were trying tn hring 
thi' particular syndicate to the colony to con
strnct a line which would not pay, and to work 
mines which would not pay, and that in so 
doing we should defame tl1e fair name of Queens
land. It has also been said that members on 
this side h:we stated that the line would not 
pay. Nothing of the kind has ever been 
asserte.d by members on this side of the HonRe. 
I do not think the railway would nay as a traffic 
line for public trading, for carrying shee,p and 
cattle, and other things that are to be carried as 
absorbable superficially above the onrface of the 

ground. But these men intend to make their 
profit out of the mine•, out of something that is 
under the ground, and we do not know what that 
is. Nobody knowR. But that is the business 
of the company. There are men engaged in this 
venture who are probably some of the greatest 
mineral experts the wnrld ever saw, and they 
may know some scientific means of ascertaining 
the capabilities of the country which we have 
never dreamt of. And is this House going to set 
itself up as a judge and say that no' enture shall 
be undertaken bv a syndicate unless it has the 
approval of the 'Hou~e? These perRons are at 
least as wise on certa.ln lines as we are; they 
know what they are doin(l', and if they come 
here and fail thev will do what other persons 
have d<•ne. There are several companies in 
Queensland which have put millions more into 
the country than thev will take out of it; but it 
does not follow from that that Queensland is 
not one of the 'l'reatest countries in the world 
at the present time. I believ8 it is. The greater 
a country is, the greater will be itR attractions, 
and inveRtors will come to it from all parts of thA 
world. Some of them may fail, but that win 
not prove that the country does not possess mag
nificent reoomces. We bave not brought these 
people here; we have not invited them to come 
here. Folios of correspondence have been read 
by members on the other side of the House about 
tl1e negotiations which have taken place with 
regard to this Bill, and it all goeR to show that it 
waR not the Government or the country that 
hronght these people here. They asked fDr certain 
privileges, and the Governn1Pnt said: "No, you 
shall not C< .me here on any hetterfoot.ing than other 
people have come." That was a wise proceed
ing, basecl on businees lines, which would be 
followed by any per8on who has any practical 
knowledge nf bn•iness. But it seemR to me that 
in order to be able to m>tnage the affairs of this 
country now the qualification is to make a mess 
of your own bn~-<iness, and that as soon as you 
knOw nothing at a,ll about your own bnsineRs you 
are thoron~hly cnmp<'tent to know what the 
Stat.e should do. 

:Mr. HARDACI\ll: Have you got many men of 
that kind on your own •ide? 

Mr. LEAHY: 'J'here may be ; I may be one 
myself ; the hon. member can take it which way 
he likes. _\.t all events I thiuk that this line to 
Cloncnrry, if it is to he built at all, must be built 
under this proposal, or a similar proposftl to 
that contained in the Bill. I believe th:tt it is 
to the hest interests of the country that this line 
should be built in the way proposed. I am satis
fied that the great bulk of the people of the 
country are in favour of its construction. At 
ftl! events it has not been disputed that the 
people of the Gulf country are in favonr of this 
proposal. "\Vhenever a great principle is in
vol verl, we a.re often told, and rightly so, that 
the pe,ople of a country have a right to regnlate 
the affairs of that country if they choose. The 
members for Central (lueensland claim that the 
disposal of affaira in that division should be. 
according to the wishes of the people of Central 
Queensland, an<l the people of Northern 
Queensland hold t.he same view with regard 
to matters in their part of the country. "\Vhat 
are the line'l which sepat·ate Central, Northern, 
and Southern Queensland? They are merely 
imaginary lines nr para.lle!A drawn on the map. 
Why 'honld not the people of the Gulf country 
say how the Gulf country should be governed? 
If the people of Croydon wishrd to say that the 
mines of Croydon Rhould be re~ulat.ed to some 
extent, why should not they? Surely thE' people 
of the Gulf cnnntry have an equal right to say 
with regard to the country in which they live 
and its remurces that the Government have to 
take into consideration any scheme that will 
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advance their interests. \Ve know what the 
interests of these people are and what their views 
are. Surely the logical c·mclusion is that the 
people of the Gulf have "s much right to say 
that ~hi~ line shall be built by private enter
prise rf rt cannot be built by State enterprise, 
as we have, or any other person has, to say 
that any other trans,wtion shall be carried out 
which has the g·cneral approval of the people 
of the country. The people of New South 
'\Vales say, and the peoplA c,f Queensland say, 
that when hon. members oprosite clamoured for 
Central sep:uation and for Northern separation, 
thero was only an imaginary line separating 
them. I am arguing only on wlmt is based on 
moral grounde, and mora1 support, and moral 
respect., and I :-ay there is aR 1nuch n'aRon 
for the people of the Gulf conntry to have the 
right to say that a line shall he laid clown 
by which their conntry will be dr,veloped, as 
the people of CPntral (,lneensiancl would have 
if they were separatcd. But we arp blocln'd. 
Everything is lllocked whem the object is to 
develop this rich country. The hon. ttJembers 
opposite block the way: \Ve cannot go for
ward. The hon. members may not think so. 
I am prepared to arlmit that th;,y are as honest 
as I am, anrl more honest if they like. I 
ha,·e no doubt some of them think they are. 
I think I shonld be p<erfect!y satisfied it they 
WPre as honest a::; I mn on every rna.tter that 
will come before this House. I" h'we come to 
the stage in politics :Lt which I can differ from 
annthPr hon. 1nelhber on a qne~tion without call
jng hirn a knnve or a foul ; bnt a rmtH iH a fool, a 
knave, anrl very likr~ly a rogue, too, if lte diffr~n; 
from the hon. melllbers opposite. I have said 
that every lll~'U..Kllrt> --every offieial rueasure 
brought forward for tlw development of this 
country-they h:Lve tried to block. I do not say 
th"Y do rwt do it t•onestly. 

JVIr. J3rrow;o.m: 'rh at is 'not a fact. 
l\Ir .• J. HAMILTON: No, it is only <;tating the 

facts. 
Mr. LE \.HY: \Ve differ from that and thP 

maj,)rity rnnst rnln. InRtead. of going for\vrtrd 
the hon. n1e1nher~ oppo:::;ite arc 1narehing ahva..ys 
backwards-backwards the wh<>le time. There 
is in the animal world one animal whieh is well 
known fo_r its back":ard movement. Up to the 
pre.,ent tnue.tha.t at_mn><l had a monol"'lY of that 
backward g-,nt, hut 1t has got a rival lately. 

An Ho~oURABLE ME1IBER: A donkey? 
Mr. LK·\.HY: No, not a donkey: At the 

present time that animal has a riv,ll, or, at ,.n 
events, a partner. There are only two things 
that walk backward. One is the crab, and the 
other our friends oppo,ite. 

Mr. KIDSTON (Rackhrtmpton) : The hon. 
member who has just sat down and the hrm. 
member for C'aqwntaria, who spoke earlier in the 
evening, ma,de very good speeches on the subject 
from a S[Jectacnlar point of view. They ho.ve 
been speeches which have not dealt very inti
mately or very elosely with the matter before the 
Chamber. But one good thing has just come 
out of their speeches, and that is a frank admis
sion that this policy of the Government--the 
private railway policy of the Government-is a 
change of the pul.lic railway policy of the 
country. That has always been denied hitherto. 
It has always been asserted that the Govern
ment propo,ition was not a change in the 
pnblic railway. policy of the country, but a 
sort of excrptron or compromise, but now 
we have these gentlemen not only admitting 
that i~ is a cha!'ge in the policy of the conntry
the ra1lway pohcy nf the cnuntry-bnt attempting 
to justify themselves and the Government for 
makil;g tlw cha11ge ; and tlwy rrttmnpt to do that 
hy tins argnment: That men, even pnl1lic men, 
are entitled to change their opmions sometimes, 

and to change their policies sometimes, Now, 
we do not dispute that at all. '\Ve claim 
the right to change our opinions ourselves, and 
we admit the right of hon. gentlemen oppo&ite 
to change their opinions and policy, but we say 
that with an important matter of this kind the 
protJer time to change their policy is when they 
are consulting· the electors. 

JVfEoim<:rrs of thf' Opposition: Hear, hear! 
Mr. KillSTON : They have no right to get 

retnrmcl to this House upon one policy in an 
important matter of this kind, and then, when 
they geL secure in their sc.1ts, change that policy 
without consulting the electors. 

J'vfr. CowLEY : H is a continuation of our 
policy. 

l\Ir. KIDS TON: I do not know what to make 
of the hon. gentlemen opposite. At first they 
told us it was not any change in their policy. 
Then th'Y told us it was a change in their policy, 
and now they tell us it is a continuation of their 
policy. ·what are we to make of it? 'l'hf'y 
twit thi'< sic!" of the House with holding occa
sional caucnb meetings to discuss their line of 
action and to discuss their policy. I venture to 
advise the hon. gentlemen to hold a caucus meet
ing amongst themeelves and sf'ttlc whether it is 
a change of policy, or whether they are con
tinning their old policy. I think they are changing 
their policy, and the main objection that this 
side of the House urge to the passage of these 
Bills is that there is a change of policy in a 
matter of la.rge public importance, affecting the 
well-being and the future well-being of the 
people of (,lUPenslanrl, which should not be car
rier! ont without consulting those people; and I 
think the hon. gentlemen oppnsite, while they 
pretend that they believe the country is with 
them on this rn:1tter, take the precaution, as 
they have rlone many times previously, of pass
ing the legislation first, making the change of 
policy fir"t, and then consulting the people 
after\vards. They consider that is a much safer 
line to a,dopt. Now, WA have the hon. member 
for Bulloo using the old argument that he gave us 
in this Chamber before, t.hat we are not able to 
develop Queensland. N,l\v, I srry that t.hat is a 
libel on the self-reliance and the public spirit and 
capacity of the people of (~neenslancl, the elec
tors of (~ueensland, and I s»y, fmther, that the 
past history of Qneensland does not justify any 
pnblic man in making such a statement, either 
in this House or anywhere else. There is no 
half-million of people in the whole world who 
have done more to devel0p their country, or who 
have done as much to develop their country by rail
way extension, and by railway buildintr, than the 
people of Qneer;s]and have done, No people in 
the world have so much railways per head of the 
population as the people of (~ueensland; and to 
say, in this House, that we are unable to develop 
our country by building railways where those 
railways are needed, and where they are likely to 
serve useful jJUb!ic purposes, is, to put it mildly, 
not in accordance with facts. I was snmewhaL 
amused at the hem. member for Bnlloo, and the 
tronble that he took to justify this by show
ing us that they were passing, or had passed, 
a private railway Bill in New South \Vales. 
And it mnst strike anyone as being a somewhat 
absurd parallel when ;ve are told, as something 
to justif:y us in accepting the policy of the Go
vernment who propose to build somewhere about 
700 miles of railway in Queensland by private 
syndicates, that in New South vValee they 
have actually permitted six and a-half miles 
to be built by that means. I wonder the hon. 
m cm her for Bulloo has not a keener sense of the 
ridiculous than to give us anything of that kind 
:Ls an argument. And then the hon. gentleman 
pointed to Canrtda. He was referring to the 
allegrrtions that have been made repeatedly from 
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this side of the House, that this policy in reaard 
to railways would, of nece8sity, because ot the 
nature of the thing, lead to commercial and 
political corruption in Queensland, and he blamed 
us for doing that, and then be admitted that in 
Canada and in ~1\_Inerica very great corruption 
had accomvanied their system of railway building 
and railway working. It is a thing noLody can 
dispute. But then be said, "Look at the results! 
Why it has made Canada-the building of the 
transcontinental railway. And he quoted a 
volume of statistics to show us that while on 
the Darling lJ,l\vns we could only have s<Jme 
14 bushels of wheat to the acre, yet in Canada, 
where they had private railways, they had HI 
hu,hels of wheat to the acre. This House is 
asked to _conl-leJ?t .to private railways for reasons 
of thnt kmd. Is Jt allegerl that if we introduce 
private railways into l,\ueensland it will gi,·e 
19 bushels of wheat to the acre instead of 14 
bushel, to the acre? And if that is not the 
argument, what in the world is the argument
what does the quotation mean? I venture to 
say that the great development that has to, ken 
place in the western provinces of Canada by the 
building of the Pacific Railway would have taken 
place jnst the ,,ame if the UovemmPnt had built 
the milway. Uood gracious! Has not Queens
bnd been opened np with Government railways 
jnst in the same way as Canada has been opened 
up with priv..tte railways'? 

Hon. D. H. llAT,RH!PLE: It cuts hoth ways. 
Mr. Kil lSTO N : I am not s <ying it does not. 

I am saying it is not an argntuent for building 
lJrivate ru.llway '• To point out the devt--lopn1ent 
in the weRtern ]Jrnnnce~ of Uanadn, as a con::-e
qnence of private milway bnilding is a fallacious 
argument, bemmse the devP-loptnent would have 
t:tken place jnst the "ame ifthe railway had heen 
bnilt by the Government. But here is where the 
difference comes in. They would not have had 
the C'•lTuption, the bribing of public men, and 
the commercial immorality they had in Canada 
and America with their private railways. \Ve 
have not had anything of that sort in Queensland 
in connection with our public railways to at all 
compare with what has happened in Canada and 
the United States of Anterica. The develop
m.mt will take place all the same, whether the 
railwny is built by a privnte con.pnny or by 
the Government; but the cleanness of public 
life will be very much better preserved where 
the rail ways are in the hnnds of the Govern
ment. That is our argument; anrl I don't think 
anything the hon. member for Bnlloo said at all 
impairs its force. The hon. member told us he 
believes the Government could build this line. 
I quite agree with the hon. member for Bulloo 
in that, and I thi11k that is a large part of the 
argtunent. I believe the hon. n1e1nber believes 
that the Government could build this line; and 
I also believe it is the duty of the Government 
to build the line; therefore I am opposed to 
handing it over to a private syndicate. I mn 
g,,ing over a number of these matters, not 
beeause I belie\ e they have any relation to 
lhe snbj~ct in h~ncl, hnt becn,n••e they have 
been given out as ttrguments why this Bill should 
paw-_ The hrm. member for Bulloo g>< ve us the 
mileage of railway in the Central, the Northern, 
and the Southern pnrtions of the colony, to
gether with the population, and pointed out how 
the Northern and Central portions of the colony 
had a g1·eater mileage already in proportion to 
the population than the South had. And as a 
mBtter of fact the Government are asking this 
House to allow these syndicates to build all these 
700 miles of railway in the Central and Northern 
portions of the colony, and not a yard in the 
Soutlwrn portion of the colony; and in asking 
thiti they are aRking the Honse to go again"t the 
settled policy of t.he country for the sake of 

giving more to the Central and the North. So 
there is not much in that argument ; in fact, I 
don't know what the hrm. gentleman was driving 
at in using it. Then the hon. gentleman c.nne 
round with that spurious kind of democracy to 
which be often treats this Hou,E·. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: I suppose yours is 
genuine. 

l\Ir. KIDSTON: The only genuine. He told 
us that, if we had any recognition of dpmocratic 
principles, we must adn1it that the people of the 
Uulf country had a right to say whether this line 
should be built by private enterprise. Even if 
we admit that, what does it amount to? 'I'he 
people of the Gulf country don't want the line 
built by private Pnterprise; the people of the 
Gulf want the Government to build the line. 

H n. D, H. DALRYliiPLE: Of com"e they do, 
and ],,!f-a-dozen other lines. 

Mr. KIDS TON : It is evident in all the papers 
and all the correspondence that they have only 
resorted to the construction of the line by a 
syndicate because the Government won't do its 
duty and build the line. 

Hon. D. H. DALRB!PI,E: That is only a matter 
of opinion. 

Mr. KIDSTON: Ts it in human nature to sup
poRe that the lleople of the Gulf country are such 
unspeakable fools that they prefer to have a 
syndicate build a line and charge them 50 per 
cent. more rates than have the Government to 
build the line? No man but a fool would suppose 
that the ]<eople np there are st1Ch utter fools; 
and the people of the Gulf country '"e only resort
ing to a syndic,tte being permitted to build 
this line because they have no hope of the Gm·ern
ment doing it. So that argument amounts to 
nothing at all. For myself, I am entirely in 
favonr of this line being built. I have always 
been in favour of a line being built from Norman
ton to Cloncurry. I believe there is a fourth 
district in (~neensland waiting development there 
if a trunk line is made from Normanton to 
Cloncnrry and south to Boulia. I have been 

twice or three tinws on devutations 
[10 p. m. J to various Secretnries for Rail ways, 

urging the Government to build this 
railway. Now, a grent deal has heen sa.id during 
the course of this discussion which I think was 
somewhat far away from the question before us. 
That was as to the matter of route. 'I'he mem
ber for ]'linders objected very strongly to any 
railway being built from Nnrrnanton to Clon· 
curry, believing, as be asserted, thot it was better 
that the line should be bmlt from Rughenden to 
C\oncurry. I must frankly say that I cannot 
understand the member for Flinders, or 
the member for Eno,;gera, proposing to open 
up the trade of that district hy a railway 
from Hnghenden. It was pointed out by 
the learler of the Opposition that the Bill 
before us would give the syndicate the power to 
go wme sixty-five miles south of Cloncurry, and 
that it would compete with the trade now going 
to the Townsville line; and the Premier said, in 
reply, that he would move an amendment which 
would prevent the line coming past Cloncurry. 
He said-

I shall object to them going beyond Cloncurry. 
And he further said-

I do not think the people of Clan curry should be r.mn
pelled to send their stuff over liOO miles of rnilway 
in~tead of 250 miles, and I think the Gulf t1·ade should 
go to the Gulf ports. 
Now, if that is true as regards the trade of 
Cloncurry, is it not equally true as regards the 
trade of Boulia or that coppn district which lieOJ 
forty miles to the south of Uloncurry ? If it is 
desirable that the people of Cloncnrry should 
have the shortest route to the coast, is it not 
eqnally drsirable for the people of the Hampden 
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copper mines, or of Boulia, and right down to 
Hergott'• Corner? I can understand the unblush
ing way in which the member for Flinders put 
this matter. He prefers that Cloncurry should 
be tacked on to Hughenden, "nd he sa vs so, to 
my mind, without rhyme or reason, but' I cannot 
understand the Premier objecting to the 
attitude of the member for Flinders and 
then taking up the same attitude when he 
thinks the trade of Townsville is going to 
be interfered with. It seems to me that if 
this railway is to be built at all it ought 
to he built for the benefit of the people it is to 
serve. I know that a very serious mistake has 
been made in building our main trunk lines of 
railway. Instead of going west they should have 
gone scuth-west. llmow quite well that Long
reach is nearer to Townsville than to Rockhamp
ton, and I also know that Charleville is nearer 
to Rockhampton than to Brisbane. 'Why, even 
Homa is nearer Rockhampton than Brisbane. 
These have been mistakes which h<tVe been made 
in the past, and they cannot be remedied, but 
such mistakes do not justify us in making· a 
similar mi"take by building a railway from 
Hughenden to Cloncnrry when a railway half 
the length can reach Cloncurry from Normanton. 
I think whether the railway is built by 
private enterprise or by the Government it 
should go from Normantr>n. I quite under
stand the very strong desire of the station
ownerg and mineowners of that district to be 
connected with the coast, and I am entirely in 
sympathy with them. I do not think the 
Government of Queensland has rlone its dnty by 
that dbtrict, and I do not think they are rloing 
their duty now. 'l'he real issue between this 
side of the House ''nd the other side is n.>t 
whether a railway shall be built to Cloncurry, 
hut simplv as regards the questiom who shall 
build it. \Ve say that the Government should 
build it, and the Government pnt oft' thdr obliga
tion, an<i want a syndicate to build it. The 
Premier told us-

Either the Government must bnild this line, or we 
mm,t get somebody else to bnild it for us. I sav that 
we are not jnstified in nllowing that great disti·ict to 
lie idle, as it is now. It was diseovrrecl thirty-thrre 
years ago, and there was more settlement there twcnt:v
flve ~vears ago than them i:;;.; now, and without railway 
eomrnnniention that country is hkelr to lie as it h; for 
the next twenty-five :years. 

We entirely agree with the Premier in that state
ment, but we disagree with him when he says 
that the Government have no money, and 
cannot build the line. The Pren1ier told us 
further--

They (the synclicate) are making £';5(1,000 a year, and 
one year's income would build this line. 
Now, where are they making £750,000 a year? 

The PRE.\TmR: Not the syntlicate. I baid 
some members nf the syndicate-Messr;;. Coats. 

Mr. KIDSTON : Messrs. Coats. Where are 
they m"king it'! 

The PimMIER: Out of their own bmine<s, 
Mr. Ji'rsHEl\: They are the Paisley bodies. 
Mr. KIDS TON: And we know tbat PaislPy 

bodies know how to take cam of any monfly they 
makA. I have no rlonbt that this syndicate 
could rnise the £1,000,000 or the £~ 000 000 
whicl; the ~>remier tell' us ;., likely to l;e SJ;ent 
on thrs proJect; hut I know also that thA Govern
ment could do it, and th>~t, as a matter of fact 
they could raise it more cheaply than this or any 
other syndicate could do it. What will be 
the result if we give this syndicate power to 
build thia line? Admitting that the individuals 
applying for this conce>,sinn will use their own 
money and build t.his line, wh<>t will be the 
result? The result will simply be this: that the 
whole of that, part of Qneensland west nf the 
142nd meridian and north ofBirdsville will come 

under the commercial control of the syndicate to 
which we would hand over these conces;ior.s. 
The whole of the pastoralistd, the whole of the 
miners, and the whole nf the people living in 
that district of Queensland-about one-fifth of 
the whole of Queen,land-will come under the 
control and management of this bigoyndicate. The 
Premier, when he says he cannot raise the money 
to develop this country, that it is wasted country, 
and a shame to Queensland that it should be 
lying waste as it is, and when he further says 
that he will har1d over to this svnoicatA the 
development of that district, ann the control of 
the people there, is simply confessing hi,; utter 
inability and his utter incapacity to govern 
Queensland. 

Mr. S'l'RWART: Hear, hear! He ought to 
resign. 

YJ:r. KIDSTON: That is so; and to hand 
over that district to this syndicate will mean 
that the syndicate will have m<>re power over the 
lives and opinions of the people of that district 
than the Government will have. Any person 
who has lived in anv district that is under the 
dominance of one 'large company knows qnite 
well that what I am saying is true-that the 
large company has a rn<•re immedhte and coru
plete control over the lives and fortunes of the 
people of that district than the Government 
themselves have. 

The I'mmmR: I do not agree with you. 

Mr. KIDSTON: The hon. gentleman may 
not agree with me, but it is true for all that. 

The l'rtllliTIIm : That is only your opiuion. 
Mr. KlDSTON: No, it is not only my opinion 

at all. It is a fact. The hon. member for 
Gregory, speaking on the Bill to-night, reforred 
tn one provision of it, anrl he showe<l that in 
other places where similar provi>ions obtained, 
where the lanrl on which indastries were carried 
on was in the bands of large companies, that the 
very houses in which the employees lived were 
the property of the company or were on land 
belonging to the company, and whenever any 
diK1mte took place the people could he tnnwd 
off like so many sheq1. I have S"en the same 
thing at lYl<mnt lY1organ. I have recognised how 
completely men were dominated, body, soul, and 
spirit, by the control which a compa,ny had 
because it controlled all the employment of the 
district. I remember when a boy in Scotbnd 
noting the same thing-noticing how difl'erent 
the tnen were who worked in .1Iasgow, where 
there were twenty foundries, as compared with 
men who were working in a foundry which was 
the only one in a particular place. :i\lost men 
have come out to Australia that they may enjoy 
a larger freedom, and everything of this kind 
that is done in selling them back into the 
same bondage that they left at honw. I do 
not earn what the profit of the thing is or how 
profik>ble this may f)G to QnePnK]anrJ, fntme 
generations of {lueenKlandcrs, who will have to 
live under it will ha.vP good cause to cnrse the 
man that brought it on them, no matter how 
much money m''Y be made out nf it. \Ve have 
been told thnt this line would not pay, but I do 
not think we have got any evidenee 011 that head 
at all. 

The I'rmMIRR: 'l'he member for the district 
says so, 

Mr. KIDSTON: The member for the district 
says so because he doe.s not want it to go that 
way. 

Mr. 1\IcDoNALD : No, that is not it at all. 

Mr. KIDSTO::'If: The member for Enoggera 
~ays it will not pav, becJ,use he is baeking up the 
member for Flinders, and the hon. member for 
Carp<mtarin says it will not pay the Govern
ment io builrl it, because he is wanting the 
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Ayndicate to build it. The Commissioner for 
Rail ways also tells us something of the same 
sort. 

The PREMIER: Be has had some experience of 
our railways. 

JYir. HARDACRE: He has never been up there, 
though. 

The PREMHcll: He live.d there before you came 
to the country. He managed a station called 
C>erpentaria Downs thirty years ago. 

Mr. KIDSTON: I am not s>eying whether he 
knows or not, but I am going to take what he 
says. He tells us th>et ''the country traversed 
between Normanton and Cloncurry c:1nnot be 
said to be nseful for any other than pastoml 
pnrposes, indeed, about four-fifths of it 1s unfit 
for grazing any other stock than horses and 
horned cattle." Anybody know.> that a large 
p:1rt of the country round :1bnut the head of the 
Gulf is not n,t all likely to be sheep country. In 
the map that accompanies this Bill the C<Jmmis
sinner for Railways has marked the numbers 
of cattle and horses on each of the places 
in the district that will be served by this railway. 
Now, it is a very curious thing that the Commis
sioner for Railwavs has not marked the number 
of 'heep. I had the curio,ity to look at the map 
which accompanieR the Cornn1issioner's annual 
report and I find from it th>et in this district that 
would be served by this railway and where the 
Commissioner hr~s shown no sheep at all, or, I 
think, sixty sheep only, in one place there ttra 
over 750,000 sheep. 

Mr. McDoNALD : \Vhere is that. 
The Pm;;,rn;R: They would not be served by 

this railway. 
Mr. KIDSTON: That is within 100 miles of 

this rail way. If anyone will look at the map 
which accompnnies the annual report of the Com
missioner for Rail ways, he will find that it is 
divided into squares of one degree each, and 
noted on each square is the number of .sheep and 
cattle grazed there, as at the 31st December last 
year. 

Mr. HEm: Then he is out of it. 
Mr. KIDSTON: I do not know the conntry 

myself. 
The PREMIElt : Go Wf'st, south, and east, and 

there is nothing like that nn111ber of slwep there. 
Mr. MuDONALD: I do not know where they 

are. 
Mr. KIDSTON: I see a place here called 

"Talawanta." I do not remember the exact 
fif(nre", but while on thA map attached to this 
Bill there are only some cattle and horses marked 
there, the Railway Commissioner, in the map 
accompanying his annual report, showR that there 
are somewhere over 30,000 sheep. 

l\Ir. REID : There is a mistake somewhere. 
Mr. KIDSTON: I am not saying there are 

sheep here. I am only giving tigurPs from official 
papers supplied to members of the House for the 
purpose of informing them, so that they may be 
able to discuss matters of this sort with some 
intelligence. 

The Prm11n:n : He does not put the sheep 
unJer each Htation, but in certain squares. 

Mr. KIDSTON: I have already ''xplained 
that the map accompanying t!Hl Railway Com
mi~sioner's report is divided into ~quares of one 
degree each way, and in each of those squares he 
give,-; the number of cattle and sheep. When I 
look at that map, which is the latest official 
information I can ;ret, I find that within lOO miles 
of this railway there are given 750,000 sheep and 
over 500,000 cattle. I am told that is a mistake. 
Bnt what are memhm·s of the HonRe to do if we 
are inforn1ed, whenevnr \V0 nse official infornut~ 
tion as an argument, that it is a mistake? If 

that is so, I submit that the hou. gentleman 
ought to withdraw this Bill until we get proper 
information. 

The PrtEMIER: That map does not show that 
there are 30,000 sheep on Talawanta. 

Mr. KIDSTON: The matter is very material 
to the subject under discussion. \Ve are told by 
the other side of the House that it will not pay 
to build that line. We are told by the Commis
sioner tlut there are only horses and horned cattle 
in that district, yet the Commissioner shows that 
there are 750,000 sheep in that district. There 
is the Commissioner's map lying on the table, 
and any hon. member can study it for himself. 

The PREMIER: I think you must h>tve extended 
your area. 

Mr. KIDSTON: At page 14 of the corres
pondence on the subject laid before hon. mem
bers, I find this-

At the same time, we gather from recently published 
statistics that, at the present time, nearly 1,000,000 
cattle and sheep will be served by such railway. This 
fact, combined with the large ore shipments from the 
mines, will malm the port near l'\ormanton a natural 
outlet for the trade of the .:"'orth-west. rrhis traffic, 
combined ·with the establishment of freezing works, 
onght to lead to direct communication with Eurove, 
while India, provides a near market for horses. 

The PREJ\IIEI\: One-half of those cattle will 
never see the rail way. 

Mr. KIDSTON: Here is the Eailway Com
missioner's map. In the very square in which 
Cloncurry is situated there are given 42,4fi3 
sheep. In the square to the right of that lf\3,347 
sheep are given, and on the square r.t the bottom 
of that 33}),333 sheep are given. 

The PREMIER : That goes right down to 
\Vinton. 

Mr. KIDSTON: On the square south-west of 
Cloncnrry-the first square to which the railway 
would go-there are given 2\1,802 sheep. I h>tve 
shown, although the thing is disputed, that there 
is a very considerable number of sheep in this 
district. 

Mr. Rl1In : As many sheep as there are Go. 
vernment supporters present in the House. 

Mr. KIDSTON : I do nob suppose there are 
many Hheep in the Gulf country, but the diHtrict 
that would be served by this raihvay, south and 
south-wesi of Cloncurry, carries a considerable 
number of sheep. All those would be served by 
this railw>ty. And it has been the invariable 
experience in other parts of Queensland, that as 
the rail way was extended much of the country 
that was under cattle has be·en placed under 
sheep. And if this district, 200 miles from the 
railway, carries now that large number of sheep, 
I think it is fair to assume that the number will 
be enormously increased if a railway g.Jes to Clon
cnrry, I have no hesitation in saying that much 
of that country, now under cattle, will be placed 
under sheep. All that country from the Gulf 
down to Birdsville-everythingwest ofthe 142nd 
p:1rallel-wnuld be served by this railway. And 
this is the district that the Government proposes 
to hand over, body and soul, to a private syndi
cate ! "What have the people of that district 
done that tbAy should be treated in this way-so 
much worse than the people in other parts of 
Queensland? I do not know whether those 
people support the Government or not, but if 
they do they have very littl<' reason for doing it. 
As to the desirability of the line being built 
there is no difference of opinion. But the 
Government contend that they cannot build it. 

The PRE~!IER: That they are not justified in 
building it. 

Mr. KIDSTON: Not that they could not 
raise the money if it was de~irable, but that they 
would not be justified in building it, because it. is 
somewhat of a speculative charactm·. I think 
ihe Government would be amply justif.ied in 
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bormwing the money to build the line. But the 
position the Government t:tke up is this: That 
the Government must either borrow the money 
and build the line themselves, or they mu ,t 
permit a private company to build it. They say 
there is no other alternative. I say there are other 
alternatives. In several districts of the colony, 
where railways were wanted, and where the 
Government considered they were not justified 
in building them, they passed an Act for 
the purpose of enabling the locfll a11thorities 
to give a guarantee to the Governmfnt. Tlle 
railway to Mount Morgan, for an instn.ncP, was 
built on that principle. Tbe Mount Morg<m 
Company joined tlu·ir guarantee to that of the 
local body, and then the Government built thP 
railway, which has turned out to be the hest 
paying line in the colony ; it paid last year £H 
per cent. I think an arrangement could be made 
that would be better for the syndic::tte and better 
forth~ country. If this syndicate started to lmild 
this !me-let us suppo"e it to cost £()00,000 
--and if the mines afterwards turned out to be 
a failure, the syndicate will lose all that money. 
On the other hand, the Government say the 
thing is so specnlati ve that they are nnt justified 

in putting £600,000 into it, bee mse 
[10·30 p.rn.] the ordinary passenger traffic of the 

district would not pay interest on 
snch a la.rge cost. But snprose' the Govern
Inent said to the syndicatf', "Give us a O'narantee, 
and we will build the line, and we ~ill enable 
you to g-·t to your mines, but we Jo not want to 
give you the over-lordship of a great district 
like this. \Ve do not want to give you the 
right t~l tax the peclple in this district by f;iving 
yon ra1lw'w rights; bnt we are quite willmg to 
help you to get to your mines, if you will give us 
a guarantee the sctme as the local authorities 
do." It might not he wise of the G,JVermnent 
to take a guarantee from such a syndicate to 
p::ty the interest on the cost of construct.ion, 
hut they might say to the syndicate, "Give 
us cash down to the extent of two thirds of the 
estimated cost of the railway, and we will build 
the railw::ty, and then ynn will hnve all the 
facilitie~ for vetting your minerals to port that 
you de,Ire. You can have all the facilities that 
you would have if you owned the railway your
se! ves, and we will hctve all the right to protect tho 
interests of the emnmunity tlutt the Government 
should ha\'C." \Vhy cannot the Government do 
that? Is it not the' rluty of the Government to 
encourage these people to open up these mines? 
Is it not also the duty of thP Government to 
safeguard the general wellbeing of the people 
in the district? By the means I suggest they 
can do both those things. It w.mld be a 
profitable b:ugain for the syndic>tte if the mines 
turned nut a failure, while it would not be a 
very bad barg,,in for the syndicate 1f the mines 
turned out a success. The Government might 
arrange that they would pay the syndicate 
all the net revenue of the mil way after the 
Government had received, sa.y, 2 per cent. on 
the part of the capital C'Jst of the line that they 
had expended. I think, taking into account the 
indirect return to the State through the cleYdop· 
ment of the country, that any line which will 
pay the Government 2 per cent. in interest, would 
amply justify the Government in building it. 
If the mines turned out anything at all, "urely 
they would return 2 per cent. on one-third of 
the cost of the railway, and, if it did that, 
the Government would lose nothing, and the 
men who wanted to speculate in opening up 
the mines would riok very little. If the mines 
turne~ out a success, and the railway provPd 
a tmymg concern, as it very likely would if 
the mine~ turned ont well, I would be qnite 
willing to roturn the company their guarantee, 
which they had paid down in cash, with 3~ pur 

cent. interest for every year that the Government 
had held the guarantee, and I would be quite 
willing to do everything to give the syndicate 
every facility and every encouragement in open
ing up their mines on the best terms, except this 
one thing-that I would not give them the over
lordship of one-fifth of Queensbnd for fifty 
years. I am astoni8hed thnt the Premier has the 
aud»city to bring such a proposal before the 
representatin-s of the people .,f Queen,land. I 
have tried to show ~h. t it is not true that there 
is no alternative but either to accept this Bill or 
have no railway. I believe that if the Govern
ment mad<e such a proposn I as l have mggest.-cl to 
the syndicate they would jump at it, and that they 
would be nnly too glad to be able to open up 
their mines at two-thirds of the cost that it will 
be to them under this Bill, while the position of 
the Government would be unmist,,kably hotter, 
because, even at the very worst, and if the mines 
turned out a failure, they would have 2!")0 miles 
of rail way at one- third the usual cost of construc
ti<,n. It i' getting late, so that I shall be forced 
to pass over "numher of matters whieh I would 
like to have referred t,>. I would like to 
have suggested two {_)ther alternative proposals, 
because I wish to I!lake it clear that there is no 
truth in the allegation that the men who are 
oppot~ing this Bill are oppmdng railway extf'nsion 
in the Uulf country. Allhough I never was 
therP, I mn aR anxions to ReP a rail wa.y 
there a>J the Premier himself, but I am not 
prepared, for the S<1kc of "l!lle temporary 
advantage, to hand over that district for (ifty 
years to a foreign eorporation. There is jnst one 
point I will nwnrion, and It is thi,;-that this is 
jnot tlw beginning. If this House accep: s these 
five priYate railway Bills of the Government, 
then we may look forward to an era of private 
enterprise in Queensland such as no Australian 
coluny has had any conception of RO far. 

Mr. HAHllAORE : Tt will be the happy hunting
ground of syndicates. 

Mr. KIDSTON: Yes, it will become the 
happy hunting-grounrl of syndicates. I rlo not 
see" hat is then o of keeping up an e'<pensive 
engineering staff in our Raihv>ty Dqmrtnwnt if 
the Govemment are going to hand over the work 
of constructing tlw rnil" ays of Queensland to 
such an E'norn1on8 extf'nt to plivate cornpa.nit·s. 
It seems to me that the rail" ay men in (-,lueens
land-1 do ll(~t considt>r this very much of an argu
ment, but it way perhaps appeal to some t'eoph' 
where better arguments will not-1 do not think 
the railway men in Qneen,];wd will have very 
much to thank the present Government for if 
these five Bills become law, and so many 
private railway" are worker! in this colony. 
I think the railway men in Queensland will, 
before rnany yt>ars are over, have a good deal to 
be snrr1: for. I should haVP liked to discuss 
some o( the special prm'isions of the Bill. One 
of them I cannot help mentioning, anri that is 
that. the ;,yndicatfl will ha Ye the right, in those 
5,000 acres which they nwy work apart frurn the 
n1ining rrgulationR, to allrntinenllR. .Everything 
is surre.nrlered to th<1m. They h>tve the ngbt tco 
"win, tnke, and acquire, and treat the same, all 
n1inerals, metals, oreR, and earths," so that the 
minerals of those 5,000 acres are to be hn.nded 
over completely to the syndic«te. \Vithout 
entering into the de ails of the Bill, J think that 
the proposal which the Government have made 
to the House for the purpORe of giving the 
Gulf people railway facilities is about the worst 
proposal that they could possibly h •ve made. 
\Vhatever difficultie.; there may be in the way of 
the Government building this line, I think I 
ha,·e shown that the GovernmPnt could have 
this railway huilt without spending their own 
money anci without putting the districts ct,n
cerned at the mercy of a foreign syndicate. I 
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sincerely trust that even if the eecond reading of 
this Bill is carried, that long before Christmas 
we shall see these five precious Bills floating 
do·:.n the Brisbane River. 

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

Question put and passed. 
The resumption of the debate was made an 

Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

APPROPlUATION 131LL No. 2. 
Jl;fESSAGE FROM THE CouNcn. 

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a 
rr1essage fron1 the I .. egislati ve Council, returning 
this Bill without amendment. 

ADJOURNMJ!~NT. 

The PRE;-,HER: I beg to move that this 
House do now adjourn. The first Government 
business to-morrow will be the resumption of 
the debate on the Kormanton-Cloncurry Rail
way Bill, and I trust that the leader of the 
Opposition wi~l assist me in getting the second 
reading through to-morrow eveuing. 

Mr. BROWNE : I will do all I can. 

The PRE1IIER: \Ve have already taken 
three days in discussing thi' Bill. 

Mr. KmsTON: It is the only suLject on which 
your own men have spoken. 

'l'he PREMIER : I think hon. members on 
both Rides hrwe taken part in the debate on this 
q nest. ion ; and I think, also, that some hon. 
members on tbe Oppo•ition sirle have spoken on 
the matter more than once. 

Mr. Kms~'ON: No; we leave that for the hon. 
member for .Macluty. 

Mr. J3HO\VKE : I may say that I will do all 
I can to assist the Premier in his desire ; but I 
ha.ve no Ull)l'e control ovPr hon. tnnnben; on lhis 
side than the bun. gt-'ntleman has over hon. rnem
bers on his c_nvn side. Smne lwn. n1PinLen; will 
continue talking-, and how can we stop them? 

(lnestion ]'ut and pm•sed. 

The House adjourned at a quarter toll o'clock. 




