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Questions.

THURSDAY, 27 SEPTEMBER, 1600.

The Spraxer (Hon. Arthur Morgan, Warwick)
took the chair at half-past 8 o’clock.

APPROPRIATION BILL No. 2,
ASSENT,

The SPEAKER : I bave to announce that T
thisday presented to the Lieutenant-Governorthe
Appropriation Bill No. 2, and that His Excel-
lency was pleased, in my presence, to subseribe
his assent thereto in the name and on behalf of
Her Majesty.

QUESTIONS.
BiMeERsH RESUMPTION.

Mr. KERR (Barcoo) asked the Secretary for
Public Lands—

1. What is the area of Bimerah Resumption ?

2. What is the area of country in that resumption
purchased hy the lessees of Bimerah?

3. What is the tolal area of the resumption at present
selected ?

4. What is the total area of the resumption available
for selection ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. J. Murray, Normanby) : In the absence of
the Minister for Lands, I beg to give the follow-
ing answers :—

1. Original area of Bimerah Resumption, 308 square
miles,
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2. 69,774 acrcs—ahout 148 square miles,

3. Twenty square mile®,

4, Vacant land, available for opening, 167 square
miles ; reserved land, 12 square miles.

THE BLACKALL LINE.
Mr, KERR asked the Premier—

Does the Government intend going on with the
Blackallline this session?

The PREMIER (Hon. R. Philp, Townsville)
replied—

The ITouse will be informed of the intentions of the
Government with regard to railway coustruction in
good time.

SouTH A¥RICAN TROPHIES.

Mr. McDONALD (Flinders), in the absence
of the hon. member for Clermon$, a-ked the
Premier—

1. Will he communicate with the Home authorities
and ascertain if they are willing to recognise the spirit
in which Queenstand responded to the Empire’s call,
by supplying this colony with a share of the guns and
ammunition - vtured frem the Boers?

2. Does he nut think that our Defence Department
would welcome with enthusiasmn the gift of half-u-
dozen Vickers-Maxims or two or three thousand Maunser
rifies ?

3. Arc we not entitled to a share of the spoil?

The PREMIER replied—

A letter has heen received by the Government from
His Excellency Sir Alfred Milner, High Commissioner
for South Africa, under date 2lst of April last,
intimating that it is proposed to make a collection of
arms, etc., taken during the present war, and to
despatch such eollection as trophies to the various
colonies which have sent contingents to South Africa.

PAPER.

The following paper, laid on the table of the
House, was ordered to be printed :—Report on
the Marine Defence Force, 1899-1900.

RENT O EAST HALDON RUN.
Op the motion of Mr. ARMSTRONG (Lockyer),

it was resolved—

That there be laid upon the table of this Touse, copies
of all papers and ecorrespondence {including reports of
officers of the Lands Department, opinions of legal
adviser of the Lands Departinent) relating to the claim
of the lessee of the Bast IHaldon Run, in the Moreton
district, for a refund of excess rent paid by him to the
Crown.

BRISBANE HYDBRIIIXJULIC COMPANY’S
L.

LEAVE 70 INTRODUCE.

Mr. COWLEY (Herbert), in moving—

That leave he given to introdunce a Bill to facilitate
the supply of motive power on the high pressure
hydraulic system, for the use in and wpon wharves,
warehouses, buildings, and premises, and for extinguish-
ing fires, and for othev purposcs, within the cily of
Brisbane and its suburbs—
said : T have not the slightest idea why the hon.
member for Flinders called *“ Not formal” to this
motion.

Mr. McDonALD:
thing about it.

Mr. COWLEY : So I will content myself
with formally moving the motion. If hon.
members will indicate in what direction they
waut information, I shall be pleased to give it.

Mr. McDONALD (Flinders): 1 called ““Not
formal” to this motion, because I want to know
what is meant by this Bill. I don’t know whether
it is to benefit a private syndicate company or
whether it is to be introduced on behalf of a
munieipality, If the hon. member has brought
the motion forward on behalf of some muni-
cipality, I have no objection to it.

We want to know some-
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Mr. HIGGS (Fortitude Valley) : T understood
the hon. gentleman by motion of his head that
this Bill was in the interests of the Brisbane
Municipal Couneil.

Mr, Cowrry : No. .

Mr. HIGGS: I beg the hon, gentleman’s
pardon. The Brisbane City Council, I think,
should have this power. It is one which should
not be handed over to any private company.
QOur sources of revenue as a council are Hited
enough now, without surrendering every possible
means of augmenting that income for city
improvement purposes.

Mr. TurrLEY : Was not this question before
the Brishane Municipal Council some time ago?

Mr. HIGGS : Yes, it was; but unfortunately
the majority of the members of the Brisbane
Municipal gt)uncil are as retrograde and re-
actionary as hon. members opposite, (Laughter.)
They offered no objection to the company
approaching Parliament. It is a most fossilised
motion, and I for one object to the passage of
the Bill at all.

_ Mr. Jackson : This is not the stage to oppose
1%,

Mr. Bores : Let us see the Bill.

Mr. MaxwerL: We don’t want to see the
Bill at all.

Mr. HIGGS: There is a strong yearning for
complete knowledge of what is contained in the
Bill, and I wished to give the hon. member for
Flinders some information. I take it that those
who are opposed to surrending public rights and
privileges to a monopoly will oppose the Bill at
the proper stage.

Mr. COWLRY, in reply: For the informa-
tion of the hon. member for Flinders and other
hon. members, I may briefly state that this Bill
is what it is indicated to be in the motion 1 have
moved. The Bill has been before the municipal
council of Brisbane. They bave discussed and
approved of the measure ; certain amendments
have been introduced at their particular request;
and hon. members will see when the Bill is
before them, that provision is made by which
a moiety of the profits over and above a
certain amount is to be handed over to the
Brisbane Municipal Council. I have been
given to understand that the Brisbane Municipal
Council, as a council, entirely approve of the
provisions of the Bill; they have subjected it to
the most careful and rigid scrutiny ; and amend-
ments have been introduced at their request;
therefore I trust hon. members will offer no
opposition to its introduction.

Mr. KrocH ;: Are you legislating for Brisbane
only ?

Mr. COWLEKY : It is intended at present to
confine operations to the city of Brisbane.

Question put and passed.

First ReapIiNe.

On the motion of Mr. COWLEY, the Bill was
read a first time.

STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURAL COL-
LEGE AND STATE FARMS.

Mr. COWLEY, in moving—

That there be laid upon the table of the House a
return showing —

1. The number of State farms and where situated.

2. The capital cost of each to date.

3. The aunual expenditure oun each to 30th June last,

4. The total revenue, if any, to date.

5. The capital cost of the Agricultural College to
date. .

6. The annnal working expenses to 30th June last.

7. The annual revenue trom students’ fees to 30th
June last.

8, The annualrevenue, if any, from all other sources—

said : I don’t know whether the hon. gentleman

who called *‘Not formal ” wants me to give my
reasons for moving this motion.

Statistics of Collegye and [ASSEMBLY.]

State Fuarms.

Mr. McDONALD : After looking over this
motion, I apologise to the hon. gentleman for
calling ““ Not formal.” I think it will be very
valuable information,

The PREMIKR : The Government have no
the slightest objection to the return being placed
cn the table.

Mr. GROOM (Drayton and Toowoomba): 1
may suggest to the hon. gentleman that it will
make the information more complete if he alters
it as far as regards ¢ The capital cost of the
Agricultural College to date” so that we may
get the capital cost of the land apart from the
capital cost of the buildings.

Mr. ARMSTRONG (Lockyer): I agree with
the hon. member for Drayton and Toowoomba,
but I would go further than the hon. member
suggests. As regards capital, I would have three
headings—Tirst, land ; second, buildings ; then
stock.

Mr. GrooM : Hear, hear !

Mr. ARMSTRONG : I would also ask that
there should be a columun which would show the
obsolete stock and obsolete capital in connection
with the Agricultural College, because, strange
as it may appear to the House and the country
generally, there is an immense amouut of agri-
cultural machinery purchased at one time and
another, which, according to the return which is
asked for by the hon. member for Herbert, would
appear as part of the capital cost of the 'institu-
tion, but which is practically useless. We
should know that if this return is supplied. T
thoroughly approve of the suggestion of the hon.
member for Drayton and Toowoomba, and would
ask the hon. member for Herbert to amend the
motion in the direction I have indicated.

Mr. Cowiny: You move it ; T cannot.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : Very well. I move
that paragraph 5 be amended by the addition of
the following words :—*“showing («) land;
(b) (1) buildings, (2) fencing; (e) implements ;
(d) stock 3 (¢) obsolete implements.”

Mr., GRIMES (Oxley): I think there will be
a great ditficulty in defining what are obsolete
agricultural implements, and that that part of
the amendment would be much cleaver if 1t read,
“implements which have not been used during
the past eighteen wonths.” I take it that if an
implement has not been used fur the past eighteen
months it has been practically set aside as obso-
lete. If the return is asked for in the way
proposed, I think we shall not get the informa-
tion required.

Mr. ArmsTrONG : The principal of the college
ought to know what an obsolete implement is.

Mr. COWLEY : I bave noobjection whatever
to the amendment in the form proposed by the
hon. member for Lockyer. With him, I think
the word ““ obsolete” is sufficient in itself to indi-
cate what is required, and that when the Secre-
tary for Agriculture, or the principal of the
college, sees the motion he will know exactly
what is desired, If the return is supplied in its
amended form, we shall have the cost of the
implements whether they are obsolete or in
use. Ithink the wording can hardly beimproved
upon.

Mr. KEOGH (Rosewood) : I can hardly agree
with the hon., member for Oxley with regard to
the use of the word *obsolete.” There are
many instances where a furmer putsin a certain
crop, and then does not put in the same crop
again for twelve months. The machinery
required for the cultivation of that crop may not
be regnired for twelve months in such a case,
but it would not be obsolete. I think it is better
to use the word ‘‘obsolete” than to say
machinery which has not been in use for a
certain tiwe.

Awmendment agreed to.

Motion, as amended, put and passed,
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OLD AGE PENSIONS

Mr. JACKSON (Hennedy), in moving—

1. That the present system of relief for the aged poor
is capable of mueh improvement, inasinuch as many
i ged poor cannot or will not avail theinseives
stance afforded vy asylums, and otliers only
ncceph such heip by stern compulsion.

That the Government should introduce legislation
pr ovuhnv for asystem of old age pensions, and thus by
Act of Pariiament malke pm\mon for the deserving
aged poor passing their last years in the society ot their
f!iinﬁs and free from the restraints and monotony of
asylam life,

3. That, pending the introduction of legislation, the
sent State invalid or old age allowance of 3s. per
should be increased to at least 7s. per weck—
said : With the exception of the last paragraph,
this motion is exactly similar to that which I
introduced in the years 1898 and 1899, I dare
say that most hon. members will agree that a

thrice-told tale is apt to be weari-

[¢pm.] some, and on the same principle a
motion introduced for the third time

is not likely to be pleasant to hon. members to
hear discussed. Still, just as there ure some
tales that will bear repetition on acceount of their
intrinsic merits, so I think it must be adwitted
that there are some questions, such as this old
age pension question, that will bear listening to
for a third time. The Premier called ‘‘ Not
formal” to this motion, otherwise T should have
been glad to have dispensed with the making of
a speech at all.  As the Premier has called “ Not
formal” to the motion, I assume that he wishes
me to show cause why the House should adopt
this resolution. I know there are a great many
young aud innocent newspaper reporters who
think that a member of Parliament, and par-
ticularly & member on the Opposition side of ths
House, must have an unquenchable desire to
make speeches on every possible occasion.

My. TurLEy : Hear, hear!

Mr. JACKSON : I am not prepared to endorse
the interjection of the hon. mewber for South
Brisbane, because my experience of members of
Parlinment in this House is that they do not
take delight in making speeches, but that the
majority of them would rather not get up and
talk in this House. My experience i3 that the
average member of Parliament only gets up to
make a spesch out of a sense of duty, either to
the country, to Lis constituency, to his party, or
out of a sense of duty to himself. I should
have thought the Premier would have been
inclined to let this motion go, and I will give a
few reazons why I think he might have allowed
it to go as formal. We all know that the
hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern-
ment has become very democratic of late.
Having adopted the first plank of the Labour
party’s programme—one adult one vote—I
should have thought he would have no hesi-
tation in adopting the subsidiary plank of old
age pensions. Having swallowed the camel of
one adult one vote, I should not have thought
that he would strain at the gnat of old age pen-
sions, When we consider the position which
this question occupies at the present time in
Australasia, and, T might almost say, throughout
the world, we might have expected that the
Premier would have allowed this motion to go.
I wish first to draw the attention of hon. mem-
bers to what has taken place New Zealand.
I have here the last report of the Regis-
trar of Old Age Pensions in that clony.
When Iintroduced this motion last year I quoted
from the first report of the Registrarof Old Age
Pensions in New Zealand to show that the mea-
sure there had been a success. I find that after
another twelve months’ experience the report of
the New Zealand registrar practically emphasises
what he said in his first report. T do not intend
to vecupy the time of the House by quoting
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extensively from this last report, but there are
two or three lines which I will read in order to
corroborate what has been stated as to its being
entirely in favour of the systemn which New
Zealand has adopted. e says—

In my first report I was able to state that the Act had
been smoothly and effectively administered from its
inception., To this, after a year’sadditional experience, [
may add that the uscfulness of the meusure is now
generally recoghised, and that the anticipated diffi-
culties raised by adverse critics are not apparent in its
practical working. As a consequence of its success,
there is very little matter for comment.

It may be interesting to the Honse to hear what
he saysin a p‘ma,frmph a little furtber down in
the report—

While in some instances the pension has been mis-
applied, the number of beneficiaries reported as so
offending is relatively small. Testimony to the good
character of old age pensions generally is borne by the
fact that out of 6,178 claims for the second year’s
pension certificate dealt with up to the 31st March,
1900, only thirteen were rejected on the giound that
the conditions set forth in the subsections of seciion 8
of the Act relating to character had not been fulfilled.

I think that is very striking testimony indeed.
An ounce of fact, it is said, is worth a ton of
theory, and this matter has now really got
heyond theorising upon. I take it that no hon.
member will now venture to argue that this old
age peusion question is a ““fad.” The mere fact
that those eminent statesmen who met to form
the Federal Constitution for Australia inserted a
p10v1s1on in that Constitution for old age pen-
sions under which the Federal Parliament might
take action, shows that the question of old age
pensions is no longer up in the clouds, but is well
within the region of practical politics. My con-
tention that the question is well within the
region of practical politics is further borne out if
woe look at what has taken place in the other
colonies, A Bill was introduced last year into
the Viectorian Parliament ; it failed to go through
on account of some financial objections, but that
Bill is to be reintroduced—if it has not already
been reintroduced—into the Victorian Parlia-
ment this year. The Victorian Government sent
Messrs, Best and Trenwith over to New Zea-
land some time ago toreport upon the experience
in that colony as to the effect of the establish-
ment of a system of old age pensions, and the
report of those gentlemen was most satisfactory.
Then if we come to New South Wales we find
that the Premier of that colony on the 17th of
this month obtained leave in committee to
introduce into the New South Wales Parliament
a Bill very much on the same lines as the New
Zealand Act. I may say that the short debate
that took place indicated that there was no
opposition whatever to that Bill being intvo-
duced into the Parliament of the mother colony.
Of course I know it was a formal motion, but
the little debate that took place showed con-
clusively that every member who spoke upon the
motion welcomed the Bill into the New South
‘Wales Parliament. I do not intend to go into
the details of it, but I just mention that in one
important respect the New South Wales Bill
differs from the New Zealand Act, in that
it provides that applications for old age pensions
need not be made In open court, as they have to
be under the New Zealand Act. Coming to
Queensland, I may refresh the memories of hon.
members as to what has taken place here. I
have already stated that this is the third time T
have introduced this motion to this House. In
1898 there was mno opportunity given to geta
division upon the motion, but last year we had
several divisions upon it. First of all, an amend-
ment was moved by the hon. member for Ipswich,
Mr. Cribb, to the effect that the Government
should obtain information with a view of sub-
mitting it to the Federal Parliament. That
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amendment was defeated, the voting being 25 to
22,  After that the hon. member for Woothakata,
Mr. Newell, moved a further amendment in
favour of the appointment of a select committee
to collect evidence on the subject. This side was
unable to defeat that amendment, which was
carried by one vote, the voting being 26 to 25.
Singular to state, after that amendment in the
form of a_rider to the orginal question had been
carried, when the question as so amended was
put the very members who voted for the amend-
ment voted against the main question, which was
knocked out by 29 to 26 votes.

An HonNouBaBLE MEMBER: They practically
killed their own amendment.

Mr. JACKSON : Exactly. I do not know
whether there was any mistake in the minds of
hon. members who voted on that occasion. I
should say there was, as I could never under-
stand hon. members voting for an amendmens
coming from their own side of the House, and
then voting against it when it was finally put.
If hon. members will look at the first part of my
resolution they will see that there is nothing
contentiousinit. That goes without saying. It
hag been admitted by the Government that the
first part of the motion is not contentious.
‘With regard to the second part I fail to see why
the Government should object to it—it is the main
part of the resolution—becanse there is nothing
specified in it when thie Government should intro-
duce legislation. The Government practically
have a free hand. I could understand the Go-
vernment opposing the motion if Iattempted in
any way to say what amount the psrson should be
paid, or the particular time the 13ill should be
introduced, or the age the pension should apply
to, and so forth. Hon, members will see that as
to details it is quite an open matter. The third
part, as I have stated, was not embodied in my
original notice of motion ; hut since then I have
added that paragraph, in accordance with the
rules of the House, by giving notice to the clerk,
T think it is a very proper addition to the resolu-
tion. I donot think anyone will contend that
the sum of Hs. a week—whether you eall it an
old age allowance or an allowance in lieu of
Dunwich—is a sufficlent amount to keep any
adult, either male or female, and it is in con-
sequence of that feeling that 1 decided to add
that rider to the resolution. And here I would
remind the Housethatliving has gone up very con-
siderably during the last few years, so that 5s.now
will not buy as much as it would a few years ago.
I do not know whether the Home Secretary will
contend that any adult covld possibly live on 5s.
a week, even to provide only the bare necessaries
of life. I would also point out that the effect of
carrying the third part of the resolution—
increasing the allowance from Hs. to 7s. a
week—will not affect the finances of the ecolony
very much. Some time ago I asked the Home
Secretary some questions in connection with the
administration of this Government allowance,
aud, according to the figures given then, it
appears that during the first six months of the
present year there were 705 annuitants, if you
like to call them by that name, receiving £3,692.
That would give an amount, for twelve months, at
5s, per week, of £7,381. If we deeide to increase
the amount, as I propose, it would come to about
£10,337 ; o that 1t would be only an increase of
about £3,000 if we take those figures. Of course
I am not prepared to say how those numbers
may increase. I am only going by the figures
given by the Home Secretary. I notice there
was a very large increase for the first six months
of this year over the years 1899 and 1898. Possibly
the Home Secretary may be able to explain by
and by, if he does mue the honour of speaking on

his question, how the figures were so very much
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larger than those of last year. Whilst T am on
this particular question—the third part of my
resolution—I wish to draw attention to ome of
the answers the Home Secretary gave me—the
transfer of preperty to the Crown by old people
to whom this allowance is made. I admit that
we have not very much information in the
answers given by the Home Secretary, and I do
not Jike to pre-judge the case; but speaking
on the information we have, I certainly
think it is a most ohjectionabls principle that
the Government should insist on old people
transferring their small Dbits of property
to the Crown before the Government make
them that 5s. a week allowance. In New
Zealand £50 worth of property is allowed as a
matter of course under their Old Age Pensions
Act. After that amount £1 is taken off for
every £15 of accumulated property. Of course I
do not wish to press the point until T hear more
about it, but I think the Government, in insist-
ing on a hard condition like that—it appears to
me to be a hard condition—has adepted what
seems to me to be a very objectionable principle.
In my previous spreches on this question, I have
dealt generally with principles, and not with
details, and I intend to adopt the same course
this afternoon. I do not mind, if any bhon.
member likes to interject, giving information
upon any point which I may not have made
clear, but I think the proper course to adopt is
to deal more with principles than with details,
Jobn Morley, in his little book on “ Compro-
mise,” says—

It is felt by many wise men that the chief business of

the politieal thinker is to interest himself in generali-
sations of sueh asort asleads with tolerable straightress
to practical improvements of o far recaching and durable
kind.
The principle laid down by Morley is the prin-
ciple a private member ought to adopt in intro-
ducing a question of thissort to Parlinment. One
of the principal objections that may be taken to
this proposal of old age pensions is that it is a
socialistic principle. Well, as Sir William Har-
court said some years ago, ‘‘ we are all socialistic
now.” Iiven the Secretary for Railways is now
as much a socialist as any of vs; he expressed
himself the other day in favour of the nationalisa-
tion of our coalmines. When a socialistic prin-
ciple is now put forward it does not usually send
a cold shudder down the backbone of members of
Parliaruent, as it might have done some years
ago, nor does it affeet society in the same way
that it might have done some years ago. We
find even individualistic writers nowadays admit-
ting that there is a great deal to be learned from
the teachings of socialism. I may read here a
quotation from W. 8. Lilley’s *‘ First Principles
in Puolitics,” where he says—

The real valne of socialism ties in this, that it is the
inevitable and indispensable protest of thc working
classes, and their aspiration alter a hetter order of
things, and a wnetion of the State is to extract from
the interminable popular and philanthropic ntterances
constituting socialistic lterature the underlying ideas,
and to trauslatc them into scientific conceptions of
right.

What 1is the underlying principle in connection
with this question of old age pensions? It is
simply thi=—to give the deserving aged poor the
privilege of saying whether their last few years
shall be spent under the restrictions of asylum life
orspentinthesociety of their friends and relations.
That is the principle. I am not quite sure
whether this prineiple, after all, tends to stimu-
late soclalism or to siimulate individualism. 1t
is well known that Bismarck introduced hix
system of old age pensions in Germany to act as
an antidote to the socialistic tendencies of
the German working man, and there is a great
deal to be sald from the point of view
that old age pensions will make the mass of




@
Old Age Pensions.

the people more satisfied with the individualistie,
competitive system than they are at the
present time. I am inclined myself to take that
view of the question, Another objection that
may be urged by hon. mewmbers is that the poor
should themselves provide for their old age
pensions, either by voluntary contributions, or
that the State should make such contributions
compulsory. Well, there is one very formidable
objection to any such proposal, and that is that
such a scheme could not come into operation for
another generation at least. That seems a very
fatal objection indeed, but we have evidence
taken by select committees and royal commis-
sions to show that it is practically impossible for
the very poor to lay on one side even such a
small amount as would be necessary to provide
a small pension. Then, look at the expensive
system of bookkeeping that would be involved
by such a system. Hon. members have only
to consider for a moment, and they will
see that the simplest and most straight-
forward plan is to pay the amount out of the
consolidated revenue, seeing that everybody will
pay through taxation to provide for these old
age pensions. New Zealand, in my opinion, has
adopted the proper course, as will be seen by the
fact that in New South Wales and Victoria they
have followed on the New Zealand lines.
Theoretically, I admit, it seems feasible enough
that the average working man would be able to
contribute the small amount required, but I am
not quite sure whether that would apply to the
average woman, As Dr. Johnson said—

Human expervience, which is eonstanily correcting
theory, is the greatest test ot truth.
And we find, as a matter of fact, in human ex-
perience that the masses of the people do not
provide themselves with old age pensions.
‘Whether they can do it or not is quite anothsr
question, but we find that they do not. Person-
ally, I am inclined to think that they cannot do
it.  Assuming that there is no dispute as to the
principle of old age pensions, I would like to
consider briefly four objections that may be
urged by the Government against the adeption
of this resolution :—irstly, they may say that
there is no time to introduce legislation ;
secondly, they may urge the financial difficulty ;
thirdly, they may say that the Federal Govern-
ment will deal with the question ; and fourthly,
they may say that the Government old age pen-
sion of bs. a week covers the ground. I know
that the Premier, very much like myself, is not
fond of making long spceches, and, in order
to save the hon. gentleman the trouble of
dealing with those questions, I shall deal with
them straight away. I can assure the hon.
gentleman that there is nothing in such objec-
tions, if they should be in his mind. First of all,
we will take the objection that there is no time
to deal with this matter by legislation. I adwit
that at the present time the Government appear
to have their hands pretty full with regard to
private railways. But this question is not one
that would be very contentious, I am notthe
leader of this party, and I am not in a position
to say what action they would take if the
Government brought in a Bill, but I believe
there would be no opposition to it if it were
framed on the lines of the Acts that have been
passed in the other colonies. Time could very
easily be found if the Government were in
earnest in introducing a Bill of this sort, And
here—if I may be pernmiitted a moment or two
just to make a remark-—T1 think that the Premier
is rather a bad strategist. I know, if I were in
the hon, gentleman’s position, instead of keeping
private railways in the front all the time, I
should certainly bring in either the Electoral
Reform Bill or an Old Age Pensions Bill, and
dovetail them together.

1900—3 ¢

[27 SEpremseR.]

Old Adge Pensions. 1041 .

Mr. STEPHENSON : There is a lot of the wisdom
of the serpent about you.

Mr. JACKSON : T thank the hon. member if
that is meant as a compliment. I do not know
whether he meant it as a compliment, but I shall
take it as such.

Mr, Dawson: What! Do you mean to say
that you tempted Eve?

Mr. JACKSON : With regard to the financial
ditliculty, surely a large colony like Queensland
can do what a small colony like New Z. aland
has done. Surely, if New Zealand can find
£200,000 for old age pensions, (Queensland can
imitate that colony. It does not say much for
this great colony if we are going to admit that
New Zealand can do things of this sort, on
account of 1ts wealth, that Queensland cannot do.
We are continually holding Queensland up as
being the foremost and the richest colony in the
Australasian group.

Mr. ANNEAR: Has not New Zealand a much
larger population than Queensland ?

Mr. JACKSON : T adwmit at once that New
Zealand has a much larger population. I think
shie has a population of about 743,000 as against
Queensland’s 500,000.  Still this is not altogether
a question of population. We have an immense
territory, and receive a large amount of revenue
from Crown lands, while New Zealand, on the
other hand, has to purchase a great deal of its
lands from the Maoris.

Mr., ANNEAR : And from private companies as

well.

Mr. JACKSON: Well, T take it that the
same thing applies to the estates which have
been repurchased in Queensland under the Agri-
cultural Tuands Purchase Act, so that the two
colonies are on a par in that respect. I think
there is a good deal of misunderstanding as to
the effect that spending a large sum of money by
way of old age pensions has upon the economic
position of the community. Sir Genrge Turner,
when introducing his Bill last year in Vietoria
said—

The pensioner will neeessarily have to expend it in

obtaining the necessaries of life, and by that means a
large amount of it will find its way back into the
Treasury.
Then we must remember that if we adopt a
system of old age pensions the charitable institu-
tims of the colony will be relieved to a very con-
siderable extent as well. Coming back to the
economic aspeet of the question.  If, for instance,
£50,000 is taken out of the Treasury to provide
for old age pensions, that money is spent in the
community, so that from a pational point of
view the expenditure is nothing like so heavy as
some hon. members might iwagine. Then let
me point out that the Treasurer’s Financial
Stat: ment was very optimistic. I do not know
whether the bon. gentleman will urge this
financial ditficnlty and say that we have no funds ;
but anticipating that he may do so, I would
refer him to his Financial Statement, where he
points out that the colony is, after all, in a very
fair position, iu spite of the drought, and in spite
of the addivional taxation that will be incurred
by federating with the other colonies. Speaking
from memory, I fancy that the hon. gentleman
forecasted a surplus of £40,000 or £50,000 during
the present year.

The Premier: Not so much as that—1I antici-
pated a surplus of £22,000.

My, JACKSON: I am very glad the hon.
gentleman has corrected me, as 1 was speaking
from memory. Even so, £22,000 would certainly

nut provide for a system of old age

[4-3% p.m.] pensions for Queensland, if it were
| passed on similar lines to those in
\ New Zraland. 1 would point out, however, that
even supposing the Treasurer will not have a suf-

| ficently large surplus to provide for an old age
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pension system, I believe that the people of this
colony, and particularly the working class,
would not object, if necessary, to slightly
increased taxation, if the object of it were to pro-
vide for a system of old age pensions. That is
my firm belief, judging from my own knowledge
of the opinions of the working class. Now,
with regard to the third objectinn, that the
Federal Government will probably deal with
this question, I take it that that may be the
most important objection urged by the Govern-
ment as a reason why this resolution should not
be carried. Now, it looks very strange that
New South Wales and Victoria, the two larger
colonies, should be introducing legislation to
deal with old age pensionsif the Governments of
those colonies seriously believed that the Federal
Government would take up this matter. The
Federal Government, as I pointed out last year,
will have to deal with a good deal before they
could possibly deal with this question of old age
pensions ; and on that T think—and I want fo
ask the attention of hon, members particularly
to this—it is very questionable whether old age
pensions should be taken up by the Federal Go-
vernment rather than by the State Governments.
It is very debatable, and I think the argument
will be that it is a question for the State Govern-
ments rather than the Federal Governments,
because this is implied : If it is argued that the
Federal Government should take up this question
it seems to me that it follows necessarily that the
whole of the question of the relief of the poor
should be turned over to the Federal Govern-
ment, Now, hon. members will not argue that.
They will not argue that the benevolent asylums
and charitable institutions should be turned over
to the Federal Government; and here I will
admit that when we get a system of old age
pensions some benevolent asylums, I take if, will
still be necessary ; but it is not argued that the
Federal Government should take over these
benevolent institutions., But I will tell the
House whut I think the Federal Government
may do in connection with old age pensions,
and that is this: The Federal Government
may very well deal with those aged people who
are not able to qualify in their respective
States. That, I believe, will be the proper
function for the Federal Government to take
up; that is to say, supposing each colony has
an Old Age Pension Act, and one of the condi-
tions is that the applicant should have resided,
say, for twenty-five years in the colony. That
seems to be the time that is usually adopted. It
is quite evident that a considerable number of
applicants—I will not say a considerable num-
ber, but at any rate a number of applicants—
throughout the colonies might be unable to
qualify in the particular State where they might
have had to reside. For instance, one might live
ten years in New South Wales and fifteen years
in Queensland, and if the qualification were
twenty-five years both in New South Wales
and Queensland, it is quite evident that
that man would be disqualified. Now. here
is where the Federal Government could very
properly come in. The Tederal Government

could introduce legislation to provide for
those individuals who could mnot qualify
themselves in the different States. If all the

States had Old Age Pension Acts in operation,
then the term could be very much reduced.
Instead of making the qualification twenty-five
years, each State could then easily adopt ten
years as a qualification—that is to say, ten years
of life in Australia, leaving out of the question
the people coming from outside of Australia.
Then, again, even if the Federal Government
did not take action, I think a system of clear-
ances conld be adopted from one colony to
another, If the Federal Government comes
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in at all, T think it will bs tound in prae-
tice that the proper solution of this difficulty
will be for the Federal Government to introduce
legislation to provide for those aged poor, who
are not able to qualify under the Act in their
particular State. Now, I have one more objec-
tion to deal with, and that is the fourth one. I
stated that it was possible that the Government
might urge the objection to carrying this resolu-
tion, that we have already practically a system
of old age allowances in Queensland, that is the
5s. allowance in lieu of Dunwich. Now it is
possible that there may be one solitary advantage
in the fact that the Government administering
this on their own account.

Mr. Hices: It is subject to gross abuses.

Mr. JACKSON: The hon. member for
Fortitude Valley says that it is open to gross
abuses, That is possible, T am not stating that
it is abused in any wey, My experience of the
Home Secretary’s administering of this generally
is, that the applications are always favourably
considered. In fact, I do not think, I have had
a single refusal in connection with any of the
cases I have submitted. Sometimes there is a
certain amount of delay, which I suppose is
inevitable in a large colony like this, where
reports have to be obtained from police magis-
trates or from the police in the outlying
districts, but at the same time I think this is
a question which ought to be laid down in
an Act of Parliament. I understood that the
Home Secretary has found the work too
much for him. I think we all admit that the
Home Secretary is a hard-working man, and I
am sure he would not turn over an item of this
sort to someone else if he were able to deal with
it himself. I understand that the hon. gentle-
man has turned it over to Dr. Hare to deal with.
I do not know whether that is correct or not. I
believe I saw it in a newspaper some time ago.
Now, I said there might be one solitary advan-
tage in the privacy that the administration this
old age allowance system has at present under
the Government, but still the question of
publicity is not necessarily attached to the old
age pension system. As 1 pointed out, when I
commenced my spesch, in New South Wales
the Bill that the Premier of that colony has
introduced provides for the hearing of all
applications privately. I am not quite sure of
that because I have not seen the Bill, but I
think that the applications have not to be heard
in open court as they have in New Zealand.
Now Goldwin Smith, in a book which he wrote
some time ago, said—

There is a notion that public relief pauperises. The
sentiment is to be respected, but that which really
pauperises is relief unwisely given, as private charity
is too apt to be.

Now, I want just to give one instance that came
under my notice not long ago, to show that the
system of administering these allowances by the
Home Secretary is one under which some injus-
tices might take place. I had gone, some
months ago, to visit a town in the Scuthern part
of the colony., When I got there, a letter
was placed in my hand from a woman, wbho
wrote to say that her father, who was an old
Northerner, was lying very ill. Previously to
1his, the old man had lived in my own electorate.
He had heard that I was coming to the town and
asked his daughter to write to me, because he
would like to see me for the sake of old times.
I went to see the old man, and found him lying
seriously ill with cancer. T forget his age, but I
know it was over seventy. On leaving I spoke
to his daughter privately. Icould see from their
surroundings that they were not very well off,
and I told her that the Government made an
old age allowance to certain persons, and I said,
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“TIf you like T will write, or get the member
for your district to write, and ask the Govern-
ment to make your father an allowance of B5s.
a week.” The woman said, “1 will see my
husband and take a little time to think 1t
over and write to you about it.” I never got
a letter from her, but two or three months
afterwards I had occasion to visit the same
town again and I heard that the old man was
dead. I went to see his daughter and son-
in-law, and in the course of conversation I said,
I never heard anything from you about the old
age allowance.” She said, ‘“Well, when we
came to think of it, seeing there was no certainty
about getting the money, and that my father
might think we wanted to get rid of him, we
decided to struggle on without making the
application.” There is a case in point, and I
could if I liked quote others where, if an Old
Age Pension Act were in force, there would
be no diffidence whatever about applying for
the assistance ; but under present circumstances
there is that diffidence. I think I have now
pretty well exhausted my subject. I have dealt
with the objections that I think might be
raised by the Government to the best of my
ability. I may not have done it very well ; but
I have done my best to answer the objections
that may be urged. I could have produced,
of course, a great many more arguments in
support of an Old Age Pension Act; but
I did not wish to travel over old ground.
During the two previous years in which I have
dealt with this question, I have done so from
various standpoints. I have dealt with the
feature that it would be a discouragement to
thrift. I showed on previous oceasions that the
present system of relief through the asylums was
not at all a credit to our civilisation. I have not
dealt with those features of the subject this afrer-
noon ; but have tried to look at the question from
a new point of view. I am rather sorry that
there is any occasion at all to introduce a
motion of this sort; but I am afraid there will
always be needed some system of old age pen-
sions. The poorhouses and benevolent asylums,
I think, we can shortly dispense with to a very
large extent, although for chronic cases and
where old pzople have no friends at all they
will in all probability still be required. There
may be a civilisation somewhere ahead in the
future when even old age pensions will not be
required ; but, in my opinion, some system of
old age pensions will be required for a very long
time to come. It seems to me that as long as
some people are born more gifted than others,
as long as some are stronger than others, as long
as human nature and temperament are what
they are, as long as some people are born thrifty
and others the reverse, as long as the unemployed
problem and the industrial competition system
exist, so long will there be a need for an old age
peasion system. I commend the motion to the
favourable attention of hon. members, and I
hope the Government will see their way to let it
be carried on the voices. I am sure it will be a
credit to the Premier if he accepts the motion
without any opposition. T cannot conceive that
any reasons can be urged against it, and seeing
what is being done in the other colonies I think
he ought to get into line with them. If he does
50, he will hand his name down to posterity as
the benefactor of the aged poor.

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The HOME SECRETARY : The hon. mem-
ber who, I think, now for the third time has
moved this motion, or one analogous to it, has
wisely refrained from going over much of the
ground which he traversed on former occasions,
because it may be taken for granted that to a
certain extent hon. members and the country
are familiar with what has transpired in this
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Chamber in previous sessions, and probably
their attention has been directed by ineans of
former discussions to other sources of information
with regard to this very interesting question.
It is not only an interesting question, but a
very important question. We are feeling even
in Queensland, where we have a system of
relieving indigent persons, whether old or
young, that it is beginning to press somewhat
severely upon the resources of the Treasury. Of
course 1 use that expression in a comparative
sense, because I do not pretend for a moment to
suggest that the amount which we are now
expending in the way of relief is anything
approaching what the colony could bear if
necessity arose. I would like to deal first of all
with the matter the hon. member referred to in
connection with the answers I gave to himon a
recent occasion referring to statistics on this
subject, so far as they relate to Queensland. It
will be observed that in 1897 there were 116
persons, who received a total of £1,017. In
1898 the number had increased to 144, and
the amount to £1,255; and in 1899, the
matter having been discussed in this Cham-
ber, and a certain amount of publicity having
been given to the system in vogue, the figures
rose to 427 persons, receiving £3,628, For
the first six months of this year the number
has increased again from 427 to 705, and the
expenditure for this six months was £3,692, or
in excess of the expenditure for the whole of 1899,
The hon. member asks: How do I account
for that? Well, I account for it in this way:
because the knowledge that these allowances,
in lien of going to Dunwich, are obtain-
able, is spreading. That is the only explana-
tion I can give. I don’t pretend, for one
moment, to say that anything like the full
number of people who would be entitled to
receive assistance on the present lines, from this
particular fund, are now in rveceipt of that
assistance. Therefore I predict that next year,
even at Bs. per week, the amount to be expended
in this way will be considerably in excess of
£12,000,

Mr. Hrges : Then you adopt the old age
pension system, while you speak against it.

The HOME SECRETARY : I don’t know
what the hon. member means. He is assuming
two things, both of which are incorrect.

Mr. StErHENSON : That is what he very fre-
quently does.

The HOME SECRETARY : I ventured to
predict last year that the amount to be expended
this year would not be far short of £8,000 or
£9,000, and I am inclined to think that, with the
experience we have had-—an increase of some-
thing like 80 per cent. for the first six months
of this year over the numbers for the whole
of 1899—from 127 to 705—and considering that
the advance may increase in the same ratio
for the coming six months of this year—I
don’t think my estimate last year will fall far
short of the actual figures. And taking the per-
centage of increase in numbers as indicative of
what we may expect in the near future, I think
I am not far out when I estimate that the
expenditure next year will not fall far short of
£12,000.

Mr. Jackson: That is a small amount com-
pared with New Zealand.

The HOML SKCRETARY : I admit that.
will come to that directly. I may mention that,
in my answer to the hon. member’s question, I
drew a distinction between the name which he
gave to these ailowances and that which is given
to it—and very properly given to it unler exiss-
ing circumstances—departmentally. It is very
necessary that that distinction should be
observed, because the system which we have
adopted here differs very much from the New
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Zealand system. Our system is not an
old age pension system, because persons who
have not attained the age of sucty five are
admitted to the benefits of our system here ; and
1 think very properly so. I think sixty- five is
the New Zealand age limit, and it must be recog-
nised that there are very many persons who have
not attained that age, who are far more deserv-
ing of assistance and support from the State
than large numbers who have already attained
that age. Take the case of a widow with a large
family of children, which she has reared, and is
still endeavouring to vear, and who is not
more than forty-five, fifty, or fifty-five years
of age—let us say forty-five. Now, is she not as
deserving of assistance in her financial strails
and extremity as a man—perhaps a bachelor—
who has attained the age of sixty-five, but
is still hale and hearty? Still, under the New
Zealand old age pension scheme she would get no
assistance from the State. TUnder that scheme
there are hard-and-fast lines, but I say there is
an elasticity in the system we have adopted in
this colony, which, with proper dlacrlmmatlon,
has many virtues which the New Zealand scheme
has not, or which any scheme of a hard-and-fast
character cannot possibly have. The hon. mem-
ber for Fortitude Valley, Mr. Higgs, appears to
be on the warpath, and by his interjection this
afternoon he was gond enough to insinuate when
the hon. member for Kennedy was speaking,
that there are grave abuses in the administration
here.

Mr. Hices: You know I did not say that.
I said the system was liable to grave abuses.

The HOME SECRETARY: The hon,
member did not say outright that there were
abuses ; but by bis interjection he suggested that
there were abuses. Where was the necessity for
him to make that interjection if he did not mean
to suggest that there were abuses? If now he
says he did not intend to convey thatimpression,
I accept his denial. The very fact that it has
been necessary to get that denial is sufficient
justification for me to refer to the hon. member’s
remarks.

Mr. Hicas : We want to establish a proper
system of old age pensions.

The HOME SECRETARY: The hon.
member is now shirking the question.

Mr. Higas : No, T am not.

The HOME SECRETARY : I think the hon.
member’s interjection was suggestive that some-
thing of this nature was passing in his mind at
the time. T do not think it is necessary for me
to defend my administration of these funds,
There is no hon. member, or anybody in the
colony, who can say that I have not dealt
with everybody who has come before me in
connection with this matter in a jnust manner.
I explained before that it cast a great deal of

extra work on myself, having

[5 p.m.] regard to the fact that diserimina-

tion had to be exercised. I thought
that, so far as it was possible, it was desirable
that this discrimination should be exercised by
somebody directly answerable to Parliament.
The hon. member for Kennedy mentioned the
fact that he had heard that the administration of
this matter had been banded over to Dr. Hare,
but, as a matter of fact, that is not covrect. 1
very much desire to do so.

Mr. Jacrson: I saw it stated in the Press.

The HOME SECRLTARY : There is so
much stated in the Press that is absolutely false
and misleading, as the hon. member knows very
well,

Myr. JacksoN: Did not the hon., gentleman
himself see it in the Press ?

The HOME SECRETARY : Idon'tthink so.
I don t study the Press very much.

Mr, Hices : Poor Press! Always in trouble!
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The HOMYE SECRETARY: I dont remem-
ber seeing it. I know I mentioned last year that
I hoped to be able to relieve myself of this work
to a very large extent, but whatever transfers
might take place in the duties—and I do hope to
be able to hand them over to Dr. Hare in-some
shape or form, as Inspector of Charitable Tnstitu-
tions—1I should not for a moment lose Ministerial
control over these funds; and any decision of
his will certainly be liable to appeal to the
Minister. As regards mere matters of detail,
where there could be no question as to the deserv-
ing nature of an applicant or otherwise, T think
a great deal of the Minister’s time might be saved
by bhanding it over to Dr. Hare, or possibly a
board consisting of himself and somebody else.
I have referred to one difference between our
scheme and the hard-and-fast scheme in New
Zealand. T will now refer to another, and that
is this: Providing that a person can show that
he or she is deserving, is in penurious circam-
stances—and possibly the word ‘ deserving”
covers that—not only deserving as regards good
character, sobriety, and so on—1t is not necessary
that they should always have been deserving in
that respect—but, at all events, so long as they
are able to show that they are in straitened
circumstances—that they are fit subjects for.
Dunwich—that the allowance will not be
wasted, that they have friends who to a
certain extent will be able to assist them
outside Dunwich—then the allowance is made—
no matter also what time they bave resided in
Queeusland. Now, in New Zealand, if my
memory serves me rightly, the time limit for
residence before one can become entitled to the
old age pension is twenty-five years. If I had
my records here before me I could point to scores
of instances—probably it would almost amount
to hundreds of instances—where most deserving
people are in veceipt of the 5s. outside allowance
in lieu of going to Dunwich, who would not be
eligible for similar treatment in New Zealand,
for the simple reason that they have not resided
in the colony twenty-five years.

Mr. Jackson: In New Zealand the people
who are not qualified by age for pensions go into
the benevolent asylums.

The HOME SECRETARY : I quite under-
stand that. T want to point out that there is a
differentiation between certain people who are
supposed to be eligible for State assistance in
the nature of old age pensions in New Zealand,
where those who cannot comply with that hard.
and-fast, that arbitrary rule—I may say, in
many instances, unjust rule—have still to render
themselves liable to the same discredit—if one
may use so strong an expression—which is sup-
posed to attach to admission to a benevolent
asylum. Where you have an old age pension
scheme you must necessarily bave it on hard-and-
fast lines, and in that respect it is probably
impossible to improve upon the scheme adopted
in New Zealand, and will probably be adopted
elsewhere; but with our system we have the
advantage of being able to reach most deserving
people who would be excluded under such a
rule, and yet are very elicible persons for
receipt of assistance from the State. I havebeen
greatly struck with the different way in which
proposed recipients regard the guestion of this
53, a week in lieu of going to Dunwich, and it
has been extremely interesting to note the class
of persons who take the different views of the
matter. In some instances you will find thas
there is, as there was in the case the hon. mem-
ber for Kennedy himself guoted, a distinet dis-
inclination to enme upon the State. There is an
independence of sentiment which I think does
credit to the people who entertain it. They have
no desirve, unless they are actually forced into the
position, to take this allowance from the State in
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lieu of going to Dunwich, On the other hand, I
am constantly in receipt of letters—some of them
rather amusing—from men who put forward
their claims, or what they regard as their claims.
They have been resident for such a period in the
colony—it may be twenly, or twenty-five, or thicty
years—and they claim the allowance as a matter
of right., Sometimes on inquiry T find that these
nien are tolerably well off, are sarning very good
wages, are in perfectly good health, and likely to
be so for many years. Of course, in those cases
under our present system we need not render
assistance, but those are the men who under
the system in force in New Zealand would come
in for a share of the State’s bounty—if you like
to call it bounty—while many an unfortunate
widow would be neglected.

Mr., Jacksos: I deny that they would come
in, if they had any considerable amount of
money.

The HOM® SECRETARY : I do not mean
men in affluent circumstances, but men able to
maintain themselves respectably and decently,
and just as well able to do so, perhaps, as they
were fifteen or twenty years ago, but still have
attained the age at which they wouald be entitled
to come on the State for an old age pension under
such a scheme as that in force in New Zealand.

Mr., JacksoN : I think there is a very small
proportion over the age of sixty-five years able
to earn their own living.

The HOME SECRETARY : I don’t agree
with that. As far as I am able to judge by the
recorded information which comes before me
after investigation, I should say that there is a
very large proportion of persons over the age of
sixty-five years able to maintain themselves—
even up to seventy and seventy-five years of age.
I constantly come across reports of men who are
earning good wages abt that age, and I am
surprised to find there is a very prevalent idea
that in Queensland, if not in the whole of Aus-
tralia, longevity and a certain robustness in
advanced years does not prevail, 1 tind that,
although we have a great number of men who
suffer from rheumatism, which is very common,
still there are a large nnmber of men who are
hale and strong even at sixty-five years of age.
The hon. member for Kennedy holds that the
transfer of any property to the country by a
proposed recipient is not justifiable.

Mr. Jackson: I should like to know the
details first.

The HOME SECRETARY : As I said in my
answers to the hon. member when he interrogated
me on the subject, each case is dealt with on its
merits, A parent, either a male or female, may
ask for this allowance, and on invesligation it
may be found that there are a number of
children, some of them having families of their
own, and others who ave bachelors or spinsters
earning fairly good wages when they like to
work, but who are very often drunkards, from
whom the police report it is impossible to get
anything towards the support and maintenarnce
of their parents. T am referringnow only to those
whoe are drunkards. On the other hand, there
are children who are steady and industrious,
who have perhaps a little home of their own
which is being paid for to a bnilding society, and
who have large families to rear. In a case of
that sort, where a son has a large family which
he is endeavouring to rear, I invariably take this
view : That unless he is in fairly affluent eircum-
stances, he ought not to be called upon to take
from his own growing family in order to support
an aged parent. Itis very difficult, of course,
to draw the line. In some cases it is reported to
me that a son has property of considerable value,
and where that is so, T say the son ought to do
something for his father.

Mr, DiBLEY : You cannot make him do it.
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The HOME SECRETARY: If the father
goes to Dunwich, we can; that is the point.
If ason will not do the duty which he ought to
perform towards his father, who has reared him,
and who, perhaps with great self-denial, has
given him an education and a trade, and that
son allows his father to go to Dunwich he can be
called upon by process of law—and very rightly
so—to contribute towards the support of his
father. But when you come to deal with drunk-
ards and ne’er-do-wells, you have a different state
of things. It is in cases where you cannot
get anything out of the children, either because
they have too much to do in rearing their own
families—the fecundity of those people who apply
for relief is remarkable—that you find that they
cannot support their parents, or that there
are unmarried children who are dissolute or
drunkards or not always in work., Suppose in
such a case a man has a property worth £100, is
the State going to support that man for the
remainder of his life, perhaps for ten or fifteen
years, and allow those dissolute drunkards from
whom the State cannot get anything, but who
ought to assist to maintain their parents, to
quietly step into the shoes of the old man when
heis dead? I say that in cases of that sort it 1s
right to insist on the transfer of the property to
the State. .

Mr. Jacgsox : I think your action would be
right in cases of that sort,

The HOME SECRETARY: Those are
invariably the cases in which that occurs, and 1
say that in such cases it is necessary that the
property should be transferred in order to do
justice to the community. Then take the case
of a man who has no children at all, but has dis-
tant relatives—nieces or nephews—in another
colony, or perhaps in the old country, Theman
will do nothing with his property; he simply
lives upon it. Of course it is always a mere
residence that is concerned in these cases. Is it
not a fair thing to ask that the commuuity which
is going to maintain that man for the remainder
of his years should benefit by the value of his
property when he shuffles off, rather than
the benefit should go to distant relatives in
another community who take no interest in him?
Those are the reasons why T insist on the trans-
fer of property. An additional reason is that an
implied undertaking is given by the Government,
when that transfer is made, that the old people
shall reside on their property for the remainder
of their lives. If the transfer were not insisted
upen, the property might be frittered away.

Mr. Jackson : I thought the transfer was to
increase the allowance.

The HOME SECRETARY : No. It would
make no appreciable difference in the allowance.

Mr. JACKSON : It might make 1s. a week dif-
ference.

The HOME SECRETARY : That would be
£2 124, a year,

Mr. JacksoN : Would not £100 worth of pro-
perty bring in 1s. a week if invested in an
annuity payable at the age of sixty-five years?

The BOME SECRETARY : Yes, it might,
but does not the hon. member see that if we sold
the property the man could not live on it 2 We
do not sell the property, but allow him to live on
it, which saves him rent. I find that in a num-
ber of cases people are payiog somewhat large
rents—0Gs. and 8s. a_week—Dbut of course there
are reasons for that. The explanation generally is
that they have some young relatives, possibly
their own children, living with them, and earning
very small wages, just enough to maintain them-
selves, and in consequence of that they pay a
higher rent than they would r)therwlse' do.
Where a man owns property and transfers it to
the State he saves that rent, and the Govern-
ment are practically increasing the allowance he
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receives by the amount of the rent which he
would otherwise have to pay. The hon, member
would surely not have the Crown to get that
property valued, take a transfer of it, and then
give the man an increased allowance. That
would not be fair to the community.

Mr. Hices : Under what Act do you take that
property ?

The HOME SECRETARY : Under the Act
of the individual himself,

Mr. Hices: The Government, then, are
becoming land jobbers.

The HOME SECRETARY : If the hon.
member chooses to put it that way, they are.

Hon. D. H, DALRYMPLE : Land nationalisers,

The HOME SHECRETARY : I would be the
last man to deprive any old man or old woman
of their property if I thought that was doing
them the shightest injustice, but I can assure
hon. members that as a rule it is really a_kind-
ness to those people, and at the same time is
secures the rights of the community as against
distant relatives in other parts of the world,
or against dissolute children who will not
assist their parents, but would like to step
into their shoes in regard to the property
which those parents may leave behind them.
‘We now come to the question of amount, the
fourth matter referred to by the hon. gentleman,
and which is also referred to in the concluding
paragraph of his resolution. T am bound to say
that, at present, I cannot see my way to advise
the Governmens to grant an increased amount,
The 5s. a week has been arrived at as the
amount which is equivalent to the cost to the
State if the person were an inmate of Dunwich,
or of any other benevolent asylum that might be
started.
. Mr. Grassey: What is the exact cost per

ead ?
The HOME SECRETARY : As nearly as
possible, about 5s. a week.

Mr. Grassey: That is irrespective of the
value of property and everything else, because
that is always a consideration.

The HOME SECRETARY : Yes, I think so.
I point this out, and it is admitted by the hon.
member for Kennedy that it so in New Zealand,
that no matter what scheme is adopted—whether
it be the scheme in force here at present, or that
in vogue in New Zealand—you will always have
your benevolent asylums. There will never be
an end to them, because there are certain persons
to whom it is impossible to entrust money for
their care and keep.

Mr. Jacksox : Only a small proportion.

The HOME SECRETARY : Well, at present
they are a very large proportion here. We have
only 700 people in receipt of this outside relief,
and we have over 1,000 in Dunwich alone,
irrespective of the large number of persons who
are being otherwise cared for in other institutions
throughout the eolony.

Mr. Jackson: If you increased the amount to
7s., you would get rid of a lot of those now in
Dunwich—that is my opinion.

The HOME SECRETARY : I do not admit
that at all ; but there would immediately be a
demand, and becessarily so, from those in
PDunwich for increased comforts, hecause the
people there would properly say, ¢ Why should
we be kept here at a cost of only bBs. a week,
when other people are living in luxnry outside,
at a cost to the State of 7s. per week 9

Mr. JENKINSON: There is not much luxury in
1s. a day.

The HOME SECRETARY : Well, they are
very comfortably kept and fed at Dunwich.

Mr. JENKINSON : You misunderstand me. I
talked of those “‘living in luxury,” as you called
1t, outside,
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Mr. Hices: Where is Macdonald-Paterson,
the hon. member for Brisbane North?

The HOME SECRETARY : I am only
stating the argument which would be used by
those in Dunwich, and they would look to be
better off, and get better food and accommoda-
tion. The question is : What test are we going
to apply in order to fix the amount? I say that
so long as people can be maintained in Dunwich
as they are—and some of them get better and
more wholesome food, and more of it a good deal
than they were in the habit of receiving when
working for themselves outside as younger men
and women—I1 say that I think the cost to the
State should be taken as a proper guide to the
amount which should be expended upon those
who are eligible for Dunwich, but who, owing to
different circumstances, and having relatives and
friends outside, are able to avold the necessity
for going into that institution. That is why I
think it would not be an advantageous thing to
depart from a standard which has been, so to
speak, automatically fixed upon. I do not think
anyone will say that the fare in Dunwich is not
what it ought to be.

Mr. DisLEY : Well, the sugar is very bad.

The HOME SECRETARY : Take it all
round, a Jarge majority of the people there are
really better off asregardsfood, and probably also
as regards clothing, than they were before they
went there.

Mr, GLASSEY : At any rate they get fed regu-
larly, are kept clean, and all that sort of thing.

The HOMIEI SECRETARY: For those
reasons I do not think it desirable to make a
departure at the present time, so far as regards
the amount. I might say that I have lately had
reports from Dr. Hare as to the desirability of
establishing a second benevolent asylum in the
Northern portion of the colony, and I may tell
the hon, member for Kennedy that Ravenswood
has been very favourably reported upon as a site
for sach an institution. Dr. Hare thinks an
ideal site could be found there.

Mr. Jackson: That won’t satisfy me.

The HOME SECRETARY : I merely say it
has been mentioned as an excellent place. I did
not expect that it would satisfy the hon. mem-
ber. I think I have given an excellent and
sufficlent reason why it is not desirable to
increase the amount, and it must be remembered
that Dunwich is always open to these people if
they cannct with other assistance they get
manage to live on the bs. a week. I do not
pretend to say for a moment that a man can live
on 5s. a week as I should like to see him live.
He might continue the barest possible existence
on bs. a week if he lived in a tent and had no
rent to pay, but Dunwich would still be open to
people so placed. The 5s. is suflicient for those
who have friends who live with them, or who
can earn & little for themselves, and a very large
number of those in receipt of that relief do earn
a little money, perhaps as much as another 5s.
in the week.

Mr. JacksoN : Do you think New Zealand is
too 1g(renerous to its poor, in giving them 7s. a
week?

‘the HOME SECRETARY: I do not say
that, but they werk upon a different principle.
I have pointed out before that if we adopted the
scheme the hon. member advocates, and made
the amonnt 7s. a week, under that scheme, we
would save 50 per cent. of the amount we are
spending under our system, and probably a
majority of those debarred by the conditions
would be more necessitous than those receiving
relief in New Zealand. When I say we would
save money, I mean in the present form of ex-
penditure, but we wonld really have to spend
more, and I venture further to say that there
would not be the same number of deserving
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persong who would receive relief. In proportion
those who are in receipt of our allowance are
more in need of it and more deserving than
those in receipt of relief in New Zealand.

Mr, JacksoN: We are only spending £7,000 a
year, while they are spending £200,000.

The HOME SECRETARY : I am speaking
comparatively of the numbers in both eolonies.
There is always a_difficulty—and New Zealand

experience corroborates it—in decid-
[6:30 p.m.] ing whether applicants for old age
r:ensions are deserving or not. In
this colony, those who are not deserving we can
send to Dunwich; but in New Zealand they
have to decide whether an applicant is entitled
to a pension as a matter of right, or should be
relegated to a benevolent asylum. That is a
very invidious question for any man or body of
men to decide, but it has to be decided in New
Zealand, and there is a great deal of heart-burn-
ing in consequence, I know, I quite agree with
the hon. member in this—that if we are to have
any scheme of old age pensions—if we are
to continue our present system—it must neces-
sarily come out of the consolidated revenue.
It would be quite impossible to do it out
of local rates. Difficulties enough are met
with in old countries where the population is
settled to a very much greater degree than here ;
but kere, with our shifting population, it would
be an absolute impossibility to deal with such
questions as this locally. A man moves about to
wherever he can get work, and a very large per-
centaze of the ordinary workmen would in’ the
course of five years have been within as many
as fifty different local authorities ; and it would
be absurd, under those circumstances, to say that
the rates of the particular local anthority where
a man happened to be when he made application
for his pension should necessarily be charged
with it. It would be an accentuation of the
difficulties which the hon. member has rightly
indicated as likely toexist after federation in deal-
ing with this as an intec-State question. As the
hon. member pointed ont, it is desirable that this
should be a State and not a federal matter, Tn-
deed T have never been able to understand why it
was introduced into the Commonwealth Act.” It
has always seemed to me that it was nnnecessarily
taken over, but it probably may be accounted
for by the fact that a certain number of persons
are constantly shifting from one colony to
another and would be left out under any State
scheme. The hon. member alluded to the fact
that in New Zealand they arve spending a great
deal more in this direction than we are. I do
not know what the amount is for this year, bust
I understand it will be very nearly £200,000. I
ventured to predict that last year, and I think
the hon. member laughed at it.

Mr. JacksoN: I do not remember doing so.

The HOME SECRETARY : Atall events
he questioned the accuracy of my prophecy.

Mr. JACKsSON: A good many Maories have
come in, who were not anticipated; and even
s0, they are well satisfied to pay the money.

The HOME SECRETARY: But a good
many people are dissatisfied because they do not
get it, and think they ought to get it. I want
to point this out, and the hon. member will cor-
rect me if I am wrong—I am speaking from
memory—that in New Zealand they only endow
their hospitals £1 for £1. I believe Queens-
land is the only co'ony which gives £2 to £1.

Mr, JaocxsoN: How does that affect the
question ? *

The HOME SECRETARY : I think it affects
the question very materially, because if we are
to take New Zealand as the model colony, which
the hon. member asks us to do, in charitable
matters generally, the £40,000 a year which we
should save by taking it from the hospitals and
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giving it towards the old age pension fund,
would scarcely find favour with a large majority
of the people of this colony. .

Mr. JacksoN: What difference will it make
whether people put their hands in their pockets
to endow the hospitals or pay the money into the
consolidated revenue?

The HOME SECRETARY: If the hon.
member were to ask the people which they would
prefer—old age pensions and £1 for £1 for
hospitals, or no old age pensions and £2 for £1
for hospitals—1I think they would say they would
rather have £2 for £1 for hospitals and our
present system of outside allowance.

Mr. Jackson : It is all the same. The money
has to come out of the pockets of the people.

The HOME SECRETARY : We know that.
I am merely pointing out to the hon. member
that we come very much nearer to the wants of
those old people even with the small amount we
pay, including, of course, the extra endowment
we give to our hospitals, which, I think, is a very

desirable thing.
Mr. JacksoN : We spend £160,000 on

charities, while New South Wales spends
£500,000.
The HOME SECRETARY : Look at the

difference in the population. New South Wales
has three times our population.

Mr. JacksoN : They spend the same propor-
tionate amount that we do, and yet they are
bringing in a Bill based on the New Zealand
lines.

The HOME SECRETARY : Perhaps we
shall see a diminution of their charitable allow-
ances in other directions., I am talking about
New Zealand, the colony which has adopted this
old age pension scheme, and is making a prac-
tical experiment with it—an experiment which is
running into a good deal more money than was
anticipated at the start. I do not claim to
myself any particular knowledge, but I know
what human nature is, and how squeezable are
Ministers and Parliaments; and I ventured to
say last year that it would not fall far short
of £200,000 in New Zealand. With regard
to publicity, T agree with the hon. member.
If a person is deserving of this relief, I do
not see why there should be any necessity for
parading the fact. There is one more matter I
should like to refer to—the matter to which the
hon. member alluded in connection with the
delays which are supposed to occur with regard
to the administration of the fund in this colony.
Those delays occur through the inquiries that
have to be made before we can arrive at a deci-
sion as to whether the money should he granted
or not. Those inguiries sometimes oceupy
many weeks, running perhaps, in some cases,
to a couple of months. Inquiries have some-
times to be made in the other colonies as
well as in distant parts of this colony. Some-
times individual hardships may occur in the
case of very deserving people, through being kept
out of the money so long; but the system now
adopted is that, whenever an application comes
before me, and there does not appear to be any
doubt as to the merits of the cace, I immediately
minute that the allowance is to commence forth-
with for a limited period of one, two, or three
months, according to the length of time that the
inquiries are likely to take, and the inquiries are
made in the meantime. That is a matter which
I may fairly mention in answer to the sugges-
tion of the hon. member that in some cases
delay occurs. As far as possible, that cause
of complaint bas been removed. 1 have little
more to say on the subject, but for the reasons I
have given, and the prospect we have before us
of having a fund equal to perhaps £12,000 this
year, and, it may be, equal to £15,000 or £20,000
in a yeur ortwo, which will be more far-reaching,
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and do more all-round justice to the needy popu-
lation than is the case in New Zealand, I think
we ought to hesitate before we change our exist-
ing methods for any hard-and-fast old age pension

system.

Mr. FISHER (Gumpic): Tt is quite evident
from the debate that has taken place on this
motion fortunately brought forward year after
year by the hon. member for Kennedy, that the
sympathies of hon. members are altering con-
siderably as the matter is receiving further
attention. It is fortunate that the experiment
which has been tried in New Zealand, instead of
being a temporary expedient, is likely to become
a permanent benefit to the community and per-
haps to civilisation all over the world, While I
believe that protracted discussion of the motion
can do no great good, and that it is not necessary
to convince the majority of hon. members that
such a resolution as this 1s a proper one to carry at
this period in our history, I would suggest, as the
Home Secretary has only objected to one para-
graph in the series of resolutions, that if that par-
ticular paragraph were withdrawn the House
would be prepared to accept the resolution and
allow it to go to a division. There are a lot of
people in the country who previously objected to
old age pensions who are now just as anxious that
somesuch scheme as hasbeen tried in New Zealand
should be introduced in this colony. T am atone
with those hon. members who, while they admit
that this is a matter which has been relegated to
the Federal Parliament—and rightly so—at the
same time believe that the initiation of the
matter must rest with the State Parliaments,
and provision is made in the Constitution for its
being dealt with by those bodies. It is desirable
that the local Parliaments should not wait until
the Federal Parliament has had an opportunity
of dealing with it but that those most in advance,
as we claim to be, should tske the lead in the
matter. The hon. member for Mackay seems to
smile at that.

Hon, D, H. DaLrYMPLE: Why shouldn’t 12

Mr. FISHER: Well, that is an indication
that under the present Government we are not
advanced.

Hon. D. ¥H. Datryurre: You always claim
to be advanced. That is part of the business.
You do it from necessity.

Mr, FISHER: The hon. gentleman will
admit that there is necessity for some improve-
ment in dealing with our old and unfortunate
citizens,

Hon., D. H. Davryvapie: Whatever you do
you cull it advanced.

Mr. FISHER: I am perfectly indifferent
whether the hon. gentleman calls it an advance
or not.  He can call it a backward movement if
he likes, if he will vote for it. Does the hon.
gentleman think it would be a backward move-
ment to introdunce old age pensions?

Hon. D. H, DatrympLE: We have got them
now, you see. You forget that while you have
been talking the Government have been acting.

Mr. FISHER : My recollection of the matter
is this : That, after the early discussions raised
on the subject by the hon. member for Kennedy,
the Government endeavoured to adopt an inter-
mediate system, and, after a very strennous
debate in committee, the then Home Secretary,
Sir Horace Tozer, promised that he would make
an out-door allowance. That was the initiation
of the presentsystem. But does the hon. gentle-
man argue that, because this tentative scheme
has been tried, it is to be the final issue of this
question? Certainly not, From our point of
view, the final issne must be the granting of a
specific amonnt by way of pension to the aged
poor in onr midst, Of course those who follow
us may be able to devise a more perfect scheme
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still, such as is provided for in the Common-
wealth Act, where provision is made for invalid
as well as old age pensions; so that those
distinguished individuals who drew up that
Constitution looked forward to a broader a wider
scheme than is proposed by the resolution now
before us. Of course it 1s desirable that the
matter should not be discussed at length, and I
simply rose to express my gratification at hearing
the different tone this afternoon to that when
the question has been discussed on previous
occasions.

The HomE SECRETARY : I am sure my tone has
not changed since last session.

Mr., FISHER : I think the hon. gentleman
unconsciously spoke in a more sympathetic
manner this afternoon.

The HoME SECRETARY : No.

Mr. FISHER : It is many years since I heard
the uestion first discussed, and I remember
how, on that occasion, it was received with jeer-
ing laughter and ridicule.

The Homr SECRETARY : Not by me.

Mr, FISHER : By some hon. members who
are now present. They see it much better now.

The Howme SECRETARY: Whom do you refer
to? Why don’t you specify ?

Mr., FISHER: I do not wish to provoke an
acrimonious debate.  What I would suggest is,
that, as the Home Secretary has expressed him-
self against the principle of only one of the three
resolutions:

The Howr Skcrerary: I wound up by ex-
pressing my disapproval of the resolution,

Mr. FISHER : It was so mild an expression
that I am certainly in doubt as to whether the
hon. gentleman is against the resolution or not,
Certainly the bulk of his arguments were all in
favour of it. They all indicated that sooner or
later this question would be dealt with, and the
only conclusion I could draw from his arguments
was that he was doing his best under present
circumstances, I shall say no more, because I
think it is desirable that an expression of opinion
should be given on the matter rather than that it
should be debated, because I believe the great
majority of members have made up their minds
on the question.

Mr. McDONALD (Flinders): I beg to move
the adjournment of the debate.

Question put and passed.

Mr. JACKSON: I beg to move that the
resumption of the debate be made an Order of
the Day for the 23rd November.

Mr. McDONALD : T would like to ask the
hon. member whether that day is going to be
free or not, because I think it is a very important
motion, and the hon. member certainly ought to
try to get a division uponit. I was under the
impression that a number of hon. members on
the other side wanted to speak, and I suppose
that is the idea of the adjournment?

Mr, HIGGS (Fortitude Valley): I think it is a
great pity that we have not heard the hon. mem-
ber for Mackay on this matter.

Hon. D. H. Datrympii: If I had spoken for
five minutes, you would then have said I was
talking it out.

Mr, HIGGS : T hope that we shall havea very
full discussion of this motion, and that hon.
members on the other side will express their
opinions, and not leave it to us to do all the
talking. I am sure that the matter is of far
more importance than the subject of the Hon.
the Minister for Railways, and he is going to get
a special day of his own. I think that we ought
to have a special day for this. I would suggest
that the hon. member for Kennedy should
arrange with the Premier for a special day for
the discussion of this motion.

Question put and passed.




Mr. J. M. Cross’s Reports.

MR. J. M. CROSS’S REPORTS TO THE
AGENT-GENIRAL.
RESUMPTION OF THE DEBATE.

The PREMIER (Hon. R. Philp, Townsville):
‘When this motion was before the House last
week the Chief Secretary was speaking on the
matter, but he is not now present. I must con-
fess that I think it would be a waste of money
to have these reports printed and distributed to
members of this House.

Mr. STEWART: Are they so bad as that ?

The PREMIER : It is not that they are so
bad, but they have already appeared in the
papers in different parts of the country. They
are extracts which are taken out by Mr. Cross,
and handed by him to the Chief Secretary, who
transmits them to the Agent-General, Sir Horace
Tozer.

Mr. FsuEr: With Cross’s comments on
hem.

The PREMIER : I do not think so.
Mr. LmsiNa: With the Chief Secretary’s
comunents on them, too.

The PREMIER: T have only seen nne copy of
them myself. Personally I do not object to
copies being put on the table of the House for
members to see for themselves. I understand
Mr. Cross devotes a great deal of time to these
reports.

Mr. Rrmo: He has nothing else to do.

Mr. FisuEr: Aund adds comments on the
Labour party.

The PREMIER : Have you seen them ?

Mr. FisHER: No, T did not say so.

The PREMIKER : How do you know, then,
that there are comments on the Labour party?

Mr. Fisuer: You produce them, and I will
tell yon.

The PREMIER: He puts in a great deal of
time in

Mzr. Reip : In abusing the Labour party under
a nom-de-plime.

The PREMIER : Sir Horace Tozer is a very
busy man, and he has not time to wade through
the papers of the colony, and it is a great
advantage to him to have these reports to refer
to. I know that if the hon. member for Gympie
were the Agent-General in London, he would
want something of the sort, though he might not
engage Mr. Cross to do it.

Mr. TEsINA : Oh, admit at once that it isa
soft billet created specially for him.

The PREMIER: I think it is rather bad
taste, especially for his opponent, the present
member for Clermont, to raise the question—very
bad taste indeed.

Mr. REID : That’s too soft.

Mr. LEsiNa: You would not find a soft job for
me if I were chucked out,

The PREMIER : I was thinking of commis-
sioning the hon. membtr for Clermont to go to
South Africa to bring back some of the trophies,
that he was so interested in. Since the war
commenced, the concern that he has taken in
connection with the four contingents that have
gone from here has certainly been deserving of
every praise, and really he onght to have recom-
pense in some way or other,

Mr. McDoxand: Why don’t you do it ?

Mr. Lusiva: Put it on the Supplenientary
Estimates.

The PREMIER : If the hon. member for
Clermont is willing to offer his services, without
pay, I would not mind defraying the cost of his
passage. (Laughter.)

Mr. McDonarnp: Is that a bribe ?

The PREMIER.: I believe the country would
mauke money out of the arrangement. The
amonnt of money we now pay through the print-
ing office—the extra amount we pay for printing
whenever he addresses this House—would more

th
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than recompense us for what it would cost to pay
for his trip to South Africa. And I think I
could name a few of his friends who might very
well go with him. I am sure the House would
be delighted if they would.

Mr, McDownaLp: I suppose you would like the
whole lot of us to go?

The PREMIER : No ; there are some we could
not do without, (Laughter.)

At T oclock, the House, in accordance with
Sesstonal Order, procecded with Government
business.

PORT NORMAN, NORMANTON, AND
CLONCURRY RAILWAY BILL.
SECOND READING-—~RESUMPTION OF DDEBATE.

On the Order of the Day being read for the
resumption of the debate on the second reading
of this Bill—

Mr. RYLAND (Gympte): In introducing this
legislation the Minister asked why any mining
member should object to it? Well, T think if
there are any members of this House who
should have a special and great objection to the
Bill it should be the mining members. In the
first place, the mining concessions granted by
this Bill are not subject to the Mining Act of
1898. That is a great objection from the miners’
point of view. The 1898 Act givesa great many
advantages. It gives the advantage of inspec-
tion of mines, and seeing that they are in proper
condition, and that the ventilation is pure. It
also provides penalties in connection with acci-
dents, and imposes a certain amount of labour con-
ditions. Now, I considerthat the omission of these
things are grave defects in this Bill. I know
that the lives of men connected with mining are
badly enongh protected as the law stands now,
but I can say, from personal experience, that the
state of affairs will he much worse under a
measure of this sort, Then, again, there is the
matter of residences. If there is one thing more
than another which miners and mining members
are jealous about it is in connection with mining
homesteads and mining residence areas, Under
the present law a miner can always take up a
piece of ground and erect on it a suitable dwell-
ing for himself.

Mr. W. Hautvron: Not if a syndicate have
the surface rights.

Mr. RYLAND: That is what I am pointing
out. This company will be exempt from the
provisions of the Mining Act of 1898, conse-
quently the miners will not have the same privi
leges which they now enjoy. Any hon. member
who has been on Charters Towers or Gympie
must have seen for himself the nice little homes
that the miners have erected for themselves.
They are their own, and the men are the tenants
of the Crown. They take up a residence area of
a quarter of an acre, and as long as they pay Bs,
a year they cannot be dispossessed unless the land
is required for mining purposes, and then they
get the full value of the improvements awarded to
them by the warden. That is all to bedone away
with under this Bill, and the company will hold
the land in fee-simple. According to the Bill
they are to be permitted to erect dwellings for
the workmen ; and these men, instead of living,
as it were, under their own vines and figtrees, will
simply become the tenants of the syndicate, with
the result that they will have to pay very high
rents indeed for the most miserable accommoda-
tion. I have seen, in this colony, in connection
with other occupations, instances in which the
employees were compelled to live in such tene-
ments at very high rents indeed. If they did
not they would not long keep their employment.
Tt was not one of the conditions that they should.
It was not a written condition, or even a
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verbally expressed condition, but it was an
understood condition, and anyone revolting
against it, and providing his own dwelling, has
had tolook for work elsewhere.

Mr. STEPHENSON : Where was this?
. Mr. RYLAND : I could give a good many
mstances.

Mr. STEPHENSON : Where ?

Mr. RYLAND : I will give one—the Mungar
sawmill.

Mr. STEPHENSON : That is not a mining town.

Mr. RYLAND : My contention is that under
this Bill miners will be brought to the same low
condition as people are in other parts of the
colony, and that all their privileges in this
respect will be wiped away. Then, again, it is
the intention of the company to own warehouses
and stores. The miners will be compelled to
deal at those stores, and of course pay prices
which will pay the syndicate. There will be no
cutting of prices to get trade. There will be no
cheap sales once or twice a month, but the em-
ployees will have to deal with the syndicate.
It simply means the reintroduction of the truck
system. This syndicate will have possession of
all this country, and instead of working 1t them-
selves, their object will be to let out this land on
tribute. They will geta very good royalty in
that way. Taking it right through, this is a
great menace to the working miners of the
colony. Then this syndicate have this conces-
sion : that they can select 5,000 acres of mineral
lands, and the only restriction is that this 5,000
acres must not extend further than sixty-five
miles from the main railway. That condition will
not be very stringent in its operation. Again, they
are going to have a lease for fifty years, which
is altogether different from our present law
under which mining leases are only for twenty-
one years. Again, there are no labour conditions
in this company’s lease. In fact, this company
will not come under the mining law at all.
They are to be subject to no royality or any
other charge, other than the rent propused by
the Bill, Other mining ecompanies are subjected
to royalties, the dividend and other taxes; yet
this syndicate is to be free from all these, also
this company is to get 10,000 acres of land in
fee-simple, wherever they wish all along their
line. There is no doubt this company will
take up the best sites along their line, and,
wherever a township is likely to spring up,
they will take possession of it. So that there
will not be much left for working men.
Then this company is going to be granted ten
acres for wharfage accommodation—that area
will belong to this syndicate. Then they are to
be allowed to charge 50 per cent. extra on their
lines, for fares and freights, than on the Govern-
ment lines—that is 50 per cent. more than is
charged on the Government lines now ; not on
what the Government may chargs in fifteen or
twenty years’time. We know that as popula-
tion increases it will be quite possible for the
Government to charge lower fares on their lines ;
but there is no provision in this Bill for this
syndicate to make any such reduction. Another
concession is that this company will be exempt
from the Valuation and Rating Act. In fact,
this syndicate will not be subject to any taxa-
tion. If we turn to the old country, we find
that an immense amount of taxation is derived
from railways by the various local authorities
there; but here we are going to give all these
advantages of this private railway, and the
local authorities concerned are going to derive
no revenue from them at all. 1 don’t see why
this company should not be subject to the
local authorities’ rates. The local authorities
in this district will have to build roads and
bridges, and give this company other accommo-
dation ; and yet they are to be exempt from
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taxation. The Minister for Railways in intre-
ducing the Bill told us that he wondered
at the friends of the working man objecting to
this Bill. He made out that the Government
and this syndicate were the working man’s
friends, in that they would give them employ-
ment—that this syndicate was coming here to
find the unemploved work. I don’t think that
will turn out to be the case. We find that Mr.
Withers, whose name stands very prominent in
connection with this matter, says that this com-
pany propeses to introduce a large number of
settlers from the United Kingdom into these
districls—that that is one of their objects.
They are going to indent a lot of men
to make this part of the country profitable to
the company ; to bring labour down to paying
conditions. As we know, the objection in the
old country to the Australian colonies is that
wages are too high here, and therefore capital
cannot be profitably invested here. According
to the correspondence, the intention of this com-
pany is to bring out a large number of settlers to
work at whatever wages and on whatever con-
ditions this company chooses. Isthat a desirable
state of things? I think it would be better to
let the coming of these people be ruled by what
hon. members opposite sumetimes preach but do
not practise~that is, the law of supply and
demand. They preach about finding work for
the unemployed, but they are in favour of
bringing out a large number of men to do the
work for them. They are advocating an upside-
down sort of legislation, which is not desirable.
If the Government, instead of doing that, turned
the business paper upside down I think the
business of the House would go on much
quicker. If, instead of bringing in syndicate
railways, they bring in some State railways—

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. RYLAND : It would be better for the
working men if the Government built these rail-
ways, instead of waiting for outside syndicates
to come in and find work for the unemployed
under these conditions, This company may not
begin operations for four or five years, and duving
that time what is to become of the poor unem-
ployed? If the Government were to build some
of the State lines that are required they could
find work for the unemployed inside of five
months. The question arises ; Why is this
syndicate railway to be rushed through the
House?

The SPEAKER : Order !

Mr. RYLAND: I find in the correspondence
on this line, in a letter to the Chief Secretary,
Mr, Withers says, ‘I shall be glad if you can
introduce the Cloncurry Biil early in the ensuing
session,” I suppose that explains something of
what we have been trying to find out as regards
the introduction of these Bills first this session.
We find that the business of this House and the
country has to submit to the instructions received
from this companv, and consequently these Bills
have to be brought in first, and all the other
legislation has to be neglected. And this
explaing why we hear so much from the other
side about wasting time when we stand up to
criticise these Bills,

Hoxourasre MeMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. RYLAND : We were told last night that
if the people of this district did not get this rail-
way they would get no railway at all—that it
was a question of either a syndicate railway or
none. 1 cannot understand that. By what I
have read and heard of the resources of the dis-
trict I think it would be a good distriet for a
State railway, and I would like to see it carried
out by the State, because if it would pay a syn-
dicate to build the line T amn satisfied it would
pay the State. This House cannot make all the
railways asked for by a clamouring public or by
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syndicates or by persons interested. They must
have some way of gauging the railways that
would certainly pay and those that would not ;
but I think in a case like this, where there per-
haps would not be unanimity as to the capability
of thedistrict to support a railway, Ithink it would
be a good thing to adopt the suggestion made by
the hon. member for Rockhampton. When a
company like this bas large interests in mineral
or other lands in a district—where they have a
joint interest with the Government, as it were,
they should be prepared to pool their interest
with the Government and say that if the Govern-
ment would stand half the expense of building
the railway they would stand the other half of
the expense. And the Government in a case like
that should be prepared, when the line paid any-
thing over 2 per cent., to hand that over to the
company, and continue to hand over to the com-
pany anything over 2 per cent. until the company
received back their share of the expense of con-
structing the line. But they should not allow
the control of the iine to fall into the hands
of the syndicate. And in refunding this
money to the syndicate I think the Government
should allow them 3 or 3% per cent. interest. In
that way both the people and the company
would have the advantage of the railway, and
the company would have only half the risk
they would have otherwise, I think that would
be a fair way to meet special cases like this. T
am satisfied that the public credit, as regards
borrowing money to build suitable lines, is
inexhaustible, and within six or eight months—as
soon as the war fever goes down a bit—we could
get any amount of money at 3% per cent., which
is a good deal less than is being paid for the
money that built wost of our lines. We know
that the £10,000,000 loan cost £4 2s. 6d. per
cent., and our last loan, which was supposed
to be a partial failure, was got at about £3 12s.
per cent. I am not going to say that this
district or any other district should have no
railway at all. I am in favour of an alterna-
tive scheme, by which the country would be
opened up, and I think the scheme mentioned by
the hon, member for Rockhampton is a suitable
one to meet such a case as the one now under
consideration. We know the way this district
will be treated if it falls into the hands of a
private railway company. The company will
not allow legitimate investment; the people
will be under the domination of railway lords
and will not be able to call their souls their own,
but will have to submit to the powers that be.
The history of private railways all over the
civilised world proves that. Xven in England
and Ireland the people are crying out for the
Government to buy out the railways at any cost.

The CrIer SEORETARY : Not at all. Perfectly
illusory.

Mr. RYLAND : Isay the ruling sentiment in
England and Ireland is that the State  should
take over the railways.

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: There is no such
demand,

Mr. RYLAND : Here we are asked to go in
the opposite direction, It has been the settled
poliey of the country that our railwaysshould be
built by the State, but the hon. member for
Bulloo told us last night that if we want to
progress we must go in for these private
railways. I say that if we do that we should
be progressing backwards. If we depart from
the policy of the State ownership of railways we
should be going backwards and not progressing.
I should not be surprised to find that the next

thing the Government will do will
[7-30 p.m.] be to advocate that it is for the best
interests of the country, and of all
concerned, that we should sell the State rail-
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ways, and spend the money on immigrants or
something else. I should not be surprised to
hear them saying that the Government are not
competent to administer the railways of the
colony, and that the only thing to be done to
save the credit of the country and the credit of
the Ministry is to sell the railways by auction.
That would only be in keeping with the argu-
ments hon, members opposite have advanced in
connection with this Bill. We know what a
splendid country the North of Queensland is;
ever since I have been in the colony I have heard
that Queensland has to look for the best part of
her riches in the Northern portion of the colony.
And now we find that it is proposed to hand
over that part of the country to foreign syudi-
cates to exploit at the expense of the working
men of the colony. Hon. members dispute my
assertion that in other countries they are not
going in this direction with regard to the con-
struction and ownership of railways. Well,
what are the facts? The Government of Prussia
are becoming the owners of State railways. Very
recently they purchased about 12,000 miles of
railway at an expense of over £420,000,000. That
is a big sum, but they consider that they have
assets equal to it in their State railways. I
do not hold with those people who say,
“Look at our public debt per head!?” That is
no criterion of the condition of a country.
The question is: What are our assets per
head? Those other countries which have a less
public debt per head than we have have not
got the assets we possess. Look at vur railways,
our land, and our public buildings, and put those
as assets against our liabilities. It is not whata
man owes, but what he has to meet his debts, that
determines his position. When you make up
accounts and balance assets and liabilities, that
shows the real condition of & country, as it does
the real condition of a man’s private affairs. We
have also been told in this debate to look at the
prosperity of America and Canada, and we have
been asked what would America be if she had
not private railways? What would Amnerica be
if she had been equal to the oceasion and built
her own railways? That is the question. I
think she would be a far greater America to-day
if she had State railways than she is with
private railways. This argument reminds me of
two men who were heard at one time talking
about their boys. They had two grown-up
young men, and one was saying what a great boy
his was, that he was 6 feet high and only nine-
teen years of age, when the other said, *‘ Yes;
but look what he would be if he had three meals
aday?” America may be a very great country
with private railways, but what would she be if
she had State railways? What would she be if
she had her rights and got her three feeds a day ?
‘What would America be if she were not starved
by private railway syndicates ?

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Private enterprise has
made America.

Mr. RYLAND : Last night one hon. member
said that the Northern part of Queensland had
more than its share of State railways according
to its population. Look at the mileage of
railways we have here in proportion to population
compared with the mileage in Great Britain,
We are part of the British Empire, and we are
one people one destiny as far as that goes.
In Great Britain the population for every mile
of railway is 1,888, while in Australia there are
only 339 persons for every mile of railway. But
because we have such a large amount of railways
in proportion to our population as compared
with Great Britain, that does not say that we
should not build any more railways. Itis the
sparsity of population that makes the great
disproportion in our case, and there are not so
many people in the North of Queensland ag
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there are in the South. 1t is where the popula-
tion is dense that the passenger traffic is the best
means of making arevenue from our railways, It
has been said that in Great Britain the fares and
freights on private railways are less than those
which prevail here, Why should they not be less ?
It is the density of population that enables them
to charge lower rates, and if the State ran the
railwaysin Great Britain I am quite satisfied they
would run them at one-half therates now charged
by private companies. The men working on
those private syndicate railways are not as well
paid and have not the same privileges as men
working on railways under State control,
‘What are the porters and other employees on
the railways in the old country ? It is the mos
debasing position that any working man can be
placed in. They carry ore’s portmanteaun—
they do the work, and then they have to beg.
Is that a proper position for any man to be
placed in?

Mr. STEWART : You can get nothing done.

Mr. RYLAND : As the hon. member says,
you can get nothing done, and sometimes you
have to pay twice over. I remewber that at one
time, in London, a porter came up and told you
where the ’bus was, and another carried your
portmanteau, and both had to be paid. That is
the condition of men on railways constructed
and managed by private enterprise. Theowners
of those railways can charge high rates, and
differential rates, and you have also to pay the
employees; you are asked not to forget the
porter. That is not the case in connection with
State railways.

The CHIkF SECRETARY : It is far more so.

Mr. RYLAND: 1have never been approached
on a State railway for anything in the way of a

tip.

The CHIEF SECRRTARY : You have not travelled
very far.

Mr. RYLAND: Thave never been approached
for a tip anywhere in any of the Australian
States.

The CHIEr SECRETARY : If you travelled on
the State railways on the continent of Hurope
you wouid see it

Mr. RYLAND : If a man is carrying a few
parcels on a private railway it costs him as much
to carry the parcels as for himself. As regards
the conditions of employment on private rail-
ways, the Chillagoe Company are locking for a
competent stationmaster at Chillagoe, and are
offering £130 a_year, and they have sent notices
to that effect all round the Railway Department.
Well, at Redlynch, a little side station on
the Government railway in the same district,
not nearly as large as Chillagoe, for there
is only one public-house and no traffic there,
the stationmaster, according to the Blue-book
gets £174 a  year. The stationmaster at
Kuranda gets £182 a year, and the stationmaster
at Mareeba gets £268, That shows the difference
between the condition of employeces under the
State and their condition under private syndi-
cates. But, for this £130 a year, this syndicate
must have not only a competent man, but a
single man., So that they not only cut down
wages, but they go right into the very social life
of the individual. He is entirely at their mercy ;
and for that reason alone hon. members are
justified in going against private syndicate rail-
ways, L may be told, as other hon. members
have been told, that we are only wasting time in
pointing out this—

MEeMBERS on the CGovernment side: Hear,
hear!

Mr. RYLAND : And that all this has been
said before. It has been said twice over
before, but we must remember that all the
hon. members opposite have not been always in
the Chamber. There may be some here now
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who were not here before, and it is only fair
that they should have an opportunity of hearing
these arguments put forward. Further than
that I believe in repetition. I believe in keeping
hammering at it until you get a hearing, and get
people to appreciate and adopt what you
are saying. 1 believe that if we only keep
talking long enough we can persnade the
Government, to our way of thinking as re-
gards these railways. As an example in point,
what do we find? Hon. members on the other
side have raised the cry that we are ‘‘ wasting
time,” and have repcated it; the newspapers
have taken it up and repeated that we are wast-
ing time, and I was really asked inthe strect the
other day if we were wasting time. The people
outside have begun realiy to believe it. By the
sheer force of the repetition of the same old
argument and the same old ery, the people really
begin to believe it. No, I say we are not
wasting time. No, I say we are lightning legis-
lators, as regards the way this kind of business
is carried on in this House. The leader of the
Labour party on the subject of waste of time
showed the other day that for the last twelve
years the debate on the Address in Reply took
an average of

The SPEAKIR : Order ! I must ask the hon.
member to confine himself to the question before
the House.

Mr, RYLAND: On the question of private
railways I pointed out before the effect of similar
legislation to this in other places, and referred to
the effect they have on the business morality of
a nation generally, T vpointed out that the
corruption in Anerica in counection with private
railways has been something appalling, Itismost
undesirable that anything of that kind should be
introduced into this colony. Perhaps hon. mem-
bers opposite do not think it possible that such a
thing could come about here, but the same causes
will work out the same effects. In conunection with
the master I quoted from that estimable work of
Mr. Stead’s, ““If Christ came to Chicago,” and
it is a book which every member of this House
should have and read. He shows the effects of
these large syndicates upon the business morality
of the people, showing that these companies
influence the judges on the beoach, the members
of the legislature, and the aldermen of the
council of Chicago. I make this short quotation
showing how it 1s done—

If it is # small matter a trifle will suffice. It is a
very different inatter, however, when the question is one
involving au railway or a new gas ordinance, Then
much more elaborate machinery is employed. .
The first desideratum is @ safe wan. . . . This
gentleman is usually outside the couneil, but he com-
mands the confidence of both parties in the trans-
aclion.

That reminds me of something quoted the other
night by the hon. member for Rockhampton, in
connection with a letter to ‘some person outside
this House, referring to a certain consideration,
if he did certain things to assist this legislation.
When the hon. member, Mr, Kidston, made the
statement that he saw the letter, the Premier
said if he would produce it he would abandon
the Bill. That again reminds me that like causes
produce like effects. They do not confine it to
the members of the legislature. The first
desideratum is a safe man, and this man is
generally got outside the House or the Council,
as the case may be. Mr. Stead goes on to say
that this man is the go-between, that all trans-
actions go through him, and that all money is
paid into his hands. They are also very careful,
as Mr. Stead points out, that there is to be no
correspondence. It is considered that writing
letters in connection with such matters is not a
safe thing to do; they are apt to tuwrn up
at inopportune times, They are considered not
safe, and the go-between does his business by
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word of month, We have not had that experi-
ence yet, but we may have it very soomn, I am
afraid, if this legislation is carried on. Mr.
Stead also says that this thing is known to be
going on. He says every newspaper man in
Chicago will tell you that a system of boodle is
going on all the tiwe, but they cannot put their
finger on it. And even if they did, what would
be the use. There are sixty- ewht members of
the Chicag: Council, and it is snpposed there are
not more than ten honest men among them.
They say that in any case they could only send
two or three men to gaol, and the thing would go
on just the same,

Mr. FIsHER : Who will send them to gaol ?

Mr. RYLAND : Isuppose if they were brought
before the judges, snd the judges were not got
at, as they are said to be in Awerica, they might
get a sentence and then be let off under the First
Offenders Act. But it is not very likely they
would be brouzht to justice at all. Consequently
people say, “ What is the good of interfering?
‘We cannot geb justice, and all our exertions go
for nothing.” But it somerimes happens that
the boodler gets boodled, and Mr. Stead gives an
instance of this. A great railway corporation
required a certain franchise, which was vetoed
by the mayor, and a two-thirds majority was
necded to carry it over the mayor’s veto.  Only
one man was wanted to make up the requisite
majority, Une man who had fiercely opposed
the measure all along, was speaking in opposition
to it at the meeting. It was an excellent speech,
a far better speech than I could make under any
circumstances. While he was denouncing the
proposal most vigorously someone came behind
him and put an envelope into his hands, and
on the corner of the envelope was written 1,000
dollars.” He continued his discourse. He said
the principle in general was a bad one, but there
were peculiarities in that case which demanded
consideration. ““I am opposed,” he said, “to the
privciple of these roilways and to this franchise
being granted, but there are exceptional circum-
stances here which I think deserve our considera-
tion, and I, for one, although T have opposed it
all along, am quite prepared, under the circum-
stances, to vote for this franchise.” He did so.
He put the envelope unopened into his pocket,
went home, and gave it to his wife, saying, “I1
have done a very good da,yq work ; here is a
thousand-dollar bill for you.” The wife opened
the envelope, and, lo and behold ! it was only a
bill for 100 dollars, That man, no doubt, felt very
bad when the dl‘C()V(,Iy was made. A boodler
may go on a long time, but occasionally he gets
boodled by men who are cleverer boodlers than
himself, T trust no such system will be allowed
to obtain a footing in this country., Hitherto we
have stood on a bigh pedestal of honesty, and we
should remain there. We should shun the very
appearance of evil, but T fear that if we introduce
this system here its influences may have the same
effeet in Queensland and in Australia as they are
having in America at the present time. The
spirit may be very willing in those matters, but
the flesh is very weak. Our public men, as a
rule, have held a very high position with regard
to corruption or anything like that, and T should
like them to continue so; but I am afraid that
if legislation like this now before the House is
allowed to go on it will bring about the most
disastrous effects, The other day weé had some
s’cartlmcr disclosures in cornection with a certain
mmmg proqpectuz which go to show us that

¢ coming events cast their dark shadows before,”
The newspapers said, with regard to that pros-
pectus, that dlswepmcles had crept in. Ttis
certain that a great many things had crept out of
it. In one case, what should have appeared as "12
actually appeared as 12 per cent.

The SPEAKER: Order,
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Mr. RYLAND: Those things are looming in
the distance. The names of some of our best
public men are getting connected with them.
Some of our leading men have already been
the unfortunate victims of those syndicates that
are laying their plans in thiscountry. When we
see men like the Hon. Mr. Brentnall and the
Hon, Mr. Archibald, whose names are on this par-
ticular prospectus, becoming the unfortunate vic-
tims of those syndicates, what are we to expect ?
What can we expect from the average man in

the street when the reputations of

[8p.m.] men of standing and experience in

the community are temporarily
under a shadow through these syndicates? The
House should consider this question gravely, and
not advance any further with this legislation.
We find in the papers that were laid on the table
last night another great revelation. We find
that our public servants have been approached.
Mr. Rands has been approached, with a view
to getting him to report on certaln mining pro-
perties ; and, if what is reported about the
city is true, we should wait till these reports
are laid hefore hon. members, when we would
be in a better position to decide the matter,
We take a grave responsibility on our shoulders
if we allow these syndicates to come into the
colony, as they propose to do, and we shall
find ourselves in the same position as America.
We read in the Press to-day that a certain
Mr. Duffy offers Mr. Rands a consideration,
which he tells him is equivalent to £2,000
or £8,000, if he will make a certain report on a
(erfam mining property in connection with these
railways. We also find the same Mr, Duffy is
said to have given Mr. Dunstan some straight
talk on the question of how to conduct his
business ; how to write his reports in connection
with certain properties ; and he also said that if
the report was what he would like it to be he
could make his own terms. He said, “Just
you make the report to order on this mining
property, and then it is a question of what you
like best.”

Mr. DUNSFORD :
your price?”’

Mr. RYLAND : Yes, ¢ What is your price 2’
That is a sad state of dffam and it bodes ill for
the future fair fame of Queensland Another
gentleman also writes to Mr. Rands, and says,
““If you say that a certain mining property is
the grandest :

The SPEAKER : Order! I do not know
what the hon. member is quoting from, but it
does not appear to me to have any bearing upon
the question before the House.

Mr. RYLAND : I was trying to point out the
evil effect these syndicate railways will have
upon the moral tone of the community. There
are names which appear in connection with the
correspondence about the Bill which is now
before the House which also appear in connection
with the prospectus of the North Chillagoe Com-
pany. The name of Mr. ¥. T, Brentunall occurs
twelve times in this correspondence, and T would
like to know if this is the same Mr. Brentnall
who has been one of the unfortunate victims of
the North Chillagoe Company. Ifso, is it not
likely that he may also be victimised by this
Cloncurry Railway syndicate?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. RYLAND : Other names also appear in
this correspondence—Mr. Featherstonhaugh and
Mr. Archibald—and I, for one, do not like to see
men of such standing vietimired. We should do
our best to prevent this Bill going through. The
Premier stated the other night that if it eould be
proved that anything like what the hon, member

In other words, “ What is
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for Rockhampton spoke of had happened in
connection with this Bill, he would at once with-
draw it. Well, I hope the hon. gentloman will
act up to the spmt of his promise. I have a
duty to perform to the House and to the
country, and I raise my voice against this
legislation, because I can see that such legis-
lation is bound to lead to bad results. I put
up the red light of warning to prevent the
country rushing to destruction. I remember the
circumstances in connection with the Kelly gang.
On one occasion a train full of passengers was
rushing along, and one individual, who had
heard that the rails had been pulled up and that
there was danger ahead, and that there was
likely to be a great smash, rushed out and put
up a red light. The train was stopped, and the
lives of all the passengers were saved. We, on
this side of the House, raise the red light with re-
gard to these railways. We see the danger ahead,
andin order to protect the lives and happiness
of the citizens of Queensland we raise the red
light. Our sole wish is to prevent anyone
becoming a victim to this legislation. 1t is the
most undesirable legislation that could be
brought in. Especmlly if all the concessions are
granted that are asked for, it will have a most
dire effect upon the mining industry., No longer
will the miner be the free man that he has been
in the past in Australia, but he will become the
slave of the syndicates. Why is it, I ask, that
the mining community should be singled out to
be subjected to this treatment, and all other
industries allowed to go free ? Isit that up to
the present the miner has been too independent
for the advance of capitalistic civilisation?
Now, looking at the representatives, not only
in this House, but in the Houses of legislation in
Australia, what do wefind? We find that every
mining centre has been represented by democratic
representatives, with the exception, as far as I
can make out, of Mount Morgan, and that
simply because Mount Morgan is under, as
it were, a large syndicate. Is there any under-
ground engineering going on to bring all the
goldfields, the mineral districts, and the mineral
portions of Queensland under the same condi-
tions? Isthe independent miner to be crushed
out, and is this democracy going to be wiped
out, and brought into a state siwilar to that
which exists in Mount Morgan at the present
time? Isay it looks very much like it. Isay
that the independence and the privileges that
the miner has enjoyed are supposed to be too
much, and are they to be taken from him, and
the mineral lands to be handed over, not in
pieces, but in block, to syndicates. T hope that
this House will never pass this railway Bill.

Mr. ARMSTRONG (Lockyer) : I do not think
that the charge of wasting the time of the House
can be levelled at me, but I intend to make the
few remarks that I have to make this evening on
this question as brief as possible. I would like
to say this at the outset : That earlier in one of
these debates T heard the leader of the Opposi-
tion say, in answer to a question whether Parlia-
ment had degenerated, that he had been told
very often that Parliament had become degene-
rated. Now, T have been in this House for the
same period as he has been, and I may say that
in the earlier part of my experience we used to
find that the principle of a measure was discussed
at the second reading, and the details were left
severely alone, or if we attempted to deal with
them we were very quickly pulled up. Has
this been carried out in this debate? Hon.
members on both sides have been discussing the
freights which might be established under this
system.

Mr. Higgs: That is the principle of the Bill,

Mr. ARMSTRONG : It is not the principle
of the Bill, I take it that the principle is the
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question of building or allowing to be built in
Queensland raxlways by pmvate enterprise.
That is the principle.

Mr., Hices : That is nonsense.

Mr. ARMSTRONG ¢ If it is the hon. mem-
ber’s idea of common sense, I do not think it is
a very high standard. I say that in my opinion
that is the principle, and that is the priaciple
that we should affirm or negative on the second
reading, and then pass the details in committee.
I do not blame hon. members on either side of
the House for having been forced into the difficult
position in which they are. I do not blame
them for being placed in the position of
having to deal with these several suggestions,
in the way they have been dealt with in this
Chamber ; but I blame the Government, and
more particularly the Minister, for the way
in which this legislation has been brought down.
I think that the legislation in regard to the build-
ing of these private railways should have been
incorporated in a general principle; that the
several suggestions for building these private rail.
ways should have been brought down as separate
suggestions connected with the one main
principle. If that had been done, we would have
accepted or rejected the principle of building of
private 1a11ways in Queensland, but we are ‘hot
in that position. We have either got to aceept one
and reject another. I may say with regard to
the bringing down of the principle of the
construction of railways by private effort that to
get a measure or law, which would embody that
principle, you would have to constitube an
authority outside this House, who would have to
discuss each proposition before they were brought
down here for discussion. Probably objuction
might be taken to that, but the same objection
was taken to the separation of the affairs of Parlia~
ment hundreds of years ago, when the question
of removing from the Parliament the right of
passing sentences upon murderers or anybody
else arose. The principleis a good one and a
sound one, and had you that competent authority
outside the House to deal with each of these
suggestions, and bring their conclusions to the
House, we would have had something to work
upon. We could have eiher accepted or
rejected it.

Mr. Hices: What clause are you discussing
now ?

Mr. ARMSTRONG : I am discussing the
principle of bringing down this legislation in the
way it has been. I take this position here : that
the principle has never been attacked by hon.
members, either on one side of the House or the
other, during the whole of this debate. There
has been the detail of this proposal to build this
railway from Normanton to Cloncurry—the
whole of the detail has been discussed, but the
principle of the Bill has never been. And
although objection is taken to it, the opposition
that has been raised here has been taken from
the building of similar railways, or a similar
system of railway construction in other countries,
notably in America. Now, the principle of
private railway construction in America has
never been discussed in this House. All the
objections that arise under the American system
have been discussed.

Mr. K1psToN : Surely this is a Daniel come to
judgment !

Mr. ARMSTRONG : I say the objections
that have been raised by hon. members have
been objections raised to the principle which
operated in America; but after all, when you
come to examine them, these very objections
spring from a system which is entirely different
from the proposition as introduced here. What
is the history of private railway construction in
Awmerica? You find that a large number of the
States gave several concessions — concessions
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which came into competition witti one another—
in the country over which they had jurisdiction.
These very concessions came into contact with
one another at different periods; and you find
that later on each of these concessionaires, or cor-
porations, amalgamated or formed trusts, in which
the whole of a large system, or several systems,
were incorporated. In one instance, I know
thirteen or fourteen systems were incorvorated
as one. They became so strong that they were
ahle to force the legislation of the States in
whichever direction they wished. And, when all
is saild and done, the basis of the argument is
that what moved for the success of the system in
Aumerica will move for its successful working
here; and if you have not human honesty in
America, are you likely to have more human
honesty in Queensland ?
An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : Certainly.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : The experience we have,
I think, is that you are not likely to get more in
one than another.

Mr. Dawsox: You are judging from Minis-
terial experience.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : T am judging from my
knowledge of the opposite side. I say if you
have individual responsibility by a board such as
T have mentioned, you then get closer to actual
honesty. The closer you get to responsibility,
the closer you get to honesty, and it is more
difficult to get corporate honesty than to get
individual honesty. Coming now to this project,
I can see no reason why it should not be accepted.
Most of the objection raised by hon. members
oppusite has been because the syndicate would
possess so much power, and that leads me up to
what their real objection is. I take it that the
real objection of hon. members opposite to pri-
vate railways is that in the very near future you
will find that these privately worked systems of
railway will afford us such an object lesson of
economy that the Government will be bound to
follow in their track.

Mr. Dawsox: Sack all the railway servants.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : I do not say that, but I
point out that hon. members’ knowledge of the
railway service of this country is that every
farmer’s or tradesman’s son who can get employ-
ment on the railways gets it on account of the
high wages paid.

Mr. W. HAMILTON : Are they too high?

Mr. ARMSTRONG : I am not prepared to
say that they are; but the fact remains that not
one vacancy remains open for a day, and that
there are twenty or thirty to fill it.

Mere. Hices : What does that prove?

Mr. ARMSTRONG : If it proves anything it
proves that the rate of wages outside is lower
than the rate paid in the railway service. How-
ever, I do not wish to be drawn away from my
subject. 'What I have pcinted to is the trouble
in front of hon. members opposite. They see
that there is a possibility of these private rail-
ways being worked more economieally than the
State railways, and that there is a strong
probability of the country turning round and
saying, “ You will have to work our railways
on a more economical basis than you have been
doing.”

Mr. K1pstoN ; Work the employees for less
wages?

Mr. Dawson: You mean to say that the em-
ployees will bave to be sweated.

Mr, ARMBSTRONG : I do not know what the
hon. gentleman means by referring to sweating
in that connection. If there is nothing in that
contention, then I hold there can be no possible
harm whatever in allowing a trial of the system
of privately owned railways in this colony, I
know the country through which this line will
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pass, probably as well as any member in this
House, with the exceptions of the hon. mem-
bers for Carpentaria and Flinders. I have been
over it, carrying my swag, and have had leisure
to study its various features. There are any
number of men in the South who do not under-
stand this country, and they think that a conces-
sion is being given in a valuable portion of
Queensland which is capable of close settlement
immediately. I maintain that certainly during
the term the company will hold the railway—
that is, fifty years—there is not the slightest
possibility of the country being wanted for closer
settlement.

Mr, KmnstoN: The same was said of the Dar-
ling Downs thirty years ago.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : There is a vast difference
between the Darling Downs and this country.
The one has a regular rainfall; the other has
not. Wherever you get a regular rainfall there
you are sure of being able to settle an agrarian
population, but where you have no regular rain-
fall you have no chance of settling an agrarian
population.

Mr. KipstoN: The prophets of thirty years
ago did not speak in that way.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : No, they did not say so,
because in those days the country wasnot known
and the population was extremely sparse. But
there were some men, notably men like the hon.
member for Drayton and Toowoomba, Mr,
Groom, who always believed in the future of that
portion of Queensland, and pinned their faith to
it. How many men in this House are there who
will assert that the Gulf country is likely to be
wanted at an early date for close settlement ?

Mr. Harpacre: How do you know what
improvementsin agriculture will take place during
the next thirty years ?

Mr. ARMSTRONG : I know that whatever
improvements take place there is a huge area of
land there which under no ‘possible circum-
stances can be closely settled for the next fifty,
sixty, or even 100 years.

Mr. BrowxE: It has been said that it will be
the most thickly populated portion of Aus-
tralia.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : Yes, with a miring
population no doubt, but so far as any other form
of settlement is concerned, there is no hope of the
country being required for many years to come.

Mr. STEWART : Is it ordinary pastoral country ?

Mr. ARMSTRONG : Except the Donor’s Hill
part of the route, I question whether there is a
piece of sheep country on the whole route. On
portions of it sheep have been taken. Indeed, I
myself, in 1881 and 1882, took over 12,000 ewes
and lambs beyond Donor’s Hill, but they had
afterwards to be removed. Because sheep have
once been on country, you cannot therefore call
that sheep country. 1t is not at all likely that
you will get people to settle permanently on the
country unless they have railway communication.
And that brings me to the question as to whether
the Crown can afford to build the railway.
That really is the most important question, and
was gone into_thoroughly last night by the hon.
member for Bulloo. The Southern portion of
Queensland is at the present time taxed to a
great extent for the purpose of building railways
in the North. (Opposition laughter.)

Mr. Kipston: The whole of the Northern
railways give a better return than the whole of
the Southern railways.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : Where thereis a thickly
settled population it is hardly to be expected that
they, by taxation, will find the money to pay
interest on all the lines wanted for the North of
Queensland.

Mr. DawsoN ; Our lines pay the best now.
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Mr. ARMSTRONG : But the hon. member | people in the South. I have no diffidence in

knows quite well that if a line is built by the

Government from Normanton to
[8:80 p.m.] Cloncurry, or from Croydon to

(Jeorgetown, there is no possibility
in the near future of its paying interest on the
cost of construction. Hon, members must know
that the trunk lines in the South have paid well.

Mr. Rerb : Which ones?

Mr. ARMSTRONG : The trunk lines in the
South have paid well ; but it has been the branch
lines which have decreased the revenue in the
South,

Mr. W. THORN : Not the lot,

_ Mr. ARMSTRONG : Speaking generally, that
is 50,

Me. STEWART :
South pay.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : Apart from that, we
look upon railways as a necessity, and it must be
admitted, and I think it is admitted, that the
Government are not able to borrow sutficient
money to carry on the whole railway construc-
tion that is lequlred in Queensland. Number-
less lines have heen promised in fairly populated
districts, and hon. members must admit that if
we can find the money we should build the lines
which will do the greatest good to the greatest
number ; but that argument cannot be applied
to the Normanton- Cloncurry districs.

Mr. DawsoN : Why?

Mr. ARMSTRONG : Because there are
greater demands for rallway construction in
more thickly-populated parts of the colony.

Mr. BrownNe: That is the trouble. The
Southern people foist syndicates on the North,
in order that they may get the lines down here
built by the State.

Mr. ARMSTRONG : There is one other argu-
ment that supports me in my contention that a
trial of this kind should be wade. At any rate,
it is said that if it will pay this company to con-
struct this line, it will pay the Government to
build it, and thévefore the Crown should build
it.  But I hold that this line is to be built
for speculative purposes, and therefore I think
all hon. members will adwmit that it is wrong
to ask the Government to build i6. A com-
pany may undertake the construction of this
line, because they think the railway will help
to make the mines pay. But I am convinced
that if any g()od results, in the way of increasing
settlement in the South directly or indirectly,
by the building of this line, it will come
whether it is built by a syndica,te or by the
Governoent. Hon. members have attacked this
principle of private railway construction, and
have pointed out that this private syndicate
would charge rates of freightage that would be
prohibitive as far as sottlers there are concerned.
But is it likely that any private corporation
would cut their own throats by doing such a
thing. I think such a contention is absurd.
That may be an argument that may influence
the man on the corner, but there is no real
strength in it.

Mr. Kipston: Are you
particular clause in the Bill?

M#f ARMBSTRONG : T am not. I am speak-
ing in reply to the contention of hon. members
opposite. There can be no possible harm in
asking this House to fix a maximnm rate which
may i charged by these corporativns. You
safeguard the “wholé of the prineiple of the pro-
posal by doing that, I can conceive no possible
harm or dangsr that can arise to settiers if you
make that provision. 1 think that priuciple
will commend itself to the House and to this
portion of Queensland. We have been told that
it is not accepted by the people of the North ;
but my own experience is that the people of
the North will welcome this as much as the

Only a couple of lines in the

referring to any

saying that I will vote for the second reading of
this measure, which embodies the principle I
have supported on other Bills, I do not agree
with a great many of the clauses in the Bill, but
they are capable of amendment in committee.
And when the Bill comes into committee I shall
vote for any amendments that T think desirable,
I shall give my vote for the second reading of
this measurs on the main principle.

Myr. STEW ART (Rockhampton North): The
hon. member who has just sat down may have no
doubt about my position on this measure. I say
at once that I am opposed to the principle of
railway construction by private enterprise.
There is do doubt as to the attitude of hon.
members on this side of the House on that point,
I was rather amused at the hon. member in
his remarks in supporting the construction
of railways by private enterprise. He made
out that the State was a benevolent employer,
and he said that no vacancy ou State railways
was allowed to exist longer than aday or two. I
suppose he would be better pleased if the State
was a hard emplnyer 3 if it had some difticulty in
getting men ; if the State paid less wages, and if
the cost of carcying on our railways was reduced
by adopting the familiar method of sweating
State employees. Now, I don’t think that is
desirable at all. Tt would be much better fur the
State to build ull these railways and treat their
employees and custoners well.  Why should we
abandon the principle which has produced most
excellent results in Queensland? I think this is
the most extraordinary of all private syndicate
proposals that have been brought before the
House this session, ft is no other than a
proposal to hand over one of the principal highf
ways of the colony to a syndicate. I am one o-
those old-fashioned people who believe that the
highways in our community should be under the
control of the community. I believe also that
under no circumstances that I can conceive of
is it possible for railway construction by
private enterpmse to be better than railway
construction by the State. That is my belief,
and all the available evidence goes to prove
that contention.  Great DBritain has been
pointed out to us as a splendid example of'
what private enterprise in railway building has
done. I can only say that for a number of
years an_agitation has been growing up there in
favour of the State resuming the railways and
placing them under its own control 3 and T also
know that a nuinber of these railway companies
have been compelled to incur very large expense
in fighting each other, as to which company shall
be permitted to build certain roads, and as to
whether certain other roads should be built at all.
I know that huge sums of money have been
spent in that way ; T know also that between the
royalties that had to be paid to the mineowners
and the heavy freights charged by the railway
companies, in some eases material could be bought
more cheaply on the continent of Europe than in
Great Britain itzelf. T reruember specially one
instance where, for the municipal buildings in
Glasgow, iron was bought in Belgium at a lower
rate than it could be supphcd in Glasgow itself,
in the very centre of the iron and coal dlstrlcb
This incident caused a great deal of discussion,
and the whole question was gone into thoroughly,
and the cause was proved to be the high
royalties demanded by the landowners and the
high freightsdemanded by therailway companies,
And the same thing held good all over Great
Britain, The United States have alsobeen pointed
out as another example of the benefits of private
enterprise in rallway building. No doubt the
United States have been developed very rapidly.

.That is apparent to everyone, but I think it is

very questionable whether, if the railways had
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been built by the United States themselves and
had been under their contrul, that that com-
munity would not have progressed at a much
wmore rapid rate. I think it is very questionable
also whether the people of the United States
would not have been better off to-day if the rail-
ways there had been built by the State. Itis
well known—and hon. members opposite ought
to know it very well—that there is hardly a
solvent farmer in the whole of the United States
of America— that the great proportion of them
are mortgaged to one or other of the railway
companies. The whole thing has been discussed
at such great length and the minutiee of all
the questions have been gone into so fully
and completely that I don't think there can
remain the slightest doubt in the mind of any
impartial individual as to whether railway con-
struction by the State is not better than railway
construction by private enterprise; and that
being the case, it appears to me to be a most ex-
tra.()rdmary step which the Government proposes
to take, Bome hon, mewmbers opposite admit
that State control is better than private enter-
prise; some, however, curious to say, hold a
different opinion. One hon. gentleman who
spoke last evening glorified private enterprise.
He said that private enterprise had made the
world what it 15 to-day. I have not the slightest
intention of smymg anything in opposition to
private enterprise, but I would like hon. mem-
bers to think of this: Thespade has done excel-
lent work in agriculture, the plough has done
excellent work, the scythe has done excel-
lent work, the reaping-hook has done excellent
work, the horse and the ass have been beasts of
burden for centuries. But when steamm was
invented the horse had to go, and the ass was
very rarely put in harness. The spade has been
abandoned, and the single-furrow plough has in
a great measure given plac: to the double, treble,
and four-furrow plough; and on the harvess
fields, instead of the reaping-hook and the scythe,
we find machines which do the work much more
rapidly and effectively, and cheaper, than under
the old systom ; and because the scythe and the
spade and the reaping-hook did their work,
and the horse and the ass—if T may bring that
intelligent animal into this discussion-—is that
any reason why, after steam was invented, we
should say, Oh, no! Let us go on as we have
been doing. We have beenalright. Why make
a change ?” That was just the very argument
used in opposition to Mr. Stephenson when he
introduced the steam-engine. One very wise
individual put a question to Mr. Stephenson
which he thought was a poser, He said,
“Now, your steam-engine may be alr ight;
but what will bappen if a cow gets on the
line?” Mr. Stephenson very promptly said, <1t
would be a very bad thing for thecow.” Thatis
just the position of hon. members opposite,
They tell us that private enterprise has done so
much for the world that we should not abandon
it. But I say we have found something better
than private enterprise. We have found that
public enterprise is much better, much more
effective, much more conducive to the welfare
and happiness of any community than private
enterprise. Therefore, we propuse to abandon
the old thing—not because it is bad, but because
we have found something that is much more
effective and much more couducive to the happi-
ness of the human family, One hon. gentleman
who spoke here last evening, with that modesty
which is characteristic of him, compared himself
to a light. Al T can say is that his light is only
a spluttering tallow dip. I suppose the hon.
gentleman imagined that his little slhush lamp
was the sun ; but, if he thinks that, I can assure
him that other members do not hold such a high
opinion of his illuminating qualities.

1900—3 v
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Mr. Dawson:
know.

Mr. STEWART : They don’t know, and I
don’t believe they will ever learn. That gentle-
man was specially loud and forcible in his advo-
cacy of private enterprise. I don’t see that
private enterprise has been such a success in
many directions. We find that the very industry
which that gentleman so ably and effectively
represents in this Chamber has been buttressed
and supported by ‘the State ever since its in-
ception, but it has not been able to walk alone.

Mr. Brrr: To whom are you alluding ?

Mr. STEWART: I am alluding to the hon.
member for Bullvo, I say that the industry
which that hon. gentleman so effectively repre-
sents has had to lean upon the Stale ever since
its incq)fion anl it is leaning more heavily to-
day on the State than it has ever leaned before
at any period of its existence. All the while the
virtues of private enterprise are in the mouths of
those individuals, just as certainly all the while
they are leaning all they know against the State
post.

Mr. DawsoX: Begging eap in hand.

Mr. STEWART: Well, they do not beg so
much, .

Mr. Lesina: They demand.

Mr. STEWART: They demand, and their
demands are conceded. That hon. member last
evening, with that ingenuousness which is
characteristic of him, told us with a great flourish
of trumpets what New South Wales is doing in
the matter of building railways by private enter-
prise. He said, *‘ Fere is the oldest colony in
the group, a colony which is six times more
thickly populated than Queensland, a colony
which has got to be ruled by the Lubour
party, and it is going in for the con-
struction of railways by private enterprise.”
Nouw, I have gone into this question. What
are the railways the hon. member alluded
to? They are little coal sidings ; one is one mile
in luwth, another is twenty miles long, and a
third 1s six and a-half miles long. DBut there is
one very important matter in cunneutmn with
these little sidings that the hon. member either
forgot to tell us, or did not think it wise to tell
us, and that is that in one case the Government
reserve to themselves the power to resume it at
any moment, and that in the other two cases the
period is fixed at two years.

Mr. HarDACRE: And there are no concessions.

Mr. STEWART: There are no concessions
whatever, no mineral rights, no abandoning of
labour conditions, no making the mineowners
independent by setting them above the law, or
anything of that kind. I am not sure that 1
would object very strongly to private syndicates
building railways in Queensland upon conditious
similar to those which exist in New South Wales.
Another hon. member, the member for Carpen-
taria, told us last evening that in Victoria the
Government have agreed to permit a syndicate to
build 100 miles of private railway, at a cost of
£300,000, to a place called Mount Deddick.
Whatever the Government of that colony have
done privately, they have not yet had the courage
to face Parliament with that proposal. I observe
that a statement is made abont this railway in the
Mining Standard of July., Now it is September,
and though I have looked over the Bills intro-
duced into the Vietorian Parliament, I do not
find that any proposal in connection Wlth that
railway has heen submitted by the Government.
No propnsal has been submitted, and I suppose it
is extremely doubtful whether any proposal ever
will be submitted. The same hon. member told
us about the remarkably favourable conditions
wh1ch the Canadian Govermment were giving to

a particular syndicate. I lhave gone into that

That is because they don’t
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matter, and I find that the conditions are good ;
in fact, so good as to prove, to my sati-faction
at any rate, that the corrupt influence which
syndicates always bring into any community has
been strongly at work in Canada. That is the
only explanation I can give of the very excellent
conditions which this syndicate has been able to
wring out of the Canadian Government. What
are the conditions? The syndicate are to build
920 miles of railway at a cost of between £2.000
and £3,000 per mile. Say the cost will be £2,500
per mile. That means that £2,300,000 is the
amount required to build this Tine. Now, in
what way do the Government propose to assist
the syndicate? In the first place they give the
synalcate 2,500,000 acres of land, and the syndi-
cate has a,lready sold between 30 000 and 40,000
acres of that land at from 3 to ¢4 dollars per acre.
Suppose we value the entire area at 1 dollar
per acre, then we find that the Government of
Canada are making the syndicate a present in
land to the value of £500,000. At 2 dollars
per acre the value would be £1,000,000,
and at 3 dollars per acre the value would
be £1,500,060. But I have taken the lowest
pncﬁble estimate.  And that is not all that the
Canadian Government are giving to the syndi-
cate. They are giving them, in hard cash,
£523,360. In all, the Dominion Government
assist the syndicate to the tune of £1,023,360. Is
that a bargain which any sane community would
endorse? The entire line is to cost £2,300,000,
and the Canadian Government propose to subsi-
dise the company to the tune of pretty well
one-half the total cost of construction. At the
end, the railway is to be the property of the
syndlcate, and cannot be resumed till after the
expiration of half a century. That is the most
extraordinary bargain or contract I have ever read
of, and the very fact that it was pu\wblu to
obtain such terms from the Dominion Govern-
ment proves to me that the influence of these
syndicates is so strong, so corrupt, that once
they obtain a footing in a community it is almost
impossible to resist them. That is the only con-
clusion I can come to. The hon. member did
not advise that Queensland should give this par-
ticular syndicate the same terms as the Canadian
syndicate bas got. He was not quite foolish

enough for that ; he knew perfecily well, T sup-
pose, that the penple of Quecnsland have 1ot
quite lost all their senses as yet. But he advanced
this as an argument why we should go in the
same direction. I say that instead of following
in Canada’s wake, as the hon. member invited us
to do, and as hon. members opposite unanimously
invite us to do, we should rather benefit by
the shocking example which the Dominion
Government haveshown us, With regard to Vie-
toria I find that there are only two or three pri-
vate linesin that colony, and they also are built
to coalwines, and there is a provision in each
Act to the effect that an annual payment for
twenty years from the date of the opening of the
line of such sum as may be required to make up
the full working expenses and interest at the
rate of 5 per cent. on the cost of construction
shall be guaranteed by every company. The
lines are really not private lines; they are lines
t0 coalmmes; in fact, they are rruarantee lines,
That is the principle on which they are con-
structed, and any coalmining company requiring a
siding or tramway into its mines has to guarantee
working expenses for twenty years, and the
interest at the rate of 5 per cent. on the cost of
construction, Those are the terms on which
private companies are dealt with in Victoria.
he bon. gentlemar who spoke last
[9 p.m.] night did not tell us of the difficultiss
which the Governments of the other
Australasian States which have dabbled in
private railway building have had to contend
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with, They did not tell us, for instance, about
the Midland Railway in Western Australia,
which has been a perfect thorn in the side of
the Government of that colony ever since it was
begun. This company engaged to build a rail-
way 277 miles long on the land-grant system.
They were to get 12 000 acres for each mile of
line. Their nominal (ﬂ,pttdl was £1,200,000 on
paper. They borrowed £736,000 at [ per cent,
to keep going, and afterwards they borrowed
another £500,000 at 4 per cent., and that loan
the Western Australian Government had to
guarantee. Asamatterof factthiscompany badno
money of its own, but merely borrowed sufficient
to keep it going, hrst; on the security of the State
land grants, and then on the security of the
State guarantee. And yet people have the
effrontery to describe this as a case of private
enterprise. It was an example of private
enterprise such as I referred to a few minutes
ago—that private enterprise that leans, with
consistent persistence, on the State all the time,
Then, again, we have the private railways in
Tasmania—the Great Western Company and the
Emu Bay Company. Both of these have been a
trouble to the Tasmanian Government; and also
the Great Midland and West Coast Railway.
Then, again, we have the case of one private
m1lway in New South Wales, which 1 think
ought to make hon. members of this Chamber
pause before they do anything rash in the
way of permitting syndicates to build railway
lines to mining districts. ‘We have this Silverton
tramway, which pays an annual dividend of
somewhere about £80,000—the best paying rail-
way almost in the world. I had the curiosity to
look up, in the New South Wales Hunsard, the
debate when that Bill was going through the
Asgsembly of New South Wales, and T find,
curious to say, that only one raised his voice
against it, and that was a Mr. Sheppard. That
hon. gentleman said that the (Government were
simply giving away the resources of that country,
and that that railway in time to come would be
the best paying railway m New South Wales.
That, as a matter of fact, is what it has turned
out to be. Tt is not for me to say whether this
par tlcuLLr line which we are discussing this even-
ing will in future be one of the best paying lines
in Queensland, but I believe that it will be a
paying line and that it will pay handsomely.
Believing that to be the case, I am all the more
opposed to its construction being handed over
to any private syndicate. We find also that,
while Western Australia and Tasmania have
had their troubles in connection with private
railways, New Zealand has also been in a mess
with them on more than one occasion. The
troubles which New Zealand has had with two
or three syndicates, which they have in a foolish
mood permitted to start over there, are perfectly
well known. Having all these examples before us,
T think it will be exceedingly unwise on the part
of Queensland if she follows in the same direc-
tion. So far as the particular line now before
us is concerned, the question appears to me
to be this : Will it pay the Government to build
this line? The district through which it is pro-
prsed to build this railway is, so far as I can
gather, an average pastoral district. It may
not be superior country, but, so far as any
authorities that I have been able to get at go,
it is fairly good country. If that is the case, I
do not ses the slightest reason for a,ntlclpa.tmg
that a railway through it would not pay. All
our pastoral railways pay. In fact, but for our
pastoral industry some of our prmmpal lines
would not pay at all. That being the case,
the preswmption is that this railway would
pay. The hon. member for Rockhamption, Mr.
Kidston, stated last evening that there were
somewhere about 1,000,000 head of stock upon
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the country which would be drained by this line.
Hon. gentlemen opposite scoffed at the very
idea of it and said there was not anything like
that number of stock of any kind there. If
any hon. member cares to examine the Railway
Commissioner’s report and to look at the figures
there, he will find that what the hon, member
for Rockhampton stated was correct. T want
to know whether we can rely on the Railway
Commissioner’s report. It appears to me that
when it suits hon. members of the Government,
the Commissioner and his reports are everything
that is good and fair, but when it doves not suit
them the opposite is the case. They appear to
me to be able to get out of any difficulty, no
matter how great it may be. If the facts do not
suit the conclusions at which they arrive, then
altering the facts, distorting them, or substituting
others for them does not seem to trouble them
very much. If the facts do not suit the con-
clusions they are anxious to arrive at, then so
much the worse for the facts. That, it appears to
me, is the position of hon. gentlemen opposite.
Either that country carries this quantity of stock
in ordinary seasons or it does not. If it does
not, then 1t should not appear to do so in the
Railway Commissioner’s map. What we want
to know is the truth about the matter. Duoes
the country carry the stock or not? If it does,
then I say in all probability if the railway is
built there it will carry more stock than it does
at present, or in ordinary seasons. Thesyndicate
itself, in one communication to the Government,
mentions 1,000,000-—the very number—as the
stock existing in the district, and gives as a
reason why the railway should be built that
facilities should be afforded to the owners of that
stock., If that number of stock exists there,
there is not the slightest doubt in my mind that
a railway would at least pay working expenses
and interest on construction ; and that being the
case, L do not see that there is the slightest
need for the country to be handed over
to a syndicate. But we have something here
more than a purely pastoral district, Wehavea
very rich mining area, which will also be drained
by this railway if it is built, We have a cou-
junction of two forces, so to speak. We have
two strings to our bow up there in place of the
one which is the case in_almost every other pas-
toral district. In the Longreach district—that
is the Central Railway—there is nothing to
depend upon but the pastoral industry. On the
Southern and Western line the same thing is
true. On the Northern line we have the pastoral
industry and the mining industry combined, with
the result that that railway pays better than any
other in the colony, with the exception of another
mining railway—the Mount Morgan—which tops
the list. If, as I have said, we have here the
pastoral industry and the mining induvstry in
conjunction, is the probability not strong that
this railway from Normanton to Cloncurry,
instead of being a dead weight on the State,
would bring in a splendid revenue? I do not
know whether that is the case or not. I
am not advising any person. I am simply
asking the question, and I maintain that until
we have the fullest information before us as to
the mineral resources of Cloncurry, as to the
nature of the country along the line which will
be drained by the proposed railway, we would
not be warranted in going on, I say, under no
circumstances ought we to permit a private com-
pany to come in and take control of one of the
great highways of the colony, as this particular
route undoubtedly is. Any hon. member look-
ing at the map of Queensland can see what the
power of this syndicate will be if this conces-
sion is granted to it. The pastoral industry
will be under its heel; the mining industry
will be under its heel; and all the other
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industries which will be carried on in conjunc-
tion with those two primary occupations will
also be under its control. In fact, the syndicate
will be lord and master of that entire district,
which has been stated by some hon. members
to b2 one-sixth of the colony. Is that a con-
dition of affairs that it is desirable to bring
about? Are we entitled to hand over the civil,
political, social, and industrial rights of the
people who may live in that particular portion
of the country so that it may be developed a
little sooner than it otherwise would? I do not
think so. I do not think we should be warranted
in doiog anything of the kind. It is a step
entirely in the wrong direction, a step which the
people of Queensland will bitterly regret has
ever been taken. And not only will this syndi-
cate have full comtrol of the land communica-
tion, but it will also be in a position to command
the sea. It is going to have wharves at the
seaport. It is going to have a fleet of ships
as far as I can understand ; and I believe
the mines, the freezing works, the pastoral
industry, and every conceivable industry which
will be started in that district, it must be
apparent what a position of advantage this
syndicate will undoubtedly have. The people
who live there will be morely serfs. They
will not be free men at all. They will have
votes probably, but if they do not vote for the
candidate of the syndicate they will have to get ;
they will have to shake the dust of their feet off
against that portion of the colony and go some-
where else.

Mr. McDo~vaLD: That is exactly what the
Government want.

Mr. STEWART : I have not the slightest
doubt that is what the Governinent want.
believe the Government would be only too glad
to see the entire colony of Queensland in a
similar condition. Hon, members opposite may
think T am saying something just now which I
do not believe. T can assure you, Mr. Speaker,
and I can assure hon, members, that I am in
deadly earnest.

Hon. D. H. DarrympLE: You are always in
deadly earnest ; we'll take that for granted.

Mr. STEWART: So far as I can see that
would please hon. members opposite better than
anything I can think of ; but it would not
please me, and it would not please the people
themselve: who would be subject to such a con-
dition of things, I am certain they would look
round, and try whether it was not possible to
diseover some remedy. But why should we
expose the people who will some daylive in that
district to a risk such as this? Why not avoid
rushing into this evil? Why not keep going on
as we have been doing, building our railways hy
the State, and developing the country slowly,
perhaps, but surely? I think that is a much
better way of going ahead than rushing into a
system which may probably produce a mushroom
growth—a growth like that of Jonah’s gourd—
which may flourish for a night, but will
inevitably disappear in themorning. I think it
would be much better if we went on a slow and
sure method instead of forcing the pace in this
fashion. I am of opinion that it would pay the
colony to build thisrailway. It might not return
a very high dividend ; but I believeit would pay
working expenses and interest on cost of con-
struction. That being the case, the question now
arises, can the colony get the money? Honn,
gentlemen opposite say no ; they say our credit
is exhausted.

Hon. D. H. DatrympLE: They have never
said anything of the sort.

Mr. STEWART : They could not get money
on the BEnglish market—that is what they said.
And now they want to wriggle out of it when
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they see how untenable is the position they have
taken up. T have no doubt they do desire to go
back on what they have said.

Mr. BrowxEg: Everyone of them makes a
different statement.

Mr. STEWART : As the hon. member says,
everyone of them makes a different statement,
50 that everyone of them can get up aund deny
that anything of the kind was said ; but weknow
perfectly well what arguments were advanced
by hon. members. They told us the very first
thing that the Government could not get the
money. What did the hon. member for Car-
pentaria say last night? He said distinctly
that the Government would not build the rail-
way—it was not a question of a State railway
as against the private railway, but a question
of a private line or nothing at all; and hon.
member after hon. member on the other side
rose up and fiddled to the same tune. They
told us our credit was exhausted. Now, of
course, they begin to realise what they bhave
been doing in their anxiety to promote the
interests of the syndicators. They realise that
they have run down the credit of the colony;
they have proclaimed their own poverty to the
entire world, and, when & man begins to goabout
in ragged clothes, and wearing boots with his
toes peeping out, people generally come to the
conclusion that he is not particularly well off.
Now, we need not be surprised if people outside
of Queensland, and outside of Australia, take us
at our own valuation, and come to the conclusion
that we are rather poverty-stricken. We can
quite understand that bon. members opposite
desire to get out of that difficulty. They desire
to say that they never gave utterance to
opinions of that kind, but that does not alter the
fact for a single moment. Now, can we get the
money on the London market ? I think we can.
We may not be able to get it at exactly such
rates as ruled a short time ago, but still T think
the money is available. Indeed I believe that if
an effort were made the mouney could be raised
within the four corners of Australia. In fact, I
am not sure that we need go outside Queensland
to raise it.

Mr. LusiNna: They do not want money to
build railways. They want to have syndicates.

Mr. STEWART : The whole thing is a con-
spiracy to hand over the rich resources of
Northern Queensland to syndicates—to enable
them to make a prefit.  The thing is altogether
too good for the State to get hold of. Those
tithits are not for the public—they are for the
syndicator, That is the position taken up by
hon, members opposite, and I regret very much
that they should carry on, or seek to carry on,
the business of the country in such a fashion.
The hon. member for Bulloo was not satisfied last
night with sneering at Labour members in this
Chamber, but he also sneered at the Labour
men in the Cloncurry district, He said,
“Where are all their fine professions? When-
ever these Labour men up in the Cloncurry
district have got an allotment to sell, they are
just as big boodlers as we on this side are.” He
said that they were ready at any mowment to
abandon their principles whenever those principles
conflicted with their pockets. Now, that is a
most ungenerous statement for the hon. member
to make. The people of Cloncurry have time
and again declared that they want a railway, and
we all admit that they need a railway, but they
say, ‘‘ We want a State railway.” Having been
refused a State railway, of course a number of
them have said that they will be content with a
private railway, and the hon. member says that
having come to that point they have abandoned
their principles. I do not see that they have.
Suppose a man is given his choice of three
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things—whether he will have bread and meat,
whether he will have lwead and no meat, or
neither bread nor meat. He will naturally say,
““Well, if T can get bread and meat, I will have
it ; but if I cannot get bread and meat I would
rather have bread than no bread.” Well, that is
just the position that the people of Cloncurry
find themselves in, They cannot get a railway
built by the State, as they desire, as the Govern-
ment will not build 1t for reasons which have
been made very clear, and therefore they have,
perforce, to be content with a railway constructed
by a private syndicate. I do not know whether
it is worth while troubling the House with the
utterances of certain hon. members upon this
particular subject a number of years ago, but I
think it will be interesting to hear what some of
them bhad to say.

Mr. KERR: Don’t dig up Hansard.

Mr. SrerHENSON : We will forgive you if you
don’t read it,

Mr. STEWART : On page 897 of Hansard
for 1882, vol, xxxviii., the hon. member for Bris-
bane North, Mr. Macdonald-Paterson, made a
very decided declaration upon the subject of the
State-ownership of railways. Speakiug on the
Warrego Railway Bill, he said—

The present was andoubtedly the most serious ques-
tion that had come before Parliament during the last
few years, and, regarding it as such, it was his duty 1o
say in the {irst instance that he held that the railway
policy of the Australian colonies should be State rail-
ways, and State railways only.

1t will be interesting to know whether the hon,
member is still of that opinion. T hope he will
tell us before this debate closes. I find the hon.
member also read a number of extracts from
anthorities upon American railways. I do not
intend to give them all, but I shall read one nice
little titbit which will give hon. mewbers an idea
of what may happen in Queensland if these
syndicates are perinitted to have their way—

The following, from the Graphic, illustrated the
working of the new principle on the Pacific coast :—

“Instead of having rates for freight, they want to
make special coptracts according to a man’s profits.
For instance, a man in Arizona has a mirve and gets out
a quantity of ore, but has no fucilities for fluxing and
sinelting it, and must send it to San Francisco. Ile
says to the railroad :—

<1 want to send my ore up to San Francisco.
will you charge me « ton?’

““ ITow much does it assay P’

“ “That is none of your business.”

“fYesil is. We want to know how much it assaysin
order to know what to charge you.’

“ «Thirty dotlars a ton.’

““Well, we shall charge you 10 dolars a ton, and that
will lcave you 20 dollars.”

““ Another man hasa mine, and he puts the gquestion :

‘¢ What will you take my ore to San Francisco for ¥’

«*How much does it assay?’

“ “That is none of your business.’

‘“ He, too, must tell, and he says :(—

“<Well, it yields 300 dollars a ton.’

“<Then we will charge you 100 dollars a ton to take
the ore to San Fransis¢o. That leaves you two-thirds.’

The man has no alternative, and pays the money to
sell his ore, but he becomes a discouraged miner. Thus
the railroad company is forcing the guestion as to what
are the restrictions on « common carrier, and whether
thic mere carrier can be despotic with the people, arbi-
trary in its rates, and virtually an owner in every
interest on the line.

What

Of course I know hon, members opposite will say
that this company is precluded by

[9 30 p.m.] the Billnow before us from charging
such rates as those ; but I say that

no matter what you put into an Act of Parlia-
ment the company can evade it, and drive the
proverbial coach and six through it. If it does
not get those rates in one way, it will inevitably
get them in some other way., It will be the
easiest thing in the world to evade any law that
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this House may pass in connection with the
matter. Now, I will just read what the present
Attorney-General said on the same subject—

Why, he asked, should they use the lands of the
colony as a means for the aggrandisement of Fnglish
capit lists ¥ It had been said from the other side that
the members of the Opposition were always ready to
look with disfavour upon anything in which specula-
tion was mentioned. Ife did not think that was the
case.

So it would appear that there was a party even
then in the House inoculated with the same
ideas as the party now here hold—

What the Opposition objected to was that persons
should speculate with other people’s money. They liad
no right to speeulate with land that did not belong to
them hut to the people of this eolony, and it was not a
kind of speculation that that IHouse should attempt to
encourage. The Minister for Works then went on to
deny the possibility of corruption existing in connection
with the syndicate, and ridiculed the references to the
Brie Railroad Company which had been made by the
leader of the Opposition. Were hon. mnembers to doubt
the facts related in books and periodicals by men of
undoubted credibility, as to the corruption practised in
America? They were assured that the Government of
the United States was groaning under » combination of
syndicates, and could not relieve itself becuuse thesc
syndicates were able to get at the legislature.

Mr. Losiva : Exactly what we have been

saying,

Mr, STEWART : Now, I believe the Govern-
ment of Queensland is under the syndicates, but
it is not groaning. It has not come to the groan-
ing stage ; that will come afterwards,

Mr. Rew: [t will squeak yet.

Mr., STEWART: And then Mr. Rutledge,
the present Attorney-General, said—

There was no reason, therefore, to sup:ose that such
corruption as was practised in America couid not be
practised in Queeunsland; the Legislatures in the Aus-
tralian colonies were probably as fallible as those in the
United States. The hon. gentleman 4 that there
could be no parallel belween the ebrruption practised
by the Erie Railroad Company and what might be
practised by an Australian syndicate, beeause in the
former casc there had been no land granted, hut only
certain railway privileges. But he would ask, if u com-
pany which had only the command of a railwaz, was
able and had inducements to employ corruption to
secure its own dishonest aims, how much greater would
be the ability and ianducement on the part of a
syndicate which had both railway and land.

Now, if we substitute mines for lands in the
preseut instance, the quotation will exactly fit
the Bill we are now discussing.

Hon. D. H. DatryMrLe: Not at all,

Mr. STEWART: I just say this in passing:
that if the hon. members on this side of the
House were to speak as strongly about corrup-
tion as Mr. Rutledge did upon that occasion,
they would be met with a storm of interjections
from hon, members opposite,

MzeuBERS of the Opposivion : Hear, hear !

Mr. JacksoN: Times have changed.

Mr, STEWART: Here is one quotation
which Mr. Rutledge read to the House—

For years the railroad managers have had great
influence with their money in Congress and in some of
the State Legislatures, and the present year they be-
caine so bold as to endeavour to dictate to the repub-
lican party their next eandidate for the Presidency, and
nearly succeeded in securing the nomination of a man
clearly committed in their interests. Consolidation is
going on rapidly, and if the United States expects to
maintain her rights without a “power behind her
throne,”” as Mr. Simon Sterne observes in a recent
article on the subject, ** without danger of at all times
having that power stronger than the Government which
they have established, they inust see to it that the
power which has grown up within the past generation
in the railway olficers, if not broken, be at least care-
fully watched, jealously ecircumseribed, constantly
guarded, and made subservient to and instramental in
advancing the interests of the publie.”

With the assistance of the Government, they have
made the nation one of the foremost on the globe, and
let us hope that the avarice ol a few railroad kings will
not furget from whence they derived their present
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power. Should they do this, they will soon find their
mistake, but not until it is too late, and a cheek has
been placed upon them by the Government.

Now this was written very many years ago ; but
the syndicates in the States are as powerful to-
day as ever they were. That gives us some idea
of the taxk we have before us, if we permit this
sort of thing to get a footing. Now I will just
read a quotation or two. Mr. Buckland, who
was a member of the Assembly then, quoted
from a letter which had been written to the
Brisbane Couricr by Mr. George Morris Simpson,
who also, I believe, at one time had been a
member of this Assembly, and this is what Mr,
Bimpson wrote about syndicates—

That the Pacific States of America are now domi-
neered over and held in subjection by a “huge railway
monopoly,”” directed by a very few men (who are
enormously rich) for their own ends, can scarcely be
denied by aunyone. These men owe their wealth
wholly to the railways. That, in a general way, the
interests ot these men lead them to serve the public
moderately well ean be taken for granted. However, I
hope in no part of Australia shall we ever see such
control exercised by any body of men as the directors
of the Central and Union Puacific exercise in the
Western States of america. Unless one or two small
and unimportant unarrow-gauge lines which are
gracicusly permitted to exist, they own all the Western
railways; they will not allow any other companies to
get o footing. They soon crush any attempt at com-
petition, and compel competing companies to sell out
to them upon their own terms. Not only so with
railways, but the same system it adopted towards
river steamship companies; in fact, no carrying com-
pany of any importance can exist in face of means
adopted to erush them by 1hese enormously wealthy
corporations. [ adinit that wherever railways are
wanted great energy seems to be displayed in making
them. Objections to the system, however, are many,
but are capable of prevention when taken in time.
These colnpanies adopt most opprissive means to erush
customers, It is unseless to say that the charters of
variolls eompanies compel them to carry for all alike.
The companics are too stroug for any charter or law,
They refuse to pay their just taxes to the States through
which they run, and the law is either not strong
enough or too corrupt to make them. They refuse to
carry for any who dare gquarrel with them, ant thus
hold the power (often freely exercised) of ruin over
anyone requiring to use the railway as a means of con-
ducting business. Personal enemies of directors are
dealt with in a most summary manner. In fact, all
persons im any way dependent upon railways are held
in absolute subjection. Ior instance, one man with a
very large public granary, full of wheat owned by his
customers, quite wupon the line, was left with the wheat
to be eaten by weevil and rot, althouzh the railway law
gives no one a preference. Month after month he could
see thousands of bushels daily piss, but somehow
trucks never could be provided or other means found
to move his wheat. Another man was possessed of a
coalmine doing a large business, not only with the rail-
way company, but also the general public. Someonein
power envied him the mine, and a price was offered
and refused ; next night a strong gang of men pulled
up the two miles of siding, and the owner was ruined.
The mine will have to be s0ld, and will be purchased
by directors for a mere trifle, and soon after the rail-
way line put in order. These are instances out of
hundreds, and point out the dangers to be avoided.

One shrewd business man told me that either these
companies would ultimately possess and rule the whole
country, or else the General States Government would
be compelied to step in and, with a strong hand, crush
the companies.

Mr. Buckland then went on to read another
extract—

Trom it we clip the following, as it refers in a most
pointed manner to a subject which is at present attract-
ing so much attention in Queenslund :—‘‘Canada has
committed a cardinal evror in abandoning State eontrol
of its railroad system. The Anglo-American Syndicate
which huas contracted to build the Canada Pacific Rail-
road, by virtue of its special privileges and enormous
land grant, will be as completely master of the Dominion
Government ten years henece as if the Cabinet at Ottawa,
and all provineinl execntives, were nominated and paid
byit. This is inevitable. The inception of the scheme
was not without imputation of corruption, and its pro-
gress and eompletion will eertainly not be marked with
greater virtue. Australin is as jet free from this over-
shadowing evil. It should at all hazards and under all



1062 Port Norman, Eie.,

cirewmstaneces preserve it independence from corporate
influences. To-day the United States is governed, in its
fiseal policy, by associated capital in corporate form.
To-morrow (if not to-day) Canada will be governed by
an irresponsible, oppressive, and exacting corporation.
Australia should not tolerate the advances of this corpo-
rate monster, which, not content with swallowing the
public lands, will corrupt its legislatures and swallow
the earnings of the whole people.”

Now, I ask whether the exceptionally favourable
terms which the Canadian Government has given
to the syndicate I referred to a little while ago
are not_explained by the quotations I have just
read. What the writer of these quotations fore-
shadowed many years ago has exactly come to
pass, and the Canadian Government, it appears
to me, is entirely under the dominance of this
syndicate, which is able to command its own
terms. 1 will not trouble hon. members by
reading any further extracts, though I could go
on until midnight.

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: We quite believe that.

Mr. STEWART: T could go on until the early
hours of the morning wasting the time of the
syndicate, for that is exactly what we are doing.
We are not wasting the time of the Government ;
we are not wasting the time of hon. members
opposite, or on this side either, We are simply
wasting the time of the syndicate. For every
hour we can prolong this discussion we are
deferring the happy time when the syndicate
will be able to go home and launch its little
bubble upon the Liondon market,

Myr. KisToN: You are keeping the syndieate
in the lobby.

Mr. STEWART : T was not aware that the
syndicate was in the lobby. I do not desire to
monopolise the time. ¥ :m not a monopolist.
I do not desire to monopolise all the talk, I
know there are other other hon. members who
desire tosay something on the subject, but before
sitting down I would just like to say this: It
appears to me that instead of having statesmen
at the head of affairs at the present moment we
only have a band of stockbrokers. Hon. gentle-
men never seem to be uble to divest themselves
of the atmosphere of the stock exchange; and
as I said on one occasion recently, the hon.
gentleman who is the principal officer of State
seems to think that a meeting of stock exchange
men is the proper place for him to divulge the
public policy. Well, I say that a community
which is governed by the stock exchange, a
community whose rulers get their inspiration
from the members of the stock exchange,
is in a very bad way indeed. I do not think it
is possible to derive inspiration from a more
polluted source. Stock exchange people are not
the promoters of real industry. They are simply
the people who gamble with the lives and means
of our citizens; and that being the case, I am
very sorry to see the responsible administrators of
this community so much in their hands. I would
like to say, in conclusion, that I hope the Go-
vernment will abandon this measure. If they do
they will have done one of the best acts of their
existence. If this measure passes, as surely as we
are discussing it here this evening, thousands of
men, not only in the Gulf country, but all over
Queensland, and possibly all over Australia, will
curse the day that ever such a measure as this
was placed on the statute-book of Queensland.

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : 1t is very easy
to prophesy. The hon. member who professes
to read the futnre says that if we pass this
measure thousands of people will curse the day
it was passed. It is just possible that thousands
of people will curse the day the hon. member
ever came into the House, and that they will
curse the day that this railway was stopped by
the manweuvres of hon. members opposite, and in
consequence of the stagnant opinions which they
seem to hold. I am not sure that I would take
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up the time of the House on this occasion, if it
were not for the discovery I have made of the
indefatigable industry of hon. members opposite.
It seems to me that during a large portion of the
year they have very little to do.

Mr. Hices: It’s a wonder we are not taken
up under the Vagrancy Act.

Ho~x. D. H. DALRYMPLE: If the
Vagrancy Act were strictly enforced, probably
the hon. member who interjects might not be
here. (Laughter.) The hon. member for Rock-
hampton North has shown how much value he
attaches to the opinions and speeches of hon.
members on this side of the House. Besides
listening very attentively to his own orations,
he dives into the past. He has gone as far back
as sixteen years. No doubt he has read the
whole of Hansard attentively from then up to
the present, and perbaps he has read Huansard
as attentively from the inception of Parliament
here. Under those circumstances, it is gratifying
to know that he pays some attention to the
speeches of hon. members on this side of the
House. He evdently regards them as pearls
from the ocean, and they are brought up here
and cast at an inoffensive administration. He
is not satisfled with quoting the opinions of
hon, members, but he also gives us guotations
read by hon. members on this side sixteen
or eighteen years ago. If an hon. member
was pleased to express an opinion about the
price of corn eighteen years ago, and that
opinion differed from: the opinion of the hon.
member in that respect, the hon. member who
has just spoken would say that that must be
grossly inconsistent. Dut hon. members must
know that times and circumstances differ as the
years go by. Thereis a time to borrow and a
time to pay. Assuming that these words which
the hon. member has quoted from the by-gone
past were infallible, even then it does not follow
that they would apply to another set of circum-
stances that might arise. I think the value of
these quotations have been greatly over-rated
by the hon. members opposite, Assuming
that circumstances do mnot alter, that time
stood still, does the hon. member think that
we nust necessarily be governed by the
opinions of Mr. Buckland or the Attorney-
General in years past. Can we not judge for
ourselves ? Are we to be always slavishly bound
by these old authorities. If not, what does the
hon. member seek to gain by giving long quota-
tions from ancient Hansard? We have had
several extracts fired at us—one from a sermon of
Dr. Talmage. We have had also an extract from
Mr. Stead’s work ‘¢ If Christ Came to Chicago,”
and possibly some hon. members may yet quote
a great many poems out of the hymn-book.
How are these desultory readings going to affect
onr views on the railway policy which is now
before the House? With regard to this Clon-
curry Railway proposal we have this to remem-
ber,and 1t is very undesirable to put it on one side.
I should attach a great deal more importance to
what hon, members opposite say if I did not know
that the leader of the Opposition, when attack-
ing what he admitted to be one of the least
objectionable of these railways, said he would
have nothing to do with it; that under no cir-
cumstances will he accept any of these private
railways., They have pointed out all the evils
which follow on land-grant lines in another por-
tion of the world. But it does not seem to me
that the quotations of hon. members opposite
are apt with regard to the question of private
railways versus State railways in the United
Stales. I see not the slightest indication of
retrogres=ion or of serfdom or of any great
evils in America or in Canada through private
railways there. On the contrary, both these
countries are most progressive ; they are two of
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the most prosperous and flourishing eountries in
the world, That factis of very much more impor-
tance than the statements made by hon. members
opposite, who on every possible occasion try to
discredit it. The hon. member has been brand-
ing hon. members on this side of the House as
scoundrels—and stockbrokers. I donottake any
particular exception to being called stockbrokers,
seeing thathon. members on the opposite sidehavs
previously called us very much worse—bands of
bandits and robbers—for they are in the habit of
using very warm terms. We sometimes hear
one man in the street calling another with whom
he disagrees a blank, blank. Hon. members
opposite do not go to that extreme, and 1 am
glad to find that instead of being called swindlers
and robbers, we are now only designated by the
comparatively respectable title of stockbrokers.
I don’t take it that showing an interest in rail-
way construction is necessarily an indication of
depravity of character.

Mr. BrownNEe: It all depends what sort of
interest is taken—whether it is paid up or
contributed.

Hox. D. H. DALRYMPLE: I don%
kuow that that affects this railway; but if the
hon. member can show that his interjection has
any bearing on the matter before the House I
shall be pleased to rep'y to it. I venture to say
that the hon. member for Crnydon in his busi-
ness transactions on Croyden has had some
shares that are not paid up. I have never held
any shares unless I bought them and paid for

_them. The hon. member for Rockhampton has
drawn a magnifie:nt picture of a rich eountry
crowded with people, a river crowded with
shipping, a raillway crammed with traffic
and all owned by these oppressive syndicates.
Yet in another portion he said that, in spite

of all this, it was a wretched

[10 p.m.] thing, and a mere bubble, T wonder

if speakers mean half whut they
say. At one time they point out the thing will
fail ; at one time the syndicators will rum the
country ; and five minutes afterwards they show
by what they say, that after all, under the rule
of the syndicate, the Cloncurry will be the most
profitable and progressive and wealthy portion
of the colony. I ask the hon. gentleman who
last spoke, to try and reconcile, at any rate,
some portion of his speech with some other
portion. The position taken up generally by
hon. members on the other side, and who oppose
the Government permitting anybody to con-
struct the railway except the State—the position
generally—not altogether—is that the railway
will be highly profitable. If I am not mistaken,
the hon. member for Flinders—who certainly
ought to know something of the matter,
since he represents an electorate in that part
of the colony—said it would not pay, and that
there was nothing to justify the construction of
such a railway. However, we will take it that
the wmajority possibly for party purposes say it
would be highly profitable, and because it would
be so profitable they object to it being handed
over to a syndicate, and contend that the Go-
vernment should make it. I wouder where the
people of Clononrry are going to be satisfied
with the bona fides of hon. members when they
make those statements. I am not aware myself,
but I think it is a fair inference, taking into
consideration what has been said by the Govern-
ment and by hon. members on both sides, that
the railway to Cloncurry won’t be constructed
by the State. It is no less than sixteen years
ago that the name of that railway came up in
connection with certain railway proposals, and
for those sixteen years it has remained unmade.

‘What reason have we to helievelthat this railway
is going to take precedence of all other railways?
It 1s attributed to the hon, member for Carpen-
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taria that he said the Government could not
afford to build this line. I did not hear him say
the Government could not afford to build any
particalar line,

Mr. REID : He said it was either a syndicate
railway or no railway at all,

Hox. D. H. DALRYMPLE: If the hon.
member for Carpentaria said that, I have no
hesitation in endorsing his opinion entirely.

Mr. REm: Are you speaking on behalf of the
Government ?

Hon. D, H. DALRYMPLE : I do not speak
on behalf of the Government in this particular
matter, The House will know the Government
policy when it is announced by the Government.

Mr. REID : We are waiting for it.

Hon., D. H. DALRYMPLE : Hon. members
might have got the Government policy long ago
if they had permitted business to go through.

Mr. BrowNE : Have they ever had one?

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : I am at present
endeavouring strenuously to confine myself to
the subject before the House, and not follow the
bad example set by hon. members who have
spoken before me. But [ am tempted to diverge
from that path by interjections; I endorse, at any
rate, the opinion given to the House by the hon.
member for Carpentaria—that the question is
whether the railway should be constructed or
whether it should remain unconstructed. Hon.
members opposite arz continually denouncing
syndicates, and I should like to know how they
can possibly reconcile the demand that the
Government should make this particular rail-
way, aud in the interest of a mining syndicate,
because the matter would not have come up at
all if it had not heen for some mines the free-
hold of which is held by private persons. In
spite of the denunciations we hear of joint
stock enterprise, which hon. members opposite
are no’ satisfied to call by any ordinary name,
but must cull it by some name with which wrong
isassociated, they want the State to build thisline.
The mines which this railway is intended to
develop arc held by persons who, because they
band together to develop the resources of the
country by means of capital, are spoken of by
members opposite as men of no character and no
reputation, who should be treated as criminals.
I think one definition of the view hon. members
opposite take of syndicates generally may be
described thus: It is a joint stock company in
which none of the Labour party possesses any
interest. If it is a joint stock company in which
they do possess an nterest, they instantly call it
co-operative enterprise worked for the good
of the people. Bub, if it happens to be an
ordinary joint stock company like the joint stock
enterprises which have been for many years
necessary adjuncts in the development of the
wealth of this or any other country, they pro-
ceed to call it vile names. I take it that hon,
members opposite use that language principally
because they imagine they have no particular
interest in this joint stock company which they
denounce. Do hon. members deny that capital 1s
necessary to open up the wealth of this country ?

MeMBERS of the Opposition ;: No, no!

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: I am glad to
find that they have gone back from their original
doctrine— that capital is crime, and property is
theft.

MuvBERS of the Opposition : Oh, oh!

Hon. D, H. DALRYMPLE: And when they
charge other hon, members, on the strength of
Hunsard, with having changed their opinions, T
am glad to find they will admit that an altera-
tion of opinion is not in all cases a sign of want
of intelligence. They have got as far now as
to admit that capital is a useful agent; that
labour and capital combined can do much—that
neither labour nor capital can do anything unless
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they are united. If then any capital at all is
Justifiable a combination of capital is also justifi-
able, In order to cary out the gigantic works
of the present day, it is necessary that the
savings of the community should be aggregated.
It is impossible to carry out a gigantic scheme
which may take £1,000,000 or a very large
sum of money unless there is some ability to
gather in the small savings of the community,
and make one large ampount, and yet the moment
the savings of a community assume the shape of
a company they won’t even use the word com-
pany, but brand it as a syndicate. Don’t we
know that the hon. member for Charters Towers
represents a community which is worked by com-
panies.

Mr. Dawsoxn : Hear, hear !

Hon, D. H. DALRYMPLE : That is to say,
by people who have a very considerable amount
of capital, and who therefore may be termed
syndicates.

Mr. Dawson: And intelligence—or else I
would not have been here.

Hox. D. H. DALRYMPLE : Do we not know
that the members of this community, and of
other communities, are at bottom practically
dependent upon that aggregation of capital and
of the aggregation of capital with labour? And
yet hon. members opposite calmly sit down and
point their fingers at the aggregation of men with
capital and say, “Oh, they are syndicates.”
They remind me of children who sometimes don’t
like some person, and who give as a reason that
he is a ““ piggy-wiggy squeaker.” Hon. members
practically use the term * piggy-wiggy squeaker”
in connection with joint stock enterprise ; and if
the object of their enterprise is profit they at
once stigmatise them as exploiters and persons
who deserve badly of the community, That has
been patent throughout this debate.” I shall just
give a little quotation with regard to what
profit is.

MemBERs of the Opposition ; Oh, don’t !

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: If hon. members
opposite are to read sermons to thisx side of the
House, I hope they will not object to my reading
a (uotation on the score that it is something in
the guise of a lecture. If we are to be sermon-
ised and preached to by hon. members on that
side, I think they should permit me to introduce
something which may, perhaps, be of benefit to
them in_correcting their very erroneous impres-
sions.  If they believe that juint stock companies
are injurious to the community when such com-
panies propose to build a railway—if they believe
that joint stock companies are injurious to
the community, not because of any change in
the nature of joint stock companies, and not
because they are not wuseful to enterprise,
but because hon. members chooge to call them
syndicates, then they require to have pointed out
to them what is “‘profit.” They may call such
companies ““syndicates” when they are appeal-
ing to the most ignorant and most valgar., DBut
I'say there is no justification for speaking of that
which is necessary to develop the country—not
in the ordinary sense of the term, but in a term
which carries with it a sinister signification—
that 1s, * piggy-wiggy scueakers,” or syndicates.

Mr. Hices: Are the working classes vulgar,
then?

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: I will not say
who is vulgar. I donot draw the preposterous
distinction that the hon. white-waistcoated mem-
ber does in this matter. I always was a member
of the working classes, and I have not said, and
I have never dreamt of saying—like the hon.
member did at one time—that because he is a
clerk, or a newspaper editor, he ceases to belong
to the working classes. I do not draw that
distinction between the manual labourer and
the man who works with his head. In one sense
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I have always worked throughout my life; and,
unless I live to the age of Methusaleh—which I
hope will not be the case—I shall aways work.
There is no particular credit in working as far as
that goes, because, as a rule, most of us work
because we cannot get something without work-
ing. Ordinary work for reward is work which a
man does not, as a rule, undertake voluntarily ;
he does it because he has to work for something.
Although we are told that work was imposed
upon Adam as a curse, in my humble opinion it
is o blessing.

Mr. Hicas: A man cannot ask a civil question
without—-—

Hox. D. H. DALRYMPLE : The hon, niem-
ber very seldom does ask a c¢ivil question.

Mr. DawsoN : When he does he does not get a
civil reply.

Hox. D. H. DALRYMPLE : It will not hurt
him very much. We have been so long in the
House that we do not expeet to get very civil
replies from hon. members, and do not feel
annoyed when we do not get them. The hon.
member for Charters Towers is now attempting
to do *“the polite,” probably because he at one
time occupied the very dignified position of
Premier, and viewed matters from a dignified
standpoint from that high pedestal. T am dealing
with profit. I donot know whether I am making
any loss, or whether the hon. member is making
any profit. But I desire todeal withmatters which
to my mind are of cardinal importance. Thereis
nothing more injurious to a community than to
have members responsible for the legislation
of that community who are so wrong-headed as -
to believe that to make a profit you must neces-
sarily do something wrong. You can hardly
censure meu for endeavouring to make a profit.
We know peifectly well that the farmer depends
on profit, and that it is by the grace of God that
he gets a profit.  If he has one grain of wheat he
puts that into the earth, and expects that it
will increase a hundredfold, which is 10,000 per
cent. profit. If a man grows sugar-cane he puts
three stalks into the ground, and expects a stool
from that cane with eight or ten joints. If the
hon. member goes out with a cartridge to shoot a
wallaby or a bird—

Mr. Dawsox: And he misses it,

Hon. . H. DALRYMPLE : The hon. mem-
ber does not go there to miss it ; he goes out to kill
the bird, because the meal which 1t will afford
is worth more than the one cartridge. 1f he
goes out to cateh fish he does not go with a whale
to catch a sprat ; he goes with asprat, and catches
a whale, I suppose.

Mr. Dawson: A little bit mixed this time,

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: Never mind,
as long as T am making a profit. I hope that
hon. members are making a profit by discovering
that it is necessary to attend to what is shown
by man’s most primary occupations. The first
element to inspire production is profit. As a
well-known writer has sail—

Profit hires the land and agrees to pay the rent;

profit fences it, drains it, manures it, plants and culti-
vates 1it, markets its products. Protit picks up the
destitute paunper from the highway and converts him
from a hungry appetite ready for erime itself unless he
can he fed, into & labourer co-operating in produeing
commoditics for which there is some demand.
The expectation of making a profit is a perfectly
legitimate one, It is the mainspring of all
industry, If we can get people here who will
give us what we are not likely to get at present ;
if they can lmprove our communication or im-
prove our means of distribution, in that way
they are indirectly helping to increase produc-
tion and assist the community to make a profit.

Mr., Kipston : What has all that got to do
with the business in hand?

Hon. D. H, DALRYMPLE: I am not here to
enable the hon., member for Rockhampton to
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discover relations. That I expect the hon.
member, as tha representative of an important
distriet, to be able to discover for himself,

Mr. Dawson : He cannot see what is not there.

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: I do not know,
really, why the hon. wmember for Charters
Towers, who is so exceedingly anxious that I
should be polite to him, should spend the most
of his time in this House making exceedingly
rude observations-—observations that are not in
the least bit witty or funny, but just excredingly
rude—the ¢ You're another ! ” sort of thing that
you hear at the corner of Albert street.

Mr. Ruin: Why Albert street ?

Mr. Hices : Do you speak from experience ?

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: An attempt
has been made to deal with this and other Bills
by the production of some kind of authorities.
That is to say—that if in some other part of the
world a certain course of conduct has been pur-
sued, it is assamed that in some way it is evidence
of its rationality. I quite admit that. Hon.
members say that in some parts of Australia
there are objections to private railways in moss
circumstances ; but that is all they have arrived
at, because it has been established by irrefutable
evidence that in Australia itself, and in New
Zealand, there are a csrtain number of private
railways., There has been no attempt on this
side in this debate to declare that private rail-
ways should in all cases supersede State railways,
On the contrary, there has been an admission
that, where the circumstances permit it, it is
desirable that the State should construct its own
railways.  Bat that, after all, is conditional ; it
is conditional upon the amount of wealth the
Btate happens to possess.

Mr. Dawson : And the prospects.

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : And largely
upon the prospects of the particular district. I
do not desire at all to argue upon the question at
large of State or private railways, but I must say
that hon. members have failed to show after all
by thelr own argument from general consent,
that State railways have on the whole an advan-
tage over private railways, becanse if you take
the world at large, by far the largest railage in
the world happens to be owned by joint stock
enterprize.

Mr. Dawseon : Which system do you favour?

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE ; I have already
said what I favour. I presume the hon. member
desires me to lose the thread of my remarks.
If the hon. member had paid attention it would
not have been necessary for him to put a question
of that kind. I say that hon. members have failed
to prove that the consensus of opinion in the
world is in favour of State rather than of private
railways., Itisquite true that in some one or two
instanc=s the State bas bought up private rail-
ways., Germany, Iunderstand, is a case in point,
but we can easily understand that in Germany,
which is a military monarchy essentially ——

Mr, Kinsrox : It is a big producing one at the
same thme.

Hovw, D. H. DALRYMPLE : It is a big pro-
ducing one at the same time, but we can easily
understand that with Irance on one side and
Russia on the other it is of paramount impor-
tance——-

Mr, KipsToN: And industrial development
has bren very much promoted by the State buy-
ing the railways.

Hown. D. H. DALRYMPLT : That may be
right or it rmight be wrong, The hon. member
for Rockhampton is no more infallible than the
hon. member for Mackay, and I am net going
to be in the least contented with his solitary
assertion vnsupported by a particle of proof. I
am not saying that one class of railways is to be
preferred to the other as a general thing, It is
possible that no general rule may be made on
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the subject, but I do say that hon. members
opposite, by the authorities they brought, have
entirely failed to substantiate what they wished
us to believe, that the majority of Governments
or of peoples in the world preferred the State to
the private system of railways. As a matter of
fact the United States has in itself more than
half the railway systems of the world, I was
going to say, when interrupted by the hon.
member for Charters Towers, that although you
can show that in some countries the railways
have been bought by the State, in other countries
the reverse is the case. In Argentina, a country
in the neighbourhvod of Paraguay——

MerupERs of the Opposition: Oh, oh!
hear!

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : Hon. members
at once feel a friendly interest. In Argentina it
is not that the State has bought the private rail-
ways, but the State railways have been sold to
private people. In Newfoundland I believe
they have adopted the same course, and so on.
The fact remains, nevertheless, that if it is a
question of counting heads and submitting to
the vote of the majority, the great majority of
the people, not of Queensland but of the planet,
if we may judge from their actions, prefer the
joint stock system to the management by the
State, and the cost, and the risk.

Mr. Dawson: Do you agree with that?
““ Silence gives consent.”

Hox. D. H. DALRYMPLE : I am not com-
pelled to answer every idle guestion that any-
body can put in this House. I have heard it
said in the House itself that ‘‘a fool can ask a
question that a wise man cannot answer.” T do
not wish to apply that to anybody in particular,
but it is one of the replies which may be wmade.
The hon. member for Charters Towers seews to
be keeping up this gatling fire of interjections of
an unpleasant character mostly, with the inten-
tion, I presume, to distract my attention. One
of the arguments why this railway should be
made by the State is that it would pay, and
therefore the State should make it. It is but
conjecture, but my own impression is that it
would pay. Still, there have been other people
in this House who have thought on many occa-
sions that railways would pay, have carried them
through the House, with the approbation of hon.
members on the score that they would and must
pay ; evidence has been brought to show that
they would pay, and after all they have not paid.
The Clermont and Mount Perry lines have been
referred to previously in this connection, and the
evidence on the whole is that it is not a wise
thing to use the ratepayers’ money to build rail-
ways which have todepend for their profit, in the
main, on minerals. It is quite possible, as has
been said, that when the Clermont line was
finished the Peak Downsmines gave out, and the
line did not pay because there was no mine,
but the point is that when the consideration of
that line was before this House the mine was
considered to be an exceedingly good mine.

Mr. Dawsox: What about the coalmines?

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : I really must
protest against the disingenuousness of the hon.
member for Charters Towers. The hon. gentle-
man sits there making queries to elicit no infor-
mation whatever, but in my humble opinion for
1o other purpose—-

Mr. Dawsox : Than to put you on the straight

line.
The SPEAKER: Order, order !
Howx, D. H. DALRYMPLE : For no other
purpose than to run me off when I have got upon
an argument that even he, with all
{10°30 p.m.] his ingenuity, would find it rather
ditficult to controvert or twist, The
hon. member is a kind of lapwing member;
whenever you come too near his nest he breaks

Hear,
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his arm or does something to distract attention.
The hon. member’s object is to try and make me
break the thread of my argument, and his inter-
jections are not really useful interjections; not
that I mind them, but they may be embarrassing
to those who are willing to listen to me. I am
speaking now of the proposition which has been
made by an hon. member who spoke before me—
that railways to mines had been tried, and that
after the lines were constructed the mines
failed, with the consequence that the rail-
ways did not pay interest on working expenses.
It has Dbeen said, for instance, that as soon
as the line to Clermont was made the mines
gave out, But the question iz not what was
the position of the mines when the railway
was consructed, but what was the position of
the mines when the railway was proposed and
agreed to by the House. And at that time the
mines were believed to be in a flourishing condi-
tion, and it was anticipated that they would pro-
vide traffic for the railway ; yet, in a very short
space of time, thoss mines gave out entirely.
That shows how dangerous it is for this House
to use the taxpayers’ money for the purpose of
making railways into purely mineral districts.
The Bundaberg to Mount Perry line was also
instanced as a case in point, and 1t was said that
unless Sir Thomas Mecllwraith had had an
interest in the district it would not have been
made. Hven assuming that he had an interest
in the district, that was no reason why the line
gshould not have been made. Sir Thomas
MeIlwraith was a shrewd man, and a good
man of business, and it is a cortain fact that
when that railway was proposed Mount Perry
was an exceedingly flourishing mining township,
and one from which immense things were
expected.

Mr. REID ; Tt is dead now.

Hon, D. H. DALRYMPLE : That is so.
‘We have it on evidence which has not been
controverted, that the people of Cloncurry at any
rate desire this particular railway. Theyareinthe
position of starving men who would rather have
half a loaf than no bread ; but hon., members
opposite are not willing that we should give
them even the half-loaf. It has beon said that the
question at issue is not that this railway should
be built, but who should build it, and on that the
hon, member, Mr. Kidston, founded a great
part of his argument. I venture to say that that
is not a true representation at all. The question
is whether the railway shall be built at all. The
question of the State making it may be put on
one side, There is no doubt the State contem-
plated making it sixteen years ago, but what
reason have we to believe that it would be picked
out first now from all the other railways that
are demanded ? There are other lines which
have a greater justification than the line to
Cloncurry—the home of syndicates, as hon.
members opposite say. There are railways
which have been recommended by the Com-
missioner, such as the railway to connect the
Scuthern line with the Central line, which should
take precedence of such a railway as the Clon-
curry railway.

Mr. REID: No.

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: If the hon.
metnber meets his constituents he shall have to
say yes, and he will say yes. They will not
approve of his making a railway to a mining
district in preference to railways in the South,
which have been recommended by the Com-
missioner. With regard to the ability of the
State to find the money, it is just as if somebody
came to me and asked me to subscribe £5 to a
certain charity, and I said T could not afford it.
I might have the £5 in my possession, hut I
might have to subscribe to a great number of
other charities, and it would be actually true if
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T said I could not find the money for that
particular charitable object—not because 1 had
not the money, but because I had a great many
other claims on my charity. So it is with the
colony of Queensland

Mr. REID : You did not plead the poverty of
Queensland when you wanted the Mirani-Cattle
Creek Railway.

Hox. D. H. DALRYMPLE: I am not
pleading the poverty of Queensland., I wish the
hon. member would get something to clarify his
intellect. There is no more intelligent man on
that side of the House when he chonses to be
intelligent., On the other hand, when he chooses
not to be intelligent I will not say anything with
regard to the state he is then led to occupy. I
was referring to the statement that had leen
made that the Government could not afford to
build this particular railway, and, was giving as
an illustration my own case if asked to sub-
scribe a large sum to one particular charity when
I had twenty other charities to subscribe to.
T could subscribe the £5, but it would not be
wise to do it. Nor, would it be wise for Queens-
land to expend £25,000,600 on railways what-
ever its poxition may be—and it is in a very
good position, I believe, thanks, perhaps, to
the wisdom of the present Administration—
but it already owes some £30,000,000. In
fact, it would be absurd to say that we
should make, within a few years, such lines
as the line to the Tweed, the extension of the
Western Railway, the various railways in the
West, the Ftheridge Railway, the railway to
Cloncurry, and all those other lines which have
been laid before the House. Bub it does not
follow, because a person’s means arenot absolutely
unlimited that he is therefore a pauper. Some-
one says the Government are not likely to be
in a position to make twenty-five lines within
the next four or five years, does that prevent it
from being able to make one? We are able to
make one, but not all, and the country would
not approve of a railway being made at its
expense to open mines held by a few private
persons, when the result would be the denial of a
railway to some more settled part of the colony.
We have not got £20,000,000 or £30,000,000 to
spare, and it is not a good time to go to the
London money market at a time when there are
““Xkhaki ” loans,

Mr. REm: How can the syndicates get
money?

The SPEAKER : Order!

Hox. D. H. DALRYMPLE : The syndicates
have their own money, and do not need to borrow.
If Queensland were like the Empire of Germany,
and had £200,000,000 in gold in the bank, we
would not need to borrow either. I have heard
hon, members opposite denounce borrowing. I
have heard the leader of the Labour party say
that he would never have a loan again—that
borrowing was criniinal, and entirely contrary to
the whole stt ck-in-trade and ethics of the Labour
party. Have not hon. members opposite said
repeatedly that they will not bind this colony
to the syndicates in London, of whom they
could speak no good word? How is 1t
that the syndicate in London has become
the idol of the Labour party, whom they bow
down before and worship, while a bharmless
syndicate at Cloncurry is to he led out to the
slaughter? 'Where will they get these £20,000,000
from ? Borrow them! From whom ? From the
absentee—f{rom the syndicate, who has become
the idol of the Labour party ! Go and smash
your idols! The question is whether we shall
call in these joint stcck companies to assist in
opening up certain parts of the colony. Although
the colony is in as good a position as
any other colony, it would not be wise for
the State to make half the railways that
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are wanted, but there is no reason, because
it is not wise to increase to an unreasonable
extent our liabilities, which are now somewhere
about £34,000,000, why we should not call in
private enterprise to assist us. It is not prudent
to go on with our borrowing career, and be
charged in ten years’ time with being the
£20,000,000 loan Government, as we hear hon,
members opposite abusing Sir 8. W, Griffith
over his £10,000,000 loan.

Mr. REeip: That was the
Secretary.

The SPEAKER : Order !
Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: T do not know

whether hon. members want to continue that
policy on a larger scale, seeing that it is a policy
which they have denounced.  While many rail-
ways are required in comparatively settled dis-
tricts, for reasons which I need not recapitulate,
but which commend themselves to our Commis-
sioner for Railways, there are other railways in
other portions of the colony which it is just as
well for us to allow private enterprise to make.
There is no objection to private enterprise
building houses ; there is no word about
private enterprise in connection with squat-
tages, In  co-operative farms, or in mines,
There is hardly a mine in the colony that is
not worked by a company or a syndicate. That
is to say, syndicates are at present time one
of the principal factors in prodaction in the
colony, and upon production all depends. Yet,
we say, with regard to these railways—which
are chiefly appurtenances of mines—that we will
not allow syndicates to come and assist us. We
should be very glad to allow them to build rail-
ways which we cannot build for ourselves. What
is the good of painting pictures about the popu-
lation at Cloncurry and at Glassford Creek, and
all these other places, when hon. members will
not allow those essentials, without which there
can be no population, to come into existence
at all? We must have a railway or we will have
no coalmines at Callide, and we must have a
railway or we will have no population to speak
of at Cloncurry., Hon, members talk about the
population, and the wealth, and the development
which will take place, while at the same time
they forbid that to be done without which no
population can establish itself permanently at
Cloncurry, at Georgetown, and many other fields,
where we know there are great potentialities of
wealth. I donot know whether hon, members
opposite want to stop the colony becoming more
populous, but when the only means are adopted
that are available at the present time—thatis, of
calling in co-operative enterprise—upon which
the prosperity of America, of France, of Ger-
many, and of every civilised country in the world
has mainly depended, hon. members opposite
object. That principle has been adopted by the
most progressive races, it has been tested by
experience, and has not been found wanting.
We have it in all departments of industry and
commerce,  We have co-operation, and co-opera-
tive capital

Mr. REmD : We have it in our State lines now.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Hon. D. H, DALRYMDPLE : We say that
where we are unable to develop districts, private
enterprise should be allowed to step in. When
we canno’ mect the demands which are made
upon us by the people in more settled districts,
which have a great deal hetter claim than these
syndicators on the Cloncurry that the hon.
member is so anxious to benefit-—1 say that when
we caunot meet the claims of those in compara-
tively settied districts to earry out railways which
have been approved of by thiose who are best able
to judge——

present Chief
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Mr, REID: The money has been voted for the
Cloncurry line.

The SPEAKHER : Order!

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : We cannot
possibly expect to make railways in the settled
portions of the colony, and in addition to that
find funds for a great many other railways which
would no doubt be of great benefit to the colony,
which would increase it in population, and which
would increase it vastly in wealth, although we
are desirous of seeing this colony go ahead.

Mr. REID : So are we on this side.

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : Hon. members
say they ave, but yet they refuse to use those
means which have proved successful.

Mr. REID : That is State lines built by State
money.

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : When the hon.
member gets the people at Callide Creek or at
Cloncurry to believe that they are going to get
State lines, because hon. members opposite are
in favour of State railways, they might as well
tell them that they are in favour of a State line
to the moon. They will never be deluded by
that.

Mr. REmb: We don’t believe
building the lines, anyway.

The SPEAKER: Order! I have called
“Order” repeatedly, and the hon., member for
Enoggera has persistently refused to obey. I
trust he will not continue in his refusal.

Honx. D. H. DALRYMPLE: T will curtail
my remarks, as 1 do not wish to irritate the hon.
member for Enoggera, but I think that the pro-
posal to allow private railways to be built to
open up country, in the absence of any reason-
able prospect of getting those railways in any
other way, is a perfectly reasonable one. I fail
to see any alternative. The statement of hon.
members that they are in favour of State rail-
ways will not help to make the railways. The
hon. member for Enoggera has told us that the
money was voted for this railway some sixteen
years ago, but does he expect the people of Clon-
curry to believe that, because hesaysthat the line
ought to be constructed, it will be eonstructed ?
The mere fact that he says that it ought to be
constructed will not assist its construction in any
way. And those persons who look upon the
matter withount prejudice— without being bound
by some party platform which prevents them
ever supporting a railway of this description—
will know perfectly well that the alternatives
are either to let private companies build some of
these lines, or to allow the country to remain
locked up—1n which case the hon. members will
be guilty of what they so much dislike, when
they accuse men of dummying country. They
are actually dummying this country—this great
colony. How do we justify taking this colony
from the aborigines?

Mr. Rumn : By force.

Hoxn. D. H. DALRYMPLE : Because wesay
that we put it to much better use—that is the
only justification we give. But this colony isa
portion of the world. There are many portions
of the world which are crowded with millions.
In Japan there are 2,500 to the square mile;
and are we to keep this huge portion of this
colony actually without population? It is not
fair to the world ; it is not fair to humanity.
And I say that if we can get that country opened
up, if we can get that wealth extracted, then
it becomes a portion of the property of mankind,
which it is our bounden duty to make the most
of.  Whether we take the State system as a
criterion, or whether we take the practical
interexts of the people as an ideal, in both cases,
if these persons will assist us in opening up this
country, that is at present of no value, and is not

in syndicates
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likely to be of value, it will become valuable to
the whole of the colony and beneficial to the
whole of the world.

Mr., HIGGS (Fortitude Valley): T wish to
offer a protest against the action of the Fremier
in endeavouring to force this measure through
the House to-night, No doubt midnight is the
most fitting time to put through a proposal of
this kind. When most people are in bed would
appear to be the time that the Government choose
to shove this measure through the Assembly. I
wish to utter a protest, The very courteous and
highly respectable hon. member who has just sat
down has given us an hour’s deliverance

Hon. D. H. Damryurre: I did not give you
Talmage’s sermons, anyway.

Mr. HIGGS: A performance which he was
entitled to give us, and I do not find fault with
him on that account. I only find fault with the
Premier for pushing this very important
measure, or endeavouring to push this very
important proposal through the Flouse this
evening, There are many members in the
Assembly, on botl: sides, who wish to address
themselves to this very distinet departure from
the State railway policy, and I think it is a very
great pity that the Premier is not giving those
hon. members an opportunity to do so, without
continuing until the small hours of the morning,
when possibly the reporters may not be
taking notes,  Now, I feel very strongly
about this proposal, and I would like my
protest to be recorded in Hansard. There have
been hints that at 11 o'clock or 12 o’clock
the Hanzard veporters take no notes. I donot
know whether it is the object of the Premier, in
carrying on the discussion to this hour, to pre-
vent the recording of speeches of those who are
opposed to the measure. Now, the hon, and
highly respectable and courteous member who
has just sat down applied anepithet to me which
I wish to refer to. He implied that I was a
vagabond. He said that the majority of the
members on this side of the House have nothing
to do during half of the year—a statement which
was an insult. Decause members on this side of
the House are not interested in syndicates, and
do not happen to occupy positions in mortgage
companies, and so forth, it does not follow that
they are idlers during the greater portion of
the year, and when I suggested to the hon.
gentleman that it was a wonder that he
did not take us up under the Vagrant Act
for having no occupation, the hon. gentle-
man implied that I was a vagabond, and if
that law was in operation I would not be here,
which I think was distinctly unparliamentary.
But as I am quite willing to give and take the
hard knocks that come from the other side of
the House, I did not take exception to it. I do
not feel that I should, becanse I have just the
same feeling regarding the hon. gentleman. I
would prefer to be a member on this side of the
House. I would rather be & doorkeeper in the
House of the Labour party than I would dwell
in the tents of Ministerial ungodliness. I have
no Seaforth Hstate to sell to the Government.
If T had I might be engaged during half the
year in running round and influencing the
Governmeut to make me an offer. If I had
a Seaforth HFstate it woald not be necessary
for me to work at all for a few years—if I
could sell at the same price that this gentleman
did. If I had a Seaforth listate which was
valued at £6,000, and I got £22,000 or £24000
for it from the Government, I could afford to
take a holiday during the greater portion of the
year. Now the hon. member took up a very
exalted attitude, He said that our argu-
ments and opinions would have no effect
except upon the most ignorant and vulgar of the
community. Now, who are the most ignorant
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of the community? I am sure the hon gentle-
man did not refer to the well-dressed people.
He did not refer to the people who lived in high
places and occupied the chief seats in the
synagogue, Undoubtedly he referred to the
working classes. Who are the most ignorant
and vulgar in the community ? I am suvre the
hon. gentleman did not refer to the shareholders
and members of the syndicate, the ex-provisional
directors of the North Chillagoe Company. No,
the hon. gentleman undoubtedly meant the
working classes, and it must be very gratifying
indeed to those who, like himself, are anxious to
sever their connection with the class to which
they once belonged, to hear the hon, gentleman
speak in such lofty tones.

A1l pm.,

Mr. GriMes took
Speaker.

Mr. HIGGS: The hon. gentleman speaks
about our oppressive liberality in putting for-
ward the views of other people. Well, we are
compelled to quote the opinicns of other people
hecause if we make any suggestion that a
departure from the settled policy of the countiy
in railway construction will mean the creation of
a number of temptations among our legislators,
our judges, and other influential people, we are
twitted with revelling in the making of charges
which we cannot substantiate, and it is neces-
sary for us to appeal to those in high places for
authority. Hon. gentlemen opposite do not
consider the personal convenience or comfort of
members on this side, and they will, therefore,
excuse me if I do not consider their convenience.
I will, therefore, have to inflict upon them a quota-
tion which the hon., member for Rockhampton
North in his liberality abstained from giving to
the House. It is a quotation from the speech of
the present Licutenant-Governor, Sir Samuel
Griffith.

At two minutes past il o’cleck,

Mr. BOWMAN called attention to the state
of the House.

Quorum formed.

Mr. HIGGS: The following is the speech to
which T allude, and it will be found on pages 855
and 856 of Hunsard for 1882, vol. xxxviil.—

I know the hon. gentleman 1s of a speculative spirit,
but I don’t regard that kind of speculation as advan-
tageous to the country. Itmay be that I am wrong;
perhaps Iam too stow in my ways of thinking, but,
having regard to what has taken place in other countrics
where this spirit of ** exploitation”’—which is a French
word, but has been so mueh used as to have
become almost part of our own language, and I
may as well nse it—exists ;—it is, in fact, opening
the country to the most enterprising persons to
come in and lay their hands upon the naturval wealth
of the colony for their own advantage, with practically
little corresponding advantage to the country. There
have been and are, a number of exploiters. Some have
preved upon the South American Republic, and some
upon the Republic of the United States. Thereis no
use denying it—instances of that kind are so nuumerous ;
and I do not desire to see this country understood to be
a field for adventurous spirits of that character. I
should much preferthat they should stop where they
are. Then huw do we find the system of having great
railway corporations works in the United Statesr Of
course we know that a corporation has no eonscience;
that somehow or other covporations do things which
jndividuals would be ashamed of doing. The hov.
¢entleman has told us that he does pot think there has
been any corruption under the present systen, although
there might have been in view of the large interests at
stake—that is to say, that the interests were so large
that they might have raised a temptation to corrup-
tion, which nevertheless has not taken place. Per-
haps that may be; and whether there is a difference
in the nature of men when associated together
as companies or direetors of compunies, and when
they are acting as individuals, the fact is plain that
whenever an aggregation of individuals takes place and
a corporation is formed liaving a quasi-publie position,
we do find corrnption. The railway corporations in
the United States are notoriously corrupt; and many

the chair as Deputy
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thinking people, writing on the present position of
affairs in the United States, cousider the most serious
evil now threatening that country is the enormous
and increasing influcnee of these corporations. There
ean he no doubt of it. I saw, the other day, a state-
ment—I forget the wuthority at this moment—to the
effect that one of the great railway companies in the
United States— the Erie Company, I think—had spent
in one year £200,000 in bribery.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
lawyers.

Mr. GRIFYITIL: Bribing judges and members of
Parliament.

The Premskr : That was an English company.

Mr. GRIFFITI : I don’t know where the men were
born, but I know that some of the rmost notorious
adventurers in the United States ave dirsctors of if.
Where they were born [ am sure Idon’t know ; perhaps
they came from Scotland.

The Prearer: That was not a land-grant railway.

Mr. GRIFFITIL: I am aware of that. I am now
pointing out that these great railway corporations do,
somehow or other, feel themselves justified, whether
their conseiences have become altered or not, in doing
very singular things. I will give another illustration
which is familiar. I am not now addressing mysclf to
this particular scheme at all, but to the general
prineiple of allowing the country to be understood to
be a field for every individual who likes to come to it
and make a railway in consideration of getting a land
grant. What aboutthe Pacific Railway scandal? That
company had got a concession from the Cavadian Go-
vernment, whilst their was a danger that it would not
be carried through. There wus a general election, and
the company, being anxious to secure their concession,
contributed £20,000 towards the eclectioneering ex-
penses of the party in power. At that time that was
thought to he a very immoral aud improper thing,
and the Government did not venture to face
a division on a motion moved upon it. What
has heen done may be done again. Suppose that
in this country a company of geutleman as respect-
able as those of the Grand Trunk Railway Company
and there were some very respectable people in that
company who would seorn to do dishonourable things
in private lifc—received a valuable concession from the
Government, and suvpose a general clection were to
take place to determine whoether a seheme of this kind
shonld be carrvied out—suppose it was a partienlarly
zood thing for the speculators, and supposc they were
no more moral as & corporation than the directors of
the Grand Trunk Railway—the cxpeuditure of a very
mueh sinaticr sum than that might possibly suceeed in
obtaining a majority. Thosc things are notorious, and
we ought to pause a good while before we deliberately
ineur those dangers. It is deliberately ineurring a new
danger, which in the United States has threatencd the
very existence of the Constitution. We have done
very weil here without it, and I hope we shall con-
tinue to do so. Another thingin connection with those
great railway eompanies having control of the public
highways is that they are always wanting something.
T will take the case of a railway that has to be finished
in two years. Suppose they want two more years,
pressure will be brought to bear, and what is called in
the United States, *lobbying,” will be introduced and
acelimatised here.  Attempts have already been made
to introduce that systewm into this country. . . . .
The statement just made by the hon. gentleman is
entirely founded on his own imagination. Once, when
in Opposition, I received a deputation in the lobby of
the ITouse—a deputation conveying the resolutions of a
public meeting. But that is not *‘ lobbying,” as the
hon. gentleman knows perfectly well. The hon. gentle-
man knows what lobbying means, and so do other
people.

The MinistkR FoR Lanps: Donw’t you remember
that “ rough-and-tumble * with an hon. member in the
passage?

So it would appear that in those times the lobbies
were the scenes of great conflicts, which we never
have now.

Mr. JENKINSON : What has this to do with
this Cloncurry Bill?

Mr. HIGGS : I think I am entitled to be
heard in silence, and I hope the hon. member
will mind his own business. He made a state-
ment the other night to this effect—that this
garbled report was made out of the colony. He
seemed very anxious about certain people, and I
think he might spend his time in trying to
rehabilitate the reputations of those persons.

Bribing judges and
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Mr. JevgINsoN: They are quite able to do
that themselves,

Mr. HIGGS : Well, the hon. member need not
pose in the position of a special interrupter. I
am supposed to be heard insilence. Mr. Griffith
then said—

Another evil found to exist is that they obtain such
a monopoly that they can practically impose their own
terms. I will show afterwards how magnificently that
is arranged for in this proposal-—how they get a mono-
poly of the entire Warrego distriet.

This was a discussion on the Warrego Railway
Bill. Mr. Griffith went on to say—

When a company of that kind has a monopoly in the
TUnited States, and they cannot come to terms with a
man who wishes to use their railway—suppose he isa
iarge grain farmer. and they wished to get some of his
land which he refused to sell—it happens that they
never have any trucks ready at the station from which
he wants to despateh his crop.  The comnpany is bound
to carry for everybody, but it always happens there are
never any trucks at that station. That is systemati-
cally practised in the United States, and men with
perhaps 1,000 tons of grain have to wait month after
month, unable to get it away, simply becanse they will
not submit to the dictation of the company. An hon.
member on the other side laughs, but I can assure him,
on the testimony of public writers, that such things are
done. That is one of the dangers of placing the great
highways under the control of companies.

Now that is a very strong speech made by Mr.
Griffith years ago, in support of our contention
against any departure from the State policy of
railway construction. Mr. Gritfith showed that
the system of private railways in the United
States had led to corruption; and that the
influence of these compaties was exercised to the
detriment of the publie, inasmuch as there was
positive bribery of judges and members of Parlia-
ment. Now these are strong arguments why we
should not adopt this policy of the present
Government, There is not one single virtue
about the railway proposals of the Govern-
ment that are at present before the House.
Hon. members talk about private enterprise ; but
there is no private enterprise about this proposal.
Private enterprise is a term that should be
associated with fair play, bonnie play, and that
every man should have a chance. But this
proposal gives no man a chance to construct this
railway, except this private imnonopoly company,
consisting of certain persons, some of whom are
relatives of some hon. members in this House
and other persons in high places. Supposing
the majority of the people in Queen street
wanted the oprortunity of building this railway,
would they get it? Not at all; because, as
we all know, this Government has taken this
syndicate company under its sheltering wing, to
tne exclusion of all other people. It is a private
monopoly. There is no fair play ; ““no fair field
and no favour” to anyone except a few people.
So that we repudiate the term “‘private enter-
prise” when applied to a proposal of this kind.
There is no private enterprise about it at all.
1f there is, the Government should have adver-
tised these concessions in the public Press in this
way :—*‘ Important sale by auction” !—with
big head lines—¢“1st April, 1900. Queensland
Government.  Short of funds! Short of funds !
Cannot borrow! Cannot borrow! Valuable
concessions to be sold !  Enormous sacrifice !
Messrs. R, Philp and J. R. Dickson, trustees
for the people of Queensland, will on the 1st
April, 1900, sell enormons concersions: The right
to build a railway 200 miles, or thereabouts, in
length ; the right to build an unlimited number
of twenty-five-mile branches; the right to a free
grant 260 miles long and 120 links wide; the
right to the Crown lands over which the tramways
or branch lines will run ; the right to select areas
of the Crown lands sixty-five miles distant from
the trunk line; areas to a total of 5,000 acres
at a rental of £1 per aunum; the right to
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construct any works which the company may
consider it desirable to construct ; the right to
free grants of land for labourers’ dwellings; the
right to free grants of land for smelting and cther
works ; the right to free grants of land for
wharves and wharfage accommodation ; the right
to charge 50 per cent. more than the State rail-
ways for a period of fifty years; the right to
cousbruct and erect telegraphs and telephones,
and to charge fees for thus becoming acquainted
with the private affairs of other people ; the
right, also, to ignore the provisions of the
Mining Act of 1898.” T was very pleased to
hear the hon. member for Gympie, Mr.
Ryland, vefer to-night to the Mining Act.
This company is to be permitted to do away with

the provision in the Mining Act
[11-30 p.m.] which compels all other companies

to have manholes and spaces for
places of refuge, and they impudently request
that not a single provision of the Mining Act of
1898 shall apply to them. They have the brazen
effrontery to try to bind future Parliaments by
stating that the syndicate leases shall not be
subject to any of the provisions of the Mining
Act of 1898, or any amending Act in substitu-
tion for that Act. They are v:ry anxious to get
this Railway Bill throngh the House, and go
about the lobbies, and sit here anxiously waiting
for the Assembly to pass the measure, and I
regret to say that some hon. members opposite
appear anxious to assist them. T venture to say
that those hon. members will live to regret the
day that they supported such a proposal as
that now before the House. If the true friends
of the people in the British House of Commons
could have foreseen what has taken place during
the past sevenly years in the old country they
would never have granted the privileges which
the railway companies have possessed for so
many years, and which they have used with such
disastrous effect npon the people of Great Britain.
The first Iron Railway Act was passed by the
British House of Commons in 1801, that is about
a hundred years ago. At that time horsepower
was the only power ured, and both horses and
vehicles were supplied by the persons owning the
tramway. Tt was not till 1823 that application
was successfully made to Parliament for per-
mission to use stean engines, and even then
monopolies did not exist, because every man
was his own train driver.  Any kind of vehicle,
carriage, or motive power could be used on a
tramway in those times, but the companies saw
what great opportunities they possessed, and
they began to provide the rolling-stock.  Very
soon after 1830 it was recognised how great was
the power of monopoly possessed by each rail-
way, and constant efforts have been made since
that time to remedy the grievances under which
farmers, agricultural labourers, and the people
generally have suffered, but without effect.
Absolutely fruitless have been the endeavours of
Parliament and the Press to control the com-
panies. The legislators in the British House of
Commons would have stood aghast if a rail-
way Bill bad been prescnted to them containing
provisions such as are to be found in this Norman-
ton-Cloncurry Railway Bill. Such comprehen-
sive powers were never dreamt of by railway
companies seventy years ago. At that time they
were mere providers of an iron railroad, over
which anybody was permitted to haul or carry.
Then they became sole carriers, collectors, and
detivery agents, and they are now a national
danger—a menace to the public welfare—cor-
morants, vultures, vampires with an inordinate
appetite ; the sort of people who should be kept
out of Ausfralia at all hazards., The competition
which existed in the early days, when the com-
panies provided the railroads, and the people
who wished to have goods carried along the
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railroads supplied their own railroads, to a
great extent protected the public from extortion.
But the company having taken up all the means
of haulage and the position of general carriers
have destroyed competition on the line. The
people even then clung to the opinion that
competition between the existing lines would
protect the public from extortionate rates for
the curriage of goods and passengers, but how
hopeless was their belief in competition is shown
by the fact that the railway companies possess
a power to impose taxes more exacting and
more effective than any ever enjoyed by a
crowned monarch of ¥ngland. The legislature
has made several well-disposed attempts to
regulate the rates charged by the railway com-
panies.  Cominissioners have been appointed
who may be appealed to at any time to con-
sider the rates charged. The companies may
charge a maximum rate, but if they happen
to be charging a rate, say, B0 per cent. below
that maximwm, they may not suddenly raise
it to the maximum unless they can show
that the proposed alieration is reasonable. Butb
this admirable provision is a dead letter in
practice because the cost of challenging the un-
reasonableness of a rate in the face of the
elaborate machinery for expert evidence at the
disposal of the associated companies is something
from which even merchant prinzes shrink, Can
it be believed that the legal expenses of these
companies total £5,000,000 a year, or that since
their advent in the old country their legal and
parliamentary expenses have totalled the enor-
mous sum of £03,000,000. I ask hon. gentle-
men who propose to depart from the State
railway policy of this country, to say where
that money camne from. It never came from
the pockets of the cowmpanies, for it was
never in them, but it has come out of the
charges made upon the public. How seldom
do we hear of any legal expenses in con-
nection with our State railways., That is because
there is a disposition on the part of the State to
treat the public fairly. The associated railway
companies are able to defy the public, the
courts, and Parliament, and if they ever get a
footing here they will defy the Commissioner,
the Secretary for Railways, the Parliament, and
the judges of the colony. The competition which
was expected does not exist, because an associa-
tion of managers fix the rates. We are told that
if this company oppressss us we can build a
State railway to compete with their line. On
this subject of competition John Stuart Mill
says that where the performance of a necessary
service cowes to be a practical monopoly, though
perfect freedom for competition is allowed, none
really takes place, and the charge madefor a service
that cannot be dispensed with is quite as much
compulsory taxation as if it was imposed by law.
But what are the prospects of our building anew
line? Mill points out that there is perfect
freedom for competition, but it is a competition
which never takes place. We know it is very
seldom indeed there is competition in the case of a
gas compauny, although a yascompany can charge
whatever it chooses.  We shall not build a com-
peting line, but we shall buy out the company.
but at what cost? Perhaps millions would be
necessary to buy out this corporation if it ever
gets a footing in the Northern part of Queens-
lund. Farmers, miners, all classes of agricul-
turists and pastoralists, will be subject to the
will of the directors of the company. They
must either use the line or leave the country, and
if they use the line they will have to pay the price
the company charges. The corporation which
proposes to come here is of the same type as the
railway corporations in the old country, and they
come here knowing all the tricks of the trale,
and knowing the immense power they have to
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tax the people of the Northern pars of Queens-
land. 'The hon., mewber then, to show how
inimical was the working of private railway
companies in Great Britain to the agricultural
and other industries, quoted from the late
My, Biddulph Martin, president of the Royal
Statistical Society, and from a paper read
by Mr. Balfour Brown, Q.C., at the Lon-
don Chamber of Commerce in 1897, The
Bill made no vprovision enabling the Com-
missioner for Railways to fix the
[12 p.m.] rates of carriage on the line, and no
doubt Royal Comwissions would
have to be appointed in the future to attempt to
get the rates reduced, but their efforts would
prove as fruitless as similar efforts had proved in
Great Britain. In the mother country the rail-
way companies were Iargely responsible for the
depression which prevailed in many industries,
on account of their carrying foreign goods at
much lower rates than they charged upon
British goods, and chambers of commerce in
Englanad had expressed the opinion that the only
remedy was State ownership of the railways.
There was no guarantee that the rates on the
Cloncurry line would not give a similar pre-
ference to foreign produce.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER said : T think the
hon, member is tediously repeating
[12-30 a.m.] himself, and T must warn him that
shall have to call upoun him to

resume his seat if he continues to do so.

Mr. HIGGS pointed out that the American
railway companies oppressed the industries in
the United States by their charges, contrasting
the freatmeunt extended by private railway com-
panies with the assistance given by the
Queensland railways to the pastoral industry.
The hon. member then proceeded to argue in
favour of the State ownership of railways.

The inauguration of a system of

[1 a.m.] private raillways meant economic
waste, as each company would
require its separate staff of officials and
employees, and the burden would have to be
borne by the public. If they did allow the
private construction of railways, the time would
come when the Government would have to
purchase those lines at great loss to the country.
On behalf of his constituency, he protested
against the passage of the Bill,

Question—That the Bill be now read a second
time—pat ; and the House divided :—

Aves, 29.

Messrs. Philp, Rutlodge. Dickson, Foxton, O’Connell,
Dulrymple, Murray, Bell, Cowley, Callan, Story,
Stephens, Forsyth, Bridges, Mackintosh, Stephenson,
Stodart, Plunkett, Tooth, IFTanran, Newell, Campbell,
Kent, Leahy, Petrie, Bartholomew, J. Hamilton, Boles,
and Keogh.

Nogs, 20,

Messrs. Browne, Ilardacre, Fisher, Kidston, TFitzgerald,
Turley, MeDonald., Bowman, Reid, Kerr, W. [Hamilton,
Dibley; Dawson, Maxwell, McDonnell, Ryland, Lesina,
Higgs, Stewart, and Dunsford,

Parms,

Ayes.—Messrs, Moore, Armstrong, Forrest, Smith,
. Thorn, and T. B. Cribb.

Nocs.—Messrs. Jenkinson, Jackson, Groom, Fogarty,
(Glassey, and Givens,

Resolved in the affirmative.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
RAILWAYS, the committal of the Bill was
made an Order of the Day for Tussday next.

ADJOURNMENT.,

The PREMIER : I move that this House do
now adjourn. The Government business this
evening will be Supply.

{28 SEPTEMBER.]

Questions. 1071

Mr. BROWNE : I would like to ask the hon.
gentleman when we ave likely to have the
federal legislation? I would also remind him
that the Railway Commissioner’s Bill and the
Public Service Bill must be passed within the
next fortnight.

The PREMIER : Notice for the introduction
of the Federal Bill will be given at the next
sitting of the House. The Railway Commis-
sioner’s Bill will be gone on with at an early date ;
but the Public Service Bill is not yet ready.

Question put and passed.

The House adjourned at half-past 1 o’clock,





