
 
 
 

Queensland 
 

 
 

Parliamentary Debates 
[Hansard] 

 
Legislative Assembly 

 
 

THURSDAY, 27 SEPTEMBER 1900 
 

 
 

Electronic reproduction of original hardcopy 
 



Questions. r27 SEPTEMBER.] Hydraulic Onnpan;ls Bill. 1037 

THURSDAY, 27 SEPTEMBER, 1!!00. 

The SPEAKgJt (Hon. Arthur Morgan, Wa1'1tick) 
took the chair at imlf-p:>st 3 o'clock. 

Al'PlWPlUATION BILL No. 2. 
ASSEN'r. 

The SPEAKKR: I have to announce that I 
thisrlay pres~nted to the Lieutennnt-Governorthe 
Appropriation Bill No. 2, e,nd that His Excel
lency WH,R J)lea~ed, in lllY preRenee, to SUh,cribe 
his ~t.<sent thereto in the name and on behalf of 
Her Majesty. 

QUESTIONS. 
BrMER.\H RESUMPTION. 

Ivir. KERR (Barcoo) asked the Secretarv for 
Public Lands~ · 

l. \Vlmt is the area of Bimerah Resumption ? 
2. VVhat i.s the area of country in t-hat resumption 

purchas:rd hy the lessees of nimer;!h? 
:~. "'f\.'hat is the total area of the resumption at present 

selected? 
4. 'Yh:Lt is the total area of the resumption available 

for selection? 

The SECRETARY :FOR PUBLIC WORKS 
(Hon. J. l\1urray, Norraanby): In the absence of 
the Minister for Lands, I beg to give the follow
ing answers:-

1. Original area of Birnerah Resumption, 308 square 
wiles. 

2. 60,771 acres-about] fJ8 squa.ro mi1cs. 
3. Twenty square mile" .. 
4. Vacant land, avaiJttble for opening, 167 square 

miles ; reserved land, 12 squnre miles. 

THE BLACKALL LINE. 

Mr. KERR asked the Premier~ 
Does the Government intend going on with the 

Blackallline this set5sion? 

The PRE:JIIER (Hon. R. Philp, Townsville) 
replied~ 

rrlle House will be informed of the intentions of the 
Government with regnrd to railway coustruction in 
good time. 

SOUTH A~'RICAN TROPHIES, 

Mr. McDONALD (Flindc?'S), in the absence 
of the hon. member for Clermont, a· ked the 
Premier~ 

1. "'\irill hP communicate with the Home authoritiPs 
and ascertain if they are willing to recognis:e the spirit 
in \Yhich Queensland rr.;;ponded to the Empire's call, 
by suppl;png this colony 'vith a share of the guns and 
ammunition uturcd from the Boers? 

2. Doe:, he ... nut think that our Defence Department 
would weleoml3 with cnt.hm<iasm the gift of half-a
dozen Vickers-)1RXlmS or two m~ three thousand )f::tuser 
ritle.s? 

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

The PRE:\HER repliAd~ 
A letter has heen received by the Government from 

His Excellency Sir Alfred l\iilner, High Commissioner 
for South Africa, under date 21st of April last, 
intimating that it is proposed to make a collection of 
arms, et,c., taken during the present war, and to 
despateh such collection as trophie.., to the vnrious 
eolonies which have sent contingents to South Africa. 

PAPER. 

The following paper, laid on the table of the 
Hou'"• was ordered to be printPd :~Report on 
the J\Iarine Defence :Force, 18!!9-1900. 

RENT OF J!~AST HALDON RUN. 

On the motion of Mr. ARl\ISTRONG(Lockyer), 
it was resolver!~ 

'!'hat tlu•rc he lnid upon the table of this ~rouse, copies 
of a.ll P<tpcrs and eorrcspondcnee {including reports of 
officers of the Lands Department, opinions of legal 
adviser of the Lands DepartHtent) relating to the claim 
of tbc leRsee of the East IIaldon Run, in the :n.:Ioreton 
district, for a refund of excess rent paid by him to the 
Crown. 

BRISBANE HYDRAULIC COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

LEAvE ~·o INTnonucE. 

Mr. COWLEY (He1·bert), in moving~ 
'rhat leave be given to introduce a Bill to facilitnte 

the sn}lllly of motive power on the high pressure 
h.nlraulic Rystem, for the u~e in and upon wh~Ln~es, 
warehouses, bHildings, and premises, aml for exting-uish
ing 1i.res, and for othm· purposes, within the city of 
Brisbane and its snburb.s-

said: I have not the slightest idea why the hrm. 
member for J!'linders called" Not formal" to this 
motion. 

1\ir. McDONALD: \Ve want to kno-v some
thing >ebout it. 

1\Ir. COWLEY : So I will content myself 
with formo.lly moving the motion. If hon. 
membPrs will indicate in what direetion they 
want information, I shall be pleased to give it. 

Mr. McDONALD (Ji'linders): I 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 priv<tte syndicate company or 
whPther it is to be introduced on behalf of a 
municipality. If the hon. memb<'r h<ts brought 
the motion forward on behalf of some muni
cipality, I have no objection to it. 
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:Mr. HIGGS (F01·titnde Valley): I understood 
the h•m. gentlem<tn !Jy motion of his head that 
this Bill was in the interests of the Brisbane 
Municipal Council. 

Mr. CO\nEY: No. 
Mr. HIGGS : I beg thP 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 cumpauy. 
Our sources of revenue as a eonncil are limited 
enough now, without surrendering every possible 
means of augmenting that income for city 
improvement purposes. 

Mr. 'rvnLJCY : Was not this question before 
the Brisbane Municipal Council some time ago? 

Mr. HIGGS : Ye-;, it. was; but unfortunately 
the majority of the members of the Brisbane 
:Municipal Council are as retrograde and re
actionary as hon. members opposite. (Laughter.) 
'fhey 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. 

l\Ir. J ACKSON : 'fhis is not the stage to oppose 
it. 

Mr. BoLES: Let us see the Bill. 
JVIr. MAXWJCLT,: \Ve don't want to see the 

Bill at all. 
Mr. HIGGS: There is a strong yearning for 

complete knowlmige of what is contained in the 
Bill, and I wished to give the hon. member for 
Flinders some information. I tttke it that those 
who are oppoiled to Slll'ronding public rights and 
privileges to a monopoly will oppose the Bill 11t 
the proper stage. 

l\lr. CO\VL liiY, in reJJly: For the informa
tion of the hon. member for l<'lind.,rs and other 
hem. members, I mn,y briefly state th<~t this Bill 
is what it is indic'lted to be in the motion 1 have 
nwved. The Bill has been before the rnunicipal 
council of Brisbane. They have discus.Jed 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 n,ade by which 
a moiety of the profits over and above a 
certain amount is to be handed over to the 
Brisbane J\1unicipal 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. KEOGH: Are you legislating fur Brisbane 
only? 

M1·. COWLJ<;Y: It is intended at present to 
confine operations to the city of Briobane. 

Question put and passed. 

FmS'r REAPING. 
On the motion of Mr. COvVLEY, the Bill was 

read a first time. 

STATISTICS OF AGRICULTURAL COL
LEGE AND STATE FARMS. 

l\1r. COWLEY, in moving-
That there be laid upon the table of the House a 

return showing·-
1. The number of State farms an<l where situated. 
2. 'fhe capital cost of each to date. 
3. The nnnnal exp-:·nditure ou ench to 30th June last. 
4. Tlle total revenue, if any, tn date. 
5. The capital cost of the Agricultural College to 

date. 
6. The annual working expenses to 30th June last. 
7. The annual revenue from students' fees to 30th 

June last. 
8. The annual revenue, 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. 

Mr. 1\JcDON ALD: After looldug over this 
motion, I apologi"e to the hrm. gentleman for 
calling" Not formal." I think it will be very 
valuable information. 

The PR~l\Ill~R: The Government have not 
the slighteot objection to the return being placed 
on the table. 

Mr. GROOM (Dmyton and 'l'oowomnl!a): I 
may suggest to the hrm. gentleman that it will 
make the information m<•re complete if he alters 
it as far as regards "The capital cost uf the 
Agricultural College to date" so that we may 
get the capital cost of the land apart from the 
capital cost of the buildings. 

M.r. ARMHTROJ'\G (Lockyer): I agree with 
the hon. member for Drayton and Toowoorn!J<t, 
but I would go further tlwu the hon. mmnbel' 
suggests. As regards ca1,ital, I would have three 
headings-]'irst, land; second, buildings; then 
stock. 

Mr. GROOM : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. AB.M STRONG: I would also ask tbat 

there should be a column which would show the 
obsolete stock and obsolete capital in connection 
with the Agricultural College, bec,tuse, strange 
as it may appear to tLe House and the country 
generally, there is au iunm:nse amount of agri
cultural machinery purchased at one time and 
another, which, according to the return which is 
asked for by the hon. mernberfor Herbert, would 
appear as part of the capital cost of the 'institu
tion, but which is practically uselees. \Ve 
should know that if this return is supplied. I 
thoroughly approve of the sugge,tion of the hoiJ. 
111emLer for Dray ton and Toowomnba, and would 
ask the hon. memller for Herbert to amend the 
motitm in the direction I ha Ye indicated. 

1\[r. Cowu~y: You moYe it; I cannot. 
1\Ir. ARNISTJtONG: Very well. I move 

that J>"ragraph 5 be amended by the addition of 
the following words:-" showing («) land; 
(b) (1) buildillgs, (2) f6ncing; (c) implements; 
(d) ;;tock; (c) obwlete implements." 

Mr. GIUMES ((h:lcy): I think there will be 
a great diificulty in defining what are obsolete 
agricultuml implements, and that that part of 
the amel1dment would be much clearer if it read, 
"implements which have not been used during 
the past eighteen months." I t<tke it th<~t if <tn 
implement has not been used fur the past eighteen 
months it has been practic;;lly set aside as obso· 
lete. If the return is asked for in the way 
proposed, I thiuk we shall not get the informa
tion required. 

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

.Mr. COWLEY: I have noobiection whatever 
to the amendment in the form proposed by the 
hon. member fc,r Lockyer. \Vith him, I think 
the word " obsolete'' is sufficient in itself to imli
cate what is required, and th"t when the Secre
tary for Agriculture, or the principal of the 
college, sees the motion he will know exactly 
wlmt is desired. l f the return is 1;upplied in its 
amended form, we shall have the cost of the 
implements whether they are obsolete or in 
use. I think the wording can hardly be improved 
upon. 

Mr. KEOGH (Rosewoocl): I can hardly agree 
with tlre hem. member for Oxley with regard to 
the n'e of the word " obsolete." There are 
many inst:mces where a farmer puts in a certain 
cror•, and then does not put in the same crop 
again for twelve months. The machinery 
required for the culthation of that crop may not 
be reqnired for twelve months in such a case, 
but it "ould not be obsolete. I think it is better 
to u&e the word "obsolete" than to say 
machinery which has not been in use for a 
certain tiwe. 

Amendment agreed to. 
:Motion, as amended, put and passed, 
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OLD AGJ~ PI~NSIONS. 
Mr .• T ACKHON (Kenncdp), in moving-
l. '!'hat t.lw prm•ent system of relief for the ngerl poor 

is ea..vable of much improvcmenL, inasil\neil as many 
deser\'i.n;; aged pooe cannot or will not a.vail the1m;eives 
of the assbtaw~e afforded tJy asylums, and oLlwrs only 
accept sueh htAip hy stern comvulsion. 

2. 'l'hat the Government should introduce legislation 
providing for a system of old age pensions, and thus by 
Aet or Parliament make pro\'ision fm• the d('-iCrYing
aged poor passing their last years in the soeicty or their 
frhmds and free from the rer:;traintf:i and monotony of 
asylnm I He. 

3. 1'h;tt, pending the introclnct:ion of lc~islation, the 
present State juva1id or old age allowance of 5s. per 
wnnk shoul<l be iucreased to at least 7s. per week-

said : \Vith the exception of the last p~mgmph, 
this motion is exactly similar to that which I 
introduced in the years 1808 and l'lU9. I dare 
say that most hnn. members will agree that a 

thrice-told tale is apt to be weari
[4 p.m.l some, aml 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 aq there "re "'"'me 
tales that will bear repetition on account of their 
intrinsic merits, so I think it muc;t be admitted 
that there are sume questions, such as this old 
age pension f(uestion, that will bear listening to 
for a third time. The Premier called "Not 
formal" to this motiun, otherwise I should have 
bEen glad to have dispensed with the making of 
a speech at all. AH the Premier ha,; called "Not 
formal" to the motion, I assume that he wiHhes 
me to show cau,;e why the House should adopt 
this resolution. I know there are a great many 
young and innocent newspaper r~·t)()rters wlw 
think that a memher of Parliament, and par
ticularly a metuber on the Oppositit'ln side of the 
l{ouBe, must have an nHqnenchable desire to 
111ake t'ipeeche.s on every post~iblE' occasion. 

J\1,-. Tuuun : Hear, hear ! 
J\lr. J ACKSON : I am not prepared tn endorse 

the interj<ection uf thn hon. metHbcr for South 
Bri~bane, bec.Lnse rny l-'xperience of IIJ8InberH of 
Parliament in this House is tlmt they do n"t 
take delight in making Hpeeches, but that the 
majority of them would r,>ther n<,t get up and 
talk in this Hou,;e. My experience is that the 
average member of Parliament only gets up to 
1nake a speech out of a sPnse of duty, either to 
the country, to his constituency, to his party, or 
ont of a sense of duty to himself. I should 
ha,·e thought the Premier would have been 
inclined to let this motion go, and I will give a 
few rea,ons why I think he might have allowed 
it to go as formal. \Ve 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 
p:.1rty's lJrogramine-one adu1t one vote-1 
should have thought he would have no hm;i
tation in adopting the Hubsidiary plank of old 
age pensions. Having swallowed the camel of 
one adult one vote, I should not h>tve thought 
that he would stmin at the gnat of old age pen
sions. \V ben we consider the po ition which 
this f(Ue,sLion occupies at the present time in 
Australasia, and, I 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
hers to whe1t has taken place New Zoaland. 
I have here the last report of the Regis
trar of Old Age Pensions in that c •lony. 
\Vhen I introdnced this motion last year I qnoted 
from the first report of the llegistrar of 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 
theN ew Zealand registrar practicaily emphasises 
what he said in his first report. I do not intend 
to occupy the time of the House by quoting 

extensively from thi• last report, but there are 
two or three lines which I will read in order to 
corroborate what has beeu stated as to its heiog 
entirely in favour of the system which New 
Zealand has adopted. He says-

In my first report I was able to state that the Act had 
been smoothly and effectively administered frmn its 
incevtion. 'l'o this, after a year'tiadditional experience, I 
may add that the usef'nlnetos or the measure is now 
gener~Llly recognised, a,nd that the anticipated diffi
culties raised by adverse critics are not apparent in its 
lJractical working. As a conse<tuenee of its success, 
there is very little matter for comment. 

It may be interesting to the Honse to hear what 
he says in a paragraph a little furtber down in 
tlte report-

"\Vhile in some instances the pension has been mis
applied, the number of beneficiaries reported as so 
offending is relRtivcly small. Testimony to the good 
character of old age pensions generally is borne by the 
faet that out of 6,178 claims for the second year's 
pension certificate dealt with up to the 31st March, 
19UO, only thirteen were rejected on the g1 ound that 
the conditions set forth in the snb8ections of section 8 
of tlle Act relating to character had not been fulfilled. 

I think that is very striking testimony indeed. 
An ounce of fact, it is saiJ, is worth a ton of 
tlH'ory, and this matter has now really got 
beyond theori,ing upon. I take it that no hon. 
member will now venture to argue that this ,,1,1 
age pen!:lion queGtion is a " fad." The Inere fact 
that those eminent statesmen who met to form 
the Federal Constitution for Australia inserted a 
provision in that Constitution for old age pen
sions under which the Federal Parliament might 
take action, shows that the f(Uestion of old age 
pensions is no longt>r up in the clouds, hut is well 
within the region of practical politics. :My con
tention that the question is well within the 
n;gion of practical politic" is further borne out if 
we lool.<: at what has taken place in the other 
colonies. A Bill "as introduced last year into 
the Victorian Parliament; it failed to go through 
on account of some financial objections, bnt that 
Bill is to Le reintrodnced-·if it has not already 
been reintroduced-into the Victorian Parlia
ment this year. 'l'he Victorian Government sent 
·Messrs. l3est and Trenwith over to New Zea
laud sorne time ago to report 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 satisf»ctory. 
Then if we come to New South \Vales we find 
that the Premier of that colony on the 17th of 
this month obtained leave in commit:ee to 
introduce into the New South \Vales 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 wa~ no 
opposition whatever to that Bill being intro
duced into the Parliament of the mother colony. 
Of conree I know it was a formal motion, but 
the little debate that took place showed con
clu'i,·ely that every member who spoke upon the 
motion welcomed the Bill into the New South 
vV ales 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 prfJvides that applications for old •ge 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 I 
have introduced this motion to this House. In 
1898 there was no opportunity given to get a 
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 I pswicb, 
}11r. Cribb, to the effect that the Government 
should obtain information with a view of sttb
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 \Vootbakatn, 
Mr. Newel!, moved a further amendment in 
favour of th8 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 2?,, 
Singnlar to state, after that amendment in the 
form of a rider to the orginal question bad been 
carried, when the question as so amended was 
put the very members who voted for the amend
ment voted against th~ main question, which was 
knocked out by 29 to 26 votes. 

An HONOURABLE l\fE>IIBER : 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, a& I could never under
stand hon. members voting for an amendmimt 
coming from their own side of the House, and 
then ,·oting agaimt 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 
contentious in it. That goes without saying. It 
ha' b;en admitted by the Government that the 
first part of the motion is not c<,ntentious. 
·with regard to the second part I fail to see why 
the Government should object to it-it is the main 
part of the res,,lution-because there is nothing 
specified in it when the Govemmcnt 'honld intro
duce legislation. The Government practically 
have a free band. I could understrmd the Go
vernment opposing the motion if I attempted in 
any way to say what ,;mount the p·,rson should be 
paid, or the particular time the Bill should be 
intro<luced, or the, age the pension should apply 
to, and so forth. Hon. me m hers will see that as 
to detaih it is <Jnite an open nuttter. The third 
part, as I have >-tated, was not embodied in my 
original notice of motion; hut since then I have 
added that paragraph, in accordance with the 
rules of the Hou"e, hy giving notice to the clerk. 
I think it is a very proper addition to the resolu
ti•m. I do not think anyone will contend that 
the sum of !k a week-whether you cnll it an 
old age allowance or an allcn~ ance in lieu of 
Dun wicb-is a snfficient amount to keep any 
adult, either male or female, and it is in con
S<'Qnence of that feeling that I decided to >tdcl 
that rider to the resolution. And here I would 
remind the House that living has gone up very con
sid8rablydnring the last few years, so that 5s. now 
will not buy :ts much as it would a few years ago. 
I do not know whether the Home Secretary will 
contend that any :Hlult could possibly live on 5,;, 
a week, even to provide only the bare nece:'isaries 
of life. I would also point out that the effect of 
carrying the third part of the resolution
increasing- t.he ~l.Howance from D0. to 7.r.;. a 
week-will not affect the finance; of the colony 
very much. Some time ago I asked the Homo 
Secretary some questions in c<mnection wit,h the 
administration of th1s Government allowance, 
and, according to the figures given then, it 
appears that during the first six months of the 
present year th8re were 7Ci5 annuitants, if you 
like to call them by that name, receiving £3,602. 
That would give ,;n amount, for twelve months, at 
5s. per week, of £7,38J. If we decide to increaoe 
the amount, as I propose, it would cnme to about 
£10,337; so that it would be only an increase of 
about £3,000 if we t»ke thooe figures. Of coun;P 
I am not pr8pared to say how thuse numbers 
may incren.!3e. I ~tm only going by the figure;:; 
given by the Home Secretary. I notice there 
was a very hLrge increase for the fir,<t six months 
of this year over the years 1890 and 1898. Po'•sibly 
the Home t'iecretary may be able to explain by 
and by, if he does me the honour of speaking on 
his question, how the figures were so very much 

larger than those of last year. \Vhilst I am on 
this particular question-the third part of my 
resolution-I wish to draw attention to one of 
the answe1s the Home Secretary gave me-the 
transfer of property to the Crown by old people 
to whom this allowance is made. I admit that 
we have not very much inform'ition in the 
answers given by the Home Secretary, ami I do 
not like to pre-judge the case; bnt speaking 
on the information we ha.ve, I certainly 
think it is a most olJjectionabl,, principle that 
the Government should insist on old people 
transferring their sm,;ll bits 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 conrse under their Old Age Pension" 
Act. After that amount £1 is taken off for 
every £1.5 of accumulated property. Of cour e I 
do not wish to press the point until I 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 bard condition-has adnpted what 
seems to me to be a very objectionable principle. 
In my previous sP' eches 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 bon. 
tnenJber likeR to interject, giviug infortnation 
upon any point which I may not have made 
clear, Lnt I think the proper course to adopt is 
to deal more with principles than with details. 
John l\Iorley, in his little book on "Compro
mise," :-1~tys-

It is felt by rnan~r wise men that the chief business of 
the politk-tl t.hlnkPr is to interest him~clf in g~nerali
:::nt.ions of snel1 a sort as lead~ witl1 tolerable straig-htec~s 
to practical irnJ?rovements of ~h far reaching and dumlJlo 
1\:iud. 

The principle laid down by Morley is the prin
ciple a private tllC->ruber ought to adopt in intro~ 
dncing a, <ru(~Rtinn of this Rort to Parliurnent. One 
of the principal ol•jections that may be taken to 
this propoPal of old ag{-', pension A ifi that it is a. 
socialistic principle. \Yell, as Sir \Yillium J br
court snlrl son10 years ago, "we are all sociilliBtie 
now." Even the Secretary for Hailways is now 
aR rnnch a sociaJiKt a.s any of ns; he expreHsed 
himself the ntber day in favour of the natinnaJi,a
tion of our coalmines. \Vhen a socialistic prin
ciple is now put forward it do<•',, not usually send 
a cold shudder down the backbone ,,f members of 
Parliament, as it might have done some years 
ago, nor does it aff:'ct society in the same way 
th,tt it Inight have done sorne years ago. "\Ve 
find CV!_3H jndlvidualh.;tic writers nnwa,days admit
ting that. there is a great deal to be learned from 
the teachings of sncblism. I may read here a 
quotation from \V. t'i. I,illey's "First Principle, 
in Politics," w hero he say J-

r:I'he rmll valne of ~ocialism ties h1 this, that it is the. 
ine\'itablc and ind'i~lHJDSablc Jlrote't of t.hc working 
elas:;es, nnd their a~pira1 im1 alter a hotter order of 
things, ancl a lnnction of the ~tatc is t•J extract from 
the intt\rminable popnlar :met philanthropic utterances 
com~titnting sncialh;tic literntnre the underlying- idea~. 
anfl to translate them into scientific cunce})tions of 
right. 
\Vbat is the underlying principle in connection 
with this qneetion of old age pensions? It is 
simply tbi,-to give the deserving aged poor the 
privileg(~ of saying whether their lafit fe'<v yearR 
shttll be spent under the re,triclions of asy lutulife 
or spent in the society of their friends and relations. 
That i:' the principle. I am not quite sure 
whether this principle, after >~11, tends to stimu
late wcialism or to sLimu!ate individualism. It 
is well known that Bismarck introduced hi-< 
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 said from the point of view 
that old age pensions will make the mass of 
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the people more ~atisfied with the indi viduali,;tic, 
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. members is that the poor 
should them se! ves provide for their o!d age 
pensions, either by voluntary contributions, or 
that the State should make such contributions 
compulsory. \Veil, there is one very formidahle 
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 hn,ve evidence 
taken by select committees and royal commis
sions to show that it is pmctically impossible for 
the very poor to lay on one side even such a 
slllall amount as would be uecesRary to provide 
a small pension. Then, look n,t the expensive 
,;ystem of boukkeeping thn,t 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 
pn,y through taxation to provide for these old 
age pensionR. New Zealand, in tny opinion, has 
adopted the proper cotnse, as will be seen by the 
fact that in N cw South \Vale$ 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 n,mount requiretl, hut I am 
not quite sure whether that would apply to the 
average woman. As Dr. ~fuhnson said-

Hnman experience, whieh is constantly corrc;cting 
theory, is the greate~t test of truth. 
And we find, as a matter of fact, in human ex
perience that the masses of the peofJle do not 
provide themselves with olcl age pensions. 
\Vhether they can do it or not is qHite anotho,r 
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 dis]•Ute as to the 
principle of old age pensions, I would like to 
consider briefly four objections that may be 
uqred by the Govern!nent against the adoption 
of this resolntion :-Firstly, they may say that 
there is no time to introduce legislation ; 
secondly, they mtty 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 a.l(e p~n
sion of 5s. a week covers the ground. I know 
that the Premier, very much like myself, is not 
fond of making long spcec1ws, 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. 
gentlemn,n that there is nothing in such objec
tion,.,, 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 lel(islation. I adH1it 
that at the pre•ent 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 not the 
leader of this party, and I am not In a position 
to say what n,ction th•. y would take if the 
Government brought in a Bill, but I Lelieve 
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. 'rime could very 
easily be found if the Government were in 
earnest in introducing a Bill of this sort. And 
here-if I may be pern;itted a moment or two 
just to make a remark-I think that the Pr' mier 
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 T 

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

Mr. J AUKSON: I thank the hon. member if 
that, is meant >ts a compliment. I do not know 
whether he men,nt it as "compliment, but I shall 
take it as such. 

Mr. DAwsoN: What! Do you mean to say 
that you tempted Eve? 

Mr. J ACKSON: With regard to the financin,l 
ditficnlty, surely a large colony like (lneensland 
cn,n do what a sma,l[ colony like New Z. a land 
ha" done. Surely, if New Zeahmd can find 
£200,000 for old age pensions, (lLleensland can 
imitate that colony. It does not say much for 
tbi' gn•at colony if we n,re going to admit that 
New Zealand can clo things of this sort, on 
account of 1ts wealth, that (~ueemland cannot do. 
\Ve are continually holding Queensland up as 
being the foremost and the richest colony in the 
Australasian group. 

l'vfr. AN NEAR: Has not NPw Zealand a much 
larger popubt.ion than QueenRlnnd ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I admit at once that New 
Zealand has a much larger population. I think 
she has a population of about 7-13,000 "" against 
Queensland'o 500,000. Still this is nut altogether 
a, qnet\ti~;n of population. \Ve have an lrnn1en~-;e 
territory, and receive H, large anwunt of revenue 
frum Crown lands, while New Zoaland, on the 
other band, lwR to purchase a great deal of its 
lands frOlH tbe l'vlaoris. 

Mr. A:'>INEA!l: And from JJrivate companies as 
well. 

1\lr .. TACKSON: Well, I take it that the 
same thing applies to the estates which lmve 
been repnrchased in (,!ueensbnd under the Agri
cultural Lands Pmchnse Act, so that the two 
colonies are on " par in that respect. I think 
there is a good deal of misunderoLanding as to 
the effpct that spending a large sum of money by 
way (J old age pensions ha8 upon the econmnic 
po~ition of the comnnu1ity. Sir Ge~Jrge Turner, 
when introducing his Bill last year in Victoria 
said-

The lH'llsioncr will ncce~sarily have to cxvend it in 
obtaining' the uecc:->t-\aries of life, am1 by that means a 
larg-e amonnt of it will find its way baek into the 
rrrca:-;ury. 

Then we mnot remmnher that if we adopt a 
systt•m of old age pensions the charitaLle institu
tiuns of the colony will be relieved t<> a very con
siderable extent ::tR welL Coming back to the 
econornic asp(-·ct of the qnei:ltion. If, for instance, 
.£SO, 000 is taken out of the Treasury to provide 
hr old age peneion,, that money is spent in the 
community, su th<tt from a national point of 
view the expenditure is nothing like so heavy as 
smne hon. n1e1nbers might iu1agine. Then let 
me point out that the Treasurer's Financial 
Stab ment was very optimistic. I do not know 
whether the hon. gentleman will urge this 
financial difficulty ancl say that we have no funds; 
but anticipating that hcJ may do so, I would 
refer him to his Financial Statement, where he 
points out that the colony b, after all, in a very 
fttir positiou, in spite of the drought, and in spite 
of the additional taxation that wi il be incurred 
by federating with the other colonies. SpPakiug 
from memory, I fancy that the hon. gentleman 
forecasted a surplus of £40,000 or .£30,000 during 
the present yPar. 

The l'HEMU;R: Nf't so much as that--I antici
pated a surplus of .£22,000. 

1\lr. J ACKSON: I am very glad the hon. 
gentlcm,1n has cort't'ctcd me, as I was speaking 
from memory. Even so, £22,000would certainly 

nut provide for a system of old age 
[ 4 ·31) p. m.] pensions for {lueensland, if it were 

passed on similar lines to those in 
New Z•_aland. I would point out, however, that 
ev _n supposing the Treasurer will not have a suf
ficently large surpluo 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 ol<l age pensions. That is 
my firm belief, judging from my own knowledge 
of_ the opinions of the working class. Now, 
w1th regard to the third objecti~>n, 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 'eason why thh1 resolution shonld 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 pensions if 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 I think-and I want to 
a&k 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, 
becn,use 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 J<'ederal 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 it, will 
still he nece8Sary ; but it is not argued that the 
Federal Government should take over these 
benevolent institutions. But I will tell the 
House whtct 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 resicled, 
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 numb~r of 
applicants-! will not say a considerable nmn
ber, but at any rate a number of applicants
throughout the colonies might be unable to 
qualify in the particular State where they mig-ht 
have had to resicle. For inetn,nce, one might live 
ten yeat·s in New 8outh \Vales and fifteen years 
in Queensland, and if the qualification were 
twenty-five years both in New South \Vales 
and Queensland, it is quite evident that 
that man would be disrtualified. Now. here 
is where the Federal Government could very 
properly come in. The l~ederal Government 
could introduce legislation to provide for 
those individuals who could not qualify 
themselves in the different State". 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 could be adopted from one colony to 
another, If the Feder~tl Government comes 

in at all, I think it will be tonnd in prac
tice that the proper solution of this difficulty 
will be for the Federal Govemment to introduce 
legblaticm 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 dt<tl with, and that is the fourth one. I 
stated that it was possible that the Government 
r~dgbt urge the objection to carrying this resolu
twn, that we have nlre:1dy practically a system 
of old age allowances in Queen.,land, 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. HrGGS: It is subject to gross abuses. 
Mr. JACKSON: The hon. member for 

Fortitude Valley says that it is open to gross 
abuses. 'l'hat is possible. I am not stating that 
it is abused in any way. My experience of the 
Home Secretary's administering of this generally 
is, that the applications are always favourably 
consider~d. In fa.ct, 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 
districtR, but at the 'mme time I think this is 
a qnestion 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 
"ort to someone else if he were able to deal with 
it himeelf. I understand that the hon. gentle
m"'n has tnrnerl 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 prhacy that the administration this 
old age allowance sy,stem has at present under 
the Government, but still the question of 
publicity is not nece,>sarily attached to the old 
age pension system. As 1 pointed out, when I 
commenced my S[Jec·ch, in New South \Vales 
the Bill that the Premier of that colony has 
introduced provides for the hearing of all 
applications privately. I am not qnite sure of 
that because I have not seen the Bill, but I 
think that the .tpplications have not to be heard 
in open court as they have in New Zealand. 
Now Goldwin Smith, in a book which he wrote 
so1ne tbne ago, said-

'l'here is a notion that vuhlic relief panperisAs. The 
sentiment is to be respected, but that whieb. really 
panperi~e ~ 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 Southern part 
of the colony. 'When I got there, a letter 
was placed in my hand from a woman, wbo 
wrote tu say that her father, who was an old 
Northerner, was lying very ill. Previomly to 
this, 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. I fc,rget his age, but I 
know it was over seventy. On leaving I spoke 
to his daughter privately. I could 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 perwns, and I said, 
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"If you like I will write, or get the member 
for your district to write, and ask the Govern· 
ment to make your father an allowance of 5s. 
a week." The woman said, " I will see my 
husband and take a little time to think ic 
over and write to you about it." I never got 
a letter from her, but two or three months 
afterwards I httd 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 converso,tion 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 W8 wanted to get rid of him, we 
decided to struggle on without making the 
application." 'rbere 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 tn 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 he a discouragement to 
thrift. I showed on previous occasions that the 
present system of relief through the asyltuns was 
not at all a credit to our civilisation. I have not 
dealt with those fe<ttures of the subject this aher
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 
a~ways be needed some system of old age pen
siOns. The poorhouses and benevolent asylums, 
I think, we can shortly dispense with to a very 
Luge extent, although for chronic cases and 
where old people 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 o,rfl stronger than others, as loug 
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, S(J long will there be a need for an olJ age 
pension 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. I cannot conceive that 
any reason;; can be urged against it, and seeing 
what is being done in the other colonies I thiuk 
he ought to get into line with them. If he does 
so, he will hand his name down to posterity as 
the benefactor of the aged poor. 

HONOURABLE lVh;;umms : Hear, hear ! 
The HOMI~ SECRETARY: The hon. mem

ber who, I think, now for the third time haq 
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 

C:harnber in vrevious sessions, and probably 
their attention has been directed by means of 
former discussions to other sources of information 
with reg:1rd to this very interesting question. 
It is not only an int.,rP,ting question, bnt a 
very important question. \V e 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. 0£ 
course I use t!mt 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 him on a 
recent occasion referring to statistics on this 
subject, so ftw as they relate to Queensland. It 
will be observed that in 1897 there were 1Hi 
persons, who received a total of £1,017. In 
18\JS the number had increased to 144, and 
the amount to £1,255 ; and in 18\J\J, 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,li28. 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 £3,602, or 
in excess of the expenditure for the whole of 1899. 
The hon. member asks: How do I account 
for that? \Veil, I account for it in this way: 
because the knowledge that these allowances, 
in lieu 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 prt,sent lines, from this 
particular fund, are now in receipt of that 
assistance. Therefore I predict that next year, 
even at 5s. per week, the amount to be expended 
in this w.cy will be considerably in excess of 
£12,000. 

Mr. HIGG8 : Then you adopt the old age 
pension system, while you spPak against it. 

The HO :VIE SECRETARY: I don't know 
what the hon. member means. He is a&~urning 
two things, both of which are incorrect. 

Mr. STEPHE:\SON : That is what he very fre
quently r!oeh. 

The H0~1E SECRETAHY: I ventured to 
predict last year that the amount to be expended 
this year would not be far short of £8,000 or 
£(),000, and I am inclined to think that, with the 
experience we have had-an increa~e of some
thing like 80 per cent. for the first six months 
of this year over the nnm bet" for the whole 
of 18!!9-frum ·127 to 705-and considering that 
the >td\ rtnce 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 number>:1 as indica,tive of 
what we m~y expect in the near future, I think 
I am noc far out when I estimate that the 
expenditure next year will not fall far short of 
£12,000. 

JY[r. JACKSON: That is a small amount com
[lC~red with New Zealand. 

'rhe HOME SECH.ETAH.Y: I admit that. 
will come to that directly. I may mention that, 
in my answer to the hon. member's question, I 
drew a rlistinction between the nr>me which he 
gave to tht.se u:J,,wance'·' and that which is given 
to it-a.nd very properly given to it un ier exist
ing circumst;mces-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 syst~m. Our system is not an 
old age penswn system, because persons who 
have not attained the age of sixty-five are 
admitted to the benefits of our system here ; and 
I think VPry 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 br more deserv
ing of assistance and support from the St"l e 
than large numbers who have already attainP-d 
that age. Take lhe case of a widow with a large 
family of children, which she has re:\red, and is 
still endeavouring to rear, 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 as>istance in her financial straits 
and extremity as a man-perh>Lps a bachelor
who has attained the age of oixty-five, but 
is still hale and hearty? Still, under the New 
Zealand old age pension scheme she would get no 
assistance from the State. Under th~t scheme 
there are hard-and-fast linee, but I say there is 
an elasticity in the system we have adnptP-d in 
this colony, which, with proper rli,crimination, 
has many virtues which the New Zealand scheme 
has not, or which any scheme of a hard-and-fast 
character cannot P"ssibly have. The hon. mem
ber for Fortitu.-le Valley, Mr. Higgs, appectrs to 
be on the warpath, and by his interjection this 
afternoon he was gond enoug-h to inRinuate when 
the hon. member for Kennerly was speaking, 
t.hat there are grave abuses in the adnlinistration 
here. 

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

The HOME SECRETARY: The hon. 
member dicl not say outright that there were 
abuses; but by his interje·ction be suggested that 
there were abuses. \Vhere was the necessity for 
him to moke that interjection if he did not mean 
to suggest that there were ::1.bnses? If now he 
says he did not intend to convey that imprese,ion, 
I accept his denial. The very fact that it has 
been necessary to get th:J.t clenial is sufficient 
justificn.tion for me to refer to the bon. member's 
remarln:;. 

Mr. HIGns : \Ve wo,nt to establiKh a proper 
system of nld age pensions. 

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

Mr. HmGs: No, I am not. 
The HOME SECHETARY: I think the hon. 

member's interjection was suggestive that some
thing of this nature was pas,ing in his mind at 
the time. I do not think it is neces~ary for mo 
to defHl1d my administration of these funrls. 
There is no hon. memher, or anybody in the 
colony, who can say that I have not de:>lt 
with eYerybody who has come before me in 
connection with this matter in a jnst m>Lnncr. 
I explained before that it cast a gre>tt deal of 

extra work on myself, having 
[5 p.m.] regard to the fact that discrimina-

tion had to be exercised. I thought 
that, so far as it was possible, it was deoirable 
that this discrimination should be exercised by 
somebody directly answerable to Parliament. 
The hem. member for Kenner:ly me.ntioned the 
fact that he had heard that the administration of 
this matter had been handed over to Dr. Hare, 
but, as a matter of fact, that is not correct. I 
very much dasire to do so. 

Mr. JACKSON: I sa.w it stat.ed in tbe Press. 
The HO:\IE SRCRETARY: There i>< so 

much stated in the Press that is absolutely fnlse 
and misleading, as the hon. member knows very 
well. 

Mr .• TACKSON: Did not the hon. gentleman 
himself see it in th11 Press? 

The HOMR SECRETARY: Idon'tthinkso. 
I don t study the Press very much. 

Mr. HIGGS : Poor Press ! Always in trouble! 

The HOME SECRETARY: I don t 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 whaiever transfers 
might take place in the duties-and I do hope to 
be able to hand t.hem over to Dr. Hare in some 
sh::1.pe or form, as Inspector of Charitable T nstitu
tions-I should not for a moment lose MinistPrial 
control over these funds; and any decision of 
his will certainly be li::1.ble to appeal to the 
:Minister. As rc;(ards mer~ matters of detail, 
where there could be no question as to the deserv
ing nature of an applicant or otherwise, I think 
a great deal of the Minister's time might be saved 
bj banding it oYer to Dr. Hare, or pos·,ibly a 
board consisting of himself and somebody e!Re. 
I have referred to one <lifference betl\·een onr 
scheme ::1.nd the harcl-and-hst scheme m New 
Zeal::1.nd. I will now refer to another, and that 
is this: Providing that a person can show that 
he or she is de~erving, is in penurinns circum
stances-and possibly the word "deserving" 
covers that-not only deserving as regards good 
character, sobriety, and s" on-it is not necessary 
that they should always ha\·e been deserving in 
tb:J.t respect-but, at all events, so long as they 
are nble to show thnt they are in straitened 
circumstmrce•--that they are fit snhjects for. 
Dnnwich-thnt the allowance will not he 
wasted, that thPy h::1.ve friends who to a 
certain extent will be able to a.,·sist them 
outside Dnnwich-then the allowance is rnarle
no matter also what time they htwe rpsided in 
Queensland. Nuw, in New Zealand, if my 
rnenwry sen.te'- Illt" rightly, the time lirnit for 
resid.Pnce before one c tn becPtne 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 rnnst deser\·ing 
people are in receipt of the 5s. ontside allowance 
in lieu of going to Dunwicb, who would not be 
eligible for similar treatment in New Zealand, 
for the simple reason tho,t they have not resicled 
in the colony twenty.five yea". 

1\Ir. JACKSON: In New Zealand the people 
who arc not qualified by age for pensions go into 
the benevolent asvlnms. 

The lHll\U<~ SECRE'rARY: I qnite under
st~tnd that. I want to point ont that there is a 
differentiation between certain people who are 
supposed to be eligible for State assistance in 
the naturA of old age pensions in New Zealand, 
where those who cannot comply with that hard
:J.nd-fast, that arbitrary rule-I may say, in 
many instances, unjust rule-have still to render 
themselves liable to the same discrecli t-if one 
1uay nse so strong an expresi':ion-w hi eh is sup
posed to attach to admission to a benevolent 
asylum. \Vhere you have ::1.n olrl. av,e pension 
scheme yon rrmRt necessarily have 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 
arlvant::tge of being able to reach most deserving 
p2ople who would be excluded under such a 
rule, and yet are very elkible per,ons fur 
receipt of assist:J.nce from the State. I have been 
greatly struck with the different way in which 
proposed recipients regard the qnesLion of this 
5s. a week in lieu of going to lJnnwich, 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 that 
there is, as there was in the case the hon. mem
ber for Kenmdy himself quoted, a distinct dis
inclination to c0me upon the State. There h an 
independence of sentiment which I think does 
credit to the people who entertain it. They have 
no desire, unless they are actually forced into the 
position, to take this allowance from the State in 



Old Age Pensions. [27 SEl'TEMDER.] Old Age Pensions. 1045 

lieu of going to Dunwich. On the other hand, I 
am constantly in receipt of letters-some of them 
rather amusing-fr(Jm 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, rJrthirty 
years-and they claim the allowance as a matter 
of right. Sometimes on inquiry I find that these 
men are tolerably well off, are earning 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 unfJrtumote 
widow would be neglected. 

Mr. JAOKSOl'l: I deny that they would come 
in, if they had any consirlerable amount of 
money. 

The HOMI~ Sl<~CRETARY: I do not mean 
men in affluent circun1stances, but men able to 
maintain themselves respectably and decentJy, 
and just as well .tble to do so, perhaps, as they 
wer~ fifteen or twenty years ago, but still have 
attamed the age at. which they would be entitled 
to come on the St:tte for an old age pension under 
such a scheme as that in force in New Zealand. 

Mr .• TAOKSON : I think there is a very small 
proportion over the age of sixty-five years al>le 
to earn their own living. 

.The HOME SECR~~TARY: I don't agree 
w1th that. As far as I am able to jndge by the 
r<'corderl information which comes before me 
after investigation, I should say that there is a 
very large prOJJOrtion of lJCrRons over the age of 
sixty-live years able to maintoin themselves
even up to seventy and seventy-five years of age. 
I constantly come acros,; reports of men who are 
earning good wages at that age, and I am 
surpris,,d to find there is a very prevalent idea 
that in Queensland, if not in the whole of Aus
tralia, longevity and a certain rohustneRs in 
advanced years does not pre' ail. I find that, 
although we have a great nun1ber of n1en who 
!:mffer frmn rheumathun, which i.~ very connnon 
t>till therB are a large nnmber of 1nfm who ar~ 
hale a.nd strong even at sixty-five yf'ars of nge. 
The hon. member for E>rmedy holrls th:tt the 
transfer of any property to the country by a 
pr<Jposed recipient is not justifirtble. 

.Mr. J ACKSON : I should like to know the 
details tirst. 

The HO :VII~ sgCRETARY: As I s:tid in my 
answers to the hon. member when he interrogated 
me on the subject, each case is dealt with on its 
merits. A l"trent., either a m:tle or female, may 
ask for this allowance, and oa invesligation it 
may be found that there are a number of 
children, some of them having families of their 
own, and others who are 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 
anyt.bing towards tlw support and Inaintenar1ce 
of their parents. I am referring-now only to those 
whc• are drunkards. On the other hand, t.hPre 
n,re children who are stearly and indnstrimw, 
who have perhaps a little home of their own 
which is being paid for to :1 bnilding society, :md 
who have large families to rear. In a case of 
that sort, where a son has a large family which 
he iB endeavouring to rear, I inv;uiably take this 
view: That unles" he is in fai1ly alliuent circum
stances, he ought not to be caller! upon to take 
from his own gro\ving family in order to support 
mr aged parent. It is very difficult, of cour-8, 
to draw the line. In son1e eftSPR it is reported to 
rne that a son has property of considerable value, 
and where that is so, I s::ty the son ought to do 
something for his father. · · 

11r. DIBLEY : You cannot make him do it. 

The HOME SECRETARY: If the father 
goes to Dunwich, we can; that is the point. 
If a son will not do the duty which he ought tu 
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 l)ave too much to do in rearing their own 
families-the fecundity of those peovle who apply 
for relief i• 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. Snppose 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 fHteen 
years, and n,llow 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 
he is dead? I say that in cases of that sort it is 
right to insist on the tmnsfer of the property to 
the State. 

Mr. ,) ACKSON : I think your action would be 
right in caseH of that sort. 

c'l'he HO .ME SECRETARY: Those are 
in varir1bly the cases in which that occurs, and I 
say that in such ca,es it is necessary tl:at the 
, .. r.operty should b8 tmnsferred 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. The man 
will do nothing with his property; he simply 
lives upon it. Of course it is always a mer:e 
residencE' t.lmt is concerned in these cc·tses. Is 1t 
not a fair thing to ask that the comnmnity which 
i:-; going to maiutain that Inan fur the retuaind~r 
of his years should benefit by the value of Ins 
propnrty when he shutll<'S off, rather tlu':n 
the benefit shuuld go to distant relatives m 
anol her connnunity who take no interest in hin1? 
Those are the reasons why I insist on the trans
fer of pr<~perty. An additional reason is th;>t an 
implierl und•,rtaking 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. lf the tmnsfcr were not insisted 
upon, the property might be frittered away. 

J\lr. J AUKSON : I thought the transfer was to 
increase the allowance. 

The H0:\.1E SECltETARY: No. It would 
rnal<e no apprt•cin,ble difference in the allowance. 

.Mr .• TACKSON: It might make ls. a week dif
ference. 

The HOME SECRETARY: That would be 
£2 12s. a vear. 

J\Ir. J AUKHON : \Vonld not £100 worth of pro
pert.y bring in b. a week if invested in an 
annuity payable at the au-e of sixty-five years? 

The HOMR SECRETARY :Yes, it might, 
but does not the hon. member see that if we sold 
the pronertv the man could not live on it ? \Ve 
do not s~ll the property, but allow him to live on 
it, which saves him rent. I find that in anum
ber of c>tses people are paying somewhat large 
rents-Gs. and tk a week-but of course there 
are reasons for that. The expianation generaliy is 
that they h;we sol:ne young relatives, possibly 
their own children, living with them, and earning 
very small wages, just enough to maintain them
se] ves, and in conseqnence of that they pay a 
higher rent than they would otherwise do. 
\V here"' 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. HIGGS : Under what Act do yon take that 
property? 

The HOME SECRli;TARY: Under the Act 
of the individnal himself. 

Mr. Hwus : 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. DALRYl\ll'LE : Land nationalisers. 
The HOME SECRETARY: 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 slightest injustice, but I can assnre 
hon. members that as a rule it is really a kind· 
ness to those people, and at the same time it 
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. 
\Ve 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. I am bound to say 
that, n,t present, I cannot see my way to ad vi se 
the Government to grant an increased amount. 
The 5s. n, week has been arriYed at ar; the 
amount which is equivalent to the cost to the 
State if the perwn were an inmate of Dun wich, 
or of any other benevolent asylum tLat might be 
started. 

Mr. GLASSEY: \Vhat is the exact cost per 
head? 

The HOMJ~ SECRETAHY: As nearly as 
possible, about 5s. a week. 

Mr. GLASSEY: That is irre,·pective of the 
value of pmperty and everything else, because 
that is a! ways a consideration. 

The HOJVIE 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 \·ague in :1\'ew 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 imp,1ssible to entrust money for 
their care and keep. 

Mr. J ACKSON : Only a, small proportion. 
The HOME SECRETARY: Well, at present 

they are a very large proportion here. \Ve 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 colony. 

Mr. J ACKSON: If you increased the amonnt to 
7s., you would get rid of a lot of those now in 
Dnnwich-that is my opinion. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I do not admit 
that at all; but there would immediately b6 a 
dem:cmd, and necessarily so, from those in 
Dnnwich for increased comforts, because the 
people there would properly say, " \Vhy should 
we be kept here at a cost of only 5s. a week, 
when other people are living in luxnry outside, 
at ~ cost to the ~State of 7s. per wePk ?" 

Mr .• TENKINSON: There is not much luxury in 
ls. a day. 

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

l'vfr .• JENKJNSON: Yon misnnderstand me. I 
talked of those "living in luxury," as you called 
it, outside. 

Mr. HrGGS: \Vhere is Macdonald-Paterson, 
the hon. member for Brisbane North? 

The HOME SECRJ~TARY: I am only 
stating the argument which would be used by 
those in Dunwich, and they would look to be 
better off, nnd get better food and accommoda· 
tiou. 'l'he question is : \Vhat test are we going 
to apply in order to fix the amount? I say that 
so long as people can be maintained in Dnnwich 
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-I 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 a void 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. DmLEY: ·well, the sugar is very bad. 
The HOM:i'J SECRETARY : Take it all 

round, a large majority of the people there are 
really better off as regards food, 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. 

'l'he HOJ\JE SECRETAHY: :For those 
reasons I do not think it desirable to make a 
departure at the present time, so far as regards 
the amount. I mig-ht say that I have lately had 
reports from Dr. Hare as to the desirability of 
establishing a second benevolent asy ]urn 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 such an institution. Dr. Hare thinks an 
ideal site could be found there. 

Mr. JACKSON: That won't satisfy me. 
The HOMI~ SECRETARY: I merely say it 

has b"en mentioned as an excellent place. I did 
not expect that it would satisfy the hon. mem
ber. 1 think I have given an excellent and 
sufficient 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 cannot with other assi-1tance they get 
manage to live on the fis. 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 5s. 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 5R. is sufficient for those 
who have friends who live with them, or who 
can earn a 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 wePk. 

Mr. JACK~ON: Do you think New Zealand is 
too generous to its poor, in giving them 7s. a 
week? 

The HOME SECRETARY: I do not say 
that, but they wcrk 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 rece1vmg 
relief in New Zealand. \Vhen I say we would 
save money, I mean in the prPsent form of ex
penditure, but we would 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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perscms 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. 

JYlr. 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 cnlonies. 
There is always a difficulty-and New Zealand 

experience corrobomtes it-in decid
[5·30 p.m.] ing whether applic>nts for old age 

pensions are deserving or not. In 
this colony, those who are not, desen ing 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 ri[!;ht., or should be 
releg>tted to a benevolent asylum. Tbat is a 
very invidious question for any m m or body of 
men to decide, bLJt it has to be decided in New 
Zealand, and there is a great deal of heart-burn
ing in conRequence, I know. I quite agree with 
the hon. member in this-that if we <tre to have 
any scheme of old age pensions-if we are 
to continue our present sy;;tem-it must neces
sarily come out of the consolide.ted revenue. 
It would be quite impossible to do it oub 
of local rates. Difficulties enough are met 
with in oM countries where the popuhtinn is 
settled to a very much grectter de;(ree th<tQ here; 
but here, with onr shifting po]mlation, it would 
he an absolute impossibility to deal with such 
questions as this locally. A man moves <tbout to 
wherever he can get work, and a very large per
centa·se of the ordinary workmen would in' .the 
course of five ye11,rs h<tve been within acl many 
as Hfty clifferent local r.uthorities ; and it would 
be absurd, under tho,,e circumstance•', tn say that 
the rates of the particular local anthority 'where 
a man happened to be when he made application 
fo~ hi~ pension should necessarily be charged 
w1th It, It would be an ace• ntuation of the 
difficulties which the hon. member has rightly 
indicated as likely to exist after federation in deal
ing- with this as im in tee-State question. As the 
hon. member pointe-d out, it is desirable that this 
should be a State and not a federal matter. In
deed I have never been able to undemtand why it 
was introduced into the Commonwealth Act. It 
has always seemed to me that it was unnecessarily 
taken over, but it probably may be :1ccounted 
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 are spending a gre"'t 
dec>l more in this direction than we are. I do 
not know what the amount is for this year, but 
I understand it will be very nearly £200,000. I 
ventured to predict that last year, and I think 
the bon. member laughed at it. 

Mr. ,J ACKSON : I do not rem em her doing- so. 
The HOMl<~ SECRETARY : At all events 

he qne,tioned the accuracy of my proplwcy, 
Mr .. TACKSON: A good mrmy Maories have 

come in, who were not anticipatc" l; and even 
so, they are well s:>tisfi,,d to pay the money. 

The HOME SR:CRETAHY: But a good 
many people are diss,tisfied because they do not 
get i_t, and. think they ought to get it. I want 
to pomt thrs out, and the hon. rnember 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. J ACKSON : How does that affect the 
question? • 

The HOME SECRETARY: I think it affects 
the question very materially, becanse if we are 
to take New Zeabnd as the morlel colony, which 
the hon. member asks us to do, in charitable 
matters gener:tlly, thfl £·!0,000 a year which we 
should save by taking it from the hospitals and 

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 r,ut their h<tnds in their pockets 
to endow the hospitals or pay the money into the 
consolidatec! 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-I think they would say they would 
rather have £2 for £1 for hospitals and onr 
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 
th<>t 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 
de,imble thing. 

Mr. J ACimON : \V e spend £1GO,OOO on 
charities, while New South \Vales spends 
£fi00,000, 

The HOME SECRETARY : Look at the 
difference in the population. New South \V ales 
has three times our population. 

11r .• L~cKsON : 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 diredinns. I am talking about 
New Zealand, the colony which has adopted this 
old age pension scheme, and is making a prac
tkal 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 Parli<tments; and I ventured to 
say last year that it would not fall far short 
of £200,000 in New Zealand. \Vith reg,.rd 
to publicity, I agree with the hon. member. 
If a percon is deserving- of this relief, I do 
not se£; 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 
ban. member alluded in connection with the 
delays which are supposed to occur wit b regard 
tn the administration of the fund in this colony. 
Those del<tys 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 inquiries sometimes occupy 
many weeks, running perhaps, in sotne 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
time's individual hardships may occur. in the 
case of very dt serving peo1•le, through bemg kept 
out of the money so long; but the system now 
adopted is that, whenever an applicat1on comes 
before me, and there does not appear to be any 
doubt as to the merits of the caop, 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 m some cases 
delay occurs. As far as possible, that canse 
of complaint b:ts been removed. I have little 
more to s:ty on the subject, but for the reasons I 
have given, nnd the prospect we have before us 
of having a fund equal to perho.ps £12,000 this 
year, ancl, it may be, equal to £15,000 or £20,000 
in a ye,,r or two, which will he 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 "e change our exist
ing methods for any hard-and-fast old age pension 
system. 

Mr. FISHER (Gpmpie): It is quite evident 
from the debate th<>t has taken nlace on this 
motion fortunately brought forwa~-d 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 Zeal:wd, instead of 
being a temporary expedient, is likely to become 
u permanent benefit to the community and per
hups to civilisation all over the world. \Vhile I 
believe that protmcted discussion of the motion 
can do no great good, and that it is not neces,'<U'Y 
to convince the majority of hon. members that 
such a resolution as this is a proper one to carry at 
this period in our history, I would suggest, as"tbe 
Home Secretary has only objected to one para
graph in the series of resolutic,m, 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. 'l'here are a Jut of 
people in the country who previously nbjected to 
old age pensions who are now just as· anxiou~ that 
some such scheme as has been tried inN ew Zealand 
should be introduced in this colony. I urn at one 
with those hon. members who, w!Ji!e they admit 
that this is a matter which has been relegated tu 
the Federal Parliament-and rightly w-at the 
same time believe that the initialion of the 
n1atter 1nu~t re::-;t with the State Parliaments, 
and provision is made in the c,m,titution for its 
being dealt with by those bodic't It is desimble 
that the local Parliaments should not wait until 
the Federal Parliament has had an opportunity 
of dealing with it but that those m<lst in advance, 
as we claim to be, shonld t. ke the lead in the 
matter. The hon. member for Mackay seem>; to 
smile at that. 

Hon. D. H. D.UlWMPLll: \Vhv shouldn't I? 
Mr. FI8HER,: Well, that ls an indication 

that unt1or the present (-i-overntnPnt we are not 
advanced. 

Hon. D. H. DALltH!l'LE: You always claim 
tn he ad vaneed. That is part of the business. 
You do it from necessity. 

Mr. FISHER: The hon. gentleman will 
admit that there is necessity for ")me improve
ment in dt>aling with our old and unfortunate 
citizens. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYliiPLll: \Vhatever you do 
you c·,,ll it advanced. 

Mr. FISHER: I am perfectly indifferent 
whether the hon. gentleman calls it an advance 
or nnt. He can call it a backward movement if 
hA likes, if he will vote for it. Does the hnn. 
gentlenmn think it would he a backward move
ment to in trod nee old age penRions? 

Hon. ll. H. DA LHYMPLll: \Ve have got them 
now, yon see. Ynn forget that while you have 
been t,tlking the GnF'rnment have been acting. 

Mr. J<'ISHJ~lt: My recollection of the lllatter 
is this : That, ufLer the t•arly di"cussions raised 
ou the ,ubject by the hon. memberfor Kennedy, 
the Government endt;noured to adopt an inter. 
mediat.e system, and, after a very ,;trennous 
dcba~e in committee, the then Home Secretary, 
Sir Horace Tnzer, promised that he would rrmke 
an out-door allowance. That \VUR th~~ initiation 
of the present system. But does the hon. gentle
m,tn argue that, because this tentative scheme 
has hem1 tried, it is to be the final issue of this 
question? Certainly not. J?rom onr point of 
view, the finnl is~ne nn1st he the gntnting of a 
specific amonnt by way of p J1"inn to the aget1 
poor in onr midst. Of cmu·s" those. who follow 
u.s muy be ahle to devise a more perfect scheme 

still, such as is provided for in the Common
wealth Act, where provision is made for in valid 
as well as old age pensions; so that thosP. 
distinguished individuals who drew up ~hat 
Constitution looked forward to a broader a w1der 
scheme than is Jil'OJ>Osed by the resolution now 
before us. Of course it is 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 Leen discussed on previous 
occasions. 

The Holi!E SJWHETAHY : I am sure my tone has 
not ch:tnged since last session. 

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

The HOME SllCRE'l'ARY: No. 
Mr. J?It:lHER: It is many years since I heurJ 

the <juestiDn first discussed, and I remember 
how, on that occasion, it was received with jeer
ing laughter and ridicule. 

The Hmm SEOHllTARY: Not by me. 
Mr. FISHER: By some hon. members who 

are now present. They see it much better now. 
The HOME SECRETARY : Whom do you refer 

to? \Vhy don't you specify? 
Mr. l<'ISHER : I <lo not wish to provoke an 

acrimoui<>ns debate. What I would suggest is, 
that, as the Home Secretary has expressed him
self against the principle of only one of the three 
re~olutions--

The Hmm SJWHETAUY: 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 lmlk 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 be was doing his best under present 
circumstances. I shall s<ty no more, becau;;e I 
think it is desirable that an expre~sion of opinion 
should be given on the matter mtherthan that it 
slwuld be debated, because I believe the great 
majority of members have made up their ntinds 
on the question. 

Mr. MclJONALD (FiinJe>'s): I beg to move 
the adjournment of the debate. 

Question pnt and passed. 
ilh. .T ACKSON: I beg to move that the 

resumption of the rlebate be made an Order of 
the Day for the 23rd November. 

Mr. McDONALD: I 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 upon it. 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 (Fo1·titudc Valley): I think it is a 
~(reat pity that we have not heard the hon. mem
ber for l\Iaclm v on this matter. 

Hon. D. H. ·llALRYl\IPLE: If I had spoken for 
five minutes, you would then have said I was 
tnJldng it ont. 

Mr. HIGG::l : I hope that we shull have a very 
full discussion of this motion, and that hon. 
m em hers on the other side will express their 
opinions, and not leave it to us to dn all the 
talking. I am sure that the matter is of fur 
more importance than the subject of the Hon. 
the l\linistm· for Hail ways, 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 hem. nwmber for Kennedy should 
arrange with the l'remier for a special day for 
thP. <1i:-:.cnH~ion of thi~ rnotion. 

(Jne,,tinn put and passed. 
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lilR. J. M. CROSS'S REPORTS TO THE 
AGENT-GENERAL. 

RESl.iliiPTION m· THE DJ;;BATE. 

The PREn1IER (Hon. R. Philp, T01vnsville): 
\Vhen 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 h:we these reports printed and distributed to 
members of this House. 

Mr. STEWAH'r: Are they so bad as that? 
The PREMIEJ1: It is not that they are S<J 

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 ha_nded by him to the Chief Secretary, who 
transtmts them to the Agent-General, Sir Horace 
Tozer. 

Mr. ]'rsmm : \Vith Cross's comments on 
them. 

The PREMIER: I do not think so. 
Mr. LESINA : \Vith the Chief Secretary's 

conunents on them, ton. 
ThePRE:\HEll: I have only seen one copy of 

them my,elf. Personally I do not ohject to 
copies being put on the table of the House for 
m<•m h8rs to see for themsol ves. I understand 
:Mr. Cross devotes a great deal of time to these 
f8J>nrtR. 

Mr. H~:m: He has nothing else to do. 
lVIr. FrsHE!t: And adds' comments on the 

Labour party. 
The PREMIER: Have yon seen them? 
Mr. J<'rsHrm: No, I did not stty so. 
The PREMIER: How do you know, then, 

that there are comment.~ on tbe Labour party? 
Mr. FISHJ;;lt: You produce them, and I will 

tell yon. 
The PREMIER: He puts in a great deal of 

ti1ne ln--
Mr. HEW: In abusing the Labour party under 

:1 nmn-de-pl'u,mc. 
The PltElVILER: Sir lfnrace rrozer is n, vmy 

hmy man, and he has not time to wade through 
the p:tpors of the colony, and it is a great 
advantage to hi1n to have thf'.:se repnr~"l to refer 
to. I know that iF the hon. member for Gympie 
were the Agent-UPneml in London, he would 
want something of the sort, though he might not 
engage Mr. Uros" to do it. 

Mr. LESIXA : Oh, admit at once that it is a 
soft bii!Pt emated specially for him. 

The PREMIER: I think it is rather bad 
taste, especially for his opponent, the present 
m em her for Clermont, to raise the question-very 
bod ta>te inde••d. 

Mr. REin : 'l'ha.t's t'lo soft. 
Mr. LRSINA: Yon would not find a soft job for 

me if I were chucked out. 
The I'R~MIER: I was thinking of commis

;;ioning- the hon. memhtlr for Clermont to go to 
South Africa to bring hack some of the trophies, 
that he was so interested in. Si nee the war 
commenced. tbe concern tlmt he ha~ taken in 
connection ~vith the four contingents that hrwe 
gone from here lms certainly been deserving of 
~very praise, and reoJly he ought to have recom
penRA in ~orne 'vay or othr~r. 

Mr. MclloXALD: \Vhy rlon't you tlo it? 
1\~.r. LESil\A : Pnt it on the Snpplement::try 

Est1mateR. 
The PREMIER: If the hon. member for 

Clermonb is willing to offer his services, without 
pay, I W'ltll<lnot mind defraying the cost of his 
j.>assage. (Langhter.) 

Mr. Me DoN ALD : Is that a bribe? 
The PRl<jMIER: I believe tbe country wonhl 

nt:tke money ont of the a.rr:mgmrH•nt. The 
amonnt of morwy we now pn.y throngh the print
ing olfice---the extr.t amnnnt we pay for printing 
whenever he addre&Jes this House-would more 

than recompense us for what it would eost 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. 1\IcDoNALD: I suppose you would like the 
whole lot of UF to go? 

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

At 7 o'clock, the Ho·use, in aceordcmce with 
Sessional Order, p>·oceeded 1vith Govcrnrnent 
business. 

PORT NORMAN, NORMAKTON, AND 
CLONCURHY RAIL\VAY BILL, 

SECOND READING-l1ESc1IPTION 0~' DEBATE. 

On the Order of the Day being read for the 
resumption of the debate on the second reading 
of this BJ!l-

MI·. RYLAND (Gyrnpie): In introducing this 
legislation the Minister asked why any mining 
member should object to it? Well, I 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 concesHi<ms granted by 
this Bill are not •nbject to the Mining Act of 
1898. That is a great objection from the miners' 
point of view. 'l'he 1898 Act gives a great many 
advantages. It gives the advantage of inspec· 
tion of mines, and •,eeing that they are in proper 
condition, and that the ventilation is pure. It 
also provides penalties in connection with acci
rknts, anrl imposes a certain amount of labour con
ditions. Now, I consider that 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, th::tt the 
state of affairs will he much worse under a 
measnre of this sort. Then, again, there is the 
matt<er of residences. If there is one thing more 
than another which miners and mininr: members 
are jealous about it i~ in connection with tnining 
h(Jlll8Rtrads and rnining residence areas. U nrl.er 
the present law a minc>r can always take up a 
piece of ground nnd erect on it a suitable dwell
ing for himself. 

Mr. \V. HAli!ILTON: Not if a syndicate have 
the surface rights. 

Mr. RYLAND: That is what I am pointing 
out. 'fhis company will be exempt from the 
provisions of the Mining Act of 18!l~, conse
quently the miners will not have the same privi 
leges which they now enjoy. Any hon. member 
who has been on Charters 'l'owers or Gympie 
must have seen for himself the nice little homes 
that the minPrs have erected for th~mselves. 
They are their own, and the men are the tenants 
of tlie Crown. They take up a tesidenee area of 
a qnarter of an acre, and as long as they pay 5s. 
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 be done away 
with under this Bill, and the company will hold 
the land in fee-simple. According to the Bill 
they are to he p~rrnitted 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 hic;h 
rents indeed for the most miserable accommoda
tion. I have seen, in this colony, in connection 
with other nccupations, instances in which the 
employees were compelled to live in such tene
ments at very higb rent,; indeed. If they did 
not they would not long keep their employment. 
It was not one of the cm1ditions that they should. 
It was !lOt 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 to look for work elsewhere. 

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

instances. 
Mr. STEPHENSON: 'Where? 
Mr. RYLAND: I will give one-the Mnngar 

sawmill. 
JVIr. 8TEPHENSON : That is not a mining town. 
Mr. HYLAND: My contention is that under 

this Blll miners will be brought to the mme 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 warehouse" 
and stores. The miners will be compelled to 
deal at those storw,, 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 ern
ployees will have to deal with the syndicate. 
It simply means the reintroduction of the truck 
system. This syndic:tte will have possession of 
all this country, and instPad of working it them
selves, their object will be to let out this land on 
tribute. They "ill get a very good royalty in 
that way. 'l'aking it right through, this is a 
great menace to the working miners of the 
colony. Then this 8ynrlic<tte have this conces
sion : that they can select 5,000 acres of mineral 
land", and the only restriction is that this 5,000 
acre; must not extend further than sixty-five 
miles from the main rail way. That condition will 
not be very stringent in its operation. Again, they 
are going to have a lea"e for fifty years, which 
is a.!together different from our preoent bw 
nnder which mining leases are only for twenty
one years. Again, there are no labonr 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 prop"sed by 
the Bill. Other mining companies 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. 'l'here 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 8rea 
will belong to this syndicate. Then they are to 
be allowed to charge 50 per cent. extra on their 
lines, for fares ana freights, than on the Govern
ment lines-that is 50 per cent. more than is 
charged on the Government lines now ; nnt on 
what the Government may charge in fifteen or 
twenty years' time. \Ve know that as popula
tion increases it will be quite pos8ible for the 
Government to charge lower fares on their linos; 
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, 
thh syndicate will not be subject to any taxa
tion. If we turn to the old country, we finrl 
that an immense amoun~ of taxation is derived 
from railways by the various loc-1l authorities 
there; but here we are going to give all these 
advantages of this private railway, and the 
local authnrities concerned are going to derive 
no revenue from them at all. l don't see why 
this company should not be subject to the 
local authorities' rates. The locttl 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 

taxation. The Minister for R,;ilways in intro
rlucing 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 ~ive them employ
ment-that this syndicate was coming here to 
find the unemployed 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 tl>is matter, says that this cmn
pany proposes to introduce a large number of 
settlers from the Unit"d Kingdom into these 
districts--that that is one of their objects. 
'rhey are going to indent a lot .of men 
to make this part of the country profitable to 
the company; to bring lahour down to paying 
conditions. As we know, the objection in the 
old countrv 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 corn· 
pany is to bring out a large number of settlers to 
work at whatever wages and on whatever con
ditions this compc,ny chooses. Is that 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 sometimes 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 advoc11ting an upside
down sort of legislation, which is not desimble. 
If the Government, instead of doing that, turned 
the bm-ine,;s paper upside down I think the 
business of the 1-fouse would go on much 
quicker. If, instead of bringing in syndic:1te 
railways, they bring in some State railways--

The SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. l-l,YLAND: It would be better for the 

working men if the Government built these rail
ways, instead of waiting for outsirle syndicates 
to come in ancl find work for the unemployed 
under these conditions. This company may not 
begin operations for four or five ye11rs, and dm·ing 
that time what is to become of the poor unem
ployed? If the Government were to lmild some 
of the State lines that are required they could 
find work for the unemployed inside of ti ve 
months. The question arises : \Vhy is this 
syndicate railway to be rushed through the 
House? 

The 1:\PEAKER: Order ! 
Mr. RYLAND: I find in the correspondence 

on this line, in a letter to the Chief Secretary, 
Mr. \Vithers says, "I shall be glad if you can 
introduce the Cloncurry Bill 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 bu.<ines• of this Hrmse and the 
country has to submit to the instructions received 
from this companY, and consequently these Bills 
have to be brought in first., and all the other 
legislation has to be neglected. And this 
explains why we hear so much from the other 
side about wasting time when we stand up to 
criticise these Bills. 

HoNOURABLl<' l\1E}fllERS : 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 ro,ilway at all-that it 
was a question of either a syndicate railway or 
none. I cannot understand that. By what I 
have read and heard of the resources of the dis
trict I think it would be a good district for a 
State railway, and I would like to see it carried 
out by the State, because if it woul<l pay a syn
dicate to build the line I am satisfied it would 
pay the State. 'fhis House cannot make all the 
rail ways asked for by a clamouring public or by 
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syndicate", or by persons interested. They must 
have some way of gauging the milways that 
would certainly pay and those that would not; 
hut I think in a case like this, where there per
haps would not be unanimity as to the capability 
of thedist1ict to support a railway, I think it would 
be a good thing to adopt the suggestion made by 
the hon. member for Rockhampton. ·when a 
company like this has large interests in mineral 
or other lands in a district-where thtey 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 rail way 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 expeme of con
structing the line. But they should not allow 
the control of the line 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 
t.hat 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 otherwisP. I think that would 
be a fair way to meet special caees like this. I 
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 Weir fever goes down a bit-we could 
get any amnnnt of money at 3!J per cent., which 
is a good deal less than is being paid for the 
money that built most of our lines. \V e know 
that the £10,000,000 loan cost £4 2s. 6d. per 
cent_, and our htst 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 shouhl hav~ 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 Rnckhampton is a suitable 
one to meet such a case as the one now under 
consideration. \V e 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 thP dominatinn of railway lords 
and will not he able to call their souls their own, 
but will have to submit to the powers that be. 
'l'he history of private railways all over the 
civilised worlcl proves that. Even in England 
and Ireland the veople are crying out for the 
Government to bny out the rail ways at any cost. 

The CHIE~' s"~CRET_iRY : Not at alL Perfectly 
illusory. 

Mr. RYLAND: I say the ruling sentiment in 
England and Ireland is that the State· &hould 
take over the railways. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Hear, hear! 
The CHIEl<' SECHETARY : There is no such 

demand. 
Mr. RYLAND : Here we are asked to go in 

the opposite direction. It has been the settled 
jJolicy of the country that our railways should be 
built by the State, hnt the hon. inember for 
Bnlloo 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 progre,,ing backwards. If we depart from 
the policy of the State ownership of railways we 
shoulc! 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 hest 

interest.< of the country, and of all 
concerned, th11t we should sell the State rail-

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 rail ways by auction_ 
That would only be in keeping with the argu
ments hon. members opposite have advanced in 
connection with this BilL \Ve 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 syndi
cates to exploit at the expense of the working 
men of the colony. Hon. members dispute my 
as·,ertion tb<>t in other countries they are not 
going in this direction with regard to the con
struction and ownership of railways. \Veil, 
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 
a"sets 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 d a country_ 
The question is : \V hat are our a-sets per 
head? Those other countries which have a less 
pu\Jlic debt per head than we have have not 
got the assets we posseeg. Look at our rail wa.ys, 
our land, and our public buildings, and ].>nt those 
as assets against our liabilities. It is not what a 
man owes, but what he has to meet his debts, that 
determines his position. When you make up 
accounts and balance 11ssets and liabilities, that 
shows the real condition of a country, as it does 
the real condition of a man's private affairs. \Ve 
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? \Vhat would America be 
if she had been equal to the occasion and built 
her own railways? That is the question. I 
think she would be a far greater "\rrwric>t 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-np 
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 
a day?" America may be a very great country 
with private railways, but what would she be if 
she had State rail ways? \Vhat 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. It is the 
sparsity of population that makes the great 
disproportion in our caRe, and there are not ~o 
m11ny people in the North of Queensland as 
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there are in the South. It is where the popula
tion is dense that the passenger traffic is the best 
means of rnaking a revenue frmn our railways. It 
has been said that in Great Britain the fares and 
freights on private railways are less than those 
w hi eh prevail here. Why should they not be less? 
It is the density of population that enablEs them 
to charge hwer rates, and if the State ran the 
railways in Great Britain I am quite satisfied they 
would run them at one-half the rates now charged 
by private compar1ies. The men working on 
those private syndicat,, railways are not as well 
p<tid <>nd have not the same privileges as men 
working on railways under State control. 
\V hat are the potters <>nd other em]Jluyees on 
the railway·, in the old cuuntry? It is the mos 
debasing position that any working man c:>n be 
placed in. They carry o"e's portmanteau
they do the work, and then they haYe to beg. 
Is that a pro]Jer position for any man to be 
placed in? 

Mr. STEWAR'r: 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 remember that at one 
time, in London, a porter came up and told you 
where the 'bus wa~, and another carried your 
portm<>n teau, and both had to be p<tid. That iR 
the condition of men on railways constructed 
and n1anaged by private enterprise. The owners 
of those rail ways ean charge high rates, and 
differential rate,, a11d you have also to pay the 
employtes; you are asked not to forget the 
porter. Th>tt is not the case in connection with 
8tate rail ways. 

The CHmB' SJWRETARY : It is far more so. 
Mr. RYLAND: 1 have never bPen approached 

on a State railw<>y for anything in the w<>y of a 
tip. 

The CHIEF SECRETARY: You have not travelled 
very far. 

Mr. RYI"AND: I have never been <tpproached 
for <> tip anywhere in any of the Australim1 
States. 

The CHTEB' SRCRT~1'ARY: If you travelled on 
the 8tate railw<>ys on the continent of Europe 
you would see it. 

Mr. RYLAND: If <> man i;; carrying a few 
parcels on a private railway it cnsts hin1 as tnnch 
to c<>rry the parcels as for himself. As regn.rds 
the conditions of employment on private rail
ways, the Chillagoe Company are looking for a 
competent Htationmaster <tt Chillagoe, and are 
offering £130 a year, and they h'we sent notices 
to that effect all ronnd the T{ai!way Department. 
\Vel!, at Hedlynch, a little side st<ttion on 
the Government rail way m the same district, 
not nearly as large <ts Chillagoe, for there 
is only one public-hou~e and no trat!ic there, 
thA stationmaster, according to the Blue-book 
gets £174 <> YP<>r. The statiomnasler at 
Kuranda gets £1 '\2 a year, and the stationmaster 
at Mareeb<> gets £:JG8. That shows the difference 
between the condition of Pmployees un<ler the 
State and their condition under private syndi
cates. But, for this £130 a year, this syndic<tte 
must h<tve not only a cmnpeteut man, but a 
single man. So that they not only cut down 
wages, but they go right into the very wci<tl life 
of the individual. He is entirely at their mercy; 
and for that reason alone hon. members u.re 
justified in goillg againbt private symlicate rail
ways. I may be told, as other hou. members 
have been told, th<tt we are only wasting time in 
pointing out this--

1\:IRMBERS on the Government side: Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. RYLAND: And that all this has bPen 
said before. It has been eaid twice over 
before, but we must rentember th<tt all the 
hon. rr1en1bers oppo;:-;ite have not bB~·n always in 
the Chamber. There may be some here now 

who were not here before, and it is only fair 
that they should have an opportunity of he~ring 
these arguments put forward. J:<'nrther than 
th<tt I believe in repetition. I believe in kee]Jing 
hammering at it until yoLl get a he<>ring, and get 
people to appreciate and adopt what you 
are saying. I believe that if we only keep 
talking long enough we can persuade the 
Government to our way of thinking <ts re
gards these railways. As an ex<>mple in point, 
whn,t do we find? Hon. members on the other 
side have raised the cry that we are "wastiog 
titne," and have repeated it.; the new.~pa.pers 
have taken it up and repeated that we are w<tst
ing time, o,nd I was really asked in the stred 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 s~me old 
argument ancl the smne old cry, the peuple really 
begin to believe it. No, I say we ::tre not 
wasting time. No, I say we are lightning legis
httors, as regarJs the way this kind of business 
is carried on in this House. The lealler of the 
Labour party on the subject of waste of time 
showed the other day that for the lnst twelve 
years the debate on the Addrebs iu Jteply took 
an average of--

The SPEAKER: Order! I must ask the hon. 
member to confine himself to the questi.m !Jefore 
the Huuse. 

Mr. RYLAND: On the rp1estion of private 
railways I pointed out before the effect of similar 
legisl<ttion to this in other placn, and referred to 
the effect they have on the bnsine's morality of 
" nati.m generally. I pointed ont that the 
corruption in Anwtica in conne~tiott with priv~te 
ra.il ways ha.s been sonwthing appn,lling. It is nwst 
undesirable th<tt anything of that kind should be 
introduced into this eohmy. Perhaps hon. mem
bers oppnsite do not think it pos,ible that such a 
thing could come about here, but the same causes 
will work out the same effects. In connection with 
the matter I quoted from that estitrmble work of 
]\fr. Ste;td's, "If Christ came to Chicac:o," and 
it is a Look which every me m \Jer of tins House 
should have and rear!. He sbowR tho effects of 
theRt~ large syndicatef: upon the bnsirw.i:;s rnorality 
of the people, showing that tlwse companies 
influence the judges on the bench, the members 
uf the legislature, and the aldermen of the 
council of Chicago. I nmke tbis short quot<>tion 
showing how it i-:; done--

If it is H- small matter a trlfle 'vi11 snftlce. It is a 
very different matter, however, when the qne~twn is one 
iuvolvin~ a railway or a new gas ordinance. 'fhen 
much more elaborate maehinery is employed. . . . 
rrhe 1irst deRidel'Rt lllll is a safe Ill an. . . . This 
genUrman is n~nally ou1.side the council, bnt lle com
mands the eonfidence of both p:uties in the traus
aelion. 
Th<tt reminds me of something quoted the other 
night !Jy the hon. member for Rockhmnpton, in 
Cl)llllPCtion with a. letter to ·smne person ontsirl.e 
this J-Iom::e, referring to a ct-rtrtin considAration, 
if he did certain things to assist. th1s legislation. 
\Vhen the hem. m•mber, Mr, Kidston, utade the 
statement that he S» w the letter, the Premier 
s<tid if he would produce it he would abo,ndon 
the Bill. That again reminds me tlw,t likcc canees 
protluce like effects. 'I'lwy do not confine il; to 
the members of the legislature. 'fhe fi"t 
desideratum is a safe man, and th1s man is 
gener<>lly got outside the House or the Council, 
as the case may be. 1\:fr. Stead goes on to say 
that this man is the go-between, that all trans
actions go through him, and that all money is 
1nid into his hands. They are also vory careful, 
as JYfr. Stead points out, that there is to be no 
corrtSlJondencP. It jg con•_;idered that writing 
letterH in connection ·with such n1n.tter;;:; is not a. 
safe thing to do; tlwy arP apt to turn up 
a.t inopportunn tinH s. r-rlw,y are conbi(lnrHd not 
s:1fe, and the go-between does his business by 
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word uf month. 'Ve have not had that experi
ence yet, hut we me.y have it very "oon, I am 
afraid, if this legi~httion is c<>rried on. Mr. 
f\tead also s.~ys that this thing is known to be 
going on. He snyH every newspaper rnan in 
Chicngo will tell you that a Rystem of booclle is 
going on all the tirlle, but they cannot put their 
tinger on it. And even if they did, what would 
be the us~. 'l'here am sixty-eight member,; of 
the Chicag ... Council, and it is supposed there are 
not rnore than ten honest men among them. 
They say that in rmy case they could only send 
two or three men to gaol, and the thing would go 
on just the sarne. 

Mr. }'!sHim: 'Who will send them to ga•>l? 
Mr. RYLAND: I snppose if they were brought 

before the judge,, :.nd the jndgfls were not got 
at, as they are said to be in America, they might 
get a sentence and then be let off under the First 
Offenders Act. But it is not very likely they 
would be brou,ht to justice at all. Conse'luently 
people say, "\Vhat is the good of interfering? 
We cannot get justice, and all our exertions g-o 
for nothing." But it sometimes happens that 
the boodler g-ets buodled, and J\Ir. Stead gives an 
ino;tance of this. A grertt railway corporation 
rerJuired a certain franchise, which was vetoed 
by the nmyor, and a two-thirds majority was 
needed to c1,rry it over the mayor's veto. Only 
one man waR \VanLcd to rnake up the requisite 
majority. One man wbo had fiercely opposed 
the tneat:ure all a1ong, Wa8 SlJeaking in opposition 
to it at the meeting. It was ;.n excellent speech, 
a far better speech than I could make under any 
circumstances. 'Vhile he was denouncing the 
propm,al nwst vigoronRly Romeone came behind 
him and put an envelope into his hands, and 
on the corner of the envelope was written "1,000 
dollarcl." He continued his discourse. He said 
the principle in general wa.~ a bad one, but there 
were peculiaritie:; in th:tt case which demanded 
consideration. "I n,m opposed," he snid, "to the 
principle of the'e r.dlway,,: anrl to this franchise 
being granted, but there are exceptional circum
stances here which I think clese,rve our consirlera
tion, and I, for one, although I have opposed if, 
all along, am r1uite prepared, uncl:'r the circum
stances, to vote for this franchise." He did so. 
He put the en vdope unopened into his pocket, 
\vent hmnP, and gave it to his wife, saying, "I 
have done a very g-ood clay';:; 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 di,coveJy was made. A boodler 
may go on a long time, but occasionaliy he gets 
boodled by men who are cleverer l1oodlers than 
himself. I trmt 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. ~Ne should shun the very 
appeamnce of evil, but I fear that if we introduce 
this system here its influences may have the Rame 
effert in Queensland and in Australia as they are 
having in Amerin at the pre~ent time. The 
spirit mrty be very willing in those matters, but 
the flesh is very weak. Onr pablic men, as a 
rnle, have held a very high position with regard 
to corruption or anything like that, and I should 
like them to continue so; but I am afrrtid that 
if legislation like this now before the House is 
allowed to go ~>n it will bring about the most 
disastrous effecb. The other day we bad some 
startling disclosures in cormection with a certain 
mining prospectuR, which go to show us that 
"coming events ca;t their dark shadows before." 
The newspapers said, with regard to that pros
pectus, that discrep·mcies had crept in. It is 
certain that a great many things had crept out of 
it. In one case, what should ha,ve appeared as ·12 
actnallv appearerl as 12 per cent. 

The SPEAKEg: Order, 

Mr. RYLAND: '!'hose things arelonming 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 pbns in this country. \Vhen we 
see men like the Hon. Mr. Brentm.ll and the 
Hon. JYir. Archibald, whose names are on this par
ticular prospect. us, becoming the unfortunate vic
tims of those syndicates, what are we to expect? 
'Vhat can we expect from the average man in 

the street when the reputations of 
[8 p.m.] men of scanding and experience in 

the community arc temporarily 
under a shctdow through these syndicates? 'l'he 
House should consider this question gravely, and 
not advance any further with this legislation. 
\Ve find in the ]mpers that we1e L>id on the table 
last nig-ht another great revelatiun. \Ve filld 
that our public servants have been approached. 
Mr. Rands has been approached, with a view 
to getting him tn report on certain mining pro
pertie~ ; and, if what is reported about the 
city is true, we should wait till these reports 
are laid before hon. members, when we would 
l1e in a better position to decidA the matter. 
\Ve take rt grave responsibility on our shoulders 
if we allow these syndicates to come into the 
colony, as they propose to do, and we shall 
find onrsel ves in the san1e position as Anwriea. 
\Ve read in the Press to-day that a certain 
J\Ir. Duffy offers Mr. Rands a consideration, 
which he tells him is equiv<>lent to £2,000 
or £3,000, if he will make a certain report on a 
certain mining property in connection with these 
milways. 'Vo also find the same Mr. Duffy is 
said to have given Mr. Dunstan some stmight 
talk on the question of how to conduct his 
bnsinecls ; how to writn hi.s roport8 in connection 
with certain properties ; and he also ,;aid 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 
proJ>8rty, and then it is a question of what you 
like best." 

J\T r. DuNfH'Ol\D : In other words, " 'What is 
your price?" 

Mr. RYLAND: Yt·s, "'Vhat is your price?" 
That is a sad state of affairs, and it bodes ill for 
the future fair fame of Queensland. Another 
g-entleman ahn writes to lYir. Hands, and says, 
"If you say thflt a certain mining property is 
tire grandest and--

The SPJ<~AKBR : Order ! I do not know 
wh:tt the hrm. 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 nut 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 alsn appear in connection 
with the prospectus of the North Chillagoe Com
pany. The name of lYir. J!'. T. Brentnall occurs 
twel l'e times in this corresponneJJce, and I would 
like tn know if this is the same Mr. Brentnall 
who has been one of the unfortunate victims of 
the North Cbilhgoe Company. If so, is it not 
likely that he may alsn be dctimised by this 
Cloncnrry Rail way syndicate? 

The SPEAKER: Order ! 
Mr. RYLAND: Other names also appear in 

this correspondence-Mr. Featherstonhaugh and 
Mr. Archihald-and I, for one, do not like to see 
men of snch standing victimi>erl. \Ve should do 
our best to prevent this Bill going through. The 
Premier stated the other night that if it could be 
proved that anything like what the hon. member 
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for Rockhampton spoke of had happened in 
connection with this Dill, he would at once with
draw it. \V ell, I hope the hon. gentleman will 
act up to the spirit of his promise. I have a 
duty to perform to the House and to the 
country, and I raise my voicq againRt this 
legislation, because I can see that such legis
lation is bound to lead to bad reoults. 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 pasaengPrs was 
rushing along, and one individual, who had 
heard that the rails bad been pulled up and that 
there was danger ahead, and that there was 
likely to be a great sm?.sh, rushed out and put 
up a red light. The train was stopped, and the 
lives of all the passengers were saved. \Ve, on 
this side of the House, raise the red light with re
gard to these railways. \Ve see the danger ahead, 
and in 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. ] t is the 
most undesirable legislation that could be 
brought in. Especially if all the concessions are 
granted that are asked for, it will have a most 
dire ~ffect upon the mining industry. No longer 
will the miner be the free man that he has been 
in the po.qt in Australia, but he will become the 
slave of the syndicates. \Vhy is it, I ask, that 
the mining community should be singled out to 
be subjected to this treatment, and all other 
industries a1lowed to go free ? Is it that up to 
the present the miner bets 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, whf1t do we find? 'Ve find that every 
mining centre has been represented by democratic 
representatives, with the exception, as far as I 
can make out, of Mount iYiorgan, and that 
simply because Mount Morgan is under, as 
it were, a large syndicate. Is there any undPr
gronnd engineering going on to bring all the 
goldfields, the mineral districts, and the mineral 
portions of Queensland under the same condi
tions? Is the independent miner to be crushed 
out, and is this democracy going to be wiped 
out, and brought into a state similar to that 
which exists in Mount Morgan at the present 
time? I say it looks very much like it. I say 
that the independence and the privileges that 
the miner has enjoyed are supposed to be tuo 
much, anLl are they to be taken from him, and 
the mineral lands to be handed over, not in 
pieces, but in block, to syndicates. I hope that 
this House will never pass this railway Bill. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG (L0ckyc1'): I do not think 
th:>t the charge of wasting the time of the Houoe 
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 po,"sible. I would like 
to say this at the outset : That earlier in one of 
these debates I heard the leader of the Opposi
tion say, in answer to a question whether Parlia
ment hctd dm;enerated, that he had been told 
very often that Parliament had become degene
rated. Now, I have been in this House for the 
same period as he has been, and I may say that 
in the <''1rlier part of my ex[Jerience 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. HTGGS: That is the principle of the Bill. 
Mr. AR:VISTRONG: It is not the principle 

of the Bill, I take it that the principle is the 

question of building or allowing to be bnilt in 
QLwenshtnd railways by private enterprise. 
That is the principle. 

Mr. HIGGS : 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 principle 
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 HouKe 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 suggestion~, 
in the way they have be<en 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 
seven! 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 railways in Queensland, but we :<re not 
in that position. \Ve have either got to accept one 
and rej•'Ct another. I may s>ty with regard to 
the bringing down of th6 principle of the 
construction of railway;, by private eff<>rt that to 
get' a measure or law, which would embody that 
principle, you would have to constitute an 
authority outside this House, who would have to 
discuss each proposition before they were brought 
down here for discussion. ProbalJly obj"ction 
might be taken to that, bnt 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 Padiament the right of 
passing sentences upon murderer8 or anybody 
else arose. The principle is a good one and a 
sound one, and had you that competent authority 
outside the House to deal with each of theoe 
suggestions, and bring their conclusions to the 
House, we would have h ,d something to work 
upon. \V e could have eLher accepted or 
rejected it. 

Mr. HIGGS: \Vhat clause :~re you cliscus,;ing 
now? 

Mr. ARMRTRO='i"G: I am dhcussing the 
principle of bringing' clown this legislation in the 
way it has been. I take this position here : that 
the principle has never heen attacked by hon. 
membe"', either on one side nf the House or tho 
other, during the whole of this debate. There 
hae been the dehil of tbis propm,al to build this 
railwa,y from Normanton to Cloncurry-the 
whole of the det.til has been discussed, but the 
principle of the Bill has never been. And 
although objection is taken to it, the oppmition 
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 Americ~. Now, the principle of 
private rail way construction in America has 
never been discussed in this Home. All the 
objections that arise under the American sy;tem 
have been discussed. 

l\Ir. KmsTON: Surely this is a Daniel come to 
judgment! 

Mr. ARMSTRONG : I say the objections 
that have been raiseJ by hon. members have 
been ohjrctbns mised to the principle which 
operated in America; but after all, when you 
come to examine tbem, these very objections 
spring from a system which is entirely different 
from the proposition as introduced here. \Vhat 
is the history of private railway construction in 
America 1 You find that a large number of the 
States gave several concessions- concessions 
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which came into competition with one another
in the country over which they had jnri,;diction. 
1'hese very concessions came into contact with 
one another at different period,; and you find 
that litter on each of these concessionaires, or cor
porations, mnalgamated or formed trusts, in which 
the whole of a large system, or several system~, 
were incorporated. In one instance, I know 
thirteen or fourteen systems were incomorated 
as one. '!'hey became so strong that the.y were 
able to force the legidation of the State~ in 
whichever direction they wished. And, when all 
is said and done, the b.tsis of the argument b 
that what moved for the succes~ of the system in 
America 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 l\IEliiBlm : Certainly. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG: The experience we have, 

I think, is that you are not likely to get more in 
one than another. 

Mr. DAWSON: You are judging from Minis
terial experience. 

Mr. AH;y1STRONG: I am judging from my 
knowledge of the opposite side. I say if you 
have individual re,ponsibility by a board such as 
I have mentioned, you then get closer to actual 
honesty. The closer you get to responsibility, 
the closer yon 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 
opposite has heen bec;\use 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 "ill afford m such an ob,iect lesson of 
economy that the Government will be bound to 
follow in their track. 

Mr. DAwso:s-: Sack all the railway servants. 
Mr .. ARMS THONG : I do not stty thttt, 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 railwavs gets it on account of the 
high" wages paid. " 

Mr. \V. HAli!ILTON : Are they too high? 
Mr. AHMSTHONG: I am not prepared to 

say that they are ; hut the fact remains that not 
one vacancy remains open for a day, and that 
there ttre twenty or thirty to fill it. 

Mr. Hmos : What does that prove? 
Mr. ARi\1STRONG: If it proves anything it 

proveR that the rate of wages outside is lower 
than the rate paid in the rail way service. How
ever, I do not wi'h to be drawn ttway from my 
subject. \Vhat I have pointed to is the trouble 
in front of h<m. mPmbers opposite. 'rhey see 
that there is tt possibility of these private rail
ways being worked more economically 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 be8n 
doing." 

Mr. KmsTON; Work the employees for less 
wages? 

Mr. DAWSON: You mean to say that the em
ployees will have to be sweated. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG : I do not know what the 
hon. gentleman means hy 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 

pa"s, probably as well as any member in this 
House, with the exceptions of the hon. mem· 
hers for 0arpentaria and .Flinders. I h>we 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
st,.,nd this country, and they think that a conces
sion is being given in a valuable portion of 
Queensland which is capable of close settlt>ment 
immediately. I mttintaiu 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. KmsTON: 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. \Vherever you get a regular rainfall th?re 
you are sure of being able to settle an agrarian 
population, but where you have no regulltr rain
fltll you have no chance of settling an agrarian 
population. 

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

Mr. AHMSTRONG: No, they did not say so, 
because in those days thf' country was not 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 thau the Gulf country is likely to be 
wanted at an ettrly date for close settlement? 

Mr. HARDACRE : How do you know what 
improvements in 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 lOO yettrs. 

Mr. BnowNE : It htts been said that it will be 
the most thickly populated portion of Aus
tralia. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG: Yes, with a mining 
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. S'rEWART: Is it ordinary pastoral country? 
Mr. AILVISTRONG : Bxcopt the Donor's Hill 

part of the route, I question whether there is a 
piece of shPep country on the whole route. On 
p<,rtions of it sheep httve heen taken. Indeed, I 
my>elf, in 18Rl and 1882, took over 12,000 ewes 
and lmnhs beyond Donor's Hill, but they had 
afterwards to be removed. Because sheep have 
once been on country, you cannot therefore call 
thr>t sheep country. It is not at all likely that 
you will get people to settlP permanently on the 
country unless they have railway communication. 
And that brings me to the question as to whether 
the Crown r.<n afford to build the rail way. 
That really is the most important question, and 
was gone into thoroughly laKt night by th9 hon. 
member for Bulloo. The Southern portion of 
Queensland is at the present time tax< d to a 
great extent for the purpose of building railways 
in the North. (Opposition laughter.) 

Mr. KmS'fON : The whole of the Northern 
milways give a better return than the whole of 
the Southern rail ways. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG: Where there is 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 theN orth of 
Queensland. 

Mr. DAWSON: Our lines pay the best now. 
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Mr. ARMSTRONG: Bnt the hon. meml•er 
knows quite well that if a line is built by the 

Government from Normanton to 
[8'30 p.m.] Cloncurry, or frorn Croydon to 

Georgetown, there is no possibility 
in the near fature of its paying interest on the 
cnst of construction. Hon. members must know 
that the trunk lines in the South have p>tid well. 

Mr. REm : ·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. \V. THORN: N"t the lot. 
Mr. AKMSTltONG: Speaking generally, that 

is so. 
l\Ir. STgWAH'l' : Only a couple of lines in the 

South pay. 
1\Ir. AR;'\fSTRONG : Apart from that, we 

look upon railways as a Hecessity, and it must be 
admi~ted, and I think it is admitted, that the 
Govern1nent al'e not able to borrow sufficient 
money to carry on the whole railway construc
tion that is required in Queensland. Number
less lines have heen ]Jromised 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 greatf'·Jt 
number; but tbat argument cannot be applied 
to the Normanton-Cloncurry district. 

Mr. D.\WSON: \Vhy? 
l\Ir. AltMSTROXG : Because thae are 

greater demands for railway construction in 
more thickly-popnbted parts (,f the colony. 

Mr. BHOWNI': That is the trouble. The 
Southern people foist syndicates on the North, 
in order that they may get the lines clown here 
built by the St»te. 

Mr. AR!viSTRONG: There is one other argu
ment that supports me in my contention that a 
trial of this kind should be made. At any rate, 
it is said that if it will pay this company to con
struct this line, it will pay the Government to 
bnild it, and ~he'refore the Crown should build 
it.. But I hold that this line is to be built 
for speculative purposes, and therefore I think 
all hon. meml,ers will admit that it is wrong 
to nsk the Government to build it. A cotn· 
pany may nndert:tke the construction of this 
line, because they think the rail way will help 
to make the mines pay. But I am convinced 
that if any good result,, in the way of increasing 
settlement in the South, directly or indirectly, 
by the building of this line, it will come 
whether it is hnilt by a syndicate or by the 
Government. Hon. members have attacked this 
principle of p~lvate railway cvnHtrnctinn, and 
have pointed out that this private syndicate 
would charge mtes of freightage that would be 
prohibitive as far as scttlc·rs there are concerned. 
But is it likely tlmt any private corpmntion 
would cut their own thro:tts by doing such a 
thing. I think such a contention is alHJrd. 
That may be an arg11mcnt that may influence 
the man on the corner, but there is no real 
strength in it. 

Mr. KrnHTON : Are yon referring to any 
varticolar clause in the Bill? 

Mt. ARMSTRONG: I am not. I am speak
ing- in reply to the contention of hon. members 
oppo~ite. There can be n:::> possible hann in 
asking this House to fix a maximum rate which 
tnay be charged by the·,_,e C()rporatiuns. Yon 
safegunrd the whole of the principle of the pro
posal by doing that. I can conceive no possible 
harm or dang,or thnt can arise to settlers if you 
make that provision. I think that principle 
will commend itself to the House and to this 
portion of (,.lneenoland. \Ve have bean told that 
it is not accepted by the people of the North : 
but my own experiencG is that the people of 
the X orth will welcome this as much as the 

people in the South. I have no difli<lence in 
saying that I will vote for the second reading of 
this mea,ure, which ernbodiHs the principle I 
have supported on other BiliR. I do not agree 
with a great many of the clauses in the Bill, but 
they are capable of amendment in committee. 
And w ht'n the Bill comes into committee I Rh all 
vote for any amendments that I think de,irable. 
I shall give rny vote for the ~econd rea.ding of 
this mea:-:nr'3 on the 1nain principle. 

Mr. STE\11 ART (Rockhaan"otun North) : The 
hon. Inmnber who has just sat down nu.1,y have no 
doubt about my position un this measure. I say 
at once that I am oppnsed to the principle of 
railway con"truction by private enterpriee. 
There is do doubt as to the atlitnde of hon. 
members 011 this side of the Hoese on that point. 
I wao rather amused at the hon. member in 
his remarks in supporting the construction 
of railways hy private enterprise. He made 
out that the Stale wa' a benevolent employer, 
and he said that no vacnucy on State mi'.ways 
was allowed to exist long-er than a day or two. I 
suppose he would be betcer pleased if the State 
was a hard employer; if it bad some diHiculty in 
gecting men; if the Btate paid less wa~es, and if 
the co:-:;t of c:Lrcying 011 our railways was reduced 
by adopting the familiar method of swmtting 
Stat.e employees. Now, I don't think that is 
rlesirable at all. It would be much better for the 
St.:tte to bui!cl all the,e railways and treat their 
employee., and customers well. \Vhy should we 
abandon the principle which has Jnocluced most 
excellent results in (,.lueensland? I think this is 
the most extrc1e1rdinary of all p1 ivate syndicate 
proposals that h:we been brought before the 
House this session. It is no other than a 
propuoal to hand over one of the principal highf 
ways of the colony to a ;;yndic.tte. I am one a
those old-fashioned people who believe that the 
highways in ,,ur eommunity should be under the 
control ot the c >mmunity. I believe also that 
undm· no circun1stances that I can conceive of 
is it put:;-.;iblo for ra.ilway construction by 
private enterprise to be better than railwny 
C'Jnstruction by the Stnte. That is my uelief, 
and all the available evidence goes to prove 
that c:mtention. Great Britain lms 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 np there in 
favour of the State resuming the railways and 
placing them under its own ccmtrol; a.ncl I also 
know that a number of these railway companies 
have been compelled to incur Yery large expense 
in fighting eocl1 other, as to which company shall 
be permitted to build certain roa·:ls, and as to 
whether certain other road should be built at all. 
I know that huge sums of muney have heen 
spent in that way; I know also that between the 
roynlties that had to be p>tid to the mineowners 
nnd the heavy freights clnrgecl by the rail way 
companies, in some c cses material could be bought 
more cheaply on the contilwnt of Europe thnn in 
Gt·eat Britain it, elf. I remember specially one 
ins':wce where, for the municipal building-s in 
Glasgow, ir!ln was boug-ht in Belgium at a lower 
rate than it could be supplied in Glasg-ow itself, 
in the very centre of the iron and crml district. 
This incident caused a great deal of <liscussion, 
and the whole que"tion was gone into thoroughly, 
and tbe canse was proved to be the high 
r"yalties demanded by the landowners and the 
high freights demanded by tbe railway companies. 
Ann the same thing held good all over Great 
Britain. The United States have also been pointed 
out as another example of the benPfits of private 
enterprise in railway building. No doubt the 
United States have been developed very mpidly. 
That is apparent to everyone, but I think it is 
very questionable whether, if the railways h!ld 
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been built by the United States themselves and 
had been under their control, th>tt that com
munity would not have progres~ed at a much 
more rapid rate. I think it is very questionable 
also whether the people of the United States 
would not have been better off to-d>ty if the rail
ways there had been built by the State. It is 
well known-->tnd hon. members opposite ought 
to know it very well-that there is hardly a 
solvent farmer in the whole of the United St"tes 
of America- that the great proportion of them 
are mortgaged to one or other of the rail w>ty 
companies. The whole thing has been discussed 
at such great length and the rninutim of all 
the questions ha Ye 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 th:m railway 
construction by private enterprise ; and that 
being the case, it appears to me to be a most ex
traordinary step which tht> Government rn·opo.•e·; 
to take. Some hem. members opposite admit 
th>tt State control is better than private enter
prise; some, however, curiam; to say, hold a 
different opinion. One hon. gentleman who 
spoke last evening glorified private enterpri.;e. 
He said that private enterprise had made the 
world what it is to-day. I h<tve not the slightest 
intention of saying anything in opposition to 
private enterprise, but I would like hem. mem
bers to think of this: The spade has done excel
lent work in agriculture, the tJ1uugh ha,s done 
excellent work, the scythe has done excel
lent work, the reaping-hook has done excellent 
work, the horse and the ass have been bewlts of 
burden for centuries. Bnt when steam was 
invented the horse had to go, and the ass was 
very rarely put in harne>s. The sp:~rle has been 
abandoned, and the single-fnrrow plough has in 
a great measure given ph>c· J to the double, treble, 
>tnd four-furrow plough; and on the harvesc 
fields, inste>td of the reaping-hook and the scythe, 
we find machines which do the work much more 
rapidly >tnd effectively, and cheap<'r, than under 
the old system; and because the scythe and the 
spade and the reaping-hook did their work, 
and the horse and the >tss-if I may bring that 
intelligent >tnhwtl into this dbcusswn--is that 
any reason why, after steam was invented, we 
should say, "Ob, no! Let us go on '" we have 
been doing. \Ve have been alright. Why make 
a change?" That was just the very argnment 
used in opposition to JVIr. Stephenson when he 
introduced the steam-engine. One very wi e 
individual put a question to :Mr. Stephen"m 
which he thought was a poser. He mid, 
"Now, your stPa.m-engine rnay be alright; 
bnt what will happen if a cow gets on thr 
line?" l'llr. Stephenson very promptly s'irl, " It 
would be a very bad thing fur the cow." That is 
jnst the position of hon. memlwrs oppooite. 
'rhey tell us that priv>tte enterprise has done so 
much for the world that we should not ahanelon 
it. But I say we have fonnd something better 
than private enterprise. \Ve have found that 
public enterprise is much better, much more 
effective, much more conducive to the welfare 
and happine"s of any community than private 
enterpri"e. 'l'hflrefore, we prop•>se to abandon 
the old thing-not bec>tuse it is Lmd, but because 
we have found something tlJat is much more 
effective and much more conducive to the lmppi
twss of the human family. One hon. gentleman 
who spoke here last evening, with that m'lclesty 
which is characteristic of him, compared himself 
to a light. All I can s•y is that his light is only 
a spluttering tallow dip. I suppose the hem. 
gentleman imagined th>tt his little slush lamp 
was the sun; but, if he thinks th>tt, I can ''"snre 
him that other members do not hold sucl1 a high 
opinion of his illuminating qualities. 

1900-3v 

.Mr. DA \\'SON : That is because they don't 
know. 

Mr. ST.E\VAltT: ThPy don't know, and I 
don't bt!ieve they will ever learn. That gentle
man was specially loud and fo•·cible in his advo
cacy of private enterprise. 1 don't see th>tt 
private enterprise has been such a success in 
many directions. We fiud that the very industry 
which that gentlem>tn so ably and effectively 
represents in this Ohaml>er has been buttresserl 
and sur>ported by 'the State ever since its in
cevtion, but it has not been >tble to walk alone. 

Mr. 13ICLL : To whom are you alluding? 
Mr. ST:KIV ART: I :~m alluding to the hon. 

membPr for Jlulluo. I say that the industry 
which that hon. gentleman so effectively repre
sents has had to lean upon the State ever since 
its inception, anl it is leaning rnoro ht:avily to
day on the State ilpn it has ever leaned bef01e 
at any period of its existence. All the while the 
virtues of private enterpri"e are in the mouths of 
those individual", jnst as certainly all the while 
they are leaning all they know against the State 
post. 

Mr. lJAWl'ON: Begging r 1p in hand. 
Mr. STEW ART: W dl, they do not beg so 

much. 
Mr. LESINA: They demand. 
J\Ir. STEW ART: They demand, and their 

demands arH conceder!. That hou. membt>r last 
evening, with that ingenuousnc'ss which is 
characteristic of him, told us with a great flouri,h 
of trumpets what New South \Vales is doing in 
the matter of building rail ways by private enter
prise. He said, " Here is the oldest colony in 
the group, a. colony whieh is six times Inure 
thickly popnbtecl than Queensland, a colony 
whid1 has gut to be ruled by the Labour 
party, ;;1-nd it is going in for the con
struction of rail ways by private eutcrprise." 
Nuw, I hrwe gone into this question. \Vhat 
are the raihnys the hem. member alluded 
to? They are little cmcl sidings; one is one mile 
in length, another is twenty n1iles long, and a 
third is six aml a-half miles long. But there is 
one very im1Jnrtant tuatter in cunnection with 
these little sidings that the bun. member either 
forgot t,o tell u~, or did not think it wise to tell 
us, and t.hat is that in one case the t+ovrrnn1ellt 
reserve to themselves the power to rt'snme it at 
any HJOment, and that in the other two cases the 
period is fixed at two years. 

J\Ir. HARJJACRE: And there are no concessions. 
J\Ir. STE\V AllT: There are no concessions 

whatever, no rn1neral rights, no abanrloning of 
lfl,bonr conditions, nu rn:-.tking the rnineownerH 
independent by setting them above the law, or 
anything of that kind. I am not sure th"t I 
would object very strongly to private syndicates 
building railways in Qneensland upon conditions 
similar to those which exht in New South \Vales. 
Another hon. member, the member for Oarpen
taria, told n;, last evening that in Victoria the 
Government have agreed to vermit" syndicate to 
build 100 miles of private railway, at a cost of 
£300,000, to " vhtce ca.lled Mount Deddick. 
\Vlmtever the Government of that colony have 
done privately, they have not yet h>td the courage 
to face Parlimnent with tlmt proposaL I observe 
that" statement is made abont this railway in the 
1liining Standard o£ Jnly. Now it is September, 
and though I have looked over the Bills intro
clucCJd into the Victorian Parliament, I do not 
fiud that any proposal in connection with tbat 
railway has been submitted by the Government, 
No prnpnsal ba; been snbmitted, and I suppose it 
is extremely doubtful whether any proposal ever 
will be onbmitted. The Hame hon. member told 
us about the remarlmbly favourable conditions 
which the Canadirtn Government were giving to 
a particular syndic>tte. I have gone into that 



1058 Port ]{orman, Etc., [ASSEMBLY.] Railway Bill. 

matter, and I find that the conditions are g-ood ; 
in fact, so goo(] as to prove, to nty sati~·:fact.ion 
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. \Vhat 
are the conditions? The syndicate are to huilrl 
020 miles of railway at a cost of betwfen £2.000 
and £3,000 per mile. Say tlie cost will he £2,500 
per mile. That means tlmt £2,:lOO,OOO is the 
amount required to build this line. Now, in 
what way do the Government propose to assist 
the syndiCate? In the first place they give the 
synJicate 2,500,000 acres of land, and the syndi· 
cate has already solei 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 Ryndicate a present in 
land to the value of £."i00,000. At 2 dollars 
per acre the value would be £1,000,000, 
and at 3 dollars per acre the value would 
be .£1,500,000. But I have taken the low,,st 
possible estimate. And that is not all that the 
Canadian Government are giving to the synrii
cate. They are giving them, in hard cash, 
£523,3f>O. In all, the Dominion Government 
assist the syndicate to the tune of £1,02il,3fi0. Is 
that a bargain which any sane community would 
endorse? The entire line is to cost .£2,300,000, 
and the Canadian Gol'ernment propose to suboi
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 
syndicate, and cannot he resumed till after the 
expiration of half :1 centmy. That h the most 
extraordinary bargain or contract I have ever n ad 
of, and the v.-ry fact that it was possiLle to 
obtain such terms from the llon1inion Govern
ment pro' es to me that the influence of these 
syndicates ifl so strong, so corrupt, that nnce 
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. nwmher did 
not ad vi se that Queensland should give thi 1 P"r· 
ticular syndicate the same terms as the Cm1adian 
syndicate has got. He was not <]Uite foolish 
enough for that; he knew perfFclly well, I sup· 
pose, that the people of (2uecnsland have not 
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 ns to do, we should rather benefit by 
the shocking- example which the Dominion 
Government have shown us. \Vith regard to Vic
toria I find that there are only two or three pri
vate lines in that colony, and they also are built 
to coalmines, 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 
to coalmines; in fact, they are guarantee lines. 
That is the principle on which they are con
structed, and any coalmining company requiring a 
siding or tmmway 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. 

The hon. gentlema" who spoke lAst 
[9 p.m.] night did not tell us of the difficulties 

which the Governments of the other 
Australasian States which have dabb'ed in 
private railway building have had to contend 

with. They did not tell us, for in,tance, about 
the Midland Railway in \Vestern Australia, 
which has been a perfect thorn in the side of 
the Governrnent of that colony ever since it was 
begun. This company eng-aged to build a rail
;; ay 277 miles long on the land-grant system. 
They were to get 12,000 acres for each mile of 
line. Their nominal capital was £1,200,000 on 
paper. They borrc•wed £736,000 at 6 per cent. 
to keep going, and afterwards they borrowed 
another £500,000 at 4 per C<mt., and that loan 
the \Vestern Australian Government had to 
guarantee. As a matteroffactthiscompany bad no 
money of its own, but merely borrowed sufficient 
to keep it going, first on the security of tbe State 
land grants, and then on the security of the 
State vuarantee. And yet people have the 
effrontery to describe this as a case of private 
enterprise. It w:ts an example of private 
enterprise such as I referred to a few minute.-; 
ago-that private enterprise that leans, with 
consistent l'ersistence, on the State all the time. 
Then, again, we have the private railways in 
Tasmania-the Great \Vestern Company and the 
Emu Bay Company. Both of these have been a 
trouble to the Tasmanian Government; and also 
the Gteat Midland and \Vest Ct>ast Hailway. 
'I'hen, again, we have the case of one private 
railway in New South \Vales, which I think 
ought to make hon. members of this Chan,ber 
pause before they do anything rash in the 
way of permitting syndicates to Luild rail way 
lines to mining districts. \Ye ha vo this Silverton 
tramway, whieh pays an annnal dividend of 
somewhere about £H0,000-the best paying rail
way almost in the world. I lw<l the curiosity to 
look np, in the New f:luuth \Vales Ilnnsttrd, the 
delmte when that Bill was g-oing through the 
Assembly of New South \Vales, and I find, 
cnrious to Hay, that only one raise1l his voice 
ag-ainst it, and that was a Mr. Sbeppard. That 
hon. gentlema.n said th<1t the Go\ ernment were 
simply giving- away the resources of that country, 
'md tl'at that railway in time to come would be 
the best paying rail~ •W m X ew South \V ales. 
That, os a matter of fact, is what it has tnrned 
out to he. It is not for me to s>1y whether this 
particular line wlJich we are discussing this even
ing will in futnre be one of the best paying lines 
in Queenshnd, but I Lelieve that it will be a 
paying line and that it will pay h>tndsmnely. 
Believing that to be the case, I am all the more 
opposed to its con,truction being handed over 
to any private syndicate. \Ve find also that, 
while \Vestern Australia and Tasmania have 
had their troubles in connection with private 
ra.ilw:1yH, New /jealand has also been in a rne:-;s 
with them on more than one occasion. The 
tronblus which New l':ealand has had with two 
"r three syndicates, which they have in a foolish 
mood permitted to start over there, are perfectly 
welllmown. Having all these examples before us, 
I think it will be exc•.eedingly 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
pnsed to build this rail wa.y is, so far a" I can 
gather, an average pastoral district. It may 
not he superior country, but, so far as any 
authorities that I hctve been able to get at go, 
it is fair I y good country. If that is the case, I 
do not see the olight<'st reason for anticipating
that a railway through it would not vay. All 
our pastoral railways pay. In fact, but for our 
pastora! industry somA of our principal lines 
wnuld not pay at all. That being the case, 
the presumption is that this railway would 
pay. The hon. member for Rockhamption, II-Ir. 
Kidston, stated last evening that there were 
somewhere about 1,000,000 head of stock upon 
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the conntry which would Le drained by this line. 
Hon. genl.lemen oppo"ite scoffed <tt the very 
ideo, of it <tnd said tlwre w:1s not <tnything like 
th<tt number of stock of <tny kind the,·e. If 
any hon. member cn.res to examine the Railway 
Cummissior1er's report and to look n,t the figures 
there, he will find that what the hon. member 
fur Rockhampton stated was correct. 1 want 
to know whether we can rely on the R·1ihv:q 
Com1nissioner's rep 1rb. It a,ppear..; to rr1e that 
when it suits hon. members of the GovBrnment, 
the C01n1nissiuner and his reports are everything 
that is good and fair, but when it does not suit 
them the oppo;ite is the case. Th''Y 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 arriYe, then 
altering the facts, distorting them, or substit11ting 
others for thew doeb not seem to trouble them 
very much. If the facts do not suit the con
clusions they ar8 anxious to arrive at, then so 
much the worse for the facts. That, it appear,; to 
me, is the position of hon. g-entlemen opposite. 
Either that country carrie·' this quantiLy of stock 
in ordinary 'ea-ons or it does not. If it does 
not, then it should not appear to do so in the 
Railway Commissioner's map. \Vhat we want 
to know is the truth about the matter. Does 
the country carry the stock or not? If it does, 
then I say in <tll probability if the rail way is 
built there it will carry more stock than it d->es 
at present, er in ordinary seasons. '.rhesyndicate 
itself, in one communication to the Go;-ernrnent, 
mentions 1,000,000-the v-:ry number-n,s the 
stock existing in the di,trict, and gives n,s a 
reason why the rail way should be built that 
facilities should be afforded to the owners of that 
s~ock. If that number of stock exists there, 
there is not the slig-htest doubt in my mind that 
a railway would at least pa.y working expenses 
and int8rest on construction; and th<tt being the 
case, I do not see that there b the slighlest 
need for the country to be handed over 
to a syndicate. But we have something here 
more than a purely pastoral district. \V e htwe a 
very rich mining area, which will also be drained 
by this railway if it is built. We have a con
junction of two forces, so to speak. \Ve 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 Louf;reach district-that 
is the Central R~ilway-there is nothing to 
depend upon but the pastoro~l industry. On the 
Southern and \V estern line the same thing is 
true. On the Northern line we h:we the pastoml 
indnstry 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 1\Iount Morgan-which tops 
the list. If, as I have said, we have here the 
pastoral industry and the mining indl'stry in 
conjunction, is the probability not strong that 
this railway from N ormanton to Cloncurry, 
instead of being a dead weight nn 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 draine1 by the proposed railway, we would 
uot be warranted in going on. I say, under no 
circurnstn,nces ou~ht we to permit a private cmn
pany tn come in and take control of one of the 
great highways of the colony, as this particuhr 
route undoubtedly is. Any hon. member look
ing at the map of Qneensl>md 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 

industries which will be carried nn in conjunc
tion with those two primary occupations will 
also be under its control. In fact, the syndicate 
will be lord and ma--.ter of that entire district, 
which has been stated by some hon. mflmbers 
to b? one-sixth of the colony. Is that a con
dition of affairs that it is desirable to bring 
<tbout? Are we entitled to hand over the civil, 
political, social, and inrlust.rial rights of the 
people who may live in that particular portion 
of tile country w that it may be developed a 
little sooner than it ntherwi,.;e would? I do not 
think so. I no not think we should b1l warranted 
in doing anything of the kind. It is a step 
entirely in the wrong direction, a step which tbe 
people of Queensland will bitterly regret has 
ever been taken. And not only will thiq syndi
cate lmve full control 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 Cfl.n understand ; and I believA 
the mines, the freezing works, the pastoral 
industry, and every conceivable industry which 
will be started in that district, it must be 
app1rent wh<tt a position of ad vantage this 
syndicate will undoubtedly have. The people 
who live there will be merely serfs. They 
will not be free men at all. '.rhey will have 
votes l'robably, bnt if they do not vote for the 
candidate of the syndic.:tte they will have to get ; 
they will h<tve to shake the dust of their feet off 
against that portion of the colony and go some
where else. 

Mr. McDONALD: Thn,t is ex1ctly what the 
Government want. 

Mr. STEW AH.'l': I have not the sli>:htest 
donbt that is what the Government want. I 
believe the Government would be only too glad 
to see the entire colony of Queemlnnd in a 
similar condition. Hon. members opposite may 
think I am saying something just now which I 
do not believe. I can assure you, 1\Ir. Speaker, 
and I can a"sure hem. members, that I am in 
deadly earnest. 

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

Mr. STE\ V A R'.r : 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 
themselvf" 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 
di,cover some remedy. But why should we 
expose the people who will bome day live in that 
district to a risk such as this? \Vhy not avoid 
rushing into this evil? \Vhy not keep going on 
as we have been doing, building our railwn,ys hy 
the State, and developing the country slowly, 
perhaps, but qnrely? I think that is a much 
better w<tv of <ruing ahead than rushing into a 
system which may probably produce a mushroom 
growth-a growth like that of J onah's gourd
which may flourish for a night, bnt will 
inevitably disaprear in the morning. I think it 
would be mnch better if we went on a slow and 
sure method instead of forcing the pace in t'-is 
fashion. I am of opinion that it would pay the 
colony to bnild this railway. It might not return 
a very high dividend; but I believe it would pay 
")rking expenses and interest on cost of con
struction. That being the case, the question now 
arises, can the colony get the money? H nn. 
gentlemen oppooite say no; they say our credit 
is exhau•ted. 

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

Mr. STEW ART : They could not get money 
on the English market-that is what they said. 
And now they wn,nt to wriggle out of it when 
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they see how untenable is the position they have 
taken up. ::: have no doubt they do dm•ire to go 
back on what they have said. 

Mr. BnowNE: l<~veryone of them makes a 
different statement. 

Mr. STE\VART: As the hon. member says, 
everyone of them makes a different statement, 
so that everyone of them can get up and deuy 
that anything of the kind was said; but we know 
perfectly well what arguments wue advanced 
by hon. members. They told us the very first 
thing that the Government could not get the 
money. \Vhat did tbe hon. member for Oar
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 have 
been doing in their anxiety to pronH;te 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 a man begins to go about 
in ragged clothes, and wea1 ing boots with his 
toes peeping out, people generally come to the 
conclusion that he is not particularly well off. 
Now, we need not he surprisc·d if people outside 
of Queensland, and outside of Australia, take us 
at unr own valuation, and come to the conclmdon 
that we are rather poverty-stricken. \Ve can 
qnite understand that hon. members opposite 
de,ire to get ont of that difficulty. They rlesire 
to say that they never gav& utterance to 
opinions of th<tt kind, but tbnt does not alter the 
fact for a single moment. Now, eau we get the 
money on the London market ? I think we can. 
\V e may not be able to get it at exactly such 
rates as ruled a short tin'e ago, hut still I think 
the money is available. Indeed I believe that if 
an effort were made the money could be raised 
within the four corners of Australia. In fact, I 
am not sure that we need go outside Queenshtnd 
to raise it. 

Mr. LESINA : They do not wc;nt money to 
build railways. They want to have syndicates. 

Mr. STl<~W AitT: The whole thing is a con
spiracy to hand over the rich resources of 
Northern Queensland to syndicates-tu enable 
them to make a prt>fit. The thing is altog-ether 
too good for the State to get hold of. Tho;;e 
titbits are not for the public-they are for the 
syndicator. That i~ the position taken up by 
hon. members oppos1te, 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 thi., 
Oh amber, but he also sneered at the Labour 
men in the Oloncurry district. He said, 
"\Vbere are all their fine professions? \Vhen
ever these Labour men np in the C:loncurry 
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 moment to 
abandon their principles whenever those principles 
conflicted with their pockets. Now, that is a 
most ungenerous statement for the hon. member 
tn make. The people of Oioncurry have time 
and again declared that they want a railway, and 
we all admit that they need a railway, but thev 
say, " \Ve want a State rail way." 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 hun. 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 clloice of thre~ 

things·-whether he will have bread and meat. 
whether he "ill have bread and no meat, or 
neither bread nor meat. He will naturally say, 
"\V ell, if I can get bread and meat, I will have 
it; but if I cannot get bread and meat I W<>uld 
rather have bn·ad than no bread." \Vdl, that is 
just the position that the people of Cloncurry 
find themselves in. They cannot get a railway 
built by the State, as they desir~, as tbe Govern
ment will not build it for reasons which have 
been made very clear, and therefore they have, 
perforce, to be' content wilh a railway constructed 
by a private syndicate. I do not know whether 
it is worth while troubling the Hnuse with the 
utterances of ctrtain hon. member, upon this 
particular suhject a number of years ago, but J 
think it will be interesting to hear what some of 
them had to say. 

1\lr. KEnH: Don't dig up Hnnsard. 

Mr. ST~:PHEXSON: \Ve w1ll iorgive you if you 
don't read it. 

Mr. STEW ART : On page 807 of Hansard 
for 1882, vol. xxxviii., the bon. member for Bris
bane North, Mr. lYiacdonald-Paterson, made a 
very decided declaration upon the 'ubject of the 
State-ownership of railways. Spenkiug on the 
Warrego R>~ilway Dill, he said-

rrhc present was nndoubtcdly the most serious ques
tion that had come before Parliament during the last 
few years, and, regarding it as sneh. it was his duty to 
::;ay in the tirst int,tanee thHt he hehl that t.he railway 
policy of the Am.;tralian C'oloniE.s shonld be State rail
ways, and State l'ailways only. 

It will be interesting to know whether the hon, 
me. m ber is still of that opinion. I hope he will 
tell ns before this rlehate cluses. I find the hon. 
member alw read a number of extracts from 
anthnritietl npon 1'\1nerican railways. I do not 
intend to give them all, hut I oludl read one nice 
little titbit which wiil give hon. members an idea 
of what may happen in Queensland if these 
syndicates are permitted to have their way-

'l'hc following, from the Gni]Jllic, illnRtrated the 
working of the ucw prmctple on the Pacific coast:~ 

" In:o;tcacl of having rntcs for freight, they want to 
make SllBt'ial eoutra('ts accordillg to a man's profit~ . 
.For instance, a man in Arizona has a mit!C and gets out 
a quantity of ore, but has no facilities for ftuxfng an cl 
smelting it, and must send it to .San Francisco. lie 
says to the railroad:-

"' 1 want to send my ore up to San Francit-co. ·what 
will you charge me a ton}'' 

"' Jiow much does it as~ay?' 
" ''l'ha t is none of your business.' 
"'Yes it. is. \Ye want to know how much it asf:ays in 

order to know what to charge you.' 
"' Thirtv dollar::; a ton.' 
" '·well,' we f:lwllnhargc yon 10 <lollal's a t.on, and that 

will leave vou 20 dollars.' 
"AnothCr man has a mine, and he puts the qnestion : 
" ' ·wlwt will you take my ore to t;au Fr:.mci~eo for!'' 
" 'How mnch does it assay?' 
" 'That is none of :rour hmdness,' 
"He, too, must tell, and he says :
" 'VVcll, it yields 300 dollars a ton.' 
"'Then \Ve will charge you 100 dollars a ton to take 

the ore to San Fransisco. That ltuves ~you two-third:::.' 
'l'hc man has no alternative, and pays the money to 

sell his ore, bnt he becomes a discouraged miner. ~11HlS 
the railroad comJntny is foreing the question as to wllat 
are the restrictions on a common carrier, and whether 
the mere earner can be despotic with the people, arbi
trary in Hs rates, and virtually an owner in every 
interest on the line. 

Of course I know hon. members opposite will say 
that this company i" precluded by 

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

no matter what you put into an Act of Parlia
ment the compar,y 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, 1 will just read what the pre,ent 
Attorney-General said on the same subject-

1Vhy, he asked, ~hould they nsc the lands of the 
colony as a means for the a,gg1·audisement of }lnglish 
ca.pit ,lists? It had been said from the other side that 
the members of the Opposition were alwa.ys ready to 
look with disfavour upon anything in which speeula~ 
tion was mentioned. He 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 
id m'" as the party now here hold-

"\Vlutt the Opposition objected to was that persons 
should speeulato \Vilh other people's money. 'fhcy I1ad 
no right to speculate with land that tlid not belong to 
them but to the people or this colouv. and it was not a 
Klncl or speculation th;Lt that Hou._C-should attrmpt to 
eneonras:;-e. 'l~he ~\liuL-.;ter for Works then went on to 
deny the vossibilityof corruption existing in eoo.nection 
with the ~yudieate, and ridiculed thl~ references to the 
Erie lta.ilroaU Company which had been maUe by the 
lea.tler of the Opposition. Were hon. members to doubt 
the facts rela.t,~d in books and veriodhmls lJy men of 
undoubtecl credibility, as to the corrnpti.on lH'actised in 
America!' 'rhey were as~ured that the Govm·nment of 
the United States wa~ groaniug under a eomlJination of 
~yndictLtes, and could not relieve itself beca,use these 
sync:licates were able to get at the legislature. 

lYir. LESINA : Exactly what we have been 
saying. 

Mr. STEWAUT: No.v, I believe the Govern
:u~nt of QL1een~land is under the syndic:ttes, hut 
It Is not groan1ng. It has not con1e to the groan~ 
ing stage ; tha.t will corne afterward::;. 

Mr. REm: It will S<}ueak yet. 
Mt·. 8TEWART: And then Mr. Rutledge, 

the present Attorney-General, said-
There w;ts no reason, therefore, to snv.~osc that ~ncl1 

corruption as was ]Jt·u.ctised in Ameriea could nut be 
:prar.ti.:;ed in Queensland; the Lcgi.-;Jaturcs in the Aus
tralian colonies \vere prob:tbly as fallible a~ tho~e in the 
United States. 'l'hc hon. gentleman ·;.aid tha . .t there 
conld be no pnrtLll{~l between the ei'Jrrnption pract.isr-d 
by ti:E Erh~ ltailroad Company and what might lJo 
praet1sed by an ~\.nstralian syntlicate, because in the 
former case there had been no land grnnted, lmt only 
certain railway privileges. Bnt he would ask, if a com
pany whieh had only tlle eommand of a railw:t'', wns 
able aud had indncemcu ts to employ corruption to 
secure its own Lli~lwucst aims, how much gt·~:mtorwould 
be the ability and i~1duccment on the part of a 
syndicate whieh had both rail way and land. 
Now, if we sulJStitute mines for lands in the 
present instance, the quotation will exactly fit 
the Bill we are now discm:;sing. 

Hon. D. H. DALHD!PLE: Not at alL 
JVIr. STEW ARr: I juot say thi" in passing: 

that if the hnn. members on thi" side of the 
J:fouse were to speak as s.trongly abont corrup
twn as lYir. Rntledge did upon that occasion 
they would be met with a storm of interjection~ 
from hon. members opposite. 

ME1IBEUS of the Opposhion : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. J ACKf\ON: Times have changed. 
Mr. 8T E\V ART: Here is one quotation 

which Mr. Rutledge read to the House-
For years the railroad managers have haU gTcat 

intlutnee \Vith their money in Congress and in snme of 
t.he State Legislature~. and the present year they be
came so bold as t.o endeavour to dictate to the rcpnb
licau varty their next candidate rm·thc Presidcney, and 
nearly sneeeeded in securing the nomination of a, man 
clearly committed in their interests. c,m::;olidation is 
gomg on rapidly, and if the United Htates expects to 
maintain her rights without a ''power behinU her 
throne,'' as .J1r. Hirnon Stcrue observes in a recent 
article on the snbject, •· without danger of a.t all times 
having that power stronger than the Government which 
they have estalJlished, they must see lo it that the 
]JOWet which ha.;; grown up within the past generation 
in the railway otncers, if not broken, be at least eare
fully watehed, jea.lou~ly circumscribed, constantly 
gnartled, and marle subse1·vieut to nnd instrumental in 
aclvnneing t.tw interests of the puhlic." 

\'\"1tll the assi~tan.:~e of the G-overnment, they have 
made tlle nati~m one of the foremost on the ~lob.e, an1l 
let Lls hope that tile avarice or a fuw railroad h:iugs will 
not forget from vithcnce they derivecl theil· vrescnt 

power. Should they do this, they will soon find their 
mistake, bnt not until it is too late, and a check 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 ns some idea 
of the ta'k we have before us, if we permit this 
sort of thing to get a footing. Now I will just 
read a quDtation or two. Mr. Buckland, who 
was a member of the Assembly then, quoted 
from a letter which h::td been written to the 
Brislxmc Courier by Mr. George Morris Simpson, 
who al."'' I believe, at one time had been a 
member of this Assembly, and this is what lVh·. 
8impson wrote about syndicates-

r:t'lmt the Pacifie States of Amerira are now domi
neered over and held in subjection by lL "huge railway 
monopoly,'' directed by a very few men (who are 
enormously rich) for their own ends, can scarcely be 
dcniod by auyone. 'l'hese men owe their wealth 
wholly to the railways. 'l'hat, in a general way, the 
intcn~sts of these men le~d them to serve the public 
modcn~tely 'vell can be taken for granted. However, I 
hope iu no pu.rt of Australia shall we ever see such 
control exereised by any body of men as the directors 
of the Central and Union Pacific exercise in the 
V\'"cstern States of .~meriea. Unless one or two small 
and unimportant narrow-gnuge lines which are 
gracic,usly permitted to exist, they own all the Western 
raihvays; they will not allow auy other companies to 
get a footing. They soon erush any attempt at com
petiLion, and compel competing companies to sell out 
to them upon their own terms. ~ot only so with 
railways, but the same sy~tem it adopted towards 
river steamship co·npanies; in fat•t, no carrying com
pany of any import:mce can exist in face of means 
adopted to crush them by 1 hesc enormously wealthy 
corvorations. [ admit thnt 'vherevcr raihvays are 
wanted great energy seems to be displayed in making 
them. Objections to the ~ystem, however, are many, 
but are capable of prevention when taken in time. 
The8e companies adopt most oppl'o;'--ssive means to erush 
eustomers. It is useless to say that the charters of 
varions companies co,npel thew to carry for an alike~ 
rrhe corn panics are too stroug for any charter or law .. 
rrlley refuse to 1/ay their ju~t taxes to the t)tates through 
which they run, and tile law is either not strong 
enough or too corrupt to make them. rrhey refuse to 
carry for any who dare quarrel with them, an 1 thus 
hold the power (often frePly excrClsed) of ruin over 
anyone requiring to use the railway as a means of con
ducting business. l 1ersonal enemies of directors are 
dealt with in a most surmnary manner. In fact, all 
persons in ally way dependent upon railways are held 
in a.l.Jsolute subjection. Fm· instanee, one man 'vith a 
very large public gramtry, fnll of 'vheat owned by his 
enstomers, quite upon the line, was left with the wheat 
to be ea.ten by weevil and rot, a1tltou:.?;h the railway law 
gives no one a preference. Month after month he could 
see thousands of bushels daily p 1SS, but, somehow 
truck~ never could be 1n·ovitlcd or other means found 
to move his wheat. Another man was possessed of a 
coalmine doing a large bnsiness, not only with the rail
way colllpany, but also the general public. Someone in 
power envied him the mine, and a price \Vas offered 
and refused ; next night a strong gang of men pulled 
up the two milRs of siding, antl the owner was ruined. 
r:t'he mine will have to be !'Old, and 'vill be purchased 
b)" directors for n mere trifle, and soon after the rail
way line pnt in order. 'l,hese are instanees out of 
hnntlretls, and point out the dangers to be avoiJeU. 

One shrewd business man told me that either these 
companies wonlll ultimately posses.::; and rule the whole 
country, or else tlw G-eneral :States Government would 
be compelled to ~tep in and, with a strong hand, crush 
the companies. 
Jl.lr. Bllckland then went on to read another 
extract-

Fr"m it we clip the following, ns it refers in a most 
pointed manner to a subject which is at present attract
ing so much attention in Qnf!ensland :-''Canada has 
committed :1 cardinal error in abandoning- ~tate control 
of its railroad ~ystem. The Ang·lo-American Syndicate 
which has cmnraeted to build tbe Canada Pacilio I~ ail
road, Uy virtnn of its speeial privileges and enormous 
land grant, Will be as eomph•tcly master of the Dominion 
Government ten years hence as if the Cabinet at Ottawa, 
rtnll all provinci:11 exc(•ntives, were nominat,cd and paid 
by it. 'l'hls is inevitable. The inception of the scheme 
was not w1thout, imputation of corruption, and its pro
gress and colnpletion will certainly not be marked with 
greater virtue. Australia is as 3 et free from this over
shadowing evil. It should at all hazards and under all 
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circumstances preserve it~ independenf'e from corporate 
iniluences. 'l'o-day the United States is governed, in its 
fiscal policy, by associatc~d capital in corporate form. 
'ro-morrow (if not to-day) Canada 'tvill be governed by 
an irresponsible, oppressive, and exaetiug corporation. 
Australia should not tole1 ate the advtlnee~ of this corpo
rate monster, which, not content with S\Yallowing tbe 
public lands, ·will corrupt Hs legislatures and swallow 
the earnings of the wllolP 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. \Vhat the writer of the'e 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 
term". I will not trouble hon. members by 
reading any further extracts, though I could go 
on until midnight. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYi\fPLE: \Ve quite believe. that. 
l'tir. STEW AR'l': I could go on until the early 

hours of the morning wasting the time of the 
syndicate, for tlmt is exactly what we are doing. 
\V e are not wasting the time of the Government; 
we are not wasting the time of hon. m em hers 
opposite, or on this side either. \Ve are simply 
wasting the time of the syndicate. :For every 
hour we can prolong this discussion we are 
deferring the happy time wlwn the syndicccte 
will be ahle to go home and launch its little 
bnhble npon the London market. 

Mr. KIDSTON: You ,,re keeping the syndic~te 
in the lobby. 

Mr. STE\VART: I was not aware that the 
syndicate was in the lobby. I do not desire to 
n1onopolisA the tinw. I l\ll1 not a Inorwpolist. 
I do not desire to monopolise all the talk. I 
know there art' other other hon. members who 
desire tu say something on the subject, bnt before 
sitting down I wonld just like to say this : It 
appe.c1rs 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 able 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 StatB 
seems to think that a meeting of st(;Ck exchange 
men is the proper place for him to divulge the 
public policy. \Vel!, I say tlmt a community 
which is governecl by the stock exchange, a 
community whose rulers get their inspiration 
from the membn·s of the stock exchange, 
is in a very bad way indeed. I do not think it 
is posHible to derive lnHpiration frorn a more 
polluted sonrce. 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 wrry to see the res]JOm-ihle administrators of 
this community so much in their lwnds. I would 
like to w•y, in C<>nclusion, that I hopP the Go
vernment will abandon this me>tsure. If they do 
they will have done one of the best acts of their 
e"istence. If this mr,1.snre pas>,es, as surely as we 
are dit-5cu~~ing it hPre thiR evening, thon~ands of 
nwn, 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 l>laced on the statute-book of Queensland. 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE : It is very easy 
to prophesy. The lH'n. member who profusr,es 
to read the fntnre says that if we vass this 
measure thousands of people will curse the day 
it was passed. H is just possible that thoueands 
of people will curse the day the hon. member 
ever came into the Honse, and that 1 hey will 
cnrse the day that this railway was stoppetl by 
the mann:mvrPR of hon. mmnben; oppmdto, and in 
consequence of the stagnant opinions which they 
seem to hold. I am not sure that I would take 

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. mnnbers opposite. 
It seems to me that during a large portion of the 
yenr they have very little to do. 

JY1r. HmGs: It's a wonder we are not taken 
up under the Vagrancy Act. 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE : If the 
Vagrancy Act were strictly enforced, probably 
the hon. member who interjects might not he 
here. (Langhter.) 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. B,·sides 
listening very attentively to his own orutionR, 
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 pre.,ent, and perhaps he has read 11ansa1•d 
as attentively from the inception of Parliament 
here. U ncler those circumstances, it is gratifying 
to know that he pays some attention to the 
speecheR of hon. members on this si de of the 
House. He evdently regards them as pearls 
from the ocean, and they are brought up here 
and cast at an inoffensive admi nistmtio11. He 
is not satisfied with quoting the opinions of 
hem. members, but he also gives us quotations 
n.>d by bon. members on this side sixteen 
or eighteen years ago. If an hon. member 
was pleased to expre«s 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 jnRt spoken would say that that must be 
gros~.:ly inconsistr·nt. But hon. men1bers rnnRt 
know that tin1es and circumstances differ as the 
years gn by. Thr>re is a time to borrow and a 
time to pny. 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 
the>e quotations have been greatly over-rated 
hy the hon. members oppoHite. Assmmng 
that circumstances do not alter, that time 
stood still, does the hon. member think that 
we 1nust nt~cessarily be governed by the 
opinions of Mr. Buckland or the Attorney
General in years past. Can we not judge for 
otuHelvc'? Are we to be always slavishly bmmd 
by these old authorities. If not, what does the 
hon. member seek to gain by giving long quota
tions from ancient Ifansrwd? \Ve have h,1d 
F:ereral extrnctH fired at us-one frotn a serrnon of 
Dr. Talmage. \Ve have had also an extract from 
:Mr. Stead's work "If Chri't Came to Chicago," 
and possibly some hon. members may yet qnote 
a great many poems out of the hymn-book. 
How are these desultory readings going to affect 
oHr views on the railway policy which is now 
before the House? \Vith regard to this Cion
curry Railway proposal we have this to remem
ber, and it is very undesirable to put_ it on one si:1e. 
I should attach a great deal more mrportance to 
what hon. members opposite say if I did not know 
that the leader of the Oppositie.n, wben attack· 
ing what he admitted to be one of the least 
objectional1le of these railways, said he would 
have nothing to do with it; that under no cir· 
cnmstances will he accept any of these pri> ate 
railways. They have pointed out all the evils 
which follow on land-grunt lines in another por
tion of the world. But it does not seem to me 
th:..t the quotations of hem. members opposite 
are ar•t with regard to the question of private 
railways 1•crsus State railways m tl•1e United 
Sta' es. I see not the slightest indication of 
retrogret~.-ion or of serfdmu or of any great 
evils in America or in Canada through private 
railways the-re. On the eontrary, both these 
countries are most progressive ; they are two of 
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the most prosperous and flourishing countries in 
the world. That fact is 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 
sc.mndrels-and stockbrokers. I do not take any 
particular exception to bein;s called stockbrokers, 
seeing that hon. members on the opposite side hav9 
previously called us very much worse-hands of 
bandits and robbers-for they are in the habit of 
using very wann ter1ns. \V e t:wmetime~ hear 
one rnan in the street c,tlling another with "rhorn 
he disagrees a blank, blank. Hon. members 
opposite do not go to that extreme, ani! I am 
glad to find that instead of lwing called swindlers 
and robbers, we are now only de,igna•ed by the 
comparatively respectable title of stockbrokers. 
I don't take it that showing an interest in rail
way conHtruction is neces"aril:v an indication of 
depravity of charncter. 

Mr. BROWNie : It all depends what sort of 
interest is taken-whether it is p~i<l up or 
contribute<l. 

Hox. D. H. DALRYMPLI<3 : I don't 
know 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 Croydon in his busi
ness transactions on Croyd(m has had smne 
shares that arE not paid np. I have never held 
any shares unless I bought them nnd paid for 
them. The hon. member for Rockhampton has 
drawn a rnagnific 'nt picture of a rich C'Juntry 
crowded with people, a river crowde-d with 
shipping-, a railway crmnrne(l with traffic
and all owned by tlwse oppre si ve syndicates. 
Yet in another portion he said that, in S]Jite 

of all this, it was a wretched 
[10 p.m.] thing, and a mere bubble. I w<.nder 

if speakc·rs mean half wh:~t they 
say. At one time they point nut the thing will 
fail; at one time the synclicators will rnm the 
country; and five minntee aftPrward" thcv sl1ow 
by what they say, that after all, under the rule 
of the syndicate, the Cloncnrry will he the UH"t 
profitable and prngreNHi v,. and wealthy portion 
of the colony. I ask the hon. gentleman who 
last spoke, to try and reconcile, at :1ny rate, 
smne portion of his speech witb some other 
portion. The pm;itinn taken np generally by 
hon. me m hers on the other side, and who oppose 
the Government permitting anybody to con
struct the railway except the State-the pnRition 
generally-not altogether-is that th8 rail way 
will be highly profitable. If I am not mistaken, 
the hon. mencber for :Fiimlers-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 j nstify the cunstrnction of 
suctl a railway. However, we will take it that 
the majority possibly f<>r party purposes say it 
would be highly profitable, and because it wnnl<l 
be so profitable tlwy object to it being handed 
over to a syndicate, and contend that the Go
vernment should make it. I wonder where the 
people of Clrm8nrry are going to be so.ti"fied 
with the IJonajicks of hem. member, when they 
make those statements. I am not aware my,elf, 
bnt I think it is a fair inference\ taking into 
consideration what has been "aid by the Govern
ment and by hon. members on both sides, that 
the milw·ty to Cloneurry won't be constructed 
by the State. It is no less than sixteen years 
ago that the name of that railway came np ill 
eonnt>ction with certain raihvay propns:::tl:-;, and 
for tho~e sixtm•n yrars it. has r•·mained nnmade. 
\Vhat reasou have we to helieve~that this railway 
is going to takP precedence of all other railways? 
It is attribnted to the hon. member for Carpen-

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 
pwtir<1lar line. 

Mr. Rgm : 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. Rgm : Are you speaking on behalf of the 
Govern1nent? 

HoN. D. H. DALRYYIPLE: I do not speak 
on behalf of the Government in this particular 
matter. The House will know the Government 
policy when it if. announced by the Government. 

J\!Ir. J:tgnJ: \Ve are waiting for it. 
Hox. D. H. DALRY:\IPLE: Hon. membms 

might have got the Government policy long ago 
if they had permitted bw<iness to go through. 

J\!Ir. BRoWNll: Have thev ever had one? 
HoN. D. H.DALRYMPLE: I am at present 

endeavouring strenuously to confine myself to 
the subject before the House, an cl not follow the 
bad example set by hon. members who have 
spoken before me. Hut I am tempted to diverge 
from that path by interjections; I endorse, at any 
mte, the opinion given to the House by the hon. 
member for Carpentaria-that tbe question is 
whether the rail way should bEe> constructed or 
whether it should remain unconstructed. Hon. 
rnembers opposite ar3 continually denouncing 
syndicates, and I should like to know how they 
Cfln possibly reconcile the demand that the 
Government should maim this particular rail
way, aud in the intereRt of a. ruining syndic~te, 
becau'" the matter would not have C<>lne up at 
all if it had not been for some mine< the free
holrl of which is held by private pmsons. In 
spite of the dennnchttions we hear of joint 
st,,ck enterprise, which hon. members opposite 
are no' satisfied to call by any ordinary name, 
but must call it by some name with which wrong 
isassoci>ttecl, they want thefltate to bnild this line. 
The mines which this railway is intended to 
de\'elop aro held by pers<HIH who, because they 
band together to dev.elop the resonrct'' of the 
country by me;ms of cttpital, are spoken of by 
n1mn her~ nppo:-;ite n,-. 1nen of no character and no 
reputation, who should be treated as criminals. 
I think one definition of the view hon. members 
oppoRite take of syndicates generally may be 
described thus: It is a joint stock company in 
which none of the Labour party possesses any 
int.erest. If it is a j<>int. Rtock company in which 
they do possess an interest, they instantly call it 
co-oper<>tive Pnterprise worked for the good 
of the people. But, if it happens to be an 
ordinary joint stock company like the joint stock 
enterprises which have been for many years 
neceRsary a<ljuncts in the development of the 
wealLh of this or any other country, tbey pro· 
ceed to call it vile names. I take it that hon. 
members opposite use that language principally 
becau"'' they im,,gine they have no particular 
interest in this joint stock company which they 
denounce. Do hon. members deny that capital is 
nece"ary to open up the wealth of this country ? 

lVIEMBJ;CHS of the Opposition: No, no! 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPL'E: I am glad to 

find that they have gone back from their original 
doctrine- that capital is crinl8, and property is 
theft. 

ME}JBJ;CRS of the Opposition : Oh, oh ! 
HoN. D. H. DA Ll:tYMPLJr~: And when they 

charge other hon. members, nu the strength of 
Hansnrd, with having cha11ged their opinions, I 
am glad to fiud they will admit that an altera
tion of opinion is not in all cases a sign of want 
of intelligence. They have grct as far now as 
to admit that cHpil.al iR a useful agent; tbat 
labour and capital cmnbined can <1o much-that 
neither labour nor capital c:cn do auythinp- unles• 
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they ure united. If then any capital ut all is 
justifbble :1 combination of capital b also justifi
able. In order to carry out the gigantic works 
of the present day, it is necessary that the 
savin;es of the community should be aggregated. 
It is Impossible to carry 0ut a gi"antic scheme 
which may take £1,000,000 or ~ very large 
sum of money unleos there is some ability to 
gather in the small savings of the community, 
and make one large anlmnt, and yet the mnment 
the savings of a community assunte the shape of 
a company they won't even u:,e the word com
pany, but brand it as a synrlic'lte. Don't we 
know that the hon. member for Charters Towers 
represents a community which is worked by com-
panies. · 

Mr. DAWSON: H<ear, hear! 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: That is to say, 

l1y people who have a very consi<1erable amonnt 
ot capital, and who therefore may be termed 
syndicates. 

Mr. DAWSON: And intelligence-or else I 
would not have been here. 

HoN. 0. H. DALRYMPLE: Do we not know 
that the members of this community and of 
other communities, are at bottom J~I~actically 
dependent upon that aggregation of capital and 
of the aggregation of capital with labour? And 
yet hon. members oppo,ite calmly sit down and 
point their fingers at the aggregation of rr1en with 
capital and my, "Oh, they are syndicates." 
They remind me of children \V ho sometimes don't 
like some per,,on, and who give as a reason th>tt 
heiR a "piggy-wiggy squeak er." }Ion. members 
practic:1lly use the terrn '' lliggy-wiggy r;qnPakPr" 
in connection with joint stock enterprbe; and if 
the obj.ect o~ their enterprise is profit they at 
once stlgmatrse them as Axploiters and persons 
who deserve badly of the community. That has 
been patent throughout this debate. 1 shall ju't 
give a little quotation with regard to what 
profit is. 

i\!EMBEHS of the Opposition : Oh, don't! 
HoN. D. H. DALHYMPL1~: If hon.members 

opposite are to read sermons to thi' side of the 
Hou"''• I. hope they will not object to my reading 
a quotatiPH on the gcore that it is ~o:;onwthing in 
the guise of a lecture. If wc are to be sermon
ised and preached to hy hon. members on that 
side, I think they shonld Jwrmit me to introduce 
something which may, perhaps, be of benefit to 
then1 in correcting their very erroneonR iulpres
sions. If they believe that joint 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 useful to enterprise, 
but because hon. members choose to call them 
syndicates, then they re(juire to have pointed ont 
to them what is "profit." They may call such 
comp:>nies "syndic>1tes" when they are appeal
ing to the rnost ignorant and 1nost vul{rar. But 
I say there is no jtbtification for spea.ki~g of that 
which is necessary to develop the country-not 
in the ordinary sense of the t•erm, but in a term 
which carries with it a sinister si"nification
that ie, "piggy-wiggy squeakers," o; syndicates. 

Mr. HIGG3: Arc the working classes vulg,,r, 
then? 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: I will not say 
who io vulgar. I do not draw the preposterm:is 
distinction that the hem. white-waistcoated mem
ber does in t,his matter. I a! ways was a member 
of the workmg claBs< "'• and I have not said, and 
I have never dreamt of sayino--like the hon. 
member did at one time-tbat because he is a 
clerk, or a newspaper editor, he ceases to belong 
to the working classes. I do not draw that 
dist.incti"n bet\\·e•m the ll!l1mml labourer and 
the tnan who works with his head. In one sense 

I have always W<•rked throughout my life; and, 
unless I live to the age of Methnsaleh-which I 
hope will not be the case-I shall aways work. 
'l'here 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 doeo 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 
iB a. blesRing. 

Nir. Hmns: A man cannot ask a civil (j1Jestion 
without-~ 

HoK. D. H. DALUYMPLE: The hon. mem
ber very seldom does ask a civil rJnestion. 

Mr. llAWBON : \V hen he dues he does not get a 
civil ret•ly. 

HoN. ll. H. DALRYM:PLE: It will not hurt 
him very much. \Ve have been so long in the 
House that we do not expect to get very civil 
replieg from hon. members, and do not feel 
annoyed when we do not get them. The hem. 
member for Charters Towers is now attempting 
to do "tl.e polite," probably because he at one 
time occupieel the very dignified p<>Hition of 
Premier, and viewed matters from a dignified 
standpoint from that high pedestal. I am dealing 
with profit. I do not know whether I am making 
any loss, or whether the hon. member is making 
any profit. But I dcsiretodeal with matters which 
to my mind nre uf cardinal importance. There is 
nothinl' 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 prufit you must neces
sarily do something wrong. You c~n hardly 
Cfmsure 1neu for endt:.,~tvouring to nutke a profit. 
\Ve know pe• fectly 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 
wilt incr, .1se 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 tho 
hon. member goes out with a cartridge to shout a 
wallaby or a bird-~ 

l\1r. DAwsox: And he rr>isses it. 
HoN. J). H. DALRYM:PLE: The hem. mem

ber does not go there to miss it; he goes out to kill 
the bird, because the meal which it will afford 
is worth more than the <me cartridge. lf he 
goes out to catch fish he does not go with a whale 
to catch a sprat ; he goes with a spmt, and catches 
a whale, I snppose. 

Mr. DAWSON: A little bit mixed this time. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: Never mind, 

as long as I 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 fimt 
element to inspire production is profit. As a 
well· known writer has saH-

Prolit hires the land and agrees to pay the rent; 
profit fence::-~ it, drains it, manures it, plants anU culti
vate-: it, markNs its products. I>r0tit piel\s up the 
destitute pan per from the highway and converts l1im 
from a huugry appetite ready for crime itself unless lle 
can be fed, into n labourer co-operating in producing 
rommodities for which there is some demand. 
The expectation of making a profit is a perfectly 
legitimate one. It is the m<'linspring 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 improve our communication or im
prove our means of distribution, in that way 
they are indirectly helping to incrt'ase produc
tion and assist the community to make a profit. 

lVIr. KmsTON : \Vhat has all that got to do 
with the business in hand? 

HoN. D. H. DALHYMPLE: I mn not here to 
enable the hon. member for Rnckhampton to 
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discover relations. That I expect the hon. 
member, as the re]Jresentative of an important 
district, to he able to discover for him.self. 

l\fr. DAW~ON: He cannot seewh<tt is not the.re. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: I do not know, 

mally, why the hon. member hr Clmrters 
~'owers, who is so exceedingly anxious that I 
should be polite to him, should spend the most 
of hiR time in this House rnaking exceedingly 
rude observations--observations that are not in 
the lea.st hit witty or funny, but jnstexc"edingly 
rude-the "Y ou'rc another ! " sort of thing that 
you hear at th.- corner of Albert street. 

Mr. Rmn : \Vhy Albert street ? 
Mr. HloGs : Do you speak from expcrionce? 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLJ~: An attempt 

has been made to deal with this and other 13ills 
by the prodnctiun of some kind of anthorit.ios. 
That is to say-that if in ·,ome other part of the 
world a cnrtain course of conduct has been pur
Bned, it is as-;uulCd tha.t in some way it is evidt~nce 
of its rationality. I quite admit that. Hon. 
member.-; say that in some part' of Australia 
there are objections to private railways in most 
circumstanc• s; but that is all they have arriv ,cl 
at, became it has been estal1lished by irrefutable 
evidence that in Australia itself, and in New 
Zealand, there are a c•,rtain number of private 
r,tilwn,ys. There has been no attempt on this 
sirle in this debe~to to declare that private mil
ways shoulrl in all cases supersede State railways. 
On the contmry, there has been an admission 
tlmt, where the circumstances rwrmit it, it is 
rlesirnble tlmt the St,tte should construce its own 
rail ways. But that, after all, is conditional; it 
is ~onditinnal upon the amount of wealth the 
Sta,te happPns to po~SE'lR. 

1\lr. DAWSON : And the ymmpects. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: And largely 

upon the pro .. pects of the particuhr district. I 
do not deRire at all to ar"ue upon the question at 
la.rg-e of St:.te or private railways, but I must say 
that hon. members have failed to shuw after all 
hy th(-'ir own argurnent from general consent, 
tb:ct St:cte milwctys have on the whole an advan
tago over private railways, becam;e if you take 
the world at large, by far the l:ugest railage in 
the world lmppens to be owned by joint stock 
enterpri...::e. 

Mr. DAWHON: \Vhich system do yon favour? 
HoN. D. H. llALRYi\lPLE : I have already 

stti<l wlHtt 1 favonr. I presume the hon. member 
desires me to lose the threttd of my remarks. 
If the hon. member had p>ti<l attention it would 
not have been necessary for him to put a questit•n 
of that kind. I say that hem. members have failed 
to prove trw.t the consensus of opinion in the 
world is in favour of State rather than of pri\·ate 
rail ways. It is quite true that in son1e one or two 
instanc.s the State has bought up private rail
ways. Gennany, I undercltand, i:-:; a e:::tse in point, 
bnt we mu1 easily understanrl that in Germany, 
which is a military monarchy essentially--

l\lr. KmsTON : It is a big producing one at the 
same time. 

Ho:"!. D. H. DALilY\IPLTD: It is a big pro
ducing one a,t the san1e time, but we can easily 
undentand that with France on one side and 
Hussia on the other it is of paramount impor
tance--

l\lr. Ktl>STON: And illllustrial development 
has b, en very much promoted by the State buy
ing the ra,il wn,ys. 

HoN: D. H. DALllYl\1PLE: That may be 
righl; or it might be wrong-. The hnn. member 
for Rockhitmpton is no more infallible than the 
hon. mem\wr for :i\Iackay, and I am nnt going 
to be in the lrenst contented with his solitary 
assertion unsupported by a particle of proof. I 
arn not Haying that one cl a-s of railway-; is to be 
prefPrrecl to the other as a gr.neral tiling. It is 
possihle that no general rule nmy be made on 

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 rail ways. As a matter of 
fact the U nitecl States has in itHelf 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 ROme countries the railways 
have been bonght by the State, in other countries 
the reverse is the case. In Argentina, a country 
in the neighbourhuod of Paraguay--

l\lE}IBEHS of the Opposition: Oh, oh! Hear, 
hear! 

HoN. D. H. DALHYMPLE: Hon. members 
at once feel a friendly interest. In Argentina it 
is not that the State has bought the private rail
ways, hut 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, neverthelese, 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 mety judge from their actions, prefer the 
joint stock system to the management by the 
St>tte, and the cost, and the risk. 

Mr. DAWSON: Do you agree with that? 
" Silence gives conRent.." 

Hox. D. H. DALRYMPLE: I am not com
pelled to answer every idle question that any
bndy can put in this House. I have heard it 
said in the Honse itself that "a fool can ask a 
qw: st.ifJn tha.t n. wise man cannot answer." I do 
not wish to apply that to anybody in 1 articular, 
hut it is one of the replies which may be made. 
The hon. member for Charters Towers seems 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 th<• arguments w by this rail way should be 
made by the State is that it would pay, and 
therefore the State shonld make it. It is but 
cnnjt'cture, but my own impression is that it 
would pay. Still, there hn,ve been other people 
in thi' House who have thuught on many occtt· 
sions that rail ways would pay, have carried them 
through the House, with the ap]Jrobettion of hon. 
members on the score that they would and mu't 
pay ; e l'idence has be~n brought to show that 
they would pe.y, and after all they have not paid. 
'£be Clcrmont and Mount Perry lines have been 
referred to previously in thi.s 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 to depEnd 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 Downs mines 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. 

l\Ir. DA wsox: \Vhat about the coalmines? 
HoN. D. H. DALRY1IPLE : I really must 

protest against the dbingenuousncss of the hon. 
member for Charters Towers. The hon. gentle
man >;its there making queries to elicit no infor
nmtion whatever, but in my humble opinion for 
no other purpose--

Mr. DA WSON : Than to put you on the straight 
line. 

The SPEAKER: Order, order! 
HoN. D. H. DALRYl\lPLE : For no other 

purpose than to rnn mP off when I have got upon 
an argument that even he, with all 

[10'30 p.m.] his ingenuity, would find it rather 
difficult to controvert or twist. The 

hon. member is a kind of lapwing member; 
whene1·er you come too near hi& nest he breaks 
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his arm or does something to distmct attention. 
The hon. member's object is to try and makA 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 rail ways 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 been said, for instance, that as soon 
as the line to Clermont was made the mines 
gave ont. But the question is not what was 
the position of the mines when the rail way 
was constructed, but what was thA 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 anticipnted that they would pro
vide traffic for the rail way ; yet, in a very short 
space of time, those mines gave out entirely. 
That shows how dangerous it is for this House 
to use the taxpayers' money for the purpose of 
making rail ways into purely mineral district,, 
The Bundaberg to Mount Perry line was also 
instanced aR a case in point, and it waR sFtid that 
unless Sir Thomas Mci!wraith had had an 
interest in the district it would not have been 
made. Even assuming that he had an interest 
in the district, that was no reason why the line 
should not have been made. Sir Thomas 
Mcilwraith was a shrewd man, and a good 
man of business, and it is a c •rtain fact; that 
when that railway was proposed J\Iount Perry 
was an exce"dingly flourishing mining township, 
and one front which immense things were 
expected. 

Mr. REm : It is dead now. 
HoN. D. H. DALRY.VlPLE: That is so. 

'\Ve have it on e''idence which has not been 
contnverted, that the people of CloncutTy at any 
rate desire this particular rail way. They are in the 
position of starving men who would rather have 
half a loaf than no brea<l ; but hon. members 
opposit.e are not willing that we should give 
them even the half-loaf. It has be.:n said that the 
question at issue is not that this railway shouln 
be built, but who should build it, and on that the 
hon. member, Mr. Kidston, founded a great 
)Jart of his argument. I venture t,) say that that 
is not a true representation at all. 'The question 
is whether the rail way shall be bnilt at all. The 
question of the St:>.te making it may he 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 
ont first now from all the other rail ways that 
are demanded ? '£here are other lines which 
have a greater justification than the line to 
Cloncurry-the home of syndicates, as hon. 
members opposite say. 'fhere are railways 
which have been recommended by the Com
missioner, such as the railway to connect the 
S<>nthern line with the Central line, which should 
take preceilence of such a railw:ty as the Cion
curry railway. 

Mr. REm : No. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: If the hon. 

member meets his constituents he shall hnve to 
srty yes, and he will say yes. They will not 
approve of his making a railway to a mining 
district in preference to rail ways in the South, 
which have been recommended by the Com
mis .inner. \Vith regard to the ability of the 
State to find the money, it is just"'" if somebody 
mtme to me and asked me to subscribe £5 to a 
certttin charity, and I said I could not afford it. 
I might have the £5 in my P''ssession, hnt I 
might have to subscribe to a great number of 
other charities, and it would be act.mtlly true if 

I said I could not find the money for that 
particular charitable object-not because I had 
not the money, but because I had a great many 
other claims on my charity. So it is with the 
colony ot Queensland--

Mr. REID: You did not plead tl1e po,·erty of 
Queensland when you wanted the Mirani·Cattle 
Creek Railway. 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLJ<~ : I am not 
pleading the poverty of (lneensland. I wish the 
hon. member would get something to clarify his 
intellect. There is no more intelligent man on 
that side Df the House when he chorwes to he 
intellig-ent. On the other hand, when he ch<><~><es 
not to be intelligent I will not say anything wit,h 
regard to the state he is then led to occnpy. I 
was referring to the statement that had been 
made that the Government could not. afford to 
build this particular railway, and, was giving as 
an illustration mv own case if asked to sub
scribe a large sum' to one particular charity wlwn 
I had twenty other charities to snb,crihe to. 
I could subscribe the £5, but it would not be 
wise to do it. Nor, wouln it be wiee for Queens
land to expend £2il,OOO,GOO on railwa} ., what
ever its po,ir,ion may be-and it is m a very 
good position, I believe, thanks, perhaps, to 
the wisdom of thl' 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 
\Vestern Railway, the various railways in the 
\Vest, the Etheridge Railway, the railway to 
Cloncnny, and all those other lines whic-h have 
been laid beforf' the 1-lonse. But it does not 
follow, hecause R pnrHon'B meanH nrenot absolutely 
unlimited that he is therefore a pnupe.r. Some
one says the Government are not likely to be 
in a position to rr,ake twenty-five lines within 
the next four or five ye:uE<, does that prevent it 
from being able to make one? \Ve are able to 
make one, but not all, and the conntry would 
not appmve of a railway being made at its 
Pxpense to open mines held by a ff w private 
]Jersons, when the result would be the denial of a 
railway to some more settled parL of th8 colony. 
\Ve have not got £20,000,000 or £30,000,000 to 
spare, and it is not a gc.od tinle to go to the 
London money market at a time whE'n there are 
"khaki '' Ioa.nR. 

l\1r. R"'lll: How can the syndicates get 
n1nney? 

The SPEAKER : Order! 
HoN. D. H. DALHYI\lPLE: The syndieatPs 

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 df·nounce borrowing. I 
have heard the leacler of the Labour party say 
that he would never lra.ve a loan ngain-that 
borrowing was crin,inal, and en tirel0 contrary to 
the whole st• ck-in-trade and ethics of the Labour 
parr,y. Have not hon. members opposite said 
repeatedly that they will not bind this colony 
to the syndicates in London, of whom they 
could Sf<Pak no good word ? How is it 
that the syndicate in London has become 
the idol of the Labour party, whom t.h~y bow 
down before and worship, while a harmless 
Ryndicate at Cloncurry is to he led out to the 
Rlaughter? \Vhere will they get theRe £20,000,000 
from? Borrow them! l<'rom whom? l<'rom the 
absentee-from the 'ymlicate, who has become 
the idol of the Labonr pnrty! (~o and emash 
your idols! The qneRtion is whetlwr we shall 
call in these j<,int st• ck cnn1p:ulies to assist in 
opening up certain parts of the colony. Although 
the colony iR in nH g-ood a pmdtion aR 
any other colony, it wonln not be wise for 
the State to make half the rail ways 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 £3±,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 S. \V. Griffith 
over his £10,000,000 loan. 

Mr. J:tgm : That was the present Chief 
Secretary. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

HoN. D. H. DALRYJ\IPLE: I 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. \Vhile many rail
wa,ys are required in comparatively settled dis
tricts, for reasons which 1 need not reca pitubte, 
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 u,, to allow private entc rprise to make. 
There is no objection to private enterprise 
building houses ; there is no word about 
private. enterprise in connection with squat
tag-e.::;, rn co-nperati ve fa,rms, 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 prodllCtion 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 a~sist us. \V e 
shonld be very glad to allow them to build rail
way.< which we cannot bnilrl for ourselves. \Vhat 
i,.; the goocl 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 C<lme into existence 
at all? \Ve must have a railway or we will have 
no coalmine<· at Callide, and we must have a 
railway or we will have no population to speak 
of at UJoncurry. Hon. members talk about the 
population, and the wealth, and the development 
which wiil take place, while at the same time 
they forbid that to be done without which no 
population can establioh itsc,J£ permanently at 
Uloncurry, at Georgetown, and m"ny other fields, 
where we know there are great potentialitit>s of 
wealth. I do not know whether hon. members 
opposite want to stoJJ the colony becmning n1ore 
populous, but when the only means ttre adopted 
that are available at the present time-that is, of 
calling in co-operative enterprise-upon which 
the prospPrity of Amet·ica, of :France, of Ger
many, and of every civilised country in the world 
ha.s mainly depended, hon. members opposite 
object. That principle hrts been adopted by the 
nJoHt progressive races, it has been tet-;ted by 
e"\"peric>Hce, and has n(/t been fonnd wanting. 
\Ve lmve it in all departments of indnotry and 
commerce. \Ve have co-operation and co·npem-
tive capital-- ' 

Mr. REm: \Vc have it in our State lines now. 

The SPEAKl~R : Order ! 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLJ~: We say that 
where we are unable to develop distrids, private 
enterprioe should be allowed to step in. \Vhen 
we can no~ meet the demands which are made 
npon us by the people in more settled districts, 
which have a grent rleal better claim than these 
syndicatnr, on the Cloncurry that the hon. 
member is so anxious to bend\t--I say that when 
we nannot meet the cbuns of those in compara
tivdy settled districts to carry unt railways which 
have i.Jeen approved of by those who are best able 
to judge--

Mr. REm : The money has been voted for the 
Cloncurry line. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: vVe cannot 

possibly expect to make rail ways 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 s.-,eing this colony go ahead. 

Mr. REm : So are we on this side. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: Hon. members 

say they are, but yet they refuse to use those 
means which have proved successful. 

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

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: When the hon. 
member gets the people :tt 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. Rmn : \V e don't believe in syndicates 
builrling the lines, anyway. 

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

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLl<;: I will curtail 
my remarks, as 1 do not wish to irritate the hon. 
member for Em.ggera, bnt I think that the pro
posal to allow private rail ways to be built to 
open up country, in the :tbsence of any reason
able prospect of getting those railways in any 
other way, is a perfectly reasonable one. I fail 
to see any altemative. The statement of hon. 
members th"t they are in favour of State rail
ways will not help to make the railways. The 
hon. member for Enoggcra has told us that the 
money was voted for this railway some sixteetl 
years ago, but does he expect the people of Clon
cnrry to believe that, because he says that the line 
ought to be constructed, it will be constructed? 
The mere fact that he says that it ought to be 
constructed will not assist its const,ruction in any 
way. And those persons who look upon the 
matter without prejudice- without being bound 
by some party platform which prevents them 
e>er supporting a railway of this description
will know perfectly well that the alternatives 
are either to let private companies bnild some of 
th~se lines, or to allm. the country to remain 
locked np-m which case the hon. members will 
be guilty of what they so much dislike, when 
they accuse men of dummyillg country. They 
are actually dnmmying this country-this great 
colony. How do we justify taking this colony 
from the aborigines? 

::\T r. ltmn: By force. 
HoN. D. H. DALEYMPL~J: Becanse we say 

that we pnt it to much better use-that is the 
only justification we give. But this colony is a 
portion of the world. There are many portions 
of the world \V hi eh 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 "ctually 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 mankincl, 
which it is our bounden duty to make the most 
of. Whether we take the State system as a 
criterinn, or whether we take the practical 
intere,·ts of the people as an ideal, in both cases, 
if thes(; persons will assist us in opening up this 
country, that is at present of no value, and is not 
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likely to be of value, it will become valuftble to 
the whole of the colony and beneficial to the 
whole of the world. 

Mr. HIGGS (Fortituclc Valley) : I wish to 
offer a protest against the action of the Premier 
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 conrteous and 
highly respectable hon. member who has just sat 
down hn.R given us an hour's deliverance--

Hon. D. H. DALI\DIPLE: I did not give you 
Talmage':-< sennons, anyway. 

l\ir. HI :::CGS: A perforrnm1ce 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 
measnre, or endeavouring to push this very 
important proposal through the House this 
evening. There are many men1bers in the 
Assembly, on both sides, who wish to addre's 
themselves to this very distinct departure from 
the State railway polir.y, and I think it is a very 
great pit.y that the Pretnier is not giving those 
hon. members ftn opportunity to do so, without 
continuing nntil the small hours of the morning, 
when pos,ibly the reporters may not be 
taking notes. Now, I feel very strongly 
about this proposal, and I would like my 
protest to be recor<lecl in Hansa>·d. There have 
been hints that r.t 11 o'clock or 12 o'clock 
the .Hanccml reporters take no note'. I do not 
know whether it is the object of the Premier, in 
cn.rrying on the discusHion 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 an e)Jithet to me which 
I wish to refer to. He implied tbat I was a 
vagabond. He said that the mej.,rity of the 
members on this side of the House have nothing 
to do during half of the year-a statement which 
'\vas an insult. Beca.nse me1nl1ers on this side of 
the House are not interested in syudicftt~s, and 
do not happen to occupy position~ in rnortgage 
companies, and so forth, it does not follow that 
they are idlers dming the greater )Jortion 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 vagabnnd, 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, becftnse I have jtmt the 
same feeling regarding the h<m. gentleman. I 
would prder to he a member on this side of the 
House. I would rather he a. doorkeeper in the 
House of the Labour pnrty than I would dwell 
in the tents of Minioterial 1l!Jgodliness. I have 
no 8eaforth Estate to sell to the Government. 
If I had I might be engag·ed during half the 
year in running round and influencing the 
Governmellt to mal<e me an offN·. If 1 had 
a Seaforth Estate it wo.1ld not be necessary 
for me to work at all for " few yean-if I 
could ; ell at the eame price that this gentleman 
did. 1f I had a S• aforth Bstate which was 
valued at £G,OOO, and I got £22,000 or £2-!,000 
for it from the Government, I could afford to 
take a holiday during the greater portion of the 
year. Now the h<m. memher took up a very 
exalted attitude. He said that our nrf(u
ments and opinions would have no effect 
except upon tlt<e most ignorant and vulgftr of the 
cmnmunity. Novv, who are the rno:-;t ignurant 

of the community? I am sure the hon gentle
motu 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. \Vho are the most ignorant 
and vulgar in the community? I am snre the 
hon. gentleman did n'Jt refer to the shareholders 
and members of the syndicate, the ex-provision:1l 
directors of the North Chillagoe Compa11y. No, 
the hon. gentleman undoubtedly meant the 
working classes, and it mnst be very gmtifying 
indeed to those who, like hinwelf, are anxious to 
sever thPir connection with the ch>P.s to which 
they once belonged, to hear the hon. gentleman 
speak in such lofty tones. 

At 11 p.m., 
Mr. Gnnms took the chair as Deputy 

Speaker. 
Mr. HIGGS: The hrm. gentleman spe:tks 

about our oppressive liberality in putting for
ward the views of other ]Jeople. \V ell, we are 
compelled to quote the opinions of <~ther people 
bec.1use if we make any snggestwn that a 
departure from the settled policy of the country 
in railway coustruction 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 suhstantiate, and it is neces
sarv for us to appe:.tl to those in high places for 
authority. Hon. gentlemen OJJposite do not 
consider the per.:;:on~l convenience or con1furt <,f 
meml>ers on this side, and they will, therefore, 
excuRe 1ne if I do not consider their convenience. 
I will, therefore, have to inflict upon them a quota
tion which the hon. melllber for Rockhamptun 
North in his liberality abstained fwm giving to 
the House. It is a quotation from tho speech of 
the present Lieutenant-Governor, Sir Samuel 
Grifiith. 

At two minutes past 11 o'cl<'ck, 
Mr. BOWMAX called attention to the state 

of the House. 
Quorum formed. 
Mr. HIG(iS : The folbwing is the speech to 

which I allude, and it will be found on jJuges 855 
and 836 of Hrtnsw·d fur 1882, vol. xxxviii.-

I know the hon. gentleman 1s of a sveculative spirit, 
but I don't re;:;ard that kind of lil.pecuhtJ,ion as advan
tageous to ihe- country. It may be that I ~un. wrong; 
perha,ps I nm too slow in my ways. of thmkmg, b~t, 
havingreq;ard to what. has taken place 1n oth~r conntncs 
where th1s spirit of" exploitation"-which 1s a Prench 
word, but has been so much used as to have 
become almost part of our own language, and I 
mav a~ \Yell use it-exists ;-it is, in ftwt, opening 
the~ countrY to the most enterprising persons to 
come in and lay their hands upon the natural WE"-tlth 
of the colony for their own advantage, \vith practically 
liHle eorrF"pondiug advantage to the country. There 
have been and are, a nmnber of exploiters Some have 
preyed upon the So nth American Repnhlic, and ~ome 
upon the Republic of the United States. 'fllerc 1s no 
use denying it~instanees of that kinU are so numfn·mw; 
and I do not desire to sec this country understood to b~ 
a field for adYcnturous spirits of that eharncter. I 
should much 1.nefer that they shoul(l stop where they 
are. 'rhen h'JW do we fiud the sy~tem of having great 
raihvay corpor,ttions works in ~he United State~ r Of 
course we kno\Y that a corpmatwn has no collse1ence; 
that somehow or other corporations do thing~ whi(•.h 
inUividuals would be ashamed of doing. rrhe lion. 
<•entleman hns told us that he doe" not think there l1as 
been any rorruytion mHlcr the present :;yst81~1, althongl~ 
there might have been in view of t.lw large Interests at 
stake-that is to say, that the interests were so large 
that they might have rHisc<l a tcmytn.tion to corrup
tion wllicll neverthell'<;;S llns not tak{:n place. Per
hay~ that mny be; and whetl1er there .is :CL ditt'ercnP.e 
in the nature of men when assocmtcd together 
as eompanies · or directors of companie~, an~ when 
they a.rc acting as iulliviUunls, the fa.et IS vlam tlutt 
whenever an n~gregation of individuals t:-d-;:es )Jlaec antl 
a corporation it:> 1'ot'HlCU ltuving a qnasi~puLlic ll?sitio~1, 
\VC do Hnd connption. The railway eorpol'atwns 111 

the United States a.re notoriously corrupt ; a.ud many 
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thinking people, writing on the present position of 
affaiJ'S in the Unitc(t ~ta.tes, cnn~idcr the most scrirJns 
evil now thre:ttening that eonntr\' is the enormous 
and incrca~Sing infiucnee of these co'rr,orH.tions. 'I'here 
c~m be no doubt of it. I saw, the othcl' day, a state
ment-I forget the authority at thi-; moment--to the 
effect that one of the great rail\vay comvanies in the 
United state~;- the l·irie Company, I think-had ::.pent 
in one year £200,000 in bribery. 

The ::\.ii.'liSTJ<;R FOR vrmtKS: Bribing judges and 
lawyers. 

)fr. catiFJ!'ITII: Bribing judges and m em hers of 
Pal'liament. 

The P.IUOIJ 1m: '!'hat was an English company. 
:\Ir. GRIFFI'l'II: I don't know where the men were 

born, bnt I know that some of the most notorious 
art. venturers in the Unit.od StatE--; are dir, (jtors of it. 
Where they were born I am sure I don't knmv; vcrhaps 
they came from Scotland. 

The Plt~<:~un:R: That W<LS not a land-grant railway. 
1\'lr. GRIFPI'l'II: I nm rtware of that. I am now 

pointing out that thr~e great railway corporatiOns do, 
solflehow or other, feel t.hcrm:elves jnstilicd, whether 
their consciences hnve llec>ome aJieretl or not, in doing 
very singular things. I \Yill give ;moLhcr 1llmnration 
which is fnmiliar. 1 am not now addressing my..,elf to 
thh particul~Ll' scheme at all, bnt to the gencra..l 
prineiple of allowing the country to be understood to 
be a. field for evt~ry individnal who likes to cor:ue to it 
an<l make a railway in consideration of getLing a land 
grant. Vrhataboutthe Pacific Railway scandal? '!'hat 
company had got a concession from 'the Cauadia.n Go
vermnent, whilsL their· was a da.nger that it would not 
be cm·ried throu~h. 11here was a general election, and 
the company, bein~ anxious to seeure their concession, 
contributed £'20,(100 to\vards the electioneering ex
penses of the party in powet•. A_t that time that was 
thought to be a very immoral aud improper thing, 
and the Government tlid not venture to face 
a division on a motion mov(~d upon it. \'rlmt 
has hccn done may be done ag-ain. Suppose that 
in this country a compa.ny of g·eutlcman a.s respect
able as tho.:;e of the <lrand rrrunk Railway Company~ 
and there 'vcre some very rc~pectable people in that 
company who ·would scorn to do dishonourable things 
in private lifo~reeeivccl a valuable conct·ssion from the 
Govormn~--:nt. and su~)}Jose a general election were to 
take place to determine 'vltcther a. scheme of this kind 
shonld be cal'l'ied ont-snnpose it was a. pnrticnlarly 
good thing for the .;;;peculators, and suppose they were 
ll() more moral as a corpora1 ion than the t1ircctor.-; of 
the Grand Trunk Rai.l\"t ay- the expeucliLure of n, vnl'y 
mneh smaller sum than that might po~:;ibly SlWCCCEl in 
obtaining a majority. rl'hoso thing-s arc notorious. and 
we ought to pause a good while before we deliheratcly 
incur those dangers. It is rrclibcratcly incnrrin~ a new 
danger, which in the United t3tates ha~ thre:ttened the 
very existence of the Constitution. \Ve have done 
very well here without it, ~md I hope we :shall con
tinue to do so. Another thing in connection with those 
great railway companh~·~, hctving contl'ol of the public 
highways is that they are alw~-tys wanting something. 
I will take the case of a railway that luts to be finished 
in two years. Supvose they want two more yeat·s, 
pressure will be brought to hl~ar, and wh&,t is ealled in 
the United States, ·' lohbying," will be intt·oduccd and 
aeelimatiscd here. Attempts have already heon made 
to introduce that system into this eonntry. . • . . 
The statemm1t just made by the hon. gentleman is 
entirely founded on his own tma;.::inat.ion. Once, when 
in Opposition. I reeei·.rcd a. deputation in the lobby of 
the Honf'c·-a deputation conveying the resolutions of a 
pnblic meeting. Hut that. is not ''lobbying," as the 
hon. gentleman knows perfectly well. The hon. gentle
man knows what lobbying means, and so do other 
people. 

rrhe AII:'l"TS'l'KR :FOR LAKDS: Don't you remember 
that" rough-and-tumble" with a,n llon. member in the 
pa.ssa~cP 

s,, it would appear that in those times the lobbies 
were the :;cenes of grea.t confliet~, which we never 
have now. 

1\Ir. JgNKINSON: ·what has this to do with 
this Cloncurry Bill? 

::\Ir. 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 stnte
ment the other night to this effect-that this 
garbled report was made out of the cnlony. He 
seemed very anxious about certain 1•eople, and I 
think he might SjHmd his time in trying to 
rehabilitate the reputations of those persuus. 

1\Ir. J gNKINSON : 'l'hey are quite able to do 
that themselves. 

Mr. HIGGS : \V ell, the hon. member need not 
pose in the position of a speci<tl interrupter. I 
am supposed to be heard in silence. Mr. Griffith 
then said-

Another evil found to exist is that they obtain such 
a monopoly that they can practically impose their own 
tenns. I \Yill show afterwards how magnificently that 
is arranged for in this proposal-hmv they get a mono
poly of t.hc entire \Varrcgo district. 

'fhis was a discussion on the \Varrego Railway 
Bill. Mr. Griffith went on to say-

1Vhcn :t company of that kind has a monopoly in the 
llnited States. and they cannot come to terms 'vith a 
man who wishes to use their railvmy-supuose he is a 
large grain fanner. aud 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 \Vhich 
he want~ to deRpatch his crop. rrhe cotnpany is bound 
to carry for everybod.\', but it always hapvens there are 
never any trucks at that station. That is systemati
cally practi~ed in the Umted States, and men with 
perhaps 1,000 tons of grnin have to WHit month after 
month, unable to get it away. simply because they will 
not submit to the dictation of the company. An hon. 
member on the other ~ide laughs, but I can assure him, 
on the testimony of public writers, that such thing.s are 
done. 'l'hat is one of the dangers of placing the great 
highways nnder the control of companies. 

Now that is a very strong speech made by Mr. 
Griffith years ago, in support of our contention 
againRt any departure from the State policy of 
railway construction. Mr. Griffith showed that 
the system of private railways in the United 
States had led to corruption ; and that the 
influence of the .e compa<.ies was exercised to the 
detriment of the public, inasmuch as there was 
positive bribery of judges and members of Parlia
ment. Now these are strong arguments why we 
shoultl not adopt this policy of the present 
Governrnent. There is not one single virtue 
about the railway proro,als of the Govern
ment that are at present before the House. 
Hon. members talk about private enterprise; but 
there is no private enterprise abont 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 priv<Lte monopoly company, 
consisting of certain persons, some of whom are 
relati ws of some hon. members in this House 
and other persons in high places. 8upposing 
the majority of the people in Queen street 
wanted the oprortunity of building this rail way, 
would they g·et it? Not at all; because, as 
we all know, this Government has taken this 
syndicate company under its sheltering wing, to 
the exclusion of all other peor,le. It is a private 
monopoly. There is no fair play ; "no fair field 
and no favour" to anyone except a few people. 
So th;tt we repudiate the term "private enter
prise" when applied to a proposal of this kind. 
There is no private enterprise about it at all. 
If 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-"ht April, 1900. Queensland 
Guvernment. Short of fur,ds! Short of funds ! 
Cannot borrow! Cannot borrow! Valuable 
concc~~ions to be sold l Enorrnnus sacrifice ! 
i\Iessrs. H. Philp and J. R. Dickson, trustees 
for the jJeople of Queensland, will on the 1st 
April, 1900, sdl enormous conce·osions: The right 
to bnild a railway 2GO miles, or thereabouts, in 
length; the right to build an unlimited number 
of twent)'-five-mile branches; the right to a free 
grant 2GO miles long and 120 links wide ; the 
right to the Crown lands over which the tram ways 
or branch lines will rnn ; 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 annum ; the right to 
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construct any works which the comp[tny may 
consider it desirable to construct; the right to 
free grants of land for labourers' dwelling"; the 
right to free grants of land for smelting and c.ther 
works; the right to free grants of land for 
wharves and wharfage accornnwdation; the right 
to charge 50 per cent.. more than the State rail
ways for a period of fifty years ; the right to 
construct and erect telegmphs and telephones, 
and to che~rge fees for thtm becnmill'' acquainter1 
with the private affairs of other n people ; the 
right, also, to ignore the proYisions of the 
:!\lining Act of lfMl8." I was very pleC~sed to 
hear the hon. memhrr for Gympie, lYir. 
Ryland, refer 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 n single provision of the Mining Act of 
18!)8 shall apply to them. They have the brazen 
effrontery to try to hind future Parliam•'nts 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 through the House, and go 
about the lobbies, am! sit here anxiously waiting 
for the Assembly to pass the measure, and I 
regret to say that some hem. members opposite 
appear anxious to assist them. I venture to 'ty 
that those hon. members will live to regret the 
day that they supported sueh a proposal as 
thnt now before the House. If the true friends 
of the people in the British House of Commons 
could have foreseen wha~ hns taken place during 
the past seventy years m the old country they 
would never have granted the privileges which 
the railw:ty c•nnpanies have posses.~ed for so 
many years, and which they have used with snch 
disastrous effect npon the people of Great Britain. 
The first Iron Railway Act wa, passed by the 
British House of Commons in 1801, that io about 
a hundred years ago. At that time hnrsepnwer 
w:" the only power u'ed, and both horses a.nd 
vehicles were supplied by the persons owning the 
tramway. It was not till 1R23 that application 
was successfully made to Parliament for per
mi:-~sion to use ste:11n engine~ 1 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 u' eel on a 
tramway in those Limes, but the companies saw 
what great opport.unities thev possnssed, and 
they hegan to proYide the rolling-stock. Very 
soon after 1830 it was r~cognised how great wns 
the power of monopoly possessed by each rail
way, and consta.nt effortR have been made since 
that time to remedy the grievanees under which 
farmers, agricultural labourers, and the people 
generally have suffered, but without effect. 
Absulutely fruitless ha.ve been the endeavours of 
Parliament and the Pros~ to control the com
panies. The legislators in the British House of 
Commons would have stood aghast if a rail
way Bill had been pres .. nted to them cont>1ining 
provisinns such as are to be found in this N m·man
ton·Cloncurry Railway Bill. Such comprehen
sive powers were never dreamt of by railway 
companies seventy ye.1rs ago. At that time they 
were rnere providers of an iron railroad, over 
which anybody was permitted to haul or carry. 
Then they became sole carriers, collectors, and 
delivery agents, and they are now a national 
danger-a menace to the public welfare-cor
morants, vultures, vampir\?-S with an inordinate 
appetite ; the S<Jrt of people who should be kept 
out of Australia 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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railr•)ads supplie•l their own milroacls, to a 
great extent protected t,be public from extortion. 
But the company having taken up all the means 
of haulage and the position of gen<'ral carriers 
have destroyed competition on the line. The 
penple even then clung to the opinion that 
competition bettVeen the existing lines would 
protect the public from extortionate rates fm· 
the c.,rriage of goods and passengers, but how 
hopeless was their belief in competition is shown 
by the fact that the railway companies Jl<lSsess 
a fW\\.'"Cr to impose ta.xes 1nore exacting and 
more effective than any ever enjoyed by a 
crowned monarch of England. 'rhe legislature 
ha" made several well-disposed attempts to 
regulate tho ratBs charged by the railway com
panir>~. Commi-,.sioners have been appointt3d 
who may be appealed to at any time to con
sider the rates charged_ The compa.nies may 
charge a maximum rate, but if they happen 
to be charging a rate, say, 50 per cent. below 
that maximum, they may not suddenly raise 
it to the n:aximurn unless they can show 
that the proposed aLeratinn is reasonable. But 
this admirable provision is a d('a<l letter in 
prctctice because the cost of challen~ing the un
reasonableness of a r>1te in the face of tl1e 
el:tborate machinery for expert evidence at the 
disposal of tlu~ a,sf)ociated companie.'-l i~ smnething 
from which even merchant prin:!es shrink. Can 
it be believed that the legal expenses of these 
companies total £:5,000,000 a year, or tlmt since 
their ad vent in the old country th,.ir legal ant! 
Jnrliamentary expenses have totalled the enor
mous sum of £(J:i,OOO,OOO. I ask hon. gentle
men who propose to depart from the State 
milway policy of this country, to say where 
t.ha.t rnoney cmne from. It ne\.'er cn.nw frorn 
the pockets of the companies, for it was 
never in them, but it has eorne out of the 
ch:crges made upon the public. How. "eldom 
do we hear of any legal expenses 111 con
nectiOn with our State railways. That is because 
there is lt disposition on the part of the State to 
trett the public birly. 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 Pnrliarnent, and 
the judges of the colony. The competition which 
was expected doe.s not exi.-:t, because an as.socia
tion of managers fix the rates. \Ye are told that 
if this com1r1.ny oppress._ s m; we can build a 
S~ate railway to compete with their line. On 
this subject of competition John Scuart Mill 
s-qs that where the perform~nce of a necesc~try 
service comes to he a, prac~,ical monopoly, though 
perfect freechm for competition is allowed, none 
really t lkes place, and the cbar~e made for a service 
that cannot be dispensed with is quite as much 
compulsory taxation as if it was imposed by law. 
But wh·tt are the prospects of our building anew 
line? Mill points out thrtt there is perfect 
freedom for competition, but it is a competitbn 
which never takes place. \Ve know it is very 
seldom indeed there is competition in the case of a 
gas comp~t.ny, although a. <'_,;as company can charga 
whatever it c!Jooses. \Ve sh·tll 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
land. l~arrners, ruiner'", all classe.s of agricnl
tnrists and pastor~lists, will be snbjrct to the 
will of the directors of the corn pany. Tbe,v 
must either use the line or le'' ve the country, and 
if they use the linA they will have to P"Y the price 
the company charges. The corpor .. tion 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 tra··:e, 
and knowing the immense power they have to 
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tax the people of the Northern part of Queens
land. The hon. member then, to show how 
inimical was the working of private railway 
companies in Great Britain to the agricultural 
and othet· industries, quoted from the late 
Mr. 13iddulph Martin, president of the Royal 
Statistical Socie•y, and from a paper read 
by ::'tir. Balfour Brown, Q.C., at the Lon
don Chamber of Commeree in 1897. The 
Bill made no vrovision emthling the Com-

missioner for Railways to fix the 
[12 p.m.] rates uf carriu6e on the line, and no 

doubt Royal Commissions would 
have to be "!•POinted in the future to attempt to 
get the rntes reduced, but their efforts would 
prove as fruitless as similar efforts had proved in 
Great Britain. In the mother couut1 y the rail
way companies were largely responsible for the 
depression which prevailed in rrmny industries, 
on account of their carrying- foreign goods at 
much lower rates than they charged upon 
British g-oods, and chambers of commerce in 
England had expres,ed the opinion that the only 
remedy was State ownership of the railways. 
There was no gurcrantee that the rates on the 
Uloncurry line would not give a similar pre
ference to foreign produce. 

The Dl•~PUTY SPEAKER said: I think tlie 
hon. rr1e1nber i::~ tediour5ly repeating 

[12·30 a. m.] him.,elf, and I must warn him that 
I shall have to call npon him to 

re•mme his seat if he continues to do so. 
1\Ir. HTGGS pointed out that the American 

railw:.ty contpanieR oppre~:<sed the industrieH in 
the United States by theit· charges, contrasting 
the tre:~tmeut extended by private railway com
panies with the assi:;tance given by the 
~2ueermland railways to the pastoral industry. 
The hou. member then proceeded to argue in 
favour of the State ownership of railwap. 

The inauguration of }t syBtem of 
[1 a.m.] private milways nwant economic 

wa~te, as rach 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 conRtrnction of rail ways, the time would 
come when the Government would have to 
purchase those line" at great lo;;s to the country. 
On behalf of his constituency, he protested 
against the passage of the Bill. 

Qnestinn-That thP Bill be now read a second 
time--ptlt ; and the House divided :-

Arl':s, 29. 
)fessrs. PhilJl, R.nLloflgc. Diekson, Foxt.on, O'Comwll, 

Dalrymple, MlU'J'a,y, Bell, Co\vley, Callan, Htory, 
Stephcus, FoY~yth, Bridge., -:\lacldntosh, Stcphen~on, 
Stodart, Plnnkctt, Tooth. IJanran, \ewe! I. Camp bell, 
Kent, Lcahy, Potrie, RtJ'tholomew, J. Ham1lton, Bok'i, 
and Kcogh. 

XOES, 2(), 

::\Ie:ssrs. nrownc, IIardacre, Pishcr. Kidston, FitzgeraJfl, 
Turley, 'ff'Donahl. Bowman, Reid, Korr, \Y. Hamilton, 
Dibley, Dawr-:on, Mnxwell, :J!IcDonncll, Ryland, I~esina, 
Higgs, StewH.rt, and Duns ford. 

PArn-,. 
Aycs.~::\fp<.un·s. :\Ioorc, Armstrong, Fon·est, Smith, 

G. '!'horn, and T. B. Crib b. 
Noes.~:VIessr~. Jcnkinson, Jackson, Groom, Fogarty, 

Gla~sey, and Givcns. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 
On the motion of the SEOR~~TARY FOR 

RAIL \V A YS, the committal of the Bill was 
made an Order of the Day for Tu.csday next. 

ADJOUR:0TMENT. 
The PRE:\HER: I move that this House do 

now adjourn. The Government business this 
evening will be Supply. 

1\Ir. BH,O\Vl\Ji: : I would like to ask tile hon. 
gentleman when we are likely to have the 
federal legislation ? I would also remind him 
that the Hailwav Commissioner's Bill and the 
Public Service Bill must be passed within the 
next fortnight. 

'fhe PREMIER : Notice for the introduction 
of the Federal Bill will be given at the next 
sitting of the Houo<'. The Railway Oommi~
sioner's Bill will be gone on with at an early date; 
but the Public Service Bill is not y<>t ready. 

Question put a nu passed. 
The House adjourueu at half-past 1 o'clock. 




