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Absence of the Clerk.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBILY.

WEDNESDAY, 26 SEPTENBER, 1900.

The SpEAKER (Hon. Arthur Morgan, Waruick)
took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.
ABSENCE OT" THE CLERK.

The SPEAKER announced the absence of the
Clerk of the House, owing to indisposition,

[26 SeprumMBER.]
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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 tabhle.

PAPERS.

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

(1) Report of the Commandant on Queens-
land Military Forces 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 Chillagoe
Mines Company, made by the House,
on motion of Mr., Browne, on the 20th
instant. ’

QUESTIONS.
DrEDGING AREAS, NETTLES CREEK.

Mr. GIVENS (Cairns) asked the Secretary
for Mines—

1. Tow many dredging areas have been applied for
on Nettles Creck, Herberton mining district?

2. Who are the applicants for those areas ?

3. IHow many of those areas have been granted ?

4, What is the total acreage and total length of
dredging areas granted on that creek ?

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon.
R. Philp, Townsville) replied—

1. Four,

2. John Archibald, F. T. Brentnall, Ilenry 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 ereek.

CLASSIFICATION IN (GOVERNMENT PRINTING
OFFICE.

Mr. REID (Enoggera) asked the Home Secre-
tary—

1. Was 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 presented 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 louse?

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. F. G,
Foxton, Carnarvon) replied—

1. Yes.

2. Yes. Some of the recommendations have already
heen carried out.

3. The remaining recommendations have been under
the consideration of the Government Printer and the
Publie Service Board, and will shortly be given effect
to in a modified form.

4. Yes.

EscAPED ABORIGINAL LEPER, (GEORGETOWN.

Mr, LESINA (Clermont) asked the Home
Secretary-—

1. Is it true that the body of the aboriginal leper whe
escaped from police custodv at Georgetown, on the 18th
of December, 1899, has been discovered?

2. Is it a fact 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 chain up casual lepers?

The HOME SECRETARY replied—

1. Yes.

2.1 have no information, but think it
improbable.

3. No.

highly



1004 Questions Without Notice.

ALLOWANCE TO PosT AND TELEGRAPH
ExpLoYEES, CLERMONT.
Mr. LESINA. asked the Premier—

1. Has anything been done yet in the matter of giving
the men employed in the Post and Telegraph Depart-
ment at Clermont the 1s. per day allowance?

2. If not, when will action be taken ?

The PREMIER replied-—

1. No.
i 2. It is not intended to take any action, as Clermont
is not considered a place where Government employees
shpuld receive sustenance allowance, it bheing on the
railway line within a reasonable distance of port.

COMPENSATION ¥OR WRONGFUL ARREST.
Mr. LESINA asked the Home Secretary—

L. Is it a fact that a sum of £4 has been paid by the
Police Department a8 compensation to Mr. George
Smith, who was wrongiully arrvested at Logan Downs,
10th January, 1900, and charged with the larceny of a
horse, saddle, and bridle

2. Is it true that when arrested he was refused bail
by the police ?

3. Ts 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 guictly discharged, as the
police were unable to procure a shred of evidence to
support the charge alleged against hin,

The HOME SECRETARY replied—

The police held a warrant for arrcst of one George
Long, for larceny as a bailee at Barcaidine. Smith, who
answered descriptions of Long, admitted to constable at
Logan Downs that he had gone under the name of
George Long at Barcaldine, and was arvested and
remanded for identitication. Constable from Barcaidine
failed to identify, and he was released, and eventually
was paid £4 to cover expenses and loss of wages.

There is no mention in proceedings as (o application
for bail.

CoMMONWEALTH CELEBRATIONS,

Mr. HIGGS (Fortitude Valley) asked the
Premier—

1, Does the Government know that, in consequence
of the approach of the Commonweaith celebrations in
New South Wales, the Premier (Sir W. J. Lyne) says he
will not keep Parliament in that colony sitting after
November during this year ¢

2. Is it the intention of the Government to arrange
for any festivities or demonstration of any kind to cele-
brate the first day of the approaching Commonwealth
of Australia ?

The PREMIER replied—

1. I have no knowledge of the statement referred to.

2. The matter is now engaging the attention of the
Government,

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE.
AProINTMENT TO LAND CoUnt,

Mr. LESINA : T beg to ask the Premier,
without notice—Whether 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
‘Ivvlhﬁ ‘)wa,s found in a treacle vat at Hambledon

ill?

The HOME SECRETARY : T know nothing -

about it. [After referring to ““Votes and Pro-
ceedings”]  The hon. member did not ask me
that question ; he asked it of the Premier,

[ASSEMBLY.]

‘oceasion to make any apology at all.

Railway Bill.
CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN THE
CHIEF SECRETARY AND THE

WORKS COMMISSION.

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

That there be laid npon the table of the House, copies
ot all correspondence between the Chief Secretary and the
secretary of the Royal Commission to inquire into the
Department of Public Works.

PORT NORMAN, NORMANTON, AND
CLONCURRY RAILWAY BILI.
SrcoND READING—RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr. FORSYTH (Carpentaria): I think it
may not be considered inappropriate for me to
follow the speech of the hon. member for
Ilinders, Mr. McDonald, seeing that he is the
member for the Cloncurry part of the district,
and I happen to be the representative of the
Normanton end of it. I think that the apology
that he made to the House last night in con-
nection with this maftter, when he said he hoped
he would not be wasting the time of the House
in discussing this question, was quite unnecessary.
I do not think that the hon., member had
I think
if there is anyone who should have something
to say in connection with the Normanton-
Cloncurry line, it is certainly the hon. member
for the district, Mr. McDonald, himself.
Further, T 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 last
train, I can well understand that he was prac-
tically forced into the position of having to cut
short his speech, and that his effort to get in the
little pieces that he wanted especially 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 a cerfain amount
of trouble in getting up his speech., At the
same time I have no doubt he will find the
ways and means of getting before this House
all he intended and intends to say in connec-
tion with this Bill. The hon. member told us
last night that during the wet season teams
have great difficulty in travelling between
Normanton and Cloncurry, and between
Hughenden and Cloncurry. That is quite true.
We 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. We 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 Clonenrry and in the surrounding
districts are placed at a very great disadvantage
in the wet seasons, when they cannot get their
supplies sent from Hughenden or Normanton.
I know myself, in my own time in Normanton,
that the people bave been placed at great incon-
venience at times, when packhorses had to
be used to a large extent and at considerable
expense to get even the urgent necessities of 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. We know that the mineral wealth of
Cloncurry is of very great extent, and although
that is the case, we must also bear in mind that
the great mines of Cloncurry, or in that district,
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are not very close to the township. Although
we know that the freeholds belonging to the old
Cloncurry company are there, a number of other
mines are nearer to Normaunton; in fact, that
is where some of the richest mines are located.

Mr. McDonaLD : And further south,

Mr. FORSYTH :: And farther south, as the
hon. member says.

My, McDoxaLp : 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. We have it that at the present
time in connection with the Hampden mine, the
owners are offering no less than £8 125, 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. 6d. per ton only proves to me—as
T think it must to every hon. member in this
House—the urgent necessity that there is for
railway communication for people who are placed
in that position.

Mr, Brow~g : Hear, hear !

Mr. Dawsox: DPrivate railway communica-
tion?

Mr. FORSYTH : I do not care whether they
are private railways or public railways. What
the people want is the means of communication
to get their products to port ; and if it is impos-
sible to get State railways then by all means let
them have private lines,

Mr. Dawsox: Why impossible ?

Mr. FORSYTH : I say if it is impossible,
Now, in conuection 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 teamsters, The roads there
are in such a terrible state that the teams cannot
travel. We 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
country should have railway communication.
Now, there is another point in connection with
the speech of the hon. member last 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 Cloncwrry 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 would certainly vote for the
State line. Well, T do not think there is 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,

Mr. FORSYTH: I am not giving the Go-
vernment ultimatum.
Mr. BrownNE: It sounds very much like it.

Mr. FORSYTH : No, I am speaking in reply
to the hon. member for Flinders. He distinctly
said in his speech that if the people were asked
to vote upon a straight issue, the issue being
whether they would have that line built by pri-
vate enterprise or by the State, they would vote
i(})lr the construction by the State. Noone denies

at,
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Mr, McDoraLp : The Minister deniesit. He
says that 72 per cent. of the people in the Clon-
curry district are in favour of a private line,

Mr. FORSYTH : T 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 kuilt by the State or a
line built by a private company, they would vote
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
circumstances or have no line at all, they would
say, ‘‘ Let us have the private line.” I venture
to say that 90 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, them, 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.
When 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, *“ Flear, hear !” The only two members on
that side who have given any expression of
opinion with regard to the line from Hughenden
and Cloncwrry are the hon, member for Flinders
and the Lion. 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 Hughen-
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 Cloncurry, 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 600 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 clearly that they
want the line from Normanton to Cloncurry.
Is it not the case in every country that the
products of any district should be taken to the
nearest and cheapest port? Yet the hcn. mem-
ber for ¥linders wants us to carry stuff all
the way to Hughenden, and run it on to Towns-
ville—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 Normanton, that practically
Normanton 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 can
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 district
was to bave 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 absolutely inconsistent. He states 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.

Mz, Mc¢DonNaLD: 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. McCDONALD: 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 railwass up their sleeve.
I suppose we will get them in due course.

The PreMIER: You will have some Government lines
too.

Mr. McDONALD: So far as Government lines are
concerned, unless it ean be shown that a railway has a
reasonable prospect of paying, I hold that no man has a
right to vote for it. The first duty of a member of
Parliament is to satisty himself that a line will pay, and
it is erimninal to vote for it otherwise. Of course all
lines in the electorate I represent are sure to pay.

The Prpmrer: Will you vote for the Normanton-
Cloncurry line being constructed by the Government ¥

Mr. McDONALD : I have been asked that question at
Normanton, and I said, *“*No.” I took the same stand
there that I take here to-night.

Mr, McDo~NALD : T 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. McDonNALD : Hear, hear !

Mr. FORSYTH : He said distinctly that he
would not vote for it, and he now tells us that the
line must go there. The greatest monopolist in
the House is the hon. member for ¥linders, Ie
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 : What 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 it 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. Dawsox : No.
the colony ?

Mr. FORSYTH : T do not say that is the
opinion of every member of the House, but I say
distinctly that 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.

MeuBERs of the Opposition : No!
the company.

Mr, FORSYTH : 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 shem do so. That is their
business ; it is not the business of the country.

Mr. McDonNaLD: 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 Normanton. There are only
two rivers there—the Albert and the Norman;
and anyone who has been thers 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

‘What about the credit of

And ruin
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original Government survey. The hon. gentle-
man also advocates a line to assist the Woolgar
and the Etheridge.

'LC"Ir. McDonarp: The Lower Xtheridge, I
said.

Mr, FORSYTH : It is possible that it will
assist the Woolgar, but the hon. gentleman
knows that only the other day there was a depu-
tation, headed by the leader of the Opposition,
to try and get the line from Croydon to George-

town, Surely that line would assist that part of
the district, The hon. gentleman
[4 p.m.] said last night that this line from

Hughenden to Cloncurry would be a
better means of developing the mines in that
district.

Mr, McDonarp: I did not say that.

My, FORSYTH : The hon. gentleman did
not say that?

My, MoDoNaLD: I said it would assist to
develop the mining industry.

Mr., FORSYTH : T have the first sheet of
the hon. member’s speech,

Mr, DawsoN: Oh, we have not got that yet.

Mr. FORSYTH : As far as I know the hon.
gentleman said that.

Mr. McDoNaLD: I was too careful in prepar-
ing my facts to make a mistake.

Mr. FORSYTH : As a matter of fact, we
all know there are the mines at Argylla, Cru-
sader, Culloolah, and Guunpowder, 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
Normanton 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 Clon-
curry would be the proper means of developing
those mines.” I do not know whether that
is correct or not, but if the hon. 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
advocates 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 hon. 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 syndicate 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 that was a concession in order
that they might be in a position 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 will fleece the publiec.
In every one of the debates which we have had
on these private railways the Chillagoe Company
has been brought forward as an example to 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.

My, FORSYTH : 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 us 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,

Mer, Dawson : A hundred thousand,
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Mr. FORSYTH : 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 least he
should be able to do is to prove them. The
Chillagoe Company never, in any respect, acted
in any other way than honourably towards those
they dealt with, and they never parted with their
right to construct the railway. The hon. mem-
ber for Cairns 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
was to get the concession and go to London
aud float it, and then sell their shares. T inter-
jected at the time that that was absolutely
untrue, that it was utterly unfounded ; and I
challenge that hon. member or any other hon.
member on the other side of the House toprovethe
truth of the statemnent. What are the facts
of the case? The three original owners, the
three gentlemen mentioned in the Chillagoe
Railway Bill—Messrs. Reid, Moffait, 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 hon. member in the confidence of those
gentlemen that he knows so much about what
their trausactions 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. What are the facts?
Five hundred and twenty thousaud of these
shares were held by the company. One hundred
thousand were sold at £1 per share, and 45,000
were sold at 25s. per share.

Mr. DawsoN : What 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 wheve did
the money come from. Well, I may tell him
that the company raised no less than £202,000 in
cash by the sale of shares.

Mr. KmnsTox : Are their statements as reliable
as those of the North Chillagoe Company ?

Mr. FORSYTH : The statements of the com-
pany are audited statements, and are, I should
say, perfectly reliable. The hon., member for
Toowoomba, Mr. Groom, told the House recently
that he would on no account have voted for the
Chillagoe Railway Bill had be known that the
company had not the money to carry out the
proposed undertaking. Well, T 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. T 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 say is
correct. As a matter of fact, the Chillagoe Com-
pany could have raised the whole of the money
required by them without going to London at all
if they had liked to sell their shares. I will
come back now to the statement made by the
hon. member for Flinders that the company
which is desirous of constructing the line which
we have under consideration 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
mau in this House, that he cannot produce one
single instance in which aman whogota debenture
issued by the Chillagoe 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 Chillagoe Company in connection with the
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debentures. They were £100 debentures. £25
was to be paid down, and three payments of £25
each were to be made at intervals. I have made
every possible inquiry, and there was never one
debenture that was sold at par. And yet the
hon. member for Flinders and other members
on the other side have tried to say that the
people who floated those debentures fleeced the
publie.

Mr. MceDonNaLD ; Hear, hear !

Mr. FORSYTH : Where does the fleecing of
the public come in. The people who bought
those shares were guaranteed 6 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. Why do not hon.
members opposite bring some proof forward of
their statement about the public being fleeced.

Mr. Dawsox ; I accept your challenge.

Mr., FORSYTH : I shall be delighted if the
hon. member will do that., I have taken every
possible precaution to find out if any single
individual—

Mr. Dawsoxn : This man is married.

Mr. FORSYTIH : I do not care whether he is
married or not. The hon, member knows very
well that what T 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 Chillagoe Company at
£1 ashare 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. Dawsox: Don’t hedge yourself round
with conditions.

Mr. FORSYTH: I do not wish to hedge
myself round at all. I have given a challenge,
and I wish the hon. member to prove it. That
is a straightforward challenge., We 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.

hMr. Dawsoxn : What is the use of hedging like
that?

Mr, Carran : He is not hedging at all. It is
you that are hedging.
Mr. FORSYTH: 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 were sold at par—-that is £100—and 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 T 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. McDo~NALD: Why?

Mr. FORSYTH: When 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 Company, who are
blamed for fleecing the public.

Mr. McDoxarp: How much per man did
each member of the Chillagoe Company put into i$?
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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 company.

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

Mr. FORSYTH ; The company at the present
time is £1,000,000 shares at £1 each.

Mr. McDonNaLD: 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 heard in silence. These inter-
ruptions are most disorderly,

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

The SPEAKER : The hon. member will have
an opportunity of replying to the hon. member
for Carpentarialater on. I trusthe will preserve
order. Mr., Forsyth.

Mr. FORSYTH: The hon. member for
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, or if he thinks that I do
not know exactly what I am saying, heis greatly
mistaken. I say that the Chillagoe Company is a
company with a capital of £1,000,000 in £1
shares, and that, as a matter of fact, 520,000 of
those 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 up shares., And yet we repeatedly hear
the cry raised, * How is it the original share-
holders did not sell their shares?2” and ¢ Where
did the money come from?” and ‘“ Where did
the shares come from ?” I have explained that
the Chillagoe Company raised no less than
£202,000 by the sale of shares, and if they had
never sold a single debenture they could easily
have raised the necessary 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. REID : Why did they go to London ?

Mr. FORSYTH : I suppose they went to
London to get money.

Mr. Dawson : Hear, hear!

Mr. FORSYTH : But that is not saying they
could not have raised it here, What was the
use of giving the company power to borrow if
they did not wish to make use of that power?
That is no argument. As a matter of fact, 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 Brisbane alone who were
given the option of selling 60,000 debentures,
and they sold the lot in five days in Brisbane,
and every single man who bought those shares
has made money out of them., The hon. mem-
ber for Flinders evidently knows a great deal
about the Norman River. He told us not long
ago that the harbour at Normanton 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 t0 go inside the barat the Norman River
and load alongside the railway at Port Norman,
or wherever it might be.
hMr. Dawson: Can you quote where he said
that ?

Mr. FORSYTH : Yes,

Mr. Dawson : T would like to have the page.

Mr. FORSYTH : If the hon. gentleman looks
at page 75 of Hansard he will find it. In any
case, I can get it if the hon. member wants it.
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Now, what are the particulars with regard to
the Norman River. If the hon. member for
Flinders 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 would 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 Normanton. 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 d fathoms of water. At Karumba there is
from 18 to 20 feet. Yet the hon. member
for ¥linders raises 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
them from the Port Office here, and I say that
the Norman River is one of the best rivers in
Queensland.

Mr. BrRowNE: Hear, hear!

Mr. FORSYTH: And I can tell the hon.
gentleman that for the last sixteen years there
has never been one shilling spent.

Mr. W, Haminrox : Sometimes they have no
tide for a week.

Mr. FORSYTH: That doesn’t matter. I
can tell the hon. member that sixteen years ago
I arranged with the old “* Corea” to bring 600 tons
of stuff as far as Double Island, thirty-eight miles
up the river, and never one single shilling has been
spent there.

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

Mr. FORSYTH : That is so. Tt 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 expenditure
under the circumstances, especially when we
compare it with the amount of money that has
been spent in this way in Townsville and Bris-
bane. If hon. members make this comparison
they will find that this £12,000 is a mere baga-
telle. I know that wharves will have to be buils,
but I think £12,000 will be a very small amount
to be spent on dredging this river in order that
ocean-going steamers can get over the bar to
deep water. Isay that if the hon, member for
Flinders had taken the slightest trouble to
examine the plans and specifications, he counld
have seen the deep-water marks showing that
there is 5 and 5% fathoms all the way up the
river to Karumba. The hon. member compares
the harbour of Normanton with that of Towns-
ville,

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

Mr. FORSYTH : It was dredged a short dsi-
tance, and filled up again.

Mr. BROWNE : 1t was never completed.

Mr. FORSYTH : When the railway is built to
Normanton, very likely a small dredge will be
kept in the river to keep the bar clear, We have
heard a great deal about the Normanton to Clon-
curry line, and about the settled railway policy
of the country being changed.

Mr, Belp: Hear, hear! That’s the point,
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Mr. FORSYTH : But if we are progressive
legislators—if we believe in the advancement of
the country—the settled policy of the country
must be altered from time to time.

Mr. W. Haururon : Not from bad to worse.

Mr. FORSYTH : If hon. members will look
up history they will find that the settled policy
of Ifrance for 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 DBritain
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? They would
have given every man a chance to vote.

Mr. DawsoN: Then you admit that you are
changing your policy ?

Mr. FORSYTH : Most decidedly. We are
always changing our policy, commercially,
socially, and politically, if we are progressive.
Do hon. members helieve in being tied down
hand and foot to hard-and-fast lines always? 1,
at all events, do not believe in that. If 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.

Myr. KipsToN : Do you believe in changing the
settled policy of the country behind the backs of
the electors 7

Mr. FORSYTH: I believe in change when
the will of the people demands it. Of course, I
am not such 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 1841; and in 1846
he turned round completely, and altered the
settled policy of the country in accordance with
the will of the people. My statements are quite
correct. 1 say that men like John PBright,
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: QQuite the opposite.

Mr. FORSYTH: 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. HarpacRE: First of all, ascertain the
will of the people.

Mr. FORSYTH : You have 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
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the people would have voted in favour of the

construction of these railways by private enter-
rise.

P Mr, Kipstox: And yet we were willing to

take a referendum?

Mr. FORSYTH : Yes; hon. members were
willing to take a referendum, buf there is no
doubt that there are members on that side who
believed that they would have Jost 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. Remn: 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 so 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
Rnoggera say they want this railway built from
Hughenden. Xf such a Bill were brought forward
by the Government I should oppose it in every
way I possibly could, 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 Xouse who would go against a
measure 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
ceolonies, and that they had not the slightest inten-
tion of going in for any more private lines.

Mr. TurrLey: 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 : T will tell the hon. member
all about it. The line is between Lake’s Entrance
and Mount Deddick. The Government have
accepted an offer to build 100 miles of railway in
that district at a cost of £300,000.

Mr. Kipstox : They have been led astray by
the bad example of the Queensiand Government,

Mr. FORSYTH : Tt does not matter whether
they are 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 Mining Standard for the 12th of July
last, they will get the whole of the particulars
with regard to the line I have mentioned. The
railway is to cost £300,000, 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 Ilinders said he was
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entirely against the construction of this railway
from Normanton to Cloncurry, either by private
enterprise or by the State,

Mr. Rep : 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,” because
he refused to plunge the country into such an
enormous expense as it would entail, as there
was 1o 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 Normanton line that in the wet season
the country was always flooded, and that the
telegraph poles were under water, 1 was there for
ten years, and during that time there was only
orlxe 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., McDowatp: 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. McDorawp: You said at Normanton;
there is a difference between Normauton and
thirty or fifty miles this side of Normanton.

Mr. FORSYTH : The only place where I have
heard of the telegraph poles being under water
is Normanton,

Mr, MoDoNALD : That is two places.

Mr. FORSYTH : The hon. member further
said that the expense of constructing this line
would be very great as compared with the cost
of a line from Hughenden. 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. The 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 otherday to
the enormous mileage of this line from Norman-
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 enterprise in that country. Let
us 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
Normanton-Cloncurry get no such concession,

Mr, W. Hauiuton ; 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 area they have
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already sold 35,000 acres at an average price of
33 dollars per acre. If such 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.
But that is not the only concession they have got.
The State of Manitoba 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 mite. And the
Dominion Government have granted in cash
6,400 dollars per mile towards the construc-
tion of 208 miles of the Ontaiio 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 Housein
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. JACksON : 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 would be howled
down ; there would be no possibility of getting
such legislation through the House.

Mr. TurLEY: For what term do they hold the
railway ?

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

Mr, Jackson : It is a wonder that the com-
panies come here at all, .

Myr. FORSYTH : That is not the point we
are discussing. What 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 Doininion
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 2,500,000 acres for the construction of
this line, where would they be? There would
not be the smallest chance of passing such a
scheme ; but not only do the Canadian Govern-
ment give them 2,500,000 acres of land, and
£16,000 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. JAoksoN : The country is very prosperous ;
there is no doubt about it.

Mr. JENKINSON : Owing to its network of rail-
ways.

1\}&1-. FORSYTH : Then if you take America,
its prosperity to-day has been built up by the
enormous amount of railways there.

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

Mr. FORSYTH : The hon. member is always
harping on corruption. 8o 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 lines of
railway, and the rates were reduced to 1-3ld.
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per cent, ; and then coming down to 1897, when
we find there were no less than 131 companies
there, and the average cost per mile was under
4d. per mile. That is an enormous difference,
and it has all been caused by competition.

Mr. W. HaumiiroN: They are carrying for
less than that on the State lines of this colony.

Mr. FORSYTH : They do not carry for a
half-penny all round, but they may carry some
thingsforthat. Andinconnection with thismatter
I 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 concessions, these very big and moss 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
up the country. ILet us give the people every
possible means of opening up the country that we
can. If the Government cannot build railways,
let us have them built by private enterprise, I
venture to say no one can convince me, seeing
the enormous demand there is for railwaysin
Queensland at the present time, that there is
any possibility of a great many of these places
getting railway communication unless they get
it by private enterprise. I say that the homn.
member for Flinders did not get all his speech
delivered last night, and I regret that he did not.
I would like to have heard all he 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. We want to know
exactly how things are.

HonNovraBLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear !

Mr. FORSYTH : If any hon. members have
any facts, by all means let us have them. We
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. We know that. We alsc 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
case. We have no desire to shirk eriticism 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, and 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 favour of the
Government giving every possible assistance to
open up and develop the rich mineral wealth of
the country. INo 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.

MMr. McDonaLn @ What about the Hampden

ine?

Mr, FORSYTH : T am not speaking about
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
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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. McDowarp : I did not say that,

Mr. FORSYTH : If the hon. member will
refer to page 75 of Hansard, he will see that he
said—

Why, even at Chillagoe there are no proved per-

manent lodes at the prescent time.
And yet he says he did not say that, There isnot
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. McDonarp : Yousaid 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 can only speak of things
as they are. I say that if ever there was an
argument 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. FORSYTH : Ishould 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 railways,
but this is what he said—

He could see no seuse whatever in the objection to
the granting of concessions in return for the construe-
tion of private lines of railway in districts where the
Government cannot build the lines itself. His view is
thus tersely expressed: “The country is here with its
resources undeveloped ; the Government have not the
means 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 advantage 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 meanwhile 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 Vie-
toria.

Mr. FORSYTH : 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 the people pf the
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district, they were willing to consider any pro-
posal for the building of the railway.

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

Mr. FORSYTH : No. I would very much like
to 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 the 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 afew
figures to disprove the statements he 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, BROWNE : 1 said they crushed the Govern-
ment, I proposed that the Government should
take over the lighterage plant.

Mr. FORSYTH : He talks about monopoly,
and the people labouring under this monopoly,
but what arethefacts? 1In 1892 the Australasian
United Steam Navigation Company lost £16,000
on the Normanton service,in 1893 theylost £20,000.
‘With regard to the enormous profits made by
the Australasian United Steam Navigation
Company, Ifind that they paid a dividend of 2}
per cent. in 1896, the same in 1897, the same in
1898, and 3 per cent. in 1899; and for a good
many years before 1806 they paid no dividends
at all.  This is a company that we are told is
grinding the people down! With 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 the
figures, In January last year the loss was
£137 2s. 4d. ; in February it was £69 11s. 8d.;
and in March, £114 5s, 4d. That is the way
Burns, Philp, and Co. have been fleecing
the public. T know that those are the worst
months, but we will take it for the last six years
and see how much the Australasian United
Steam Navigation Company has lost in connee-
tion with lighterage at Normanton. The figures
are £3,211 8s. 11d.

Mr. BrowNE : It does not say much for their
business capacity.

Mr. FORSYTH :: That is not the point, The
goint is where they have been zrinding the public

own.

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

Mr. FORSYTH : The 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 position to force their hands that we got them
to accept it at £6,000 a year. The Australasian
United Steamship Company lost last year on
lighterage £407 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
Normanton 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 the rest of the time., No one
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knows that better than the hon. member, yet he
brings 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 : T have taken the trouble to
go to the manager of the Australasian United
Steam Navigation Company to get the figures,
and that is the position of things now. Asa matter
of fact the thing has never paid ; and yet we are
told they are trying to fleece the public. IfT
were to tell the hon. member the
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., BrowNE: If they made bad debts that
was their fault.

Mr. FORSYTH : Statements have been made
here in regard 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 Normanton, and when matters
had been thoroughly explained to the objectors
we have heard no more of their objections.

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

Mr. FORSYTH : As a matter of fact, I know
there are hundreds of men in that district whom
we will not get a shilling from, who have been
assisted and who are still being assisted. The
hon. member knows that 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 Croydon that sixteen or eighteen
years ago things were in a very flourishing state
in Normanton, but half the town 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 constructed by the
Government then they are prepared to accept it
at the hands of a private company.

Mr. Lusiva: 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
rajilways generally I wish to point this out ; We
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 hand the main line from Brisbane
to Wallangarra, passing through the splendid
lands comprised within the Darling Downs, and
joining right on to the New South Wales and
Vietorian 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 up 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
Normanton to Cloncurry in the manner proposed
by the Government. I believe 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, Well, I do not
believe in waiting when I see such great possi-
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 railway
from Normanton to Cloncurry, and that it will
take 30,000 tons of rails. 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 classes of
workers in the colony. Kveryone will reap the
benefit of it. But the Labour party say, * No,
we will 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, Imaintain that it isentirely 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 done away with, and that the people
of Croydon will save quite 12s, per ton on the
gonds which they receive.

My, Brownr: Under this Bill they would be

worse off.
Mr. FORSYTH : The 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
is more than a mile of wharfage which will be
available when the company have got what they
are asking for. There is any quantity of land
further down the river for wharfage purposes,
and yet the hon. member says the company will
take up the whole country.

Mr., BrownNE: I did not say that.

Mr. FORSYTH : That was the inference from
the hon. gentleman’s remarks. I thought it was
distinetly understood that the Government could
take over the railway and the wharves as well,

Mr. BrowNE: Notunder this Bill.

Mr. FORSYTH : I certainly understood the
Premier that he was willing to make that pro-
vision, and, as a matter of fact, the goods could
be landed at the Government wharf, if necessary,
without touching the wharfage properties of the
company. I contend that the hon. member’s
support of this Bill would mean a large saving to
his constituents, as T have already pointed out—
a saving of at least 125, per ton on the goods
which they require, which includes at least 2z, a
ton cartage from the wharf to the railway at the
present time.

Mr. BROWNE: Some of your constituents advo-
catelir.hat the line should not go near Normanton
at all.

Mr. FORSYTH : That is the first I have
heard of it. I have had very many wires, and
other communications from my constituents, 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 little 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 built. If we believe in the will of the people,
if the people whose earnest desire is that thigline
should be constructed are to have their wishes
respected, then I think no opposition should be
raised to its comstruction, There 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. Browng: Living on Government pro-
mises.

Mr. FORSYTH : Tam 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 railways, They
are not anxious to spend between £700,000 and
£800,000 in constructing a railway if they can
get the Government to build it for them, but the
Government will not find the money for that
purpose. And then the hon. member for
Flinders says he will vote against this proposal,
and I do not suppose the hon. member for
Enoggera will vote for it.

Mr. ReiD : No-—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 isnow
doing by helping to make good the loss on the
Cairns Railway. I believe the same result will
follow the construction of this line. We want a
line there to open up our mineral and agricul-
tural lands, and we also want it to go to the
nearest port, and everyone is convinced that
Normanton is the nearest port, and therefore it
should go there. When we find the Commis-
sioner for Railways 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 7 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
reading of the Bill.

MEeMBERS on the Government side:
hear!

Mr. MAXWELL (Burke): I am rather sur-
prised at the way the hon. member handled the
hon. members for Tlinders, 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 expressed the opinion that this line
should not be built at all—

Mr. REID : We never said that at all-—mot 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

Hear,
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there, and I may say that it is probably superior
to the Brisbane River, and that very liftle 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
s1mpl})1' the continual promises that the Govern-
menthave given to the peoplein that portion of the
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-
splguously. One is the name of the present
Chief Secretary and the other is 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 Normanton
and Cloncurry is that the line should be built by
the State. .

Mr. BrRowNE : 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 wassubmitted
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 country would support the building of the
line by vrivate enterprise,

Mr. BrRowNE : 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 ovher district
in Queensland. The hon. member for Carpen-
taria, when speaking not long ago, said that he
had not seen 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 syndicate,
and Mr. Byrnes said he thought these concessions
to private syndicates would give the colony a
bad pame.  We have been told that if Mr,
Byrnes had lived this Cloncurry line would
have been built by the State, and the Cloncurry
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people would have enjoyed the blessings of
cheaper rates than they now have to pay. Now,
about this time there was a great controversy
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. Wesee 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. DarryupLE: Who wrote it? Was
it an anonymous letter ?

Mr. MAXWELL: No.
Mr. Derbyshire. He says—

But hie most persistently asked : “ Why do you people
want to build this railway P—I do not suppose you are
philanthropists P’ Certainly we were not. We were
quite sure the line would pay. * Very well,” said dir
James, “if that is the case the Government will build
them.” And such was then done by a system then
introdueed for the first time in the colony—i.e., the
butty-gang, and there is no better paying line in Vie-
toria to-day.

The letter goes on to say—

As for the burden of debt, it will still be there, and
who will be required to pay it—mot 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 syndieates
and the bad ones to the State. That is exactly how
it will be. Your keen syndicate man sniffs the fat
bones, tossing the lean ones to a supine Government.
This letter was commented on, and this is an
answer to the letters published in the Courier
by Mr. Phillips and Mr. Lumley Hill. We find
in a leader in the Courier these statements—

The dog in the manger simile, which both of them
are pleased to use, we repudiate as a libel on our
position,

Remember, this appears in the Courier, which
lately has changed its opinions, The article
goes on—

The demand for the construction is therefore a chal-
lenge to the past railway construction of the colony.
Let it be right or wrong we feel bound to press, is that
a momentous change is involved in the demand.

That private constrnction has not been a success in
other Australian colonies.

Taking the contention of our correspondents, what
does it mean ? That private enterprise should bhuild
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 waited on
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
fat profit come to the Government? Why the fat profit
to the syndicate and the lean to the people? The Go-
vernment won't do it, says Mr. Phillips. Let the facts
be laid before them which are moving business enter-
prise, and they also will be moved.
I contend that although the Courier, the Chief
Secretary, and probably a good many hon, mem-
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 people of the colony
as awhole havenot changed their opinions at all in
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. Igo further,
and say that 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 that will be made out of this Normanton to
Cloncurry line will be considerably more than

It was written by
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any man would get if he stopped here a lifetime,
II_a,m in favour of the State constructing this
ine,

Hon. D. H. Datrvmrrr: That is a pious
opinion.

Mr, MAXWELL: I have 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 thistraffic, to say 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 Townsville, Like
the hon. member for Carpentaria, I see no reason
why these people should be fleeced in order to
get their stock and produce to market, It isthe
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
supplies. We 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 to 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. While I
object to a private syndicate being allowed to
build the line south of Cloncurry, T 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 other metals oo numerous
to mention. Mr. Jack in his report says—

The country is very rich in wmineral 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 possessed by Mr. Jack 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— ’

The country is highly mineralised, and must wlti-
mately become the seat ot a large industry.

Whatever opinions may prevail as to the extent and

value of the gold deposits of Cloncurry but one opinion
can rule as to the extent, richness. and variety of the
copper lodes, which surpass anything in Australia.
If you inquire from miners in the North of
Queensland who have lived in the locality, or
who have been there only casually, you will find
that their opinion is that as far as its copper
lodes are concerned Cloncurry is one of the
richest districts, probably, in the whole of
Australia. Many of the newspapers have tried
to compare the Cloncurry copper deposits with
the deposits at Chillagoe, and the unanimous
opinion is that they surpass anything to be found
in the Chillagoe 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. DALrYMPLE : And likely to.

Mr, MAXWELL: I think so, as long as
the present Government occupy the Treasury
benches.

Hon. D. H. Darryupir: As long as the
Labour party talk everything out.

Mr. MAXWELL : Besides Mr, Jack and
Mr. Hodgkinson, various other people have ex-
pressed their views as to the richness of the
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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 copper and other minerals, which are
destined to make this district a crowded manufac-
turing country.” At present it lies almost a waste,
owing to the want of a railway to connect it with the
coast.
With reference to its pastoral capabilities, Mr.
Kazser, who was there at one time, says there
are from 25,000 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 be 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 Western and South-western part of
Queensland.

Mr. LEaHY : You 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 News 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, but
since then I believe it has expressed the opinion
that the conditions under which this railway is
to be built 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 manuner that hut little
reliance can be placed on any promises that may be
made at the present stage. Instead of taking the
country into their confidence, and laying down a
definite policy, indieating what State as well as syndi-
cate railways they are prepared to propose for con-
struction, they spring a batch of the latter upon the
public, and keep the country completely in the dark
regarding the former, be they two, a few, or many.
During the first few weeks of the session no less than
five private enterprise railway Bills have been intro-
duced and persistent attempts made to rush them
through the House, 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 Ministry in regard to those private rail-
way Bills which they seem so anxious to pass. There
are many people, hitherto bitterly opposed to the prin-
eiple of private railway construction, who may beat the
present juncture, in view of the condition of the public
finances, and of the need for the development of the
country, even at a sacrifice, prepared to sink their
opposition if there were a reasonable hope of the publie
interests being safegunarded; but the methods of the
Government in regard to their railway policy generally
is now doing much to alienate public sympathy with
their projects, and to inspire distrust of their motives.

‘With reference to the Bill itself, T 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
Mining Register, which is a strong supporter of
the present Gfovernment, 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 clavse reads, ‘‘one and a-half times the present
rate”” As the country opens up, and popula-
tion and traffic increases, we hope to see @
substantial decrease in the railway rates, but the “one
and a-half the present rate” means that the highest
figure will be fixed for fifty years; possibly three times
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the Government rate ten yeatrs hence. Thig isa conces-
sion which should be stoutly combatted. TFar 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. Darryupre: Would 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
empowered to resume the line after a period of
thirty years, That is altogether different to
what this Bill provides for. I donotblame 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 thisisto be a pure business
matter between us, let us cut them down as hard
as we can. Why give them more than they ask
for? They simply ask for thirty years.

Mr. Dawson : That is too long.

. Mr. MAXWELL: I contend that even that
istoo long. But to go back further, we find
in the same correspondence that the company is
to construct a railway of 3 feet 6inch gauge
from the mouth of the Norman Hiver 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. JENKINSON : Which Coates do you mean?
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 (Gregory): I have
listened to the hon. member for Carpentaria,
who spoke on this question, and I congratulate
him upon making a very good speech from his
point of view. There is one thing, however, thas
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
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they could have got it in Australia. Ifthat isso,
it is very strange that in the correspondence we
have on this subject, at page 11, clause 30, Mr.
Withers gives a most emphatic denial to that.
Mr. Withers, writing to the Chief Secretary,
says—

germit me to congratulate you upon the strong sup-
port your have veceived 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-
bhane about the 17th June.

I shall be glad if you can introduce the Cloncurry Bill
early in the ensuing session. I have scen Mr. Coats
and the various people interested in the undertaking.
They are very anxious to be ima position to act in
London before the end of the year. The Chillagoe
people, after a good deal of trouble with varionsbrokers,
arranged for their debentures with Messrs. Coates, Son,
and Company, who are really Mr. Coats’ brokers, and
who had previously agreed to bring out the Cloncurry
scheme when legislative authority was obtained for the
construction of the line.

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

T'rusting that you are well, with kind regards.
1t seems very strange if they bad 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 line, 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
T know a great deal about 1t ; but even if I had
not, the report of Mr. Jack, the late Government
Geologist at that time, would justify anyone
in supporting a line of railway to that place.
Mr, Jack says he believes Cloncurry to be one of
the finest mineral fields in Australia, and I think
it is a shame that the country has languished as
long as it has. 1 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
distriet, there would have been 20,000, I have
been on Broken Hill, where there is only one
great main lode, and the country round is not
good pastoral country. The Cloncurry 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 best paying lines in the colony; and that
is the reason why I am opposing 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 Jundah
extension, because I believe in course of time it
would be payable ; but I would support the con-
struction of this Cloncurry line before I would
support the Jundah extension. It is time this
part of the country got the advantage of some
railway construction—not only Cloncurry, but
the whole of the Northern district. A great
deal is said about the Northern 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 constraction 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 or by the State; but it
will be a very different thing for the settlers in
that part of the country with the concessions
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these people get. Hon. members on that side
seem to lay great stress on obtaining employ-
ment for the working man, but they don’t put
that theory into practice when théy have an
opportunity. 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 thig—-

. The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
is departing from the subject before the Flouse.

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

The SPEAXER : Order!

Mr. W. HAMILTON : Again, he said that
the success of this railway would depend very
largely on the opening up of the mining industry.
I don’t think the success of this line does depend
on the mining industry, It would open up a
vast extent of grazing country, 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 evident 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 thamn
Cloncurry. I suppose those interested in
the syndicate last year had 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 Boulia would rather be attached to
Townsville than to Normanton, because it is
more their natural port. Therefore, I was glad
the Premier said he would support or introduce
an amendment to prevent the company going
farther south than Cloncuiry. The Premier also
«aid this was a speculation, and quoted the lines
o the Mount Perry and Clermont Copper Mines
in support of his contention. I may tell the hon.
member that the Clermont Copper Mine was
pretty well worked out before the line was
carried to Clermont, but I believe that if a few
more miles had been added to the Clermont line
it would have been a good paying line, judging
by the Government Geologist’s report. Mount
Perry also was pretty well worked out before the
line was made ; but Sir Thomas Mcflwraith was
one of the principal shareholders, and they wanted
to get rid of this mine, and he used his position,
or his influence anyhow, as Premier it the time
to get this railway constructed there.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. W. HAMILTON : It has been stated
several times that this syndicate want to make
this railway to develop their mines, and thas
they have no desire to come into competition as
public carriers, or anything of the sort; but, on
looking at the correspondence, I find that they
are as hungry a lot of sharks as ever T met. The
first letter we have to the Premier is from Mr.
Manton, Scott’s Hotel, Melbourne, and is dated
the 12th February, 1898. I don’t know whether
Mr. Manton is interested in the syndicate or not,
but thisis the letter—

S1R,—1I am prepared, on hehalf of London capitalists,
to construet a railway to Cloncurry from Hughenden,
or from Winton to Cloncurry, or from Burketown to
Cloncurry, on the following terms and conditions :—

1. The railway to be constructed on the same
i;l;(;ge as the lines now in cxistence in Queens-

2. What I am to cive about 10,000 acres per mile
in alternate blocks, the Government to hold
block for block with me,

8. Within three months after Parliament agrees to
grant the rights asked for, the applicants hereof
are to lodge £10,000 with Government as a
guarantee of this proposition being carried
through within three years from date of accept-
ance.
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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 suggestion.

I will leave for Brisbane on Wednesday next, and
hope to have the pleasure of an interview with you. Of
course, there are many things to be considered, but as
this is only a preiiminary letter I won’t dwell on them,

I have no doubt you will immediately see the great
advantage the country would derive from 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-
pondence on the subject gives that an emphatic
denial. They have not only been trying to
obtain a vast mining monopoly, but 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—

Srr,—1 have the honour to submit a proposal from
this company for the construction of a railway from
the mouth of the Norman River to Clonenrry, in this
colony. Such railway to be constructed vid Norman-
ton, Donor’s Hills, and the Leichhardt River.

The terms upon which it is proposed to carry out the
work are set forth in a draft Bill which has been for-
warded for rour favourable consideration,

The prineipal object in the construction of this line is
to enable the owners to work the copper deposits he-
tween Dobbin’s Creek to the north and Malbon River to
the south of Cloncnrry ; in all, a total of about twenty
different mines, undoubtedly of great richness. With-
out a railway these mines can neither be developed or
worked, and the colony generally islosing both the direct
and indirect beuefit to arise from the development of a
rich and extensive mining distriet.

1t they obtain the necessary authority to construct
the railway, it is the intention of the company to have
these copper deposits thoroughly opened up and worked
on an extensive scale. It is proposed to convey the
richer ores by the railway to deep water, and thence by
steamer to the neighbourhood of the coul deposits ont
the east coast of the colony, taking coal and coke as
return cargo both for steamers and trueks, which will
¢nable the poorer ores to be smelted locally. By these
means fuel will be delivered at the mines at such a
moderate cost as to enable even low-grade ores to be
profitably treated. The company propose to erect ex-
tensive smelting furnaees for treating the ores in both
localities, and it is estimated that the consnmption of
coal will exceed a guarter of a million tons annually,
thus increasing by one-third the present output of the
colony.

Of the reputed richness of these copper deposits, mueh
hasbeensaid,andif their value is within even measurable
distance of what has been authoritatively stated of it,
their development will undoubtedly make thiscolony the
greatest copper producing country of the world.
Could there be any argument stronger than that
in favour of what has been said ?

The Government Geologist, in a report on this field,
says, ““ Thie Cloncurry, Leichhiardt, and Dugald Valleys
abound in copper and other minerals, which are
destined to make this district a crowded manufacturing
eountry.” At present it lies almost a waste, owing to
the want of a railway to connect it with the coast.

It is estimated that when these mines are in full
work, employment will be given, directly and indirectly,
to at least 4,000 men, and in addition to the local
‘benefit to arise from the settlement of a large popula-
tion in the far West of the colony, and along the line of
route, the enterprise will make settlement advance
from the east 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 HoxoURARLE MENMBER: There was a good
deal of gold there.

Mr. W, 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 the 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 Clonecurry, for it had no big
pastoral district around is.

The company propose to introduce alarge number of
settlers from the United Kingdom, with the view of de-
veloping the land which the company proposes to obtain
on lease from the Crown, and will generally assist the
loeal productivencss of this rich distriet by providing
facilitiess for freezing, storing, packing, and exporting
frozen meat.

As is well known, the whole of this country is at the
present time practically unsettled, and, in consequence
of the difficulty in transport and expense in reaching
the seaboard, settlement and prodnetion arve practically
at a standstill, to the manifest detriment of the colony
as a whole.

The company propose expending a large amount of
money 1n carrying out the works, whieli must neces-
sarily increase the value of all Crown lands coming
within the influence of the railway.

I can emphasise the statement of the hon. mem-
ber for Carpentaria as to the difficulty of trans-
port, especially in wet seasons. It is very great,
and it requires a railway to overcome the ditfi-
culty. These are the proposals of Mr. Withers.
Then comes a letter from the Commissioner for
Railways to the Secretary for Railways—

Sir,~—In returning the enclosed papers, which you
handed to me a few days ago, containing a proposal
from Mr. H. J. Withers, as attorney for the Britizh
Colonial Railways Corporation, Limited, for the con-
struction of a line of railway from the mouth of the
Norman River to Normanton, and thence to the town-
ship of Cloncurry, with three or four short tramlines,
brauching from the main line to certain rich mineral
areas en roufe, which railway and branches are shown
on the lithograph attached to the papers.

You will notice, he says, thres or four short
tramlines. Some of them are eighty or ninety
miles in length, and goodness knows how much
further they want to go.

I have the honour to inform you that Tam somewhat
at a loss to know what information the Government
desire me to furnish, as the proposals are really rather
a guestion of public policy than one in which the
financial prospects 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 constructed are entirvely different,

The proposals are simply these : The company under-
take to construet the line throughout (a distance of 250
miles) on condition that the Government lease to them
1and on either side of the line, or elsewhere in the Burke
and North Gregory districts, for a period of ninety-nine
years, at an annual rental of 6d. per square mile, the
total area of the land to be so leased being determined
by an assessment by the Governor in Council of the
actual value thereof in fee-simple, and the area to be so
leased to be equal in valne to the actual cost of the
railway. Assuming, 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.

B"ll;he PrEMIER : There is nothing of that in the
i1l

Mr. W. HAMIT/TON : No; but it is pointed
out that these people are asking for the Bill for
the purpnse 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 the company ask for about 5,000
acres in fee-simple along the line of railway and
branches for the purpose of erecting warehouses,
smelting and freezing wovks, dwellings for the work-
men, &e. «

The line, when constructed, is to be the property of
the company, hut there is a clause in the proposals
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giving the .Government 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.

These, sir, are the main features of Mr. Withers’
scheme. The minor details are somewhat similar to
those of the Marecba-Chillagoe Ruilway Act, and I do
not consider it necessary to refer to these at present as,
in my opinion, the terms offered are not sufliciently
attractive to admit of further consideration, nor do I
think they are such as would be accepted by Parlia-
ment,

I should think they would not.
with Mr. Withers again—

Sir,—In reference to the draft Bill submitted to you
on the 10th Mareh, to authorise the British Colonial
Railway Corporation, Limited, of London, to construct
and maintain a line of railway from the mouth of the
Norman River, »id Normanton, to Cloncurry, I am
informed that the Government have arrived at the con-
clusion that it would not be practicable to give effect
to the scheme on the lines therein suggested.

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

That the leases of pastoral land be for a term of fifty
years, at an annual rental of five shillings per square
mile; that at the expiration of twenty-five years, the
land to be reappraised as provided by the Land Act, 1897.

I forward herewith new clauses, in place of what
may be considered the contentious clanses in the draft
Bill, .

I respectfully ask that you will give the matter your
favourable consideration and support.

Now these are the modified proposals that they
put forward, and I may state that when they
were going to make these proposals to the
Government, they sent round a petition. They
obtained signatures from Camooweal and Uran-
dangie to Burketown and Normanton ; and yet,
in all that extent of country they were only able
to get about 200 signatures, and, from my know-
ledge of many of those who signed that petition, T
am certain, that had they been aware of the pro-
posals that they were supporting by their signa-
tures, they would never have attached them to this
petition. These are some of the proposals that
they made—

Clause 23.—The Governor in Council shall. upon
request in that behalf made by the company, by pro-
clamation, set apart and reserve for the purposes here-
inafter mentioned (which shall be deemed to be a
disposition within the meaning of section 66 of the
Land Act, 1897) a sufficient area of Crown lands within
100 miles of agy part of the main or hranch lines of the
proposed railway of a character suitable for grazing or
agriculture, to provide for leases which the company
shall be entitled to receive from Her Majesty upon the
terms and subject to the conditions hereinafter pro-
vided, that is to say —

1. The railway shall, for the purposes of this Act, be
deemed to be divided into five sections, as shown and
d&elineuted upon the plan forming the schedule to this
Act.

2. If and when the Minister shall be satisfied that
any section of the railway has been completed and is
ready for public traffie, as in this Act provided, the
company shall be entitled to receive grants from IHer
Majesty of leases of the Crown lands set apart and
reserved as hereinbefore provided, or of any part
thereof. Provided that the total area for which the
company shall be entitled to receive 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 proposal 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 proposals of the company were really

Then we go on

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. They 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.

The PreMizr: Under the Bill they cannot go
anywhere at all.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member is dis-

cussing proposals that are not contained in the
Bill. He has & perfect right, in passing, to refer
to the correspondence, but he is taking an
irregular course in discussing 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 would 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 reading the corre-
spondence at length, and in discussing at length
proposals that are not contained in the Bill.

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

The PreMIER : We can all read, you know.

Mr. W, HAMILTON : Iwanted to show that
this syndicate did not come out here for the pur-
pose for which it is stated they came by the hon.
member for Carpentaria and other hon. members
on the other side who are supporting this Bill.
I want to show that they desired to become a
huge monopoly, and they got people to sign a
petition in ignorance 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 & lot of people in that part of the country.
1 consider that they gobt people to sign that
petition under false pretences. They must have
done so. As I do not wish to go through the
whole of the correspondence, 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 shall have power to deal by sale, mort-
gage, lease, 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 the ruling of the
Chair.
Mr. W, HAMILTON : As you rule that I
am out of order, Mr. Speaker, I shall proceed
no further with that ; but Ihave here Mr. Jack’s
report, and I can assure hon, members that,
although I have lived in the district for a long
time, L hadno idea that the Western country had
such potentialities. Mr. Jack, the Government
Geologist, made this report at the time of the
proposal o construct the transcontinental rail-
way, and he was in favour of coustructing a
railway from Winton to Cloncurry, pointing out
the possibility of large coal discoveries being
made in_the neighbourhood of Winton, and the
advisability, if that was so, of establishing
smelting works there for the treatment of the
Cloncurry ores. This is what he says—

The fact that coal of good quality, although not of
workable thickness, has been found in the downs

gives_ rise to somne considerations which concern the
syndicate,
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That seams of workable thickness and gnality will be
found in the Downs I consider very likely. When the
area over which the coul extends and the thickness of
the strata are taken into account, there is nothing to
cause disappointment in the fact that the few wells
hitherto sunk have not pierced any workable seam.
In the course of the present year well-sinking will be
carried on on a large scale, and I am confident that
some coal discoveries will be made.

Granting that Winton may become the centrc of a
coalfield, it may be interesting to consider how this
would affect the trafic from the metalliferous districts
of the Clonceurry and Leichhardt.

It is always more economical to carry the ore to the
fuel than to carry the fuel to the ore, for the reason
that the smelting of a given yuantity of orc requires a
much greater weight ot fuel than of ore.

On the completion of the railway, the comparative

merits of smeiting works at Winton and Point Parker
will at once come into competition. The ore might go
from Cloneurry to Point Parker (280 miles), there Lo be
treated by coal brought by sea from the south, or it
mwight go direct to collicries at Winton (210 miles).
He then shows that the cost of treatment would
be more than #£2 a ton in favour of the Winton
scheme. I may say that since Mr. Jack wrote
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 Winton and Cloncurry.

Mr, JenNkINsoN: Are they working coal
there now?

Mr. W. HAMILTON : No, I will explain,
Seams of coal have been found in wells sunk
in Winton 2 feet and 15 inches thick, and
I have been told by Mr. Oribb, 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 coal
is worth only 7s. or 8s. a ton at the pit
mounth ; whereas on the Northern lines they pay
25s, and 26s. per ton for coal. Mr. Jack’s
report shows what possibilities there are in the
Winton and Cloncurry districts—in this western
country—in regard to the coal industry. Since
Mr, Jack wrote that report, in sinking a bore at
Winton a seam of coal from 7 to 10 feet thick
has been found. Here is what Mr. Jack says, as
far as this is concerned—

If it cannot be said that any payable coal seams have
yet been discovered in the downs, it may be said, on the
other hand, that we know nothing to discourage the
hope that they may shortly befound. Nodirect scarch
has been made for coal, and there is nothing to cause
surprise if nc payable seam hasyet been laid bare by the
hall-Gozen or so wells which have been sunk in such a
large area.

In auny other part of the world such indications of
coal as are here presented-—a wide-spread, undisturbed,
and unaltered formation, full of plant remains which
have been proved to collect into coal seams in several
places where they were aceidentally discovered in sink-
ing wells—would be eagerly and hopefully followed.

Again, Mr. Jack says—

The country is very rich in mineral deposits, rich
enough to justify the Government in building & railway
to the Gulf port.

And yet successive (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 be quite justified in connect-
ing Cloncurry and Normanton by rail. I agree
with the Premier and the hon. member for
Carpentaria that Normanton is the natural port
for that country, and that trade must go along
the lines of least resistance to be payable. I am
trying to show that it hasalways been considered
the Normanton-Cloncurry line should be 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 GGovernment
might be justified in connecting the eastern sea-
board with the Gulf. Then, what a nice position
the colony would be in if some 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
f.allways, and there may be a transcontinental
ine.

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

Mr. W, HAMILTON : Possibly the opinion
of this House would be to retain them, but others
may come here after us who think it would be
advisable 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 Normanton-
Cloncurry line should be built by the State, and
I think some hon. members on the other side
would agree with me if they only spoke out.
Mer. Jack says this may turn out a very rich and
extensive fleld, 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 copper and silver-mining districts a larger
number of men are employed than in goldmining
districts. A large number of smelters are
employed, and there is twice the amount of
machinery used than on a goldfield. Look at
the number of men employed at Broken Hill |

The PrREMIER : Not so many now.

AMr. W, HAMILTON : No, perhaps not;
because the rates are so high on the line from
Coburn to Broken Hill. Another argument why
the State should build this line is that these
people do not own all the leases there are in the
Cloncurry district. Their holdings are freehold,
but I suppose there are ssveral hundred leases,
and these leaseholders will be completely at the
mercy of this syndicate company.

Mr, LEAHY: Are the Cloncurry leaseholders
in favour of this line ?

Mr. W. HAMILTON : I don’ know.

Mr. LEaHY : Of courss they are.

Mr. W, HAMILTON : I don’t know about
that. This syndicate will own all the smelting
works there, and everything else ; and everybody
there will be under their thumb. I donot intend
to speak much longer on this matter, but I weuld
just like to vefer to one other matter. It has
been stated that really no concessions are being
given to this company ; but I consider they are
getting great concesslons, They are getting 5,000
acres of mineral land 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. We know that wherever surface rights
are commanded 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
humpy. They could not build a rvespectable
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 hessian, or some-
thing of that description and live in hovels. And
what has happened on Broken Hill will no doubt
oceur in this cage. 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 off
their land.

Mr. BRowNE: As was done at Lucknow.

Mr. W. 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-
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vides that the company shall be exempt from all
rates. What 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 nupon the company to pay a
penny of rates. The funds for the maintenance
of those roads will have to be gathered from
people outside the syndicate. That is a con-
cession which ought not to be granted to any
company. The right to charge one and a-half
times more than the rates at present prevailing
on Government railways is another great con-
cession, and T contend that if this company are
to be allowed to compete as public carriers they
should be compelled to serve the public at the
same rates as are charged by the Government.
As T pointed out on a former occasion, ores of the
value of £8 or £10 are carried by the New Scuth
Wales Government at 5d. per ton per mile,
while the Broken Hill private company charge on
their line 12d. per ton for the same article. The
profits on that line amounted to £87,000 last year,
and they all went into the pockets of the private
company who owned and controlled the railway.
Another objection to this proposal is that it
is not only the 240 miles of railway to
Cloneurry 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 tovk up
some leases there in June of this year, and I
believe that has heen done in order that the
company may have an excuse to run their
railway some ninety miles further towards
Boulia, and tap that country, The company
not only want a great mining monopoly, bub
they would like to have a big pastoral monopoly,
and a carrying monopoly. I think the informa-
tion we have got on the subject justifies the
attitude taken up by this party m opposing
this Bill. I really bhelieve that the line would
he a paying one from the stars, 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 T would willingly support it.
I know that the feeling of the people at Boulia
and out that way 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 hon. members on the other side will not
allow the railway to enter into competition with
the Northern Railway, and that they will endea-
vour to make the company carry for the public
on the same terms as the State does.

Mr. REID (Enoggera) : 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
Hughenden to Cloncurry, and he pointed cut, 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 Clon-
curry prosper. When I visited Cloncurry it was
during a very severe drought. The district
was not at its worst then, but anybody who
witnessed its condition must have felt that
the district had been disgracefully treated
by past Governments in the way they have
misled the people by their promises to build
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a railway to the place. At the time of my visit
it was almost impossible for teams to travel.
One or two struggled through from Normanton,
but down the Flinders the road was impassable,
and people were getting their provisions by
parcels post. I can therefore understand the
people of Cloncurry being desirous of getting a
railway. When the Premier was speaking the
other might I interjected that if I lived in
Cloncurry no doubt I would be in favour of a
railway 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 almest 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. DMr.
McDonald, the hon. member for Flinders, wired
to me to go up and aswist 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 asyndicate railway from Chatsworth 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.
Many of them were very sincere in their argn-
ments. Some told me that they had gone out
there with money and had spent 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. When 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. When you look at it from the point of
view of the station-owners, you can understand
their anxiety to get a railway. In fact, the
people of Cloncurry would vote for a railway
anyhow.

Mr. Lrany : That is rough on them.

Mr. REID: T cannot understand the hon.
member for Bulloo saying that it is hard against
or rough on the people of Cloncurry. I do not
see why it is vough on them. I say that they
would vote for a line on almost any conditions,
because they have been so long promised that
they should get a railway, and have spent so
much money 1n the development of the country,
on the faith of the promises of past Govermments,
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 ago, before the last election, the
opponents of Mr. McDonald tried to make the
most of his opposition to this railway, and
endeavoured to prevent his return on that ground.
It was made an issue among the Cloncurry
people that the present member was deadly oo-
posed to any syndicate building the line. Those
who voted for him knew from his own published
statements, and from his action in this House,
that he would do everything 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 hon, member to try and persuade him, if he
did not vote for the railway, not to oppose it.
Now, I say he was returned in spite of that by a
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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 railway. 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 Flinders, 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 withous fear of contradiction 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 Carpentaria also tried to
accuse the hon. member for Flinders of saying
that Normanton was covered by water in the wes
season, The hon. member for Flinders made the
statement that from thirty to forty miles of the
eountry over which this line would pass is almost
invariably covered by water in the wet season,
and in a severe wet season the water comes 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 dlametrically 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 Minister for Railways
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 God-forsaken part of Queens-
land, but if he wants a railway put there it is the
garden of Queensland.

Mr. Leany : It is most God-forsaken now.

Mr. REID: Tt 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 invest money in it ?

Mr, ForsyTi : I did not say that.

Mr. REID : Now, the hon. member thisafter-
noon said that he was astonished at the hon.
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 should 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 style,” and he
repeated it, and he said he could not understand
any member in this House opposing the syndicate
building this line, because be 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 thatline
through there, and many of them thought that it
would pay well. Now, the hon. member for
Flinders, like myself, knows the Ilinders
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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 state of political and
commercial morality which, to say the least of it,
is new to me.

Mr. ForsyTH : I did not make that statement.

Mr. REID : I say that the hon. member did
make that statement, and he repeated it.

Mr. ForsyrH : 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 here, and argue that if we
believe that country is so bad that a railway
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. Ttis
getting down that low that we are nearly as bad
as the original holders of the soil in Australia.
I say our morality and our 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. Datrympre: It was not put for-
ward at all.

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

Mr. ForsyTH : I quoted the language of the
hon. member for Flinders.

Mr. REID: The Minister for Railways, 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-
cessions 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 Gulf to
Cloncurry would pay. We were told repeatedly
with regard to every one of these Bills; that we
should allow the syndicate to lose their money if
they chose, as it was their business not ours.

. Isay in the name of the people who sent us here
we must have some standard, not only for cut-
siders, but also amongst ourselves, and I should
just as conscientiously oppose trying to lead a
syndicate to waste their money as I would
oppose the Government building 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. We
must not shut our eyes to the fact that it is not
only the British Colonial Railways Corporation,
Limited, as it is called in the Bill, but it will
go forth that the Legislative Assembly of Queens-
land introduced this as a public Bill, and in
the name of the Parliament of Queensland
they will float this on.the London market.
Therefore, in considering this matter, we must
bear in mind that if these privileges are
granted they will be used in the name of the
people of Queensland to Hoat the concern. Sup-
pose it is suecessful for a time, and suppose 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 Queensland will be held up in the
same way as it has been held up in eonnection
with the Queensland National Bank, and we
shall have financial articles written in the
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same strain about the Government as about those
financial institutions. According to the financial
papers in the old country, it smells rather strong
in the nostrils of the British investor,

Mr. LEanY: It depends on the kind of nose.

Mr. REID: There is just this difference
between this Bill and the ordinary gold-mining
lease. In connection with the ordinary mining
lease there are mining laws laying down 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 Parliament—** 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 PreuieR: 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. member for
QCarpentaria told us this afternoon that the
Chillagoe 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 original shares of £200 each, and
they were paid up to £75 each, and afterwards
they were supposed to ge ap to £1,800 each, and
yet in the interval there was not one of those
shares sold.

Mr. Lrany: You are quite wrong.
were shares sold in Brisbane.

Mr., ForsyrH : There were plenty sold. I
have got some myself, if you want to know.
There were any quantity sold in Brishane at all

There

prices.

Mr. REID : It was stated by the hon. member
that the public had not been taken in. TIf the
hon. member for Carpentaria and the hon. mem-
ber for Bulloo were original shareholders at £200,
and only paid up to £75, and in the interval
their shares 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 was
got from the Supreme Court, and there isno 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 way
of getting it unless one could get it from a share-
holder or from the manager.

Mr., LeaHY : Go to the Stock Exchange,

Mr. 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., LraHY: I never said anything of the sort.

Mr. REID: By interjection. If an hon.
member makes astatement it is directly contra-
dicted, and it seems to me that those two hon.
gentlemen are the only source of information in
connection with the Chillague syndicate.

Mr. LeaHY : I only want to put you right.

My, REID: I am glad the hon. member for
Bulloo is so anxious to keep me straight. Thope
he will keep those people who got the £200 shares
straight too. The hon. member for Carpentaria
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 day.
‘We have had the same old Government turning
the handle for years, and the music comes out
like it does from a musical box.
Hon. D. H. DaLRYMPLE:
apply to the Labour party ?

Mr. REID: No, the Labour party, right or
wrong, has stuck to their policy all the time, but
the Government at every wind that blows gets
up & new sail and floats in at every change. If
the policy does not suit 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 fresh leader and
go swimming along as before. There is not a
member of the Cabinet but has changed bis
policy nearly as often as he has changed his 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
excuse 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 about my
friend Kruger.

The PrEMIER : Do you feel annoyed ?

Mr. ForsYTH : Aristocratic company.

Mr. RIEID : 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 repeating it, but I would
just say, that the opinion I hold of Kruger is
the same as 1 hold of the present Government.

Hon, D. H. DaLrYMPLE : You must be in love
with the present Gtovernment.

Mr. REID : T haveno more regard for Kruger
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 build raillways, he said, and therefore
he invited private syndicates to come in,

Hon. D. H. DairyMpLeE: 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. DaLryurrE: Then why say he
had no money ?

The PreMrer ; You should not back down on
your friend?

Mr. REID : I never back down on anybody,
but as for having any regard for that gentleman
1 just have the same regard for him as I have for
any other boodler either inside or outside of
Parliament. He was simply 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 look into the history of civilised
countries the more you must be convinced that
the syndicate is the greatest cuvse that they have
suffered from. No country which has permitted
syndicates to flourish has been free from the
curse of corruption and all the evils which are
attendant upon it. It is unnecessary for me to
quote illustrations—it is useless to quote figures.
That has been done over and over again. The
fact remains that wherever syndicates have been
introduced for this purpose, and for many others,
they have proved a weak spot in the policy of
any country. j

Does not that
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Hon. D. H. DarrymrLE: You have to prove
it. Thatis 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 would 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 the country, introdnce 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 grounds 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 mouthpiece of the
Government, and I think if what he says is true
we ought to have that announcement 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 have spent two-thirds of their lives in the
district in their efforts to developit. I know
gsome of those men personally, and I contend that
that is a most unfair position in which to place
them. Now, I have not the slightest objection
to a railway going from Port Norman to Clon-
curry, and 1 should be very much astonished if
anyone wasopposed to it,but T am inthisposition;
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 railway down
the Flinders would be one of the best paying con-
cerns that Queensland could go in for. We are
told that it would put the Cloncurry people at a
disadvantage. I adwit that; butin 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 Gulf.
No sane man would deny it. But it is not a
matter whether it is an outlet, or the only out-
let. We have to look at these matters, not so
much from a district point of view as from the
point of view of what is best for the whole
colony. I think the hon. member for Flinders
and I agree upon this point}: that arailway down
the Flinders would be a better investment than
any other railway that could be built in Queens-
land. The only other railway that would really
pay would be the proposed line from Kilkivan
Juuction to Nanango. It has been pointed out that
the route to which I now refer would be through
country whichis highly suitable for artesian boring.
Water has been struck there at depths varying
from 3,000 feet to about 100 feet. There is no
country that I know of in Queensland—and I
know a good deal of the back country pretty
well now—that is more favourable to close settle-
ment than the country between Hughenden and
Cloncurry, and, if we are limited as to funds, we
should certainly build this line down the Flinders
to Cloncurry, even if it does compel the people
of Cloncurry to go to Townsville or Bowen
instead of to Normanton. As a matber of fact,
more than half the goods that are now consumed
in Cloncurry are taken by team from Hughenden,
in spite of the nearness to Normanton. I have
spoken to teamsters and business people there,
and they have told me that for four months
in the year you could not get a teamster
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, there is no fear of that kind of thing,
as there is no flooded country to go over, and
there are only about a couple of watercourses
that would trouble you between Hughenden and
Cloncwrry. I support the construction of the
line from Hughenden to Cloncurry in preference
to the proposed line from Normanton, 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 proposal to build a
syndicate railway in Central or Southern Queens-
land, but the North is to be put into the hands
of the syndicates tobe exploited just as they like.
No wonder the Northern members object to
this.

The PrEMIER : The people of the North like it.

Mr, REID : Well, from my knowledge of 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 the North 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
trunkline to the Gulf, and yetitis proposed to pus
it in the hands of a private syndicate. Another
thing which Ifear may result from handing over
the North to these syndicates is that we may
see Miss Shaw’s prophecy cime to pass. The
special correspondent of the Times, when she was
out here, was very anxious to point out how it
would benefit the investors to develop the North
by means of black 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 resources. 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 North to these rapa-
cious syndicates that are being created by the
present Government. Even from a Southern
point of view, and from the progressive point
of view which the hon. member for Carpentaria
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 place the North in.
The hon. member for Carpentaria is opposed
to the construction of the line from Hughenden
to Clencurry, because he considers it would
be an injustice to the people in the Cloncurry
distriect, T would ask what right that hon.
member has to get up in this House and
challenge the right of the hon. member for
Tlinders and myself to advocate the construction
of the railway down the ¥linders. The hon.
member certainly made an able speech from his
point of view, and I must congratulate him
upon some of the statements that he made, and
admit that he gave some very good facts
from his standpoint; but, at the same time,
we must not forget that he looks at the
matter purely from a commercial point of
view, and we must also remember that the
Premier has already announced that he is
going to introduce, during the present session, a
Bill to extend the line from Hughenden to
Richmond. The hon. member for Carpentaria
asked the hon. member for Flinders how that
line would benefit the Etheridge. Well, I will
tell him. When once those eighty miles of
railway are constructed from Hughenden to
Richmond, it is no great distance to the Woolgar,
and I have no doubt that it will result in the em-
ployment of hundreds of men on that field where
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at present there are now only dozens, and it is
only a day’s ride over the range from Woolgar 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 against the con-
struction of thiz syndicate railway. There
is one peculiarity about the speeches of hon.
members on the other sile— from those
of the Secretary for Railways and the Premier
down to the humblest member who has spoken—
and thatis 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 othercountry where thers
are private railways. Now, if these lines should
turn out asuccess, there is a danger that those hon.
members—or others holding the same views-—will
simply be sent here as the agents of syndicates.
Look at the hold that this syndicate will have
over the Cloncurry 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.

The PrEMIER: But they may return Labour
members.

Mr. REID : There is no certainty that they
will return Labour members. We see that in
Mount Morgan. 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 afrald to vobe against the
sitting member; therefore he is always returned.
This Cloncurry syndicate will practically have
the sane monopoly—the same power. They
will take possession of the whole district, and
have the power to absolutely wipe out all the
business people of Cloneurry. They will have
power to put up warehouses and shops, and
introduce she ‘‘truck” system. There will
be pothing to bar them doing anything ex-
cept hanging people. They can practically
starve people and turn them out of the district if
they choose. T 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 business
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 State lines.

My, LEaHY : No.

Mr. REID: T would like to know any hon.
member on that side who has spoken who has not
praised up private railways against State rail-
ways. From the Premier down vo the Minister
for Railways, from the Minister for Railways
down to the bhon. member for Mackay, from the
hon. member for Mackay down to the hon. mem-
bers for Bulloo and Woothakata——

An HowourapLe 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
as against State railways.

Mr. Lrany: No.

Mr. REID: Then I must be getting very
dense or stupid, but I think hon. members
opposite are so enthusiastic about these private
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 private railways have
been to America. We will all admit that pri-
vate railways in America give cheap transit;
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but, from an industrial point of view, they
prejudicially  atfect industries, and lock up
capital. According to the latest statistics,
two millions of money have been spent on
private railways in America, from which no
return has been received. Then, again, influence
in all directions has been brought to bear on
State legislators there by these private railway
companies. Cheap transit in connection with
commerce is not everything. You must take
the general benefits, and compare them with the
general losses in this connection.

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

Mr. REID : I don’t think so. I have read all
the literature I can find—in magazines and
elsewhere—on the subject of private railways,
and the general opinion is that these. private
railways have on the whole been a curse to
America, The evil influence of these private
railway companies in America is everywhere
pointed out. KEven when Jay Gould died, we
find that even the pious man who then ran the
Brisbane Observer had not a good word to say
for him. Well, I believe that even if the devil
was to die, someone would have a good word to
say for him.

An HoxourABLE MEMBER: He never dies.

Mr. REID : The Brisbane Observer, we find,
had not a_good word to say for Jay Gould—that
great railway millionaire—because he was a
private enterpriser, a syndicate runner for all he
was worth. Now we have the example of the
Chillagoe Company. They have pressed the
small man down, and have distributed their
shares anyliow. That is how America has been
ruined. I do not think it is necessary for me
to refer to the corruption in America any
further. Some hon. members on the other side
have objected to the innuendoes thrown out by
hon. members on this side with regard to bribes
being taken or offered to hon. members 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 company.
But there are hon. members in this Parlia-
ment who are shareholders in private syndicates,
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 that a man in so doing is dishonest. They
may be perfectly honest ; but, all the same, I say
that the colony may be getting cheated and
swindled out of its wealth by granting further
concessions to these private syndicates. Influ-
ence will overcome principle in that way. Ihave
no doubt that not only shareholders in the
Chillagoe Company are influenced in this way,
but also others who are in the same swim.
The hon. member for Carpentaria was very

anxious to tell us that the Vie-

[8°30 p.m.] torian Minister for Mines was in
favour of private railways, and that

he had advised us that if we could not build our
own railways there was no reason why we should
not allow syndicates to come in and build those
ratflways for us.  We know that the Chillagoe
Company bas been more or less run in Mel-
bourne, and the Victorian Minister for Mines
may possibly be interested in these syndicates.
What then could be more natural than for that
gentleman when he is visiting the colony to
state in reply to the questions of 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 railways? Thatis a very good
illustration of how public men may be in-
fluenced in the formation of their opinions. We
have alio had examples of that lately in this
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colony. We have had correspondence and pros-
pectuses read in this ITouse, from which we
have seen how a report of an officer of the Mines
Department was doctored in order to mislead the
public. We have seen how public men who
pride themselves on their probity of character
and on the incorruptibility of the State of
Queensland, have been misled because they shut
their eyes and accepted positions in companies
which would bring them in o many guineas per
sitting.  Those gentlemen may be the most
hononrable men we have in the community, and
T am not going to say anything against them in
that respect. I simply wish to point out that
public men who hold those positions and have
seats in either one Chamber or the other may be
influenced by their self-interest when a question
of granting a concession to their own particular
syndicate comes to a vote in Parliament. In
nineteen cases out of twenty a man in such a
position will support the granting of a concession
to the syndicate he may represent.

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

Mr. REID : No, it does not do anything of
the kind. Members voting their own salaries
may be influenced to give a seltish vote; but
that does not influence them as to the principle
that is being luid down that a man shall be paid
the value of his labour.

Mr. Leany: It is not laid down that they
shall fix the amount of their salaries.

Mr. REID : The constituents send members
here, and the House has to put up with them.
The hon. member says it is not laid down that
members shall fix the amount of their salaries

themselves. There is no other power to fix those
salaries. Ave we going to allow the Government

to do it, or is the hon. member for Bulloo to do
it? Who is going to settle it, if this House
does not do 14?7 There is no analogy between
that and the case to which I was referring.
I am not glad that those gentlomen were
misled, nor am I glad that the company doctored
the report they got from the Mines Department,
but I am glad that the expusure of their
action has come so soon to warn the people
against these syndicates. Why should men who
are in Government positions vse thelr weight and
influence with the Government to grant these
concessions ?  Ts it not the case that in all legis-
latures more or less some strong man is picked
out for the position of director or agent of a com-
pany in order that he may try to influence the
Government ?  Why, in this very correspondence
which we have before us with reference to the
railway now before the House there is one letter
dated from the Legislative Council. These things
show that the public of the colony should keep
their eyes open. I had several other things to
say, but I do not suppose the heavens will fall if
I do not say them. T wish, however, to refer to
one other matter. The hon. member for Carpen-
taria has an inclination to be dogmatic when he
is dealing with figures, and he was very strong
in his statements this afternoon when referring
to something the hon, member for Croydon had
suid in connection with Burns, Philp, and Co.,
and the Australasizn United Steam Navigation
Company. The hon. member in very sirong
terms denied the statement of the hon. member
for Croydon that the Australasian United Steam
Navigatton Company had a monopoly. During
last session there was a debate on this very ques-
tion. The people of Croydon, Normanton, and
other places in that part of the colony were suf-
fering from somve disease, as T may eall it, brought
about by the Government. They had no mail
coming overland, and they had a very unsatis-
factory service by sea. The hon. members for
Croydon, Burke, and Carpentaria waited on the
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Government and got those things remedied.
During the discussion which took place in the
House the hon. member for Croydon said—

There was not the slightest doubt that, as the Premier
said last year, and as hon. members knew, the Austral-
asian United Steam Navigation Company had practically
a monopoly. He admitted that the department had
been fighting that monopoly, but in the meantime the
people of the Gulf had had to suffer. During the dis-
cussion of the matter the Brisbane Chamber of Com-
merce had chipped in with all sorts of requests and
stipnlations as to cargo. and the federal difficulty,
differential rates, and all sorts of obstacles had been
bronght into the matter. He agreed that the depart-
ment had beeu trying to put an end to the monopoly,
but, as the Telegraph had pointed out, they had the
matter in their own hands, and he remembered that
two years ago Sir Hugh Nelson had said that he would
not allow any steamship company to run the Govern-
ment. The Hon,T. J.Byrnes said the same after he had
been up North.

The speaker who followed was the hon, member
for Carpentaria, and this is what he said, alto-
gether different from what he said thi« after-
noon—

He entirely endorsed the remarks made by the hon.
member for Croydon—that there was a monopoly, that
the people of the Gulf were not heing properly treabted.

. Mr. ForsyrH : That is as far as a mail service
1s concerned—a very different thing.

Mr. REID: How can any steamship company
hold a monopoly of mail service? When the
Government give this service to a steamship
company and pay them a subsidy for carrying
the mails they create a monopoly, What is the
difference in the monopoly in this case? Now,
Mr. Forsyth said further—

He thought it would be a good thing to give somcbhody

else an opportunity to tender, because the overnment
had practically heen cocrced into accepting any price
the Australasian United Steam Navigation Company
might ask. Teu or twelve yeurs ago the Australasian
United Steam Navigation Company were ranning 2
weekly service for £5,000 a year; afterwards they ran a
fortnightly service for £2,750 a year. When the com-
pany sent in tenders they wanted £5,000 for & monthly
service, £9,000 for a threc-weckly service, or £18,000 for
a weekly service. Those figures 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 monopolies
can grow, and how these syndicates may grow, I
will quote a sentence or two of the Chief Secre-
tary as one argument against the present syndi-
cate railways that this House is granting. He
SAY S~

One had been referred to by the hon. member for
Oroydon and the hon. member for Carpentaria, and
that was that the department had to contend against a
very powerful monopoly with the view of obtaininga
contract which would be fair to the State, and that
obstacle had been largely increased by the fact that
this company possessed the only lightering planvin the
Gulf. The Government had been approached by other
steamboat proprietors from time to time, and they had
had hopes that something would come of the negotia-
tions which were initiated, but unfortunately those
negotiations did not arrive at anything like a complete
state, and the Government were, therefore, compelled
to fall back upon these monopolists——

Strohg terms for Government members to use,
when they have been objecting to members on
this side of the House talking about syndi-
cates—

and obtain the best terms they could possibly obtain.
Another difficuity was that the headquarters of the
company who possessed 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 consideration to the head office
in the southern colonies, The company were all-
powerful for the purposes of this contract, and wished
to dictate their own terms, which it was the duty of
the department to resist in the interest of the whole
community.
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Now I say that these arguments used by the
Chief Secretary and the bon., member for
Carpentaria against this monopoly, that was
strangling enterprise in the Gulf then, conld be
just as strongly brought against the private
syndicates that the Government are willing to
hand the Gulf over to now, In fact, between
the private syndicates and the monopoly of the
present steamsbip company, the people of the
Gulf will be ten times worse off than they would
be without a railway. Xven the people of
Cloncurry will be worse off than they are at the
present time. As I 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 80prr cent. morethan
the rates the Government were charging. Now,
could the people of the Gulf, who already
have to send their cattle out vid Townsville or
South Australia, even under the conditions that
may exist at any time during the drought—how
are these station-owners in that district going to
fare under the thumb of this syndicate ? During
the present drought the Government have
carricd 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 cumpany, which will take
advantage of them in the same way as the
Australasian United Steam Navigation Com-
pany took advantage of the pastoralists during
the present drought. The produce which went
from Drisbane and from the South was charged
a great deal higher rates thun were charged
when there was no drought.

An HovouraBLe MEMBER: A hundred per
cent. more,

Mr. REID : Owing to the amount of produce
sent in, of course, the boats got filled up, and, as
one hon. gentleman says, they charged 100 per
cent. more than they did at a usual time, while
the Gouvernment were carrying produce as low as
they possibly could. Thatis what the peopleand
the financial institutions gained by baving State
railways. It has been stated that the Gulf
country cannot carry sheep. Clonagh is the only
place where sheep have been tried with anything
like success. On the other stations they have
been a failure. I know from ccrnversations
I have had with the manager of Cionagh and
others, that sheep have 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 with other cattle-owners, who send
in cattle to the coast, if they have to pay 50 per
cent. more than the rates charged on the Govern-
ment railways? I say that once these people feel
the pressure of the 50 per cent. 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 hon, members that we
have nothing to do with posterity. Iclaimthat we
have something to do with posterity. We are
fighting now so severely, 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 concessions 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
party are taking that although the Government
may put us down Dby 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 concerned—I say the arguments
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on this side of the Flouse have been all against
the concessions being granted o 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 fact, 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 sins and the sins of all the
private syndicates on their shoulders.

The PrEMIER : Yours, too.

Mr. REID: I will certainly give them my
cousolation in the position into which they wiil
be hurled in the near future when the people of
this colony wake up. I have no doubt 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,

HownouraBLk MEMBERS : 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 has not
lost any of his dialectical skill. It is always a
pleasure to listen to the hon. member. He com-
plimented the hon. member for Carpentaria
upon the speech that he made. 1 think
we all compliment the hon. member, for the
speech 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. member for KEnoggera had
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 wost of the time
be hedged round the question, and did not come
to the point at issue. It was the same old story
aud the same arguments we have often heard
before. It reminded we of the time eight years
ago when I first had the pleasure of hearing the
hon. member use the same platitudes. The
argument has been one long argument against
private enterprise, What has built up, not only
the Australian colonies but the British Empire,
and any other country in the world, ancient or
modern, but private enterprise?

Mr. HagrDAcCRE: He was arguing against
syndicates.

Mr. LEAHY : The hon. gentleman was not
speaking to-night altogether against syndicates,
but against private enterprise in every shape and
form.

My, REID: No.

Mr. LEAHY : We know how anxious they were
eight years ago to settle people on the lands of the
colony according to their own ideas. We know
they were taken up beyond Dalby and started
with the State Treasury at their disposal; and
we know what an absolute and complete failure
was that settlement on the hon. gentleman’s
lines inside of six months. That is the kind of
doctrine he still wishes to preach. Then we had
another exhibition, as the hon. inember for
Mackay frequently points out, in South
America ; and it was a complete failure inside
three weeks, if not in three days. We know it
has been tested in other places at different times,
and has proved an absolute failure ; and they
want us to follow on lines that have proved a
failure for no other purpose than to satisfy a fad
they have,

Mr. STEWART : Is squatting a fad?

Mr. LEAHY : There has been squatting sines
the days of Abraham, only the difference is that
squatting at the present day is tempered with
selection, The question of the construction of
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railways by private enterprise is mixed up in the
whole of the Biils 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,

‘Towever, there ars 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 hon, member raked up
the old bogey about corruption in America.
That was gone into fully by the hon.
memnber 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
House in coming 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 ourselves to the experience of our
own colony, or even to that of the neighbouring
colonies, 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.
For instance, the Government of Victoria sent
Mr. Mathieson home last 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 shmilarly circumstanced to ourselves,
especially with regard to the standard of wages
and the standard of civilisation. The leader of
the Labour party in a moderate, temperate, and
able speech the other night—a speech removed
from any kind of personal abuse, which is always
to be commended, in which respect I shall
endeavour to follow him——

HoxNourasik MeMBERS : Hear, hear! We will
draw you. We won’t lead you astray.

Mre, LEAHY : If the hon. member does draw
me he must take the conscquences. In the first
place, I should like to point cut, 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 hon. gentleman
should have gone to South Australia for informa-
tion on the working of private railways in New
South Wales. The whole of the railway from
Cobar to Brokeun Hill is in New South Wales,
and yet the hon. member went to South Aus-
tralia. Why did he not go to New South Wales
and tell us, from official sources, about those
private lines ?

An HoxovrabLe MEMBER: How many are
there in New Soush Wales ?

Mr. LEAXY : There are four private railways
in New South Wales, at all events, and the hon.
gentleran said th= other day there was none,

Mr. BrowxE: No.

Mr. LEAHY : There are a great many more
than four. And not only in New South Wales,
but in every other British colony, there is not a
single one that has not gone in more strongly for
private railways than Queensland is going in for
them at the present time. There is a thousand

miles of railway being constructed

[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 characier. Then, again, with the sanction
of the Government, private railways are going
through in New South Wales also. Do hon,
members opposite dispute that ? Do they know
that there was a line passed as late as last
December by the New South Wales Parliament ?
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Mr. TurLEY : Never built,

Mr, LEATY : The hon. member says, ““ Never
built.” How could iv be built since last
December. Another line was passed in July.
How could that have been built by this time ? It
is the ‘prmclple that I am speaking of, and I
want to impress upon hon, members opposlte
that it is not only the Governments of
Victoria and Canada who are sanctioning these
particular lines, but our neighbour, New South
Wales, also. The oldest and richest colony of
the group, the colony which is six times as
closely settled as Queensland, and has three times
the population, is endorqmg the principle of
privately-owned railways. 1 actually hold ia
my hands the Bills which they have recently
passed. I donot make bald assertions which I
cannot substauntiate. It istrue they are notlong
Bills, and that they do not deal with any great
m1]eage of railway, but that is a further argu-
ment in favour of private railways ; that is o
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 populated in the group, con-
senting to build these railways by private enter-
prise, then, I say, it is a strong endorsement of
the prmcxple They evidently approve of the
pl‘ll)clplP under certain conditions.

Mr. STEWART : Let us know what they are.

Mr. LEAHY : T will let the hon. member
know what they are. They may be lines of rail-
way to mines. 1believe they are, and that makes
the analogy more perfect than ever.

Mr. XrngToN: The one proposed to be huilt
here is 250 miles in length, with branch lines
eighty or ninety miles long.

Mr. LEAHY : Here is a Bill assented to on
the 25th July, 1900, seven or eight weeks ago, to
enable Samuel Clift and John Henry Adams, in
the colony of Queensland, to construect a certain
line. Actually, they are Queenslanders going
to exploit the colony of New South Wales.
Hon., members opposite, by their pettifogging
behaviour, are actually driving people out of this
colony, and they have to go to New South Wales,
where there is a Government kept in power by a
Labour party, in order to find investment for
money which if they had the chance they would
invest in Queensland.

Mr. DawsoN: They have gone there to cap-
ture New South Wales,

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

Mr. Kipgron : How many miles?

Mr. LEAHY : I have already stated that it is
a short mileage, but T quote it mevely as a proof
of the principle heing 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 lagt 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 carried on the vmces—carrled by a
Government which, as T 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 (Jueensland, it is a remarkable
fact that opposition to private railways is not a
plank in the platform of the Labour party of
New South Wales. Then, there is the Stamford
Coalmine Bill, providing for the construction of
a line six and a-half miles in length. Surely,
thzlmlt i¢ on all fours with the Callide Railway
Bill.

MzeMBERS of the Opposition: Oh, no.

Mr. LEAHY : That was also carried on the
voices, and the second reading carried on the
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22nd June. There is also the Cobar Copper
Mining Bill debated and carried on the voices,
and supported by Labour members,

Mr. BrownE: What does all this prove ?

Mr. LEAHY : I thought I had reduced my
argument to the level of a calculating monkey,
but I find I have not, and must again impress
upon hon. members “that it proves that the
principle of private railways is endorsed in New
South Wales, If the New South Wales 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 were prepared to accept any railway,
private enterprise or otherwise. The New
South Wales 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. Bul they did not. They approved
of the general principle. The members of the
Labour 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
Cuarpentaria dwelt upon the fact that private
railways are permitted in Canada, and 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 eorruption 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 MeDonald
out of office on account of his connection
with private railways, would do exactly the
same thing, or would have the opportunity of
doing it, in comnection with other things
besides rallwaya Corruption, or whatever it is
called, is something which is inherently wrong
with a man, and if you placed him in any position,
whether in connection with railways or not, he
wonld go cronk. The lengthy line which is
being constructed in Canada at the present time,
is not being constructed with the sanction of the
Dominion Government alone, but with the sane-
tion of the State Governments of Manitoba and
Ontario. They are also concerned in it. Is it to
be supposed for one moment that every man in
the State and Federal Governments is corrupt ?

Mr. Toruey: All the State Governments are
connected with the other lines as well,

Mr. LEAHY : That only goes to show that
other Governments hold similar opinions in refer-
ence to private railways, but it does not of
necessity prove that they are corrnpt. Not only
does one Government hold that, but the Govern-
ments of the whaole of the States through which
these 800 miles of railway proceed at the present
time all hold it. Now, some capital has been
made by the leader of the Opposition from the
fact that this line differs from the other lines
Whlch have been before this House, inasmuch as
itis a trunk lme 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 head of Liake Superior, and it traverses the
very finest region in British North America. It
crosses the Canadian-Pacific Railway, and pro-
ceeds north-west through Manitoba, through
North-western Territory, and right through the
very centre of the finest wheat-growing fields
in the world.

Mr. DawsonN : And because Canada does that,
are we to do it too?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It has made Canada.

Mr. LEAHY : I am not saying that because
Canada does it we should do it too.

Mr. DawsoN: You sald that it has made
Canada.
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Mr. LEAHY : T laid down the principle that
if we send our Railway Commissioner 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 progressing more rapidly
than we are, and are developing their country
faster than we are, it is a very good thing to
assume that the method of procedure in that
country is worth a triul. I do not think it is
sufficient of itself, but taking it in conjunction
with other things, it has led to that progress in
Canada.

Mr. Dawson: Well, you have not given us
any evidence of that.

The SPEAKER,: Ovder!

Mr. LEAHY : Does the hon, gentleman want
any more evidence than my word ?

Mr. Dawson : T certainly do.

Mr. LEAHY : Well, the hon. gentleman
cannot get it in Queensland—that is all I can
give him, and T wish I could tell him I recipro-
cate. The point that hon. members opposite
harp most strongly upon is that these companies
are to become public ecarriers, Now I do not
think that those people want to become publie
carriers, but we are forcing it upon them. We
are anxious that they should become public
carriers for the convenience of the prople who
are settled in those districts, and we say that
they shall only charge a moderate rate, and that
rate will not be more than 25 per cent. of what
those persons are paying at the present time for
carriage by teams.

Mr., STEWART: Read the correspondence.

Mr. LEAHY : When I get up to make a kind
of a speech, I do not wish to start reading.
Hon. members and the public ean read for them-
selves, and I decline to read documents in this
House for two or three hours. We bhave not
come into a deliberative Assembly for the
purpose of reading out other people’s ideas. I
am not like hon. members opposite, who get a
book on their brains, and they cannot digest it
or generalise it, and the weight of it on their brains
is so great that they cannot move under it.

Mr, DawsoN : That is why you know so little
—you never read.

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

Mr. LEAHY : I know little, but I know {that
the beginning of wisdom is to know that a man’s
knowledge is limited, and that is a stage the hon,
member has not reached yet.

Mr. Dawson : You are the wisest man on that
side of the House.

Mr. Rerp: That is not complimentary to him.

Mr. TEAHY : I wish I was, but I think I am
not. We find that in the very best portion of
Queensland—the Darling Downs—the vield of
wheat has only been 145 bushels of wheat to the
acre for the last ten years, and it must be
rememberad that this table of “ Coghlan’s” was
constructed before the failure of last year’s
crop on the Darling Downs, so that that is not
included. The yield for the corresponding
period in Manitoba was 19'9 bushels to the acre,
and in North-western Territory 186 bushels to
the acrs, and this railway that T have been
speaking of is being constructed right through
the heart of that country for the purposs of
hecoming the carriers for the people who have
settled on the wsoil there. This line will
open up the country to Lake Cedar on the
Saskatchewan, from where it comes down
through North - western  Territory through
Winnipeg and Manitoba and Ontario to Lake
Superior, connecting it through the St. Lawrence
with the Atlantic Ocean and the highway of the
world. That line will open up the most prolific
country in Dritish North America, and, as the
hon, member for Carpentaria pointed out, we
must also look at the enormous subsidy and the
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enormous grants of land they are giving. Why,
in those fertile districts streteching from the
Saskatchewan, in addition to giving the company
aboub 6,000 dollars per mile, the Governments
are giving 12,800 acres of that fertile land per
mile, and the Government of Manitoba, as the
hon. member for Carpentaria pointed out, has
guaranteed the full debt and 4 per cent. on it for
thirty years.

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 guestion with
me whether, if that was the best offer I could
get, T would entertain it or not. At all events,
I am not called upon to decide that just now. It
is time enough to deal with a question of that
kind when it presents itself. The question at
present before us is distinct and clear, and I wish
to differ from hon. members on the other side by
confining myself to that question.

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

Mr. LEAHY : 1 think T 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 has caused me to rise although I
had not prepared a speech. The hon. member
said that we on this side preferred railways con-
structed by private enterprise to railways con-
structed by the State.

My, REID : T did not say you preferred them.

Mr., LEAHY : The hon. gentleman said that
we thought they were better. Did he say
that ?

Mr. REiD: No. T said that hon. members on
that side were praising the advantages of pri-
vate railways over those managed by the State.

Mr. LEAHY : That is exactly what I said.
I may say that that is not so.

Mr. Dawsox : It is so.

Mr. LEAHY : If the State was snfficiently
strong, and had sufficient funds at its disposal to
develop the whole of the resources of this
country, I should be one of the very first to ad-
vocate the development of the country by the
State. But we are not able to develop the
resources of the country, and, as I have said,
New South Wales—which is a great deal
older established a colony than this, which is six
times as thickly populated, and which is a great
deal a richer country—is proceeding on just the
same lines that we are now going on.

Mr. BrowNE : Nothing of the sort.

Mr. LEAHY : Here are the Bills.

Mr. RE1b: They are just like the Swanbank
Company’s Railway.

Mr. LEAHY : There is no provision made for
the Swanbank Raillway Company carrying pas-
sengers if the public require it, and 1 can tell
the hou. member another thing, and that is that
in the New South Wales Bills a provision which
is dear to the ears of our friends on the opposite
benches has been entirely discarded by the
Radical Government of New South Wales,
where the Labour party holds the balance of
power, and that is that in New South Wales the
syndicates or contractors are not debarred from
employing Chinese, Asiatics, 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 shows that the Government
of this colony looks after the interests of the
whole of the people. Their interest in this
respect is not manifested by mere windy words,
but by beneficial actions. Those are the lines
we proceed on here, We know that many parts
of the country are languishing for development,
which can only be brought about by railway
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communication, and if the Government cannot
construct railways there, we should accept the
proposals of private companies to build these
lines, 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 necessary, 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. KinsTon : Not since you have risen.

Mr. LEAHY : Well, so far, not about this line
itself ; but, since I have risen, the hon., member
has heard a good deal about the principles that
govern these lines, and he will hear something
about this line before I sit down. The hon.
member must vemember 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
50, and I also think that the only way that can
be done is by railway construction. That is also
admitted by hon. memberson both sides, There
are, then, two questions to consider: First,
where shall these lines start from, and, secondly,
how are they to be constructed? Some persons
T:ay the Government should and could build this
ine.

MeruBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. LEAHY : T Dbelieve the Government
could build this line if they wanted to build it.
That would not be outside the possibilities of the
Government. I should be very sorry to say ib
was. Dut the Government have something more
to consider than the Gulf country. They have
also to cousider the Southern, Central, and
Western divisions of the colony. We have heard
a great deal about this Normanton to Cloncurry
line, and about what has the (Government done
for Northern Queensland ?

Mr., DawsoN : Not much,

Mr. LEAHY : The hon. member says, ‘‘ Not
much.” Well, I will give him some figures on
that point. 1 have here the last report of the
Commissioner for Railwavs, and, although he
does not give the exact figures, any schoolboy
can work them out. Now, we live in times when
we are governed by population. The national
debt is calculated at so much per head——

Mr. DawsoN: I thought you said you had not
prepared a speech.

Mr. LEAHY : If the hon. member thinks 1
have prepared a speech, he is entirely mistaken.
If he thivks that T do not read up all
sabjects that are likely to come befere this
House, he is making a great wistake., I read
un all matters that have to come before the
House, so that I can understand them, speak on
them sensibly, and then cast my vote in an
intelligent manner. And you cannot do that
without having full information at your com-
mand. I do nof rush into the Chamber, see
where the leader of the Opposition is sitting, and
vote with him, without knowing the true facts.
That is what hon. members opposite do.

ztn HoxouraBLE MEMBER: We are always
right.

Mr. LEAHY: No.
always right.
not be here.  That is why onr majority rules.
Population is the recognised standard on all these
hig questions. It is the standard under the
Commonwealth Bill, and it was the standard by
which the representatives to the great convention
down south were elected—on the broadest
possible basis, Taking that as our line of com-
parison, what do we find with regard to railway
construction?  In Northern Queensland there
are 637 miles of railway ; in Central Queensland,

We on this side are
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591 ; and in Southern Queensland, 1,522, Now,
the population of Southern Queensland is 57,000 ;
of the Central, 53,000.

Mr. KipsToN : No, 58,000.

Mr. LEAHY : Of course these numbers fluctu-
ate, but I will say 53,000 on which to base my
calcnlation, 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 166 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.

Mr, DawsoN: What are the returns from
these lines? The Northern is the largest.

Mr. LEAHY : The hon. member for Charters
Towers is now practically setting up *“boodle.”
He asks what about “‘boodle.” It is only men
who smoke cigars and drink champagne that he
wishes to consider.

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

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. LEAHY : Quite s0; but the railways
should be considered per capita.

Mr. DawsoN: What about the railway returns ?

The SPEAKER : Order! The hon. member
for Bulloo is in possession of the Chair.

Mr. LEAHY : Southern Queensland is the
oldest settled portion of the colony and it should
have the most consideration. Yet we find the
North has 166 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-
struetion,

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. Dawson : Then I am following your noble
example,

Mr. LEAHY : If the hon. member followed
my example he would be sitting here. We
have had other startling exhibitions from hon.
members on the other side. The leader of
the Opposition said that it would never do
to build this line, because it would com-
pete with the Northern and Central line. The
hon. member for Flinders told us that a line

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

a line from the port of Townsville
to Cloncurry., Would not the competition be a
great deal worse in that case? Another hon.
member on that side told us that we should not
build these lines at all because there will be
competition. They object to competition, and
they object to mouopoly in every shape and
form. 1f they object to competition and also
object to monopoly, I want to know what there
is left that they will not object to. 'What would
they propose 2 We have not had an epportunity
of hearing their proposals, but 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 affairs of government, but they have never
submitted one statesmanlike proposal to the
House. Tf the Government were prepared to
bring in a Bill to build this line from Norman-
ton to Cloncurry, for which money was never
voted, although hon. 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 politicians who have passed away
to join the great majority in the happier land,
I hope. Are we to be bound by what they have
done? TIstheretobeno change? Hon. members
opposite have always held themselves up as the
champions of progress, but to-night we find that
their policy is worse than the most obstinate
form of toryism; it is a policy of stagnation,
which is worse than toryism itself. We have
heard a great deal from those hon. members
about the settled policy of the country. A great
philosopher, I think it was Newman—known
as Cardinal Newman-—said that to live is to
change, and to be perfect is to change very
often, But hon. members oppnsite have a cast-
iron platform, and they stick to that platform
whether it is right or wrong. 1 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 slavery since
the days of Herod equal to the slavery under
which hon. members on the other side lahour.
Talk about liberty! Their whole course of
action, their whole attitude, is a violation of the
very fundamental principles of liberty. They
come here trying to impose on this Houre and
on the country about the position which they
are not following up, and which they know they
are not following uwp. However they may be
mqnt@lly adapted to act up to it, the cast-iron
principles under which they are bound make
them unable to act up to that position. I say
that if a Bill were brought in Ly the Govern-
ment to construct this line from Normanton to
Cloncurry I should oppose it all I could in the
interests of the country as a whole, in the
interest of public justice to the whole of Queens-
land. The hon. member for Toowong said he
would opponse it,

Mr. DAWSON :
Toowong.

Mr. LEAHY : The hon. member iz best
known as the hon. member for '‘Toowong,
but I will eall him the hon. member for the
Trades Hall if he likes. JIf it is necessary to find
a candidate from the Trades Hall for some other
portion of the country the hon. member goes
there, so that if I was to describe him as the
Labour party Tshould be more right than I would
be in describing him as the hon. member for Enog-
gera. 1 could not pay the hon. member a greater
compliment than that. The hon. member said
he would oppose the construction of a line by the
State from Normanton to Cloncurry. So would
T oppose it, and T say there is no hope of building
this line from public money, because the
people would not tolerate it. There are places
which have a stronger demand for public
expenditure, and which want attention. Some-
thing has beensaid about bringing thesesyndicates
to the colony. The hon, member who Iast spoke
laboured to_show that we were trying to bring
this particular syndicate to the colory to con-
struct a line which would not pay, and to work
mines which would not pay, and that in so
doing we should defame the fair name of Queens-
land. It has also been said that members on
this side have stated that the line would not
pay. Nothing of the kind has ever been
asserted by members on this side of the House.
I do not think the railway would pay as a traffic
line for public trading, for carrying sheep and
cattle, and other things that are to be carried as
absorbable superficially above the surface of the

Not the hon. member for
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ground. But these men intend to make their
profit out of the mines, out of something that is
under the ground, and we do not know what that
is. Nobody knows. 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 world 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 Honse going to sef
itself up as a judge and say that no venture shall
be undertaken by a syndicate unless it has the
approval of the House? These persons are at
least as wise on certain lines as we are; they
know what they are doing, and if they come
here and fail they will do what other persons
have dene. There are several companies in
Queensland which have put millions more into
the country than they will take out of it ; but it
does not follow from that that Queensland is
not one of the greatest countries in the world
at the present time, I believe it is. The greater
a country is, the greater will be ity attractions,
and investors will come to 1t from all parts of the
world. Some of them may fail, but that will
not prove that the country does not possess mag-
nificent resomices. We have not brought these
people here; we have not invited them to come
here. Tolios of correspondence have been read
by members on the other side of the House about
the negotiations which have taken place with
regard to this Bill, and it all goes to show thatit
was not the Government or the country that
brought these people here. They asked for certain
privileges, and the Government said: “No, you
shall not comehereon any better footing than other
people have come.” That was a wise proceed-
ing, based on business lines, which would be
followed by any person who has any practical
knowledge of business. But it seems to me that
in order to be able to manage the affairs of this
country now the qualification is to make a mess
of your own business, and that as soon as you
know nothing at all about your own business you
are thoroughly competent to know what the
State shonld do.

Mr. Harpaore : Have you got many men of
that kind on your own side ?

Mr. LEAHY : There may be ; I may be one
myself ; the hon. member can take it which way
he likes, At all events I think that this line to
Cloncurry, if it is to be built at all, must be built
under this proposal, or a similar proposal to
that econtained in the Bill. I believe that it is
to the best interests of the country that thisline
should be built in the way proposed. Tam satis-
fied that the great bulk of the people of the
country are in favour of its constrnction. At
all events it has not been disputed that the
people of the Gulf country are in favour of this
proposal,  Whenever a great principle is in-
volved, we are often told, and rightly so, that
the people of a country have a right to regniate
the affairs of that country if they choose. The
members for Central Queensland claim that the
disposal of affairs in that division should be
according to the wishes of the people of Central’
Queensland, and the people of Northern
Queensland hold the same view with regard
to matters in their part of the country. What
are the lines which separate Central, Northern,
and Southern Queensland? They are merely
imaginary lines or parallels dvawn on the map.
Why should not the people of the Gulf country
say how the Gulf country should be governed?
If the people of Croydon wished to say that the
mines of Crovdon should be reculated to some
extent, why should not they ? Surely the people
of the (Gulf country have an equal right to say
with regard to the country in which they live
and its resources that the Government have to
take into consideration any scheme that will
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advance their interests,. We know what the
interests of these people are and what their views
are.  Surely the logical eonclusion is that the
people of the Gulf have as much right to say
that this line shall be built by private enter-
prise if it cannot be built by State enterprise,
as we have, or any other person has, to say
tha.t. any other transaction shall be carried out
which has the general approval of the people
of the country. The people of New South
Wales say, and the people of Queensland say,
that when hon. members opposite clamoured for
Central separation and for Northern separation,
there was only an imaginary line separating
them, I am arguing only on what is based on
moral grounds, and moral support, and moral
respect, and I say there is as much reason
fgr the people of the Gulf country to have the
right to say that a line shall be laid down
by which their country will be developed, as
the people of Central Queensiand would have
if they were separated. But we are blocked.
Everything is hlocked where the object is to
develop this rich country, The hon, niembers
opposite block the way. We cannot go for-
ward. The hon. mewmbers may not think so.
Tam prepared to admit that they are as honest
as I am, and more honest if they like. I
have no doubt some of them think they are.
I think T should be perfectly satisfied it they
were as honest as I am on every wmatter that
will come hefore this Ifouse. I have comne to
the stage in politics at which I can differ from
another hon. methber on a question without call-
ing him a knave or a fool ; but a man is a fool, a
knave, and very likely a rogue, too, if lie differs
from the hon. members opposite. = I have said
that every measure — cvery official measure
brought forward for the development of this
country—they have tried to block. I do not say
they do net do it honestly.

Mr. Browxr : That is not a fact.

; ]\LIr. J. HaumiLron : No, it is only stating the
acts.

Mr. LEABY : We differ from that, and the
majority must rale.  Instead of going forward
the hon. members opposite are marching always
backwards—backwards the whole time, There
is in the animal world one animal which is well
known for its backward movement. Up to the
present time that animal had a monopoly of that
backward gait, but it has got a rival latély.

An HoxourasLe Memser: A donkey?

Mr, LEAHY : No, not a donkey. At the
present time that animal has a rival, or, at all
events, a partner. There are only two things
that walk backward. One is the crab, and the
other our friends oppo~ite,

Mr. KIDSTON (Rockhampton): The hon,
member who has just sat down and the hon.
member for Carpentaria, who spoke earlier in the
evening, made very good speeches on the subject
from a spectacular point of view. They have
been speeches which have not dealt very inti-
mately or very closely with the matter before the

. Chamber. But one good thing has just come
out of their speeches, and that is a frank admis-
ston that this policy of the Government—the
private railway policy of the Government—is a
change of the public railway policy of the
country. That has always been denied hitherto.
It has always been asserted that the Govern-
ment proposition was not a change in the
public railway policy of the country, but a
sort of exception or compromise, but now
we have these gentlemen not only admitting
that it is a change in the policy of the country—
the railway policy of the country—but attempting
to justify theinselves and the Government for
making the change ; and they attempt to do that
by this argument : That men, even public men,
are entitled to change their opmions sometimes,
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and to change their policies sometimes. Now,
we do not dispute that at all. We claim
the right to change our opinions ourselves, and
we admit the right of hon. gentlemen opposite
to change their opinions and policy, but we say
that with an important matter of this kind the
proper time to change their policy is when they
are consulting the electors.

MeMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear !

Mr. KIDSTON : They have no right to get
returned to this Fouse upon one policy in an
important matter of this kind, and then, when
they get secure in their seats, change that policy
without consulting the electors.

Mr. Cowrry: If is a continuation of our
policy.

Mr. KIDSTON : 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 they 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? They
twit this side of the House with holding occa-
sional caucus 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 themselves and settle whether it is
a change of policy, or whether they are con-
tinuing their old policy. I think theyarechanging
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 large public importance, affecting the
well-heing and the future well-being of the
people of Queensland, which should not be car-
ried ont without consulting those people; and I
think the hon, gentlemen opposite, while they
pretend that they believe the country is with
them on this matter, take the precaution, as
they have done many times previously, of pass-
ing the legislation first, making the change of
policy first, and then consulting the people
afterwards. They consider that is a much safer
line to adopt. Now, we have the hon. member
for Bulloo using the old argument that he gave us
in this Chamber before, that we are not able to
develop Queensland. Now, I say that thatisa
libel on the self-reliance and the public spirit and
capacity of the people of Queensland, the elec-
tors of Queensland, and I say, further, that the
past history of Queensland does not justify any
public 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 develop their country, or who
have done as much todevelop their country by rail-
way extension, and by railway building, than the
people of Queensland have done. No people in
the world have so much railways per head of the
population as the people of Queensland; 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 public purposes, is, to put it mildly,
not in accordance with facts. I was somewhat
amused at the hon. member fur Bulloo, and the
trouble that he took to justify this by show-
ing us that they were passing, or had passed,
a private railway Bill in New South Wales.
And it must strike anyone as being a somewhat
absurd parallel when we are told, as something
Lo justify 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 Wales they
have actually permitted six and a-half miles
to be built by that means. I wonder the hon.
nember for Bulloo hasnot a keener sense of the
ridiculous than to give us anything of that kind
as an argument. And then the hon. gentleman
pointed to Canada. Fle was referring to the
allegations that have been made repeatedly from
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this side of the House, that this policy in regard
to railways would, of necessity, because of the
nature of the thing, lead to commercial and
political corruption in Queensland, and he blamed
us for doing that, and then he admitted that in
Canada and in America very great corruption
had accompanied their system of railway building
and railway working. Itisa thing nobody can
dispute. But then hesaid, *‘Look atthe 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 Downs we could only have some
14 bushels of wheat to the acre, yet in Canada,
where they had private railways, they had 19
hushels of wheat to the acre. This House is
asked to consent to private railways for reasons
of that kind. Is it alleged that if we introduce
private railways into Queensland it will give
19 bushels of wheat to the acre instead of 14
bushels 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 tsken
place in the western provinces of Canada by the
building of the Pacific Railway would have taken
place just the same if the Government had built
the rallway. Good gracious! Has not Queens-
land been opened up with Government railways
just in the same way as Canada has been opened
up with private railways?

Hon, D. H, DanryMrPLE: It cuts both ways.

Mr, KIDSTON : T am not saying it does not.
T am saying it is not an argnment for building
private railways  To point out the development
in the western provinces of Canada as a conse-
quence of private railway building is a fallacious
argument, because the development would have
taken place just the same if the railway had heen
built by the Government. But hereis where the
difference comes in, They wonld not have had
the corruption, the bribing of public men, and
the commercial immorality they had in Canada
and Awerica with their private railways. We
have not had anything of that sort in Queensland
in cunnection with our public railways to at all
compare with what has happened in Canada and
the Unived States of America. The develop-
ment will take place all the same, whether the
railway is built by a private company or hy
the Government; but the cleanness of public
life will be very much better preserved where
the railways are in the hands of the Govern-
ment. That is our argument ; and I don’t think
anything the hon. member for Bulloo 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 think that is a large part of the
argument. I believe the hon. member 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 am
going over a number of these matters, not
hecause I believe they have any relation to
the subject in hand, but becan<e they have
been given out as arguments why this Bill should
pase. The hon. member for Bulloo gave us the
mileage of railway in the Central, the Northern,
and the Southern portions of the colony, to-
gether with the population, and pointed out how
the Nortkern and Central portions of the colony
had a greater mileage already in proportion to
the population than the South had.  Andasa
matter 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
Southern portion of the colony ; and in asking
this they are asking the House to go against the
settled policy of the country for the sake of
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giving more to the Central and the North. So
there 1s not much in that argument; in fact, I
don’t know what the hon. gentleman was driving
at in using it. Then the hon. gentleman came
round with that spurious kind of democracy to
which he often treats this House. .

Hon. D, H. DarryMpPLE: I suppose yours is

genuine.

Mr. KIDSTON : The only genuine. He told
us that, if we had any recognition of democratic
principles, we must admit that the people of the
Gulf 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? 'l_‘he
people of the Gulf country don’t want the line
built by private enterprise ; the people of the
Gulf want the Government to build the line.

Hen, D, H. Darrympere: Of course they do,
and half-a-dozen other lines.

Mr. KIDSTON : Itisevident in all the papers
and all the correspondence that they have only
resorted to the construction of the line by a
syndicate becanse the Government won’t do its
duty and build the line,

Hon. D. H. DarryMPLE : Thatis only a matter
of opinion,

My, KIDSTON : Ts it in human nature to sup-
pose that the people of the Gulf country are such
unspeakable fools that they prefer to have a
syndicate build a line and charge them 50 per
cent. morve rates than have the Government to
build the line? No man but a foel would suppose
that the people up there are such utter fools;
and the people of the Gulf country ure only resort-
ing to a syndicate being permitted to build
this line because they have no hope of the Govern-
ment doing it. 8o that argument amounts to
nothing at all. For myself, T am entirely in
favour 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
distriet in Queensland waiting development there
if a trunk line is made from Normanton to
Cloncurry and south to Boulia. I have been

twice or three times on deputations

[10 p.m.] to various Secretaries for Railways,

urging the Government to huild this
railway. Now, a great deal has been said 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. The mem-
ber for Flinders objected very strongly to any
railway being built from Normanton to Clon-
curry, believing, as he asserted, that it was better
that the line should be built from Hughenden to
Cloncurry. I must frankly say that I cannot
uvnderstand the member for Flinders, or
the member for Knoggera, proposing to open
up the trade of that district by a railway
from Hwughenden. It was pointed out by
the leader of the Opposition that the Bill
before us would give the syndicate the power to
go some sixty-five miles south of Cloneurry, 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-—

¥ shall object to them going beyond Clonecurry.

And he further said—

I do not think the people of Cloneurry should be com-
pelled to send their stuff over 500 miles of railway
instead of 250 miles, and I think the Gulf trade 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 copper district which lies
forty miles to the south of Cloncurry ? If it is
desirable that the people of Cloncurry should
have the shortest route to the coast, is it not
equally desirable for the people of the Hampden
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copper mines, or of Boulia, and right down to
Hergott’s Corner? 1canunderstand the unblush-
ing way in which the member for Flinders put
this matter. He prefers that Cloncury should
be tacked on to Hughenden, and he says 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 fo be built at all it ought
to be 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. I know quite well that Long-
reach is nearer to Townsville than to Rockhamyp-
ton, and I also know that Charleville is nearer
to Rockhampton than to Brisbane. Why, even
Roma is nearer Rockhampton than Brisbane.
These have been mistakes which have been made
in the past, and they cannot be remedied, but
such mistakes do not justify us in making a
similar mistake by building a railway from
Hughenden to Cloncurry 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 Normanton., I quite under-
stand the very strong desire of the station-
owners and mineowners of that district to be
connected with the coast, and T am entirely in
sympathy with them. I do not think the
Government of Queensland has done its duty by
that district, and I do not think they are doing
their duty now. The real issue between this
side of the House and the other side is not
whether a railway shall be built to Cloncurry,
but simply_as regards the question who shall
build it. 'We say that the Government should
build it, and the Government put off their obliga-
tion, and want a syndicate to build it. The
Premier told us—

Either the Government must build this line, or we

must get somebody else to build it for us. I say that
we are not justified in allowing that great district to
lie idle, as it is now. It was discovered thirty-three
vears ago, and there was more settlement there twenty-
five years ago than there is now, and without railway
communication that country is hkely to lie as itis 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 Prender told us
further—-

They (the syndicate) are making £750,000 a year, and
one year’s income would build this line.

Now, where are they making £750,000 a year?

The PREMIER: Not the syndicate. I said
some members of the syndicate—Messrs. Coats,

Mr. KIDSTON : Messrs. Coats. Where are
they making it?

The PrEMIER: Out of their own business,

Mr. FrsHER: They are the Paisley bodies.

Mr, KIDSTON: And we know that Paisley
bodies know how to take care of any money they
make. T have no doubt that this syndicate
could raise the £1,000,000 or the £2,000,000
which the Premier tells us is likely to be spent
on this project ; but T know also that the Govern-
ment could do it, and that, as a matter of fact,
they could raise 1t more cheaply than this or any
other syndicate could do it. What will be
the result if we give this syndicate power to
build this line? Admitting that the individuals
applying for this concession will use their own
money and build this line, what will be the
result? The result will simply be this : that the
whole of that part of Queensiand west of the
142nd meridian and north of Birdsville will come
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under the commercial control of the syndicate to
which we would hand over these concessions.
The whole of the pastoralists, the whole of the
miners, and the whole of the people living in
that district of Queensland—abount one-fifth of
the whole of Queensland—will come under the
controland managementof thisbigsyndicate. 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 1t is, and when he further says
that he will hand over to this syndicate the
development of that district, and the control of
the people there, is simply confessing his utter
inability and his utter incapacity to govern
Queensland.

Mr, StewarT: Hear, hear!
resign.

Mr. KIDSTON: That is so; and to hand
over that district to this syndicate will mean
that the syndicate will have more power over the
lives and opinions of the people of that district
than the Government will have. Any person
who has lived in any district that is under the
dominance of one large company knows quite
well that what I am saying is true—that the
large company has a more immediste and com-
plete control over the lives and fortunes of the
people of that district than the Government
themselves have.

The PremIER: I do not agree with you,

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

The PrEmMIER : That is only your opinion.

Mr, KIDSTON : No, it is not only my opinion
at all. 1t is a fact. The hon. member for
Gregory, speaking on the Bill to-night, referred
to one provision of it, and he showed that in
other places where similar provisions obtained,
where the land on which indastries were carried
on was in the hands 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
dispute took place the people could be turned
off like so many sheep. I have seen the same
thing at Mount Morgan. T have vecognised how
completely mwen were dominated, body, soul, and
spirit, by the control which a company had
because it controlled all the employment of the
district. I remember when a boy in Scotland
noting the same thing—noticing how different
the men were who worked in Glasgow, where
there were twenty foundries, as compared with
men who were working in a foundry which was
the only one in a particular place. Most 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 thut they left at home. T do
not care what the profit of the thing is or bow
profitable this may he to Queensland, foture
generations of Queenslanders, who will have to
live under it will have good cause to curse the
man that brought it on them, no malter how
much money may be made out of it. We have
been told that this line would not pay, but I do
not think we have got any evidence on that head
at all.

The Premier: The member for the district

$2yS 80.

Mr. KIDSTON : The member for the district
says so because he does not want it o go that
way.

M. McDoxaLp : No, that is not it at all.

Mr. KIDSTON: The member for Enoggera
says it will not pav, because he is backing up the
member for IFlinders, and the hon. member for
Carpentaria says it will not pay the Govern-
ment to build it, because he is wanting the

He cught to
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syndicate to build it. The Comwissioner for
Railways also tells us something of the same
sort.

The PrREMIER : He has had some experience of
ourrailways.

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

The PreMIER : He lived there before you came
to the country. He managed a station called
Carpentaria Downs thirty years ago.

Mr., KIDSTON ; T am not saying whether he
knows or not, but T am going to take what he
says. He tells us that ““the country traversed
between Normanton and Cloncurry cannot be
said to be useful for any other than pastoral
punrposes, indeed, about four-fifths of it 18 unfit
for grazing any other stock than horses and
horned cattle.” Anybody knows that a large
part of the country round about the head of the
Gulf is not at all likely to be sheep country. In
the map that accompanies this Bill the Commis-
sioner 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 Railways has not marked the number
of sheep. I had the curiosity to look at the map
which accompanies the Commissioner’s annual
report and Ifind from it that in this district that
would Le served by this railway and where the
Commissioner has shown no sheep at all, or, I
think, sixty sheep only, in one place there are
over 750,000 sheep.

Mr, McDoxALD : Where is that.

The PreMIER: They would not be served by
this railway.

Mr. KIDSTON : That is within 100 wmiles of
this railway. If anyone will look at the map
which accompanies the annual report of the Com-
missioner for Railways, 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. Reip: Then he is out of it.

Mr. KIDSTON : T do not know the country
myself,

The PrEMIER : Go west, south, and east, and
there is nothing like that number of sheep there,

Mr. McDorNard : I do not know where they

are.

Mr, KIDSTON: I see a place here called
“Talawanta.” I do not remember the exact
figures, but while on the map attached to this
Bill there are only some cattle and horses marked
there, the Railway Commissioner, in the map
accompanying his annual report, shows that there
are somewhere over 30,000 sheep.

Mr. RE1D : There is a mistake somewhere.

Mr. XIDSTON: I am not saying there are
sheep here. I amn only giving figures 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 Premier: He does not put the sheep
under each station, but in certain squares.

Mr. KIDSTON: I bave already explained
that the map accompanying the Railway Com-
missioner’s report is divided into squares of one
degree each way, and in each of those squares he
gives the number of cattle and sheep. When I
look at that map, which is the latest official
information T can get, I find that within 100 miles
of this railway there are given 750,000 sheep and
over 500,000 cattle. T am told that is a mistake.
But what are members of the House to do if we
are informed, whenever we use official informa-
tion as an argument, that it is a mistake? If

[26 SeprEMBER.]

Ruailway Bill. 1035

that is g0, I submit that the hon. gentleman
ought to withdraw this Bill until we get proper
information.

The PreEMIER: 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. We 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 that 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 have 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 make the port near Normanton a naturval
outlet for the trade of the North-west. This traffic,
combined with the establishment of freezing works,
onght to lead to direct communieation with Europe,
while India provides a near market for horses.

The PREMIER: One-half of those cattle will
never see the railway.

Mr, KIDSTON : Here is the Railway Com-
missioner’s map. In the very square in which
Cloncurry is situated there are given 42,463
sheep. In the square to the right of that 153,347
sheep are given, and on the square 2t the bottom
of that 339,333 sheep are given.

The PremIEr: That goes
Winton.

Mr, KIDSTON : On the square south-west of
Cloncurry—the first square to which the railway
would go—there are given 29,802 sheep. I have
shown, althongh the thing is disputed, that there
is a very considerable number of sheep in this
district.

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

Mr. KIDSTON : T do nobt suppose there are
many sheep in the Gulf country, but the district
that would be served by this railway, south and
south-west of Cloncurry, carries a considerable
number of sheep. All those would be served by
this railway. And it has been the invariable
experience in other parts of Queensland, that as
the railway was extended much of the country
that was under cattle has been placed under
sheep. And if this district, 200 miles from the
railway, carries now that large number of sheep,
T think it is fair to assume that the number will
be enormously increased if a railway goes to Clon-
curry, 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—everything west of the 142nd
parallel—would 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 peopls of that district
done that they should be treated in this way—so
much worse than the penple in other parts of
Queensland? I do not know whether those
people support the Government or not, but if
they do they have very little 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 PrEMIER : That they are not justitied in
building is.

Mr. KIDSTON: Not that they could not
raise the money if it was desirable, but that they
would not be justified in building it, because it is
somewhat of a speculative character. I think
the Government would be amply justified in

right down to
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borrowing the money to build the line. But the
position the Government take up is this: That
the Government must either borrow the money
and pulld the line themselves, or they must
permit a private company to build it. They say
there is no other alternative, Isaythere 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 local authorities
to give a guarantee to the Government. The
railway to Mount Morgan, for an instance, was
built on that principle. The Mount Morgan
Company joined their guarantee to that of the
local body, and then the Government built the
railway, which has turned out to be the hest
paying line in the colony ; it paid last year £14
per cent. I think an arrangement could be made
that would be better for the syndicate and better
for the country. If this syndicate started to build
this line—let us suppose it to cost £600,000
-~-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 speculative that they are not justified

in putting £600,000 into it, because
[10°30 p.m.] the ordinary passenger traffic of the

district wonld not pay interest on
such a large cost. But suppose the (Govern-
ment said to the syndicate, “Give us a gnarantee,
and we will build the line, and we will enable
you to g-t to your mines, but we Jdo not want to
give you the over-lordship of a great district
Like this.  We do not want to give you the
right to tax the people in this district by giving
you railway rights ; but we are quite willing to
help you to get to your mines, if you will give us
a guarantee the same as the local authorities
do.” Tt might not be wise of the Government
to take a guarantee from such a syndicate to
pay the interest on the cost of construction,
but 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 railway, and then you will have all the
facilities for getting your minerals to port that
you desire. You can have all the facilities that
you would have if you owned the railway your-
selves, and we will have all the right to proteet the
interests of the community that the Government
should have.” Why cannot the Government do
that ? Is it not the duty of the Government to
encourage these people o openup these mines?
Is it not also the duty of the Government to
safeguard the general wellbeing of the people
in the district? By the means I suggest they
can do both those things. It would be a
profitable bargain for the syndicate if the mines
turned out a failure, while it would not be a
very bad bargain for the syndicate 1f the wines
turned out a success. The Government might
arrange that they would pay the syndicate
all the net revenue of the railway after the
Government had received, say, 2 per cent. on
the part of the capital ecost of the line that they
had expended. I think, taking into account the
indirect return to the State through the deveclop-
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, surely
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 risk very little. If the mines
turned out a success, and the railway proved
a paying concern, as it very likely would if
the mines turned out well, I would be quite
willing to return the company their guarantee,
which they had paid down in cash, with 3} per
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cent, interest for every year that the Government
had held the gunarantee, 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 Queensland for fifty
years. I am astonished that the Premier has the
aundacity to bring such a propusal before the
representatives of the people of Queensland. I
have tried to show thst 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 made such a proposal as I have suggested to
thesyndicate 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 unwmistakably better,
because, even at the very worst, and if the mines
turned out a failure, they would have 250 miles
of railway at one-third the usual cost of constrac-
tion. Tt is getting late, so that I shall be forced
to pass over a number of matters which I would
like to have referred to. I would like to
have suggested two cother alternative proposals,
because I wish to make it clear that there is no
iruth in the allegation that the men who are
opposing this Bill are opposing railway extension
in the Gulf country. Although I never was
there, I am as anxious to see a railway
there as the Premier himself, but I am not
prepared, for the sake of some temporary
advantage, to hand over that district for fifty
years to a foreign corporation. There is just one
point I will mention, and 1t is this—that this is
just the beginning. If this House accepts these
five private railway Bills of the Government,
then we may look forward to an era of private
enterprise in Queensland such as no Australian
colony has had any conception of so far,

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

Mr, KIDSTON : VYes, it will become the
bappy hunting-ground of syndicates. I do not
sce what is the nve of keeping up an expensive
engineering staff in our Railway Department if
the Government are going to hand over the work
of constructing the railways of Queensland to
such an enormous extent to private companies.
It seems to me that the railway men in Queens-
land—1 do not consider this very much of an argu-
ment, but it may perhaps appeal to some people
where better arguments will not—1I do not think
the railway men in Queenslard will have very
much to thank the present Government for if
these five Bills become law, and so many
private railways are worked in this colony.
I think the railway men in Queensland will,
before many years are over, have a good deal to
be sorry for., I should have liked to discuss
some of the special provisions of the Bill. One
of them I cannot help mentioning, and that is
that the syndicate will have the right, in those
5,000 acres which they may work apart from the
mining regulations, to all minerals. Hverything
is surrendered to them. They have the right tc
“ win, take, and acquire, and treat the same, all
minerals, metals, ores, and earths,” so that the
minerals of those 5,000 acres are to be handed
over completely to the syndicate. Without
entering into the details of the Bill, T think that
the proposal which the Government have made
to the House for the purpose of giving the
Gulf people railway facilities is about the worst
proposal that they could possibly have made.
Whatever difficulties there may be in the way of
the Government building this line, I think I
have shown that the Government could have
thig railway built without spending their own
money and without putting the districts con-
cerned at the mercy of a foreign syndicate, I
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sincerely trust that even if the second reading of
this Bill is carried, that long before Christmas
we shall see these five precious Bills floating
down the Brisbune River.

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

Question put and passed.

The resumyption of the debate was made an
Order of the Day for to-morrow.

APPROPRIATION BILIL No. 2.
MESSAGE FROM THE COUNCIL.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a
message from the Legislative Council, returning
this Bill without amendment.

ADJOURNMENT.

The PREMIER : 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 Normanton-Cloncurry Rail-
way Bill, and T trust that the leader of the
Opposition will assist me in getting the second
reading through to-morrow evening.

Mr. BrowsE : I will do all T can.

The PREMIER: We have already taken
three days in discussing this Bill.

Mr. KinstoN : It is the only subject on which
your own men have spoken.

The PREMTER : I think hon. members on
both sides have taken part in the debate on this
question; and I think, also, that some hon.
members on the Opposition side have spoken on
the matter more than once.

Mr. KipstoN: No; we leave that for the hon.
mewber for Mackay.

Mr. BROWNE : I may say that T will do all
T can to assist the Premier in his desire; but I
have no more control over hon. members on this
side than the bon. gentleman has over hon. mem-
bers on his own side. Some hon. members will
continue talking, and how can we stop them?
Question put and passed.

The House adjourned at a quarter to 11 o’clock,





