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Questions.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

‘WEDNESDAY, 16 OCTOBER, 1901.

The SpEaRER (Hon. Arthur Morgan, Warwick)
took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

QUESTIONS.
JLLITERATE JUSTIOES OF THE PEACE.
Mr. W. HAMILTON (Gregory) asked the
Chief Secretary—

1. Are there any justices of the peace appointed in
Queensland who can neither read nor write?
2. If so, how many, and by whom recommended ?

[16 OcrosEr.]
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The CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. R. Philp,
Townsville) replied—

The hon. member for Leichhardt has made a verbal
communication with regard to one alleged case of the
kind, and has promised to write more fully on the
subject. Apart from this, the Government have no
veason to believe that any such unqualified persons
have bken appointed to the Commission of the Peace.

DELaY or GLADSTONE MaAIL Train.

Mr. RYLAND (Gympic) asked the Secretary
for Railways—

1. Is it correct, as stated in Progress of 12th October,
that the Gladstone mail train, on the night of 4th
QOctober, was delayed forty-three minutes at the Central
station to enable Messrs. Boles and Kent, MM.L.A,, to
travel homewards a he division on the Normanton-
Cloncurry Railway?

2. If not forty-three minutes, what was the extent of
the delay, if any, of the Gladstone mailon the night
referred to®

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. J. Leahy, Bulloo) replied—

I have not seen the copy of Progress, but 1 delayed
the train that evening for a few minutes.

SoUTH DRISBANE SANITARY CONTRACT.

Mr. DUNSYORD (Charters Towers) asked
the Secretary for Railways—

1. Is he aware that the department isconveyingin
open ‘* I’ wagons hmman excrement from the South
Brishane Sanitary Works to Enoggera, consigned to
Chinese gardeners there ¥

2. Has he received any complaints from the residents
in that distriet »e this nuisance ¥

3. Will he see that in future this great danger to the
health of the people is discontinued »

The SECRETARY
replied—

No, not of the stuff inquired about; but soine such
matter, after being roasted and covered with ashes, was
so conveyed. The contract terminates at the chd of
this month.

FOR RAILWAYS

PUBLIC SERVICE BILL.

On the motion of the PREMIER, it was for-
mally resolved—

That the House will, at its next sitting, resolve itself
into a Committee of the Whole to consider of the desir-
ableness of introducing a Bill to Amend the Public
Serviee Act.

PUBLICATION AND SALE OF NEWS-
PAPERS BILL.

On the moticn of the HOME SECRETARY
(Hon. J. F. G. Foxton, Curnarvon), leave was
given to introduce a Bill relating to the publica-
tion and sale of newspapers on Sunday.

FirsT READING,

The HOME SECRETARY presented the
Bill, which was read a first time, and the second
reading made an Order of the Day for to-
IOITOwW.

INTRODUCTION OF JAPANESE.

On the motion of Mr. BROWNE (Croydon),
it was formally resolved—

That an Address be presented to the Lieutenant-
Governor, praying that His Excellency will be pleased to
cause to be laid on the table of this Ifouse copies of all
treaties, agreements, and correspondence between the
Government of Queensland and the Government of
Japan relative to the introduction of Japanese to
Queensland.
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PORT NORMAN, NORMANTON, AND
CLONCURRY RAILWAY BILL.
RESUMPTION oF COMMITTEE,

On clause 24— Lieases”—

Question—That the following words be inserted
after line 18:—

Inevery mineral lease exceeding 25 acres, a poftion of
the surfuce area not cxceeding one-half of the area over
and above 25 acres shall be reserved for residence and
business purposes (. Marwell's amend:aent).

Mr. BROWNIL (Croydon): After the discussion
which had already taken place on the amendment,
he hoped the Minister would see his way to accept
it, The hon. member for Burke would be pre-
pared to show where such a difficulty had
already cropped up. A township was laid off
by the Government, and after a number of
allotiments had beén taken up, a mineral lease
was taken up right in the middle of the main
street, which was monopolised by the company,
and business people were at the mercy of the
company. Ifsuch anamendment asthis had not
been inadvertently omitted from the Mining
Act that trouble would not have arisen. The
preamble mentioned that the company had the
right to evect workmen’s dwellings, and if they
were allowed to monopolise those large areas of
Jand, and then, in addition, erect those resi-
dences, a similar state of affairs to that existing
in America would be brought about, the com-
pany having the employees and business people
at their wercy, and imwediately any friction
arose, they could turn them off the ground and
they would have no remedy.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
{Hon. J. Leahy, Bulloo): At the last sitting
they had had a great deal of discussion on
that amendment, extending over three hours.
He had told hon. members opposite that he
would make all the provisions of the mining
laws applicable to the Bill, with the single ex-
ception of the labour conditions. Hon. members
said that special conditions were being given to
the owners of the leases, but in that case they
were imposing harder conditions. He would not
object to the amendment if it was the ordinary
law, and applied to other leases.

Mr. BrowNE: We are going outside the ordi-
nary law.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Not with regard to mineral leases, except so far
as labour conditions were concerned. Against
that the company were paying £1 an acre for
their leases, and he would like to see 10,000 or
50,000 acres taken up at that price. What he
was afraid of was that the company would
not take it up. He had considered the mat-
ter carefully, and if he had seen that there
was anything to be gained by the amend-
ment he would have accepted it at first.
He did not believe in taking three hours talking
over a thing, and then changing the opinion he
had arrived at upon it, unless some fresh infor-
mation was given to lead him to do so. Nothing
has arisen to induce him to change his mind, and
he did not think there was any usein continuing
the discussion. He had tried to meet hon. mem-
bers opposite in_every fair way. He had pro-
mised to bring the company within the pale of
the ordinary law, and as far as the ordinary law
applied to mineral fields, it wonld apply to this
company. If there was any amendment of the
Mining Act in the future in relation to mineral
leases, it would apply to this company as well.
‘What was the use of putting in a clause like this,
which wou'd only apply to a small patch of
country taken up by this company, and not to
the leases taken up by every oneelse all over the
State? If any provision was made, it should be
of general application to all mineral leases. He

[ASSEMBLY.]
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had made up his mind not to_accept the amend-
ment, but of course if the Committee insisted
upon it being inserted, it was a matter for them.

Mr. MAXWELL (Burke) pointed out that
wherever work was carried on on a mining fleld
settlement followed. Wherever there was a
mine working, the men employed in connection
with it endeavoured to get as close to their work
as possible. He knew that at Finasleigh men
had erected houses on the mineral field, thinking
that they would have an opportunity afterwards.
of buying the allotments. Instead of that, some
persons came along and took up a lease for the
whole of the area on which they had built.

The PreMIER : Did they get the lease granted
to them ?

Mr. MAXWELL: Yes.

The PreEMIER : I do not think so.

Mr. MAXWELL: He was certain that they
did, because he had been to the hon. gentleman’s
department and seen aboub it.

The PREMIER: Subject to the rights of the
people already there.

Mr. MAXWELL: These people had no
rights. They took up the allotments without ap-
plying for a residence area, thinking in time that
they would have an opportunity of buying thein.
‘Why were not these allotments put up for sale,
instead of being allowed to be taken up under
mineral lease? As it was, the people who had
put up the buildings had no rights, and could
simply be told to clear out. He doubted even
whether they had the right to shift their houses.
He believed the same thing would occur in the
Cloncurry district, and it was with the object of
preventing that, that he had moved his amend-

ment.

* Mr, JENKINSON (Wide Bay): He would
support this amendment because he believed it
to be veasonable, and for the reason that his ex-
perience on goldfields and in coanection with
mineral fields led him to believe that it was abso-
lutely necessary that some such provision should
be inserted in the Bill. He believed that at the
time they were passing the Mining Bill it was
purely through an oversight that the same pro-
vigion was not inserted with regard to mineral
leases as was inserted with regard to gold-
mining leases. When Gympie was first dis-
covered the township was at what was called the
“Two Mile,” but owing to the discovery of the
gold leads going south mnearly the whole of the
township had been built to the south, and what was
originally known as the Gympie township was
almost deserted, while what was then outside the
pale of the goldfield was now dotted over
with houses as far as the Monkland, which
was 4 or 5 miles distant from the previously
allocated township, It was the same with regard
to the Kilkivan Gold Field, and the Jimna Gold
Yield, at the otherend of the Wide Bay district. If
thishad been theexperience in the past, surely they
had some reason for expecting the same thing to
oceur in the Cloncurry district. There was not
the slightest doubt, as had been pointed out by
the hon. member for Woothakata, that men
desired to get their homes as near their work as
possible, and, that being so, some provision should
be made for them which would not leave them
entirely under the thumb of this company.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILwWAYS : If that is so,
there should be a general measure dealing with
f{bisé and not a patchwork amendment of this

ind.

Mr, JENKINSON : They had pointed out
that it was purely an oversight that it was not
included in the Mining Act, and if they had
made a mistake three years ago that was no
reason why they should perpetuate it. They
should take the earliest opportunity of rectifying
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it. Surely hon. members would realise that
what they were asking for was reasonable!
There was not a single mining mermber but who
would endorse the general principle that they
had been asserting from this sids of the House.
The principle was a very reasonable one, and

this was the first opportunity mem-

[4 p.m.] bers had had of pressing it on the

attention of the House. He hoped
the Minister would reconsider his decision and
accept the principle, even though he could not
see his way to accept the whole of this amend-
ment.

Mr. J. HAMILTON (Cook): The hon. mem-
ber was perfectly right in saying that this regu-
lation with regard to miners’ residences was
omitted from the section relating to mineral
leases in the Mining Act through an oversight,
but the hon. member did not appear to have
understood what the Minister for Railways had
just said. He said the Mining Act would be so
altered that a regulation which exists in the
Act empowering miners to reside on goldmining
leases would also be made to apply to leases held
under the Mineral Lands Act. That being the
case, what was the good of this suggested patch‘
work legislation, which would only apply to
5,000 acres out of the hundxedb of thousands of
acres of mineral country in Queensland? He
considered it desirable that a law should be
introduced, which would apply to all mineral
leases taken up in the colony, enabling miners to
live on them. That would be introduced, and if
it was introduced by no one else, he himself
would introduce it.

Mr. BROWNE: Two matters had been
pointed out by the Minister for Railways and
reiterated by the hon. member for Cook. The
Minister said that this Act was on all-fours with
the Mining Act, but he (Mr. Browne) said
“XNo.” If the hon. member for Burke withdrew
his amendment, would the Minister allow this
clause to be amended 50 as to bring this Bill into
line with the provisions of the Mining Act?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : Yes, with re-
gard to mineral leases, with the exception of
the labour conditions.

Mr. BROWNE : Would the Minister accept
an amendment on line 26, cutting down the
period from fifty years to twenty-one years?

Mr. J. Hayivron : That s a specific provision.

The SECRETARY rOorR RatLwavs: No. I re-
ferred to all the conditions of mineral leases
affecting the rights of the public. At any rate,
it is only a question of eight years.

Mr. BROWNI : No. By this Biil the com-
pany were given a term of fifty years, but the
term under the present Mining Act was twenty-
one years? What was the good of the hon.
member objecting to special legislation for this
company, when right through the Bill they were
making special terms and conditions, They
were overnqu the present Railway Acts, the
mining law, and the Lands Acts. If this com-
pany was going to get the same rights as other
people, why should they not be subJect to the
same restrictions as other people? Only this
session they had passed an amendment of the
Mining Act of 1898, which had been mutilated
in another place, and when it was introduced by
the Minister for Mines, he (Mr. Browne) and
other hon. members were anxious to introduce
an amendment of this kind ; and he believed
that if the officials of the Mines Department
were referred to, they would be found in favour
of it. He had asked the Minister for Mines if
he would accept any other amendment in the
Mining Act besides this one, and he said he
would not.

Mr. J. Haurwrox : He did not, and there is
nothing to prevent any hon. member introducing
another Bill distinet from this,
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Mr. BROWNE: This was special legislation.
As had been pointed out, business people might
settle down in this district. Miners might make
their homes there, and this company would have
the right at any time to take up mineral leases
there and order them off that ground, and they
would have no remedy.

The PREMIER: Not if they took up home-
steads.

Mr. BROWNE : As the Bill stood now the
company could take up these leases wherever
they liked. There was no provision that they
should put up notices or mark out where the
ground was—nothing of that sort.

The PREMIER : You were told that all that will
be altered.

Mr. BROWNE : The amendment of the
Minister for Railways was to omit the whole of
clauses 26 and 27.

The PrEMIER : All that will be omitted.

h'l‘he SECRETARY FOR Ralnways : I will omit
them.

Mr, BROWNE : This company had the power,
as the Bill now stood, to take up 200 or 300 acres
of these leases, and they could prevent anyone
coming anywhere near them, although the land
might be very valuable and convenient for the
people there to live on. If this company were
going to have all these rights, the people who
settled there should at least have enough room to
live upon.

Mr. RYLAND (Gympic): It had been said
that 5,000 acres was a sinall patch, but he thought
that was a very big patch indeed ; and if the
company tock up that area, where would the
miners live ?

The PREMIER : Where do they live now ?

Mr. RYLAND : As a rule they lived on gold-
mining leases. Previous to the legislation which
reserved n certain ares of land for residence
purposes it was an understood thing that miners
had a claim to the surface rights, and in no case
that he knew of had the holder of a goldmining
lease interfered with a miner selecting a home-
stead on residence areas. He remembered that
in one case where a prospectus was placed on the
London market it was stated that a considerable
amount of revenue would come in from the
letting of surface rights for residence purposes,
but among the mining community it was always
acknowledged that the working miner had a
right to build his home on mining leases. The
miners had hitherto enjoyed this pmvﬂege, and
it would be taken away from them under this
Bill. No amendment of the mining law that
mwight hereafter be passed providing for reserva-
tions for residence purposes would apply to this
company.

The SECRETARY FOR Rariwayvs: The com-
pany will not be exempt from future legislation.

Mr. RYLAND: The company would have
the surface rights given to them by their leases,
and those rights could not be taken away from
them without compensation. There was a pro-
vision in the Bill which exempted the company
from the Mining Act and any amendment of the
Mining Act. There might be a large popula-
tion in that part of the country, and where
would the miners live when all the surface
rights were given to the company ? The miners
would have to go cap in hand to the company,
and ask for permission to live on the leases, and
for that permission they would have to pay a
high rent or a high price.

Hox. G. THORN (Fassifern) rose to a point
of order, and called attention to Standing Order
258, which provided that a member must speak
to the amendment before the Committee.

The CHAIRMAN : I have followed the hon.
member for Gympie in his speech, and I think
he is in order.
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Mr. RYLAND : He was sorry that the hon.
member for Fassifern did not understand the
question before the Committee. He thought
the Minister should consider the amendment,
and not take away from the mining community
the privilege which they had enjoyed in the past.

Mr. GIVENS (Cairns): The amendment
moved by the hon. member for Burke pro-
vided that where the area of a lease exceeded
25 acres one-half of the area over and above
25 acres should be reserved for residence and
business purposes. One of the arguments
against the acceptance of that amendment
was that the company would require a very
large area for carrying on their smelting and
other works in connection with copper-mining.
He would remind the Secretary for Railways
that the Chillagoe Company and the 2lount
Garnet Company bad very large works erected
on their mineral leases, and that in neither case
did those works occupy more than 10 acres,
Even if the amendment was accepted, the
company would have the total area of their
lease where such ares did not exceed 25 acres,
and if a lease was 50 acres in extent all that
was asked was that they should give 12}
acres to miners and business people living in
the vicinity for residence and business purposes.
This was not much to ask, and the Minister
might very well accede to their request without
inflicting any hardship on the company, or
forfeiting any of his own dignity. With regard
to the statement that these leases would be
brought under the provisions of the mining law
in every particular, that had been effectually
refuted by the leader of the Opposition, who had
pointed out that there were exceptional terms
with regard to the length of the lease. These
would ke for fifty years, whereas every other
leaseholder would have a term of twenty-one
years only. As was pointed out by the hon.
member for Gympie, if any amendment was
made in the mining law providing that a certain
portion of the surface area on mineral leases
should be reserved for residence and business
purposes, that reservation could only apply
to leases granted after the amendment was
passed, and could not apply to these 5,000
acres of mineral leases, as there could be
no revision of sthose leases for fifty years. Unless
the amendment was accepted, the company
would have an indefeasible right, not only
to the minerals in their leases, but also to the
surface rights for fifty years, and the Govern-
ment would have no power to revise those leases.
Tt was said that this was patchwork legislation,
and that if such an amendment was passed it
should apply to mineral leases all round. Well,
it was necessary to make the provision apply to
the mineral leases which would be granted under
this Bill, so as to bring them into line in that
respect with other leases, to which a subsequent
amendment of the law would make it apply,
otherwise the company would be exempt from
that condition for fifty years. Besides, it had
been found by practical experience that such a
provision was necessary for the protection of
the miners, who always wanted to live as near
to their work as possible, and not to have to
walk three or four miles to their work. It
would be no hardship to the company, while
it would meet with the general approval of the
people of Queensland, and most certainly of
everyone connected with the mining industry.
They were told that this was patchwork legisla-
tion, but most of their legislation was of a patch-
work description. They were always adding
patches to their land legislation, and only last
night they had been discussing the question of a
superannuation fund which affected only a small
section of the community.

The CHAIRMAN : Order!

[ASSEMBLY.]
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Mr. GIVENS was only bringing it in to show
that there was ample precedent if it was patch-
work legislation. The point he particularly
wished to make was that those leases would be
granted for fifty years, and would not be subject
to the ordinary conditions of mineral leases, so
that any amendment of the law with regard to
mineral leases that might be made subsequently
would not affect those leases at all. He trusted
that the Minister would see his way to accept
the amendment.

Mr. J. HAMILTON : It was agreed on both
sides that in all mineral leases there should be
a reservation for residence purposes, and that
consensus of opinion would undoubtedly lead to
the introduction of some amendment of the law
in that direction soon. The suggestion of the
hon. member for Cairns that, because the com-
pany’s leases would have a longer term of dura-
tion than other mineral leases, therefore any
amendment of the law with regard to residence
on mineral leases would not apply to the com-
pany’s leases was nonsense. The only provision
in connection with those leases which was dif-
ferent from the ordinary conditions was in regard
to the length of the leases and Iabour conditions.
Of course, where there was a specific agreement,
such asthat the company should havea tifty years’
lease free of labour conditions, any amendment
of the law would not apply ; but where there was
no specific provision the amendment would apply
to those leases exactly the same as it did to all
others. There was no specific provisicn in the
Bill that the company should be allowed to hold
the surface of the ground, so that any amend-
ment in that direction would apply equally to
thowe leases.

Mr. JACKSON (Kennedy) thought that those
who had spoken on his side of the Committee
had made out a good case. He fancied that the
Minister was not opposed to the principle of the
amendment at all, but the hon. gentleman’s con-
tention was that, as they were not amending the
Mining Act, it was not worth while putting in
the amendment, but that the Government would
make due provision for it by and by. The hon.
gentleman further argued that the amendment
he intended to propose in line 30 of the clause
would cover the ground; but that amendment
would not meet the case the way it was worded.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It will put
them in the same position as the holders of any
other mineral leases, I intend to alter that
amendment.

Mr. JACKSON had not seen the altered
amendment that the hon. gentleman spoke of,
but it was certain that the amendment he had
now in print would not meet the case at all,  If
was necessary that some provision should be
inserted in the Bill so that the miners employed
by the company would be able to take up resi-
dence areas near their work. It did not seem
desirable that they should be at the mercy of the
company in the matter, and it would put the
men to great inconvenience if they had to live a
considerable distance from their work. If they
made a reservation of that sort, it would be an
inducement for married miners to take employ-
ment under the company and to settle down. The
country, of course, would benefit very much by
that, instead of having single men living in
public-houses, the same as obtained on many of
the goldfields.

Mr. FORSYTH (Carpentaria) thought it was
quite right that miners should be afforded an
opportunity of living as near to their work as
possible. At Cloncurry, at the present time,
there was a very large township, and a great
deal of land had been sold there. There was a
sale some fifteen or twenty years ago, and he
then secured some allotments for which he
would be glad to get one-third of what he gave
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for them. There was auy quantity of land for
sale, so that there would be no difficulty about
Cloncurry. With regard to the 5,000 acres, it
would be most exceptional for any company to
take up 5,000 acres in one block. Very likely it
would be split up into many blocks, the area of
which would not exceed 100 acres or 200 acres.
Of course no enactment could possibly touch the
company’s freeholds ; but if they took up blocks
of 100 acres or 200 acres, the miners could obtain
residence areas outside the leases, or the Govern-
ment might do as they had done in the analo-
grus cases of Chillagoe and Mount Garnet.
What was the position there? The Government
laid aside an area of land which was
[4'30 p.m.] put up to public auction and sold as
freehold. The same thing applied
to Mount Garnet. As far as the land as Chilla-
goe was concerned, people had put up expensive
improvements costing £600 and £700, and the
consequence was that when the land was put up
for sale compensation had to be paid, and
instead of the miner benefiting it was the out-
side speculator who benefited.  So far as Clon-
curry was concerned, as soon as the Government
saw that a township was, likely to be wanted he
would suggest that they should put up land as
nenr to the works as possible, and put it up at a
nominal price for the benefit of the working
miner. In fact he would go so far as to say
that the working miner should have a prior
right to take up, say, a quarter of an acre at £5.
As for the land being too far away from the
works, there was any quantity of land outside
the leases which the Government would no
doubt reserve for residential purposes. He did
not see any reason why that should not be done,
and it would meet the case in every particular.
Mr. BURROWS (Charters Towers) : The prac-
tice of selling land on goldfields had proved a
hindrance to the mining industry, and he there-
fore did not think the speech delivered by the
hon. member for Carpentaria had much bearing
on the question. It did not matter how much
land there was outside the leases, the fact
remained that the people wanted land close to
their work. Even on Charters Towers people
had to go a long way outside the town in order
to get a plece of land on which to live. The
Premier made an interjection to the effect that
once a man obtained a homestead it could not be
taken from him, but that was altogether a mis-
take. Ouo Charters Towers the cyanide people
had thrown their residue on the allotments, and
the people had had to go outside the boundaries
of the town altogether in order to get residence
areas. That was a very great injustice, and he
thought it was a matter that should be taken
into serious consideration. The Minister sa'd
it was not certain that the company would
take up all the leases to which they were en-
titled ; but if it was only a question of *“ may” the
hon. gentleman would not have been so stubborn
about the 5,000 acres. The hon. member for Cook
had said that subsequent legislation would be in-
troduced to deal with that matter, but it wasa
most absurd thing for any member to contend
that subsequent legislation could be made retro-
spective without compensation being given.
There were numbers of desirable allotments on
Charters Towers not in use by the companies,
and yet the miners were not allowed to use
them. Many companies had also made capital
out of selling their surface rights.- The Secre-
tary for Mines at one time expressed the opinion
that companies who did that forfeited their
leases, but he noticed that no such thisg had
been enforced. The surface rights of leases were
never mtended for any other purpose thantogive
sufficient room to the companies on which to erect
the necessary machinery to carry on operations
with. This was the only chance they would have
1901—4 1
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of making any alteration, and the Minister in
charge of the Bill could give no valid reason
why they should not avail themselves of it, and
insert this amendment, It had been shown that
this company were going on the same lines as the
American companies. They were going to build
workmen’s dwellings, stores, etc., and they were
going to carry on the business of landlords, and
rackrenting, in addition to their mining opera-
tions. There was evidence of this intention in
this Bill, and it was idle for any member to say
that there was no probability of their doing so.
They knew that when a company of this kind
had opportunities of this kind, they were going
to exercise them to the fullest extent. If this
amendment was nob allowed to pass, it meant
that the people who settled on the company’s
land would belong body and soul to the
company.

Mr. DUNSFORD (Charters Towers): He
could not understand the object of the DMinister
in refusing this reasonable amendment.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS : T cannot give
1t to you ; it is for the House to giveit,

Mr. DUNSFORD : They could not get it
unless the Minister agreed.

The SECRETARY FOR RaiLways: You will not
get the Minister to agree, I told you that before,
and I tell you again.

Mr. DUNSFORD : They waunted to convinee
the Blinister, and he was sure that the Minister
was open to conviction. He could understand
the opposition of the Minister if ther had asked
that the whole of the surface of the 5,600 acres
should be reserved for residential npurposes, but
they did not ask for that. They did not seek to
deprive the company of any right to any pertion
of the surface that they required for their own
works., They only asked that portion of the
surface should be reserved for residence purposes.
If the company took the 5,000 acres in different
50-acre leases they would have 37% acres of it
reserved for their own purposes, and only
124 acres would be reserved for residence pur-
poses. If they took it up in 100 acres
they would get 62 acres of the surface for their
own purposes, and ouly 374 would be reserved
for residence purposes. It they took it up in
200-acre blocks 1124 acres would be reserved for
their own purposes, and only 875 for residence
purposes ; so that in all cases there would still
remain a sufficiency of the surface for all the
purposes of the company, and that was why
members on his side asked that this reasonable
amendment should be included in the Bill. His
experience of the ill effects which had followed
upon not reserving the surface rights for residen-
t1al purposes had been such that he felt that it
was absolutely necessary that the surface rights
should be reserved by the Crown, except of the
portions of the surface required for mining pur-
poses. In no other way could they secure that
reservation, so far as this company was con-
cerned, except by inserting this amendment in
the Bill.

Mr, MULCAHY (Gympie) would like to make
a protest against the attitude taken up by the
Minister in regard to this amendment.: He
could not, for the life of him, see that any
reasonable man could object to it. It had been
admitted from the other side that if this pro-
vision had been inserted in the Mining Act, in
regard to mineral leases, there would have been
no objection to it ; and yet they had an objec-
tion to dealing with the matter in this Bill,
They were giving away these rights for fifty
years, and he said that any Act passed later on
would not be retrospective in its effect. The
whole thing was a deliberate attempt to compel
the miners to vote with the other side.
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The CHAIRMAN : Order! The hon. mem-
ber must contine his remarks to the amendment.

Me. MULCAHY : He was not far from the
mark, at all events. If this provision were not
inserted, the miners employed by the company
would be nothing more or less than their slaves.
Everyone recoguised that the miner liked to live
as near his work as he possibly could, and that
being 30, it was necessary that he should be able
to live within a reasonable distance from the
mine. The Premier bad put it clearly the other
day. He said they had no objection to the miner
aslong as he behaved himself. Thatneantaslong
ss he voted and thought as the company wished.
He regretted very much that the Minister could
not see his way clear to accept thé amendment.
If the argument held good in one case it should
hold good in the other, and no valid reasons had
been advanced from the other side why this
provision should not be inserted in this Bill. He
would support the amendment.

Mr. ATREY (Flinders) pointed out that many
big powers were given to the company under
this Bill: they had magnificent opportu-
nities, and he thought that the House had not
been at all ungenerous to them; on the other
hand, they had been altogether too generous.
In return for all this kindness and good nature
on the part of the House he thought they should
give a quid #ro quo in the shape of the small
concession to the working miners contained in
the amendment. If that were done it would to
a very large extent do away with the danger
which members of the Opposition always saw, of
the working miners becoming slaves, or serfs, or
being tno much under the power of a syndicate
like this. It was not a big thing they were
saking for. It had been asked by the Minister,
Why not make it geveral ? DBut they had that
sort of logie from the other side every dayv of the
week. As soon as hon. members on the Opposi-
tion side moved a particular amendment, they
were asked, *“Why not make it general ¥ And
if they did make the thing general, they would
be told thas it was altogether too sweeping, and
that they should start in a swall way first. This
company would have the right to take up 150,000
square miles and 5,000 acres of mineral leases,
which they could select anywhere they liked, and
members of the Oppositicn were only asking
that, as these privileges were being allowed to
this company, some small portion of these leases
should he left for the convenience of the working
men. They did not want to see the same
set of conditions prevailing which had pre-
vailed at Broken Hill some years ago, when men
were turned out of their homes at tweny-four
hours’ notice.  Let this company be content
with their mineral rights, and allow men to put
up tents and humpies on their land. The Pre-
mier =aid that these men could stop there as
long as they liked, as long as they behaved
themselves. But what was the definition of
good behaviour? Sometimes it meant a man
behaving like a decent citizen, but oftener it
meant him acting like a slave. The Minister
said that he wished to harmonise the law with
regard to goldmining leases with that dealing
with mineral leases, and that was nuite right.
The granting of this concession would not pre-
vent that ; neither would itdoanyharmtoanyone,
and it would give great satisfaction if the Minis-
ter accepted the provision.

Hox, G. THORN thought this debate would
have been finished some time ago, and he was
astonished at the tedious repetition which had
been allowed. He thought the Chairman would
have pulled up some hon. members long be-
fore.  The hon. member for Gympie was
under the impression that miners were slaves,
bhut he should know that they were the most
independent men on the face of the earth. He
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knew a great deal about working miners,
although be did not represent a mining con-
stituency, and he knew that if these miners did
not get what wages they wanted, or if their
wages were reduced, they inrmediately went out
on strike. The owners of this land, whether
syndicates or capitalists, or anyone else, would
take precious good care that these men were
well provided for—that they would get good
sites for their homes. The question should be
looked at from both sides, If he owned a
copper-uiine, he knew that he would study the
interests of his men. The hon. member
should also remember that what would apply to
a goldmine would nos apply to copper-mining.
He thought they should come to a vote at once
on the matter.

Mr. LESINA (Clermont): The hon. member
for Fassifern talked about the independence of
the miner, and the Queensland miners should be
deeply grateful to the hon. member, who was an
ex-Premier of this colony, for the way in which
he had extolled their virtues, but he should
remember that in nearly every instance their
independence led up to candidates being returned
who rejected this capitalistic business.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

My. LESINA : He was replying to the hon.
member for Fassifern.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member for
Fassifern only made u passing reference to the
matter, and the hon. member for Clerniont is
not in order in debating it.

Mr. LESINA said he was only making a
passing reference to the hon. member’s state-
ments, and he thought he was quite in order.

The CHATRMAN : Order, order!

Mr. LESINA: The independeance of the
miner was very largely the outcome of the con-
ditions under which he worked, and if this clause
was not amended in the direction suggested,
these men would be under the dominance of this
company, and would lose their independence.
That independence had heen achieved in the
past under fair laws, but if this
reasonable amendment were not
adopted the independence of the
miners would become a thing of the past. It
was a curions thing that there was no practical
miner on the other side of the House who looked
at this question from a practical point of view.
HEven the Secretary for Mines was not a prac-
tical miner.

Mr. ForsYTH: Are you one?

Mr. LESINA : No, but he was born on a
mining field, and his father was a miner, and he
would rather die on a mining field and be buried
by miners than by boodlers. Hedid not pretend
to be an authority on the question, but he could
see what effect certuin laws would have on the
miner in his effort to gain a livelihood. If there
had been mining members on the other side of
the House the amendment would have been car-
ried before now, because they would have got up
and insisted upon it at any cost, but as it was 1t
was utterly vseless to appeal to hon. members
opposite, because they had made up their minds
on the subject. Their idea was that if the cor-
poration secured 5,000 acres of mineral land
under the conditions laid down in the Bill, the
men who would have to live and work there
would be completely at the mercy of the com-
pany, and would not be able to make homes for
themselves except on conditions dictated by the
company. The hon. member for Carpentaria
pointed out how the company would treat the
men.

Mr. ForsyTH: I never mentioned how the
corporation would treat the men ; I did not say
a single word on the subject.

5 pm.]
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Mr. LESINA : The hon. member referred to
the men employed about the mines in that par-
ticular district; but if the corporation were
going to have an absolutely free hand to grant
or refuse to grant permission to the miners to
occupy their leases, it stood to reason that pre-
cisely the same condition of affairs would result
as had resulted elsewhere, as, for instance, in
America. The Pennsylvanian coal barons were
the proprietors of hundreds of acres of coal-
bearing land in that region, and the miners
could only live in the district by the permission
of the company who owned the land. Where
townships sprung up all the sites were owned by
the company, and the men had to pay rent to the
company, dealat the company’sstores, and patron-
ise the company’s medical officers. Precisely the
same thing would result in the case of this
Cloncurry company. So great was the power
exercised by the coal barons in that region that
if a man express-d an opinion which was dis-
tasteful the directorate of a company he was
black-listed, not at one colliery only, but at
every colliery in the district for hundreds of
miles, The men had practically lost all soul
and sense of independence, and become serfs.
That was a kind of thing he did not wish to see
develop under the laws of Queensland.

Mr. ANNEAR : The miners in America main-
tain their independence.

Mr. LESINA: Did they maintain their
independence? A strike took place at Coleraine
the other day, and the marshal went out and
read a proclamation in English to men who did
not understand a word of Knglish-—foreigners
imported from Hungary to work in the mines—
calling upon them to disperse, and many of the
men were shot, the majority in the back.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I think the hon.
member is wandering from the subject before the
Committee. There is an amendment moved, and
the hon. member must confine his remarks to
that amendment.

Mr. LESINA: Was it not manifest that if
they gave those leases as proposed in the Bill,
w1thm1t the reservation suggested by the hon,
member for Burke, that Cnndxtlons which had
grown up in other countries would grow up in
Queensland ? 1f no reservation was made for
business and residence purposes, then the com-
pany wonld build shops and labourers’ dwellings,
and lay down their own conditions as to occupa-
tion, which the men would have to accept or
leave the district. That was a blow at the
independence and liberty of the miner, and for
that reason he was opposed to the clause as it
stood. It was proposed in another part of the
Bill to give the company the right to evect
certain works. Then why mnot give the
miners the right to establish homes for them-
selves on  the leases where they would be
employed ® But the idea of hon. members
opposite appeared to be to so leave the matter
that the miner must buy at the company’s
store, and live in the company’s dwelling.
Under such a condition of affairs the miner
would lose his independence, and become a mere
chattel of the company. Of course the tendency
under those circumstances would be for indepen-
dent men to leave the district, but some would
no doubt be forced to remain behind. Force of
circumstances often compelled men to agree to
conditions which at other times they would
trample upon with contempt.

Mr JENKINSON : That would be an argument
for getting outside labour from Hungary, or
somewhere else.

Mr. LESINA : The clause had a tendency to
lay down conditions which would imperil the
independence of the miner. In referring to the
condition of affairs in America he had omitted to
say thatso overwhelming was the power of the cor-
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porations that, if they chose to issue a ukase
ordering their men to cut their hair in a certain
way, or that they should shave their beards off,
or that they should patronise acertain church, they
had either to do so or leave the district. This
company might be composed of Christian philan-
thropists—of Christian Englishmen—who would
scorn to exercise that power against the miners
of North Queensland ; but corporations, it had
been stated, possessed no souls, and this corpora-
tion might be soulless. It might be a very
excellent Christian philanthropic association of
English gentlemen, or it might be a cold busi-
ness-like body of men who would exercise those

powers.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I must again
call the hon. member to order for irrelevancy,
and ask him to speak to the amendment before
the Committen,

Mr. LESINA contended that he was trying
to show tue condition of affairs which would
result if they passed the clause without the
amendment moved by the hon. member for
Burke. The hon. member for Wide Bay sug-
gested that the company might bring in outside
tabour to work in their mines under that clause
if the miners did not agree to the conditions
imposed by the company. It was impossible to
avoid coming to the conclusion that if the clause
was passed in its present form, they were giving
the company altogether too wuch power.

The CHAIRMAN : I would remind the hon.
member that the clause s not now before the
Committee, but an amendment ; and hon. mem-
bers cannot discuss the whole clause on an
amendment to insert words.

Mr. LESINA was aware of the fact that an

amendment was before the Committee. No
reasons had been advanced why that amend-
ment should not be adopted. He and other
hon. members had given several reasons why it
should be accepted. Why should not the miners
be allowed to make homes for themselves,
without being dependent upon the company for
the right to ouild those homes? Why, under
the clause as it stvod, even the mighty firm of
Burns, Philp, and Co., with all the power
of the Government at their back, would not be
able to open a store, as the company would own
all the land where they established their town-
ships, and the miners could be prohibited from
dealing with anyone else, as the Bill gave the
company entire power. If there was any valid
objection to the amendment he would be glad to
listen to it, and even to vote against the amend-
ment, but hon. members could not possibly
change their opinions unless they heard soms
good reasons why the amendment should not be
adopted. He hoped the Secretary for Railways
would take the gag off his supporters and let
them discuss the matter in a fair-minded, honest
manner.
Mr, J. HAMILTON : For the last thirty or
forty years the regulations under which mineral
leases had been taken up had contained exactly
the same residence provisions and absence of
residence as applied to the company. Yet,
during all that time, miners had not been shot
in the back, or compelled to shave in a peculiar
way, nor bad they been subjected to those
horrible atrocities which it was asserted would
follow if the company was granted mineral leases
on exactly the same conditions as those which
had hitherto prevailed all that time in Queens-
land.

Mr. JENKINSON:
like this.

Mr., J. HAMILTONX : Since the passing of
the Mining Act in 1898 tens of thousands of
acres had been taken up under mineral lease on
exactly the same conditions regarding residence
as it was proposed to impose upon the company ;
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but during the three years which had elapsed
since the passing of that measure, hon. members
on the other side, who were so imbued with the
desire to relieve the minds of the miners just
previous to an election, had never offered any
objection, or had even suggested any alteration
of the law in this respect.

Mr. JENKINSON : We objected in 18083,

Mr, J. HAMILTON : But when it was pro-
posed to give 5,000 acres to these horrible
capitalists—who were going to invest hundreds
of thousands of pounds in finding emyployment
for labour—and regarding whom Mpr. Phillips,
the engineer, told him that it would cost them
#£1,000,000 to construct the railway—all those
horrible suppositions were submitted to them,
although the Secretary for Railways had dis-
tinctly stated that he considered it desirable to
introduce legislation—and he (Mr. Hamilton)
hoped it would be done shortly—to enable miners
to reside upon a certain area of mineral fields.
When that legislation was introduced, it would
apply to these leases in common with all others.

Mr. JENKINSON: The hon. member for
Cook said that no effort had been made to safe-
guard the interests of the miners previously.

Mr. J. HaMivtoN : With regard to residing
on mineral leases. Don’t put words into my
mouth that I did not use.

Mr, JENKINSON : They had never had an
opportunity of discussing that particular
measure until the last few weeks. They never
had had an opportunity of dealing with a
monopolistic company like that until the last
two or three weeks. They kvew very well—
particularly mining members—that there had
been a strong agitation, because there was a
grievance, prior to the passing of the Mining Act
of 1898, in favour of some such alteration as they
were now discussing.

Mr, J. HamiztoN: You have had an oppor-
tunity for years to move that miners could reside
on all mineral leases.

Mr, JENKINSON: The first opportunity that
Parliament had of altering the conditions was
taken when the Act of 1898 was under considera-
tion. The conditions were altered with regard
to goldmining leases, and it was only by the
purest oversight that similar conditions were not
made to apply to mineral leases. It was pure
bunkum for the hon. member for Cook to talk as
hedid. He posed as the miners’ friend, and said
that it was necessary that such an alteration
should be made. When? In the future. They
knew how long it took to get an alteration in the
mining laws before the Act of 1898 was passed.
No one knew better than the hon. member for
Cook the grievances under which the miners
laboured with regard to mining on private
property, and what chance was there of getting
the law amended with the Government as at
present constituted ? The miners and the mining
industry were being thwarted in every direction,
and he protested as strongly as he could against
the infliction of a grievance of that kind.

Mr. KERR (Barcoo) had listened very care-
fully to the arguments both for ard against the
amendment, and he thought the balance of testi-
mony was in favour of it. He thought it was a
fair concession that was asked for. They had
been told that such a condition had never existed
previously, and that they must be guided by past
experience. Well, some of them had had ex-
perience, if not in this colony at all events in
adjoining colonies, of the difficulty under which
miners laboured in regard to residence sites, If
there had been a provision in the laws of New
South Wales on the lines of the hon. member
for Burke’s amendment certain things that had
taken place would never have taken place, During
the big strike in the Illawarra district he knew
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the experience which his own father had. He had
erected a building of his own on the company’s
ground, and he paid them ground rent for a
number of years, When the big dispute occurred,
although he was not employed by the company,
every person on the company’s ground was turned
off.  Oue man especially he had in his mind’s
eye. He hadspent £60 on a cottage, he was pay-
ing ground rent to the company, and was ejected
during the strike, and lost every penny he had
spent. Tf there had been a clause in the New
South Wales Mining Act whereby the surface
rights were reserved for miners’ dwellings, such
a thing could never have happened. Besidesthat,
in a mining community a great variety of busi-
ness people were required to supply the wants
of the miners, and it was necessary that they
should have ground on which to erect their
stores without being beholden to the company.
He would ask the Minister to consider the
state of affairs which existed where large com-
panies kept stores of their own on the works.
In the old country a very distinguished politician
had brought in a Bill some years ago to do away
with the ““ truck” system, and it was well known
that where large bodies of men were congregated
together and had to deal at stores belonging to a
company which emploved them, they were at a
great disadvantage. Unless theamendment was
accepted no other business people could come in
and establish stores, and the company would sell
to the miners at their own price. Then, again,
if the miners could only live in the company’s
houses they would have to pay the company’s
rent, which might be very high and oppressive ;
whereasif theamendment wasaccepred theminers
would be able to erect their own homes, thus en-
couraging mentomarry andsettledown, and intro-
ducing a large settled population into the distriet.
If a person were discharged by the company, he
might, if he had the right to portion of the
surface on which his home stood, start a little
business, and thus earn a living for
[5-30 p.m.] himself and his family without
being under any compliment to the
company, and without being under the fear of
the bann of the black list of the company. There-
fore he said that the Minister for Railways, who
was in charge of this Bill, ought to take these
things into consideration, and he ought to con-
sider not only the interests of the company, but
the interests of the men who were going to work
for the company. TUnless he allowed a pro-
vision of this kind to be inserted in the Bill, he
would find that married men would not seek
the employment of the company, because they
would know they would have to travel a great
distance to get employment elsewhere should
they be dismissed, and they would have no right
to the house in which they and their families
lived. The result of that would be that no
permanent population would be settled in this
part of the colony, but the population would
continue to be of a nomadic character. He took
it that that was not what they wanted. They
wanted to encourage permanent settlement, and
unless the reservation of the surface rights asked
for by the hon. member for Burke was granted,
there would be no encouragement for married
men t0 make homes for themselves in this por-
tion of the colony. Men had been turned out of
their homes by companies carrying on operations
eleswhere, and the same thing would be done
here unless this provision was inserted.

Mr. PLUNKETT (A4lbert) : He could not see
why the Minister would not accept this amend-
ment, because nothing in the world could be fairer.
The hon. member for Cook and other hon. mem-
bers on that side had spoken strongly in favour
of it, and that being 80 he was at loss to under-
stand why the Minister would not accept it.
The hon, member said in his speech that if good
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reasons were given he would accept the amend-
ment. Well, good reasons had been given, and
he thought the Minister should now accept the
amendment, and let them get on with the Bill.

Mr. RYLAND : Reference had been made to
the independence of the miner, and the bedrock
of his independence had been his freedom from
landlordism. He could go on a piece of land and
by paying the Crown 5s. a year was able to
become lord of his home, and no one could inter-
fere wish him. 1f he got out of employment he
had at least a home for his wife and family, and
he could go abroad prospecting. If this amend-
ment was not accepted they would be bringing
mining under a system of landlordism as great
as existed in the old country. They would have
all the evils and all the horrors connected with
those mining companies that they had witnessed
in evictions 1n Ireland and in England. He was
quite satistied that if the Minister who was in
charge of this Bill could only realise what the
state of affairs would be if this amendment was
not carried, he would accept it.  He (Mr. Ryland)
would do his best to impress its importance
upon the hon. gentleman, and he trusted that
every bon. member would do the same. They
might soms time pass » minimum wages Bill,
under which no miner would be allowed to work
for less than £3 or £2 10s. a week, but if the
mining companies were to be the landlords of
the miner, they could simply take back the whole
of the advantage in the form of rent. No store-
keeper or business man would be able to carry on
his business at the place without the consent of
the company, and it seemed to him that if this
Bill passed without the amendment which had
beeu proposed being embodied in it, it would be
one of the cruellest pieces of legislation that
had ever been passad in Queensland, He was
astounded that the Minister for Railways, know-
ing as he did how dependens people were
on the will of those who owned the soil on
which they lived, should refuse to accept this
amendment. He considered the awmendment
was one of the moss vital importance, and
he would like to hear mining members on the
other side say something upon it. He was sorry
that the hon. member for Burnett was not here,
for there were a lot of miners in his district, and
that district would svon become a very important
mining dissrict. Was that hon, member prepared
to go back to the slectors who voted for him and
tell them that he was not in his place this after-
noon to defend their right to have a home and a
place to nve on? The hon. member for Cook
admitted that this was a right and just pro-
position, and he even went so tar as to say that he
would introduce this legislation himself if no
one else did ; but that would b too late for this
district. It was no use locking the stable door
when the horse was stolen. kHehoped the Minister
would give this question the consideration it
deserved. e would like to be able to go back
to the miners at Gympie and tell them in
public mesting that altbough the Minister for
Railways was against this proposal at the
beginning, that as soon as the members of the
Oppositions poiated out the injustice which would
be done if this amendment was not accepted, he
rose in his place and said he would accept the
amendment. He would like to be able to say
that to the miners at Gympie—

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I call the hon.
member’s attention to the irrelevancy of his
remarks. "The question before the Committes is
the amendment of the hon. member for Burke.

Mr. RYLAND said he wastrving to convince
the Minister in charge of this Bill—

The SECRETARY ¥OR Rarnways: I have not
heard a word you have said.

Mr. RYLAND: In that case he would go all
over it again. (Laughter.) He was talking
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about the independence of the miner. The
Premier said that the miners would not be
interfered with so long as they behaved them-
selves in the station of life which it bhad pleased
*od to place them, but as soon as they mis-
behaved themselves this company had the power
to say to them : * Get outof this. You haveno
right here ; you are only trespassers on our land,
so you had better get.” Now, these men might
have spent £50, £60, £100, or £200 in building
their homes—in fencing, in making a garden,
in planting flowers, in planting rose-trees—
in fact in making his home a little Paradise
in the wilderness; and in spite of all this,
they might be told that they had no right to be
there—that they were vagabonds on the face of
the earth, and they would have to get. He was
sorry the Minister could not see his way to accept
the amendment. Hon. members on the Opposi-
tion side were very sympathetic in this matter,
and he thought the Minister should also be
sympathetic. The hon. member for Barcoo had
pointed out that he had suffered injustices when
he had lived on land the surface of which
belonged to the other fellow. He had seen these
injustices, and the Minister for Railways
had also seen them. He had seen how the
poor man had suffered in the old country, and
what difference would it make if this debate was
delayed for half-an-hour. Should hon. members
sit still in their places and say nothing when
there was a chance of these injustices happening
in the portion of the country which this Bill
affected? In some cases these men who had
suffered injustices in the old country had taken
the law into their own hands, and even went to
the extent of shooting when they had seen the
homes of their boyhvod wrecked—in those cases
these men hardly knew what they did. And
still the Minister sat still and did not rise in his
place and say that he would accept the amend-
ment, but he thought the Minister was coming
round.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I mustcall upon
the hon. member to speak to the amendment and
leave the Government alone. I would remind
the hon. member that he is repeating himself,
and he is also repeating what other hon. members
have said. I will just read what *‘May” says
on the point—

A member who resorts to persistent irrelevancy may,
under Standing Order No. 24, be directed by the Speaker
or the Chairman to discontinue his speech, after the
attention of the Iouse has been called to the conduet
of ths member; and akin to inelevaney is the frequent
repetition of 1he same arguments, whether of the argu-
ments of the member speaking or the arguments of
other members ; an offence whicn may he met by the
power giveu to the Chair under Standing Order No. 24,

I would remind the hon. member that that
should be carried out for the sake of the despatch
of business. If the hon. member continues to
repeat the arguments which bave been used by
other hon. members I shail have to call him to
order.

Mr. RYLAND did not think any hon. mem-
ber had dealt with the amount of the area that
the amendment asked to be reserved for business
and residential purposes. The area was very
reasonable. The company would bave the right
to the whole of the surface where the area of the
lease did not exceed 25 acres. It wasonly where a
lease was a large one and exceeded 25 acres that
there was any reservation proposed, and that
reservation was only half the area in excess of
25 acres. It was the reasonableness of that
proposal that he was trying to point out to the
Committee.

The SECRETARY FOR RaILways : That hasbeen
said hundreds of times.

Mr. RYLAND : No, it had not been pointed
out before,
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The SECRETARY ¥OR RATLways : It has been
pointed out by every member who has spoken
on that side. I have a lot of veasonable amend-
ments to propose if you don’t talk o long as to
prevent ns dealing with them.

Mr. RYLAND : All right, he would sit down.

Mr, W. HAMILTON (Gregory): The threat
of the gag and the guillotine would not deter him
from expressing his opinion on the subject, though
he did not suppose that anything he might say
would have any effect on the Minister if the
remarks of the jast speaker, concerning the evils
resulting from giving the surface rights to an
individual or company. had no influence with
the hon, gentleman. With regard to the ruling
of the Chairman that the last.speaker should
leave the Government alone, it would be just as
well if the Chairman told menibers on the other
side to leave members of the Opposition alone.
As to tedious repetition of arguments, it would
be very hard for any hon. member to say some-
thing that was not akin to what had been said
by somebody else.

The CHAIRMAN : As Chairman I have to
carry out the Standing Orders, and it was my
duty to remind hon. members that they were
acting eontrary to the Standing Orders.

Mr. W, HAMILTON : With regard to the
amendment, he was of opinion that if it was not
adopted they could not afterwards impose such
a restriction in connection with the leases granted
under the Bill, because it would be repudiation,
and the company would want very large com-
pensation if portions of their leases were reserved
for residence and business purposes. At Broken
Hill, where the company took up the surface
rights, the miners could not get sites on which
to build their houses, and the consequence was
that thev had to live miles away from their
work. The experience there and in other places
showed that it was desirable that they should
make provision which would enable miners and
business people to secure sites for their dwellings
and stores without any fear of interference on
the part of the company. Some hon. members
had sald that the Government wonld survey
townships in the places where mineral leases
were worked, and that the miners could buy
allotments on which to build their homes. But
he would point out that every miner had not
sufficient cash to buy an allotment and build a
home straight away. Members on that side had
once or twice been twitted with having entered
into a conspiracy of silence, but he thought that
on this matter hon. members opposite might be
tyvitted with having entered into s conspiracy of
silence, as the mining members among them
seemed afraid to express their opinions, or were
not allowed to do so. The Minister said he tried
to meet members on that side half-way. He
said the hon. gentleman had never met them
balf-way, and that they had only secured the
acceptance of a few paltry amendments.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RAILWAYS: I am going
to move important amendments in this clause
after this amendment is disposed of.

Mr. W. HAMILTON : That might be so ; but
he thought the hon. gentleman ought to accept
the amendment now hefore the Committee.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RAILwAYS: I have told
you that I will not accept it.

Mr. NEWELL ( Woothakats): The Secretary
for Railways had said that he would propose an
amendment providing that all the leases granted
to the company under this Bill should be subject
to the mining regulations and the provisions of
the Mining Act, and that being so he did not see
any reason {or discussing the matter any further.

Mr. BROWNE: The Secretary for Railways
certainly did say that he was going to propose
such an amendment. But they passed a new
Mining Act in 1898, and it contained the very
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defect that they were now trying to remedy in
this particular instance, and nothing had been
done to meet the difficulty during the past three
years. When the Mining Bill of 1898 was before
the House, and after it had passed its second
reading, a little measure was introduced in the
direction of legislating with regard to mining on
private property. That measure wasnot passed,
and though three years had elapsed since then the
Government had notdone one hand’s turn towards
passing such a Bill. Why then should they not
deal with the matter before them in the present
Bill? The condition under which the wmineral
leases were granted would be inserted in the
contract, ani he doubted whether any sub-
sequent legislation could take away from the
company the rights conferred by their leases.
If the House attempted anything of the kind it
would be called repudiation. The only way to
prevent the evils which were likely to arise from
the company possessing all the surface rights on
their leases was to adopt the amendment, and he
would support it as strongly as he could.

Mr. RYLAND pointed out that the rents
received for mineral lcases were for
the minerals only, and did not in-
clude the surface rights. For gold-
mining leases the State received a rent of £1
per acre per annum, but it also received rent for
the surface rights in the shape of homesteads,
residence areas, or business arsas, The amend-
ment proposed to give the surface of the first
25 acres to the company, and to divide the second
25 acres equally betwesn the company and the
State. The usual rent in a municipality was Bbs.
per quarter-acre. That would mean an addi-
tional rent of £50 that the State would receive
for each H0-acre lease, so that, having regard
to the revenue as well as the welfare of the
miners, he trusted that the Secretary for Rail-
ways would accept the amendment.

Mr, JENKINSON : The Secretary for Rail-
ways did not seem inclined to accept the amend-
ment. The hon. gentleman had not indicated to
the Committee his particular reasons for ohject-
ing to it, but it might be that he thought the
proposed reservation was too large. He there-
fore desired to move as an amendment on the
amendment the omission of the words ¢ twenty-
five” with the view of inserting the word ¢ fifty.”
That was a reasonable amendment which should
commend itself to the hon. gentleman. Of
course if a lease contained only 50 acres the miners
would not have very far to go, even though there
was no reservation ; and as under the present
mining law a distinction was drawn between
goldmining leases and mineral leases, perbavs it
wonld be just as well to make a distinetion in
the present case. He moved the amendment in
the belief that, if they could not get the full loaf,
it was far better to accept half-a-loaf.

Mr. GIVENS thought the amendment would
make the whole thing perfectly ridiculous, be-
cause 50 acres was a very large lease. If the
company were allowed to take up 50 acres
without any reservation whatever, they might
take up their leases in 50-acre blocks adjoining
one another, so that no reservation whatever
could be made. In his opinion, the original
amendment was a very fair one; and as the
ameundment moved by the hon. member for Wide
Bay would entirely destroy the usefulness of that
amendment, he hoped that the hon. member
would withdraw it.

Mr. JENRIN&ON : WIill you accept the amend-
ment ?

The SECRETARY FOR RaILwaYs: The amend-
ment is not mine,

Mr. MAXWELL : If the Secretary for Rail-
ways would accept that amendment, he would
not mind withdrawing his.

[7 p.m.]
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It
‘had not been from any want of courtesy to hon.
members opposite that he had not risen to reply
to several of the speeches that had been made;
in fact, he had intended to reply to the hon.
member for Flinders, who had made a very nice
speech, bat he did not get the opportunity. If
he had risen at that time, he would not have
agreed to the amendment, but he would have
given some reasons to meet what the hon.
member said. The only thing that he would
like to say now was that he had heard nothing
that evening that he had not heard in the three
hours’ discussion that they had on the last night
the Bill was under discussion. It had been
stated that men would have to walk 6 or 7 miles.
Now, supposing the leases were taken up in
blocks of 160 acres-—which was the maximum
area allowed by the Mining Act—instead of in
B0-acre blocks, they would not have to walk more
than a quarter of a mile to get off a leasehold.
It would be absolutely impossible for men to
‘have to walk more than half a mile with 160-acre
blocks, and with 1,000-acre blacks 14 miles would
be the greatest possible distance they would
have to walk. As far as he could see there was
nothing whatever in the amendment, because a
great deal of land had been taken up under the
ordinary law which made no provision, so far as
mineral leases were concerned, for preserving the
surface rights. He did not think, therefore,
that anvthing was to be gained by discussing
the proposal of the hon. member for Wide Bay,
although if hon. members chose to discuss it
until midnight he was quite prepared to sit and
listen to them. He thought hon. members
knew him well enough to know that unless some
new reasons were forthcoming in favour of
the amendment of the hon. member for Burke,
or any similar amendment, he was not likely to
back down on his previous decision. He mighs
state again that he was quite prepared to amend
the clause so as to make mineral leases conform
in all particulars to the same conditions as gold-
mining leases except as far as the labour con-
ditions were concerned. In factasfar as possible
he was anxious t0 meet the wishes of hon. mem-
bers opposite. He was not actuated by any
spirit of stubbornness, and hon. members must
admit that he had met them in a spirit of
compromise, but he was not prepared tc give
way in a matter of that sort when he believed
‘himself to be in the right. He would p)int out
‘to hon. members that there were several impor-
‘tant amendments to be made in the clause, and
it was advisable that they should get on with
+them, but he could not see his way to accepting
either the amendment or the amendment upon
the amendment.

Mr. DUNSFORD: The Minister had stated
clearly that he could not accept the amendment
or the amendment upon the amendment hecause
he had not yet been convinced. Well, he
thought he could advance a reason which had not
yet been given. DBy handing over to the com-
pany the surface rights of 5,000 acres they were
placing them in the position that they could not
-use all the surface themselves or give a right to
anyone else to use it. They were locking up in
2 dog-in-the-manger style the surface of leases
which might be put to good use by residents of
4he locality.

The SECRETARY FOR RarLways: That isnot
@& new argument. I have heard that before.

My, DUNSFORD : He well remembered one
warden stating before the Mining Commission
that no company could give a right to anyone
else to use the surface of a lease. They could
give no title at all. Therefore, if the company
secured the privileges which were sought to be
couferred upon them, they would have no right
‘to allow anyone to acquire residence sites on the
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leases. Why not keep to the Crown itself the
direct right of saying who should reside on the
surface of the leases, and on what terms? He
thought it was exceedingly foolish to adopt a
dog-in-the-manger policy and lock up the suriace
0 that neither the company nor anyone else could
use it.

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted from the proposed amendment stand
part of the amendment (3. Jenkinson)—pub
and passed.

Question—That the words proposed to be
inserted be so inserted (Mr. Ma.well)—pus; and
the Committee divided:—

AvEes, 24,
Mr. Alrey Mr, Jackson
,, Barber u .Ipx1kinaon
s, Browne . I\ery
, Burrows ,» Lesina
,. Curtis s Maxwell
.y, Dibley ., McDonnell
., Dunsford s Mulcahy
,, Titzgerald ,,  Plunkett
, Fogarty ,, Ryland
,, Givens ,. Smith
, W, Hamilton ,, Tolmie
,, I1lardacre . Turley

Tellers: Mr. Dunsford and Mr. W. lamilton.

Noks, 27.
Mr. Armstrong My, Leaby
,» Bartholomew ,» Lord
., Bridges ,» sacartney
, Callan ,» Mackintosh
, Canlphell ., MeMaster
,» T.B.Cribb . Aewell
,, Dalrymple ,, Philp
, TYorrest ,» Rutledge
, Torsyth ,» Stephens
,, Foxton , Stephenson
. J. Hamilton , Stodart
, Hanran ,, Story
5. Kates ,» Tooth

,, Kent
Tellers: Mr. Stephenson and Mr. Kent.

Resolved in the negative.

Mr. MAXWELL: He had an amendment to
move here, but he undevstood the hon. gentleman
in charge of the Bill intended to omit the next
paragraph.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Yes. In speaking on the second reading of this
Bill the Premier said that if it was necessary it
would be made perfectly clear that all the mining
laws in force in the colony for the time being
would be applied to this company, with the
exception of the terms of the lease and labour
conditiops. They had now arrived at the stage
in committee where they should do that. For
that reason he bad asked the Parliamentary
Draftsman to make amendments which would
give effect to the promise of the Premier. He
had submitted the drafts to the leader of the
Opposition, to the hon, member for Kennedy,
and the hon. member for Wide Bay, and they
thought that a word or two would malke the
matter absolately clear. He had also had these
words put in.

HoNotvraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He
was speaking now of amendments in addition to
those he had given notice of. He wanted to
carry the matter further, but these amendments
which he had given notice of would be inserted
also. He begged to move that all the lines from
line 19 to line 24 be omitted.

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted stand part of the clause—put and
negatived.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
moved that after the word * Acs,” in line 30,
the following words be inserted :—*‘relating to
the performance of labour covenants, but, save
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as by this section is otherwise provided, such
leases shall be subject to all the other provisions
of that Act or any Act amending or in substitu-
tion of that Act.”

HoxovraBLE MEWBERS:; Hear, hear !

Mr. BROWNE said he had an amendment
printed and circulated which would come in on
line 11, but, of course, the amend-
{7-30 p.m.] ment moved by the Minister prac-
. tically did what he wanted. He
had wished to omit the whole of the words from
line 28, with a view of inserting the same condi-
tions that were in the Bills of last year. He
thoqght.it was a mistake to have different word-
ing in different Bills, especially of this kind. In
the Callide Bill and the Glassford Creek Bill of
last vear the whole matter was embraced in one
small clause. The paragraph, which said—

The company shall be entitled to grants from His
Majesty of leases of lands so selected and surveyed for
a period of fifty vears, commencing at the date of the
passing of this Aet,
was left in, and then they had the proviso which
the hon, gentleman had just moved. In the
Glassford Creek and Callide Bills the whole
thing was embraced in one clause, which read as
follows :—

The leases shall be decmed to have been granted on
the first day of January. 1901 ; shall be severally for
a term of fifty years, and with respect to rent, roialty,
labour covenants, and all other matters shall, save as
by this section is otherwise provided, be subject to
‘;}mbprowsions of the Mining Act of 1898. Provided

Lat—

(1) Tntil the completion of the tramway the owners
shall be relieved from the ob]igatidn to observe
any of the labour covenants contained in the
respective leases.

He was sure that every mining man would be
very glad to see the position the Minister had
taken up.

HonoUrABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. BROWNE : This was the matter which
came up In every private rallway Bill of last
year, aud which hon. members on the Opposition
side spoke so srrongly about on the second
reading of this Bill. ~ As the Minister had pro-
posed this amendment, he would withdraw his

amendment, but he thought they should make

one clause cover the whole matter.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS said
he bad no option in the matter. He had con-
sulted the Parlismentary Draftsman, and had
not suggested any particalar form to him. He
thought there should be uniformity in such
cases.

Mr, GIVENS: When the Committee was dis-
cussing an earlier amendment on this clause the
Minister said he would be quite willing to make
these leases subject to all the conditions that
would be imposed by the present general mining
law—save the labour conditions—or which mighs
be imposed by any future Act which might be
passed in that connection.  Although it had been
stated by the Minister a while ago that an Act
would probably be brought in amending the
present mining laws so that the mineral leases
would come into line with goldmining leases
with regard to the surface rights to be reserved
for residence areas, he (Mr. Givens) contended
that that amendment of the law would not apply
totheseleasesatall, becausethe Government conld
not go back on what thev were granting to
this company without repudiation. He therefore
proposed to add to the Ministers amendment
another amendment which would meet the hon.
gentleman’s objection; so that if there was any
amendment of the present mining law dealing
with mineral Jeases saying that a portion of the
surface should be reserved for residential and
business purposes, these leases to this company
should come under that amending law. He
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thought that could be done by adding to the
conclusion of the Minister’s amendment the fol-
lowing words :—

There shall be reserved to the Crown the right to
resume by Act of Parliament one-third of the surface of
such leases for residence and business purposes without
payment of any compensation whatsoever to the com-
pany. B
He appealed to the Minister to allow the amend-
ment. It should be remembered that they were
giving to this company a very large area for a
Iong period—5,000 acres for fifty years—and hon.
members on both sides, and soms of the strongest
supporters of the Government, thought this was
a very desirable provision. The Committee
should safeguard the interests of the miners by
seeing that this provision was inserted.

Mr. RYLAND thought this amendment was
a very suitable one, and sbould be accepted by
the Minister, There was no misunderstanding
its object. It did not go as far asthe amend-
ment which had just been disposed of, inasmuch
as it only proposed to reserve one-third of the
area of a lease for residence or business pur-
poses. Moreover, the amendment wouvld not
take effect unless Parliament amended the pre-
sent mining law in this particular.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The trouble he had in dealing with the Bill
was that he did not know where he was. He
accepted an amendment, which was approved of
by the leader of the Opposition, the leader of the
Independent party, and the hon. member for
Kennedy, who was a mining member, and then,
when he thought everything was right, some
other hon. member got up and said his conscien-
tious scruples were not quite satisfied, He had
consulted the Parliamentary Draftsman with
regard to the amendment of the hon. member
for Cairns, and he informed him that everything
was covered by the amendment he (Secretary
for Railways) had submitted to the Committee.
The words ““or any Act amending or in substi-
tution for that Act” covered the whole ground.
With reference to the statement that future legis-
Jationcovld not affect these leases, he would point
out that when in 1889 it, was discovered that, under
the provisions of the Act of 1884, persons who had
got a license to cut timber on pastoral leases
had no right to take their stock there, but would
be trespassers if they did so, Parliament passed
an Act giving teamsters the right to take their
teams on those leases. If Parliament could do
that in respect of Jeases which were granted five
years previously, he took it that it could also
deal with these mineral leases, if necessary.
This amendment was an attempt to get in by a
side wind the amendment which they had dis-
cussed for two nights, and it was altogether
unnecessary, as everything was covered by his
amendment. He was prepared to make a
further amendment later on in the clause, so as
to make it as good and as clear as possible, and
he hoped that hon. members would assist him in
that endeavour. It had been just pointed out
to him by the Parliamentary Draftsman that
the amendment of the hon, member for Cairns
might hamper future legislation.

Mr. Jackson: The Chairman has not put the
amendment yet,

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
He thought it had been put. He had been out
speaking to the Parliamentary Draftsman, and
when he came in he found the hon. member
for Gympie addressing the Chamber, and so
came to the conclusion that the amendment had
been put to the Comnmittee,

The CHAIRMAN : The proposed amend-
ment has not been put from the Chair.

Mr. GIVENS again moved his amendment.
Without the amendment Parliament would not
have the power to deal with these leases the
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same as with other leases which might be
granted. The leases would include the surface
and mineral rights, and Parliament could not
then resume any portion of the surface without
the payment of compensation to the company.

The PrEMIER : Your amendment might bind
future Parliaments.

Mr. GIVENS: The amendment would not
bind future Parliaments. It was perfectly per-
missive, and Parliament could resume a portion
of the surface or not as it chose. He was, how-
ever, willing to meet the Government and make
the amendment read ‘‘ not exceeding”” one-third
or one-half if that would meet the views of the
Minister. What he desired was that Parliament
should reserve to itself the power to make such
resumptions al any time during the fifty yeavs’
currency of the lease.

The CHAIRMAN : I have looked over this
g‘m‘endment proposed by the hon, member for
airns, and I am of opinion that the principie is
the same as that of the amendment which has
been already negatived, and on that ground I
cannot accept 1t.

Mr, BROWNE pointed out that there was a
difference between the two amendments, inas-
much as the amendment on which they had just
divided proposed to provide in the Bill that a
portion of the surface of the ground should be
reserved for residemce and business purpeses.
The amendment now proposed by the hon.
member for Cairns was a declaratory proviso
that any future Parliament should have power
to bring in legislation to amend the Act in that
direction.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He
had no intention of taking advantage of the rul-
ing given by the Chairman to go back on the
prowise he had given. The Premier said, and
he (Mr. Leahy) said, that, with the exception of
the fifty years’ term of the leases and the labour
conditions, they were prepared to make every
other portion of the law, present or future, apply
to those leases that would apply to mineral
leases generally. He had asked the Parlia-
mentary Draftsman to draft an addition to
his amendment, and, with the permission of the
Committee, he now begged to move that the
following words be added to his amendment :—

So that the provisions of the law in force for the time
being relating to mineral leases generally shall, save as
by this Act is provided, apply to the mineral leases
granted under this Act.

Mr. GIVENS : It was doubtful whether the
hon. gentleman’s proposed amendment would
apply to the specific object for which he was con-
tending. In fact, he felt as positive as a lay-
man could be that it would not, because it stated
that the ‘“provisions of the law in force for the
time being” should apply to those leases the
same as to any other mineral leases. But the re-
servation of the surface rights could only be made
at the time the leases were issued. Once the
leases were issued he contended that the com-
pany had an exclusive right to the whole of the
surface as well as to the minerals contained in
thoseleases, and they could not take it back by any
Act of Parliament without being guilty of repu-
diation or without paying compensation unless
they specially reserved the right to take it back.
If the Minister was really in earnest he would

have accepted his amendment,

[8 p.m.] which was an honest attempt to

give effect to what the Minister
most desired, He might say that he bad intendad
to move that the Chairman’s ruling be disagreed
with, had not the Minister intervened with his
amendment. He still contended, notwithstand-
ing the declaration of the hon. gentleman, that
under the proposed amendment the miner would
have no claim to the surface rights of a lease for
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business or residential purposes. Times out of
number they had heard a Minister declare that
so-and-so would be the law if a certain Bill was
passed, and yet when the law courts interpreted
that Bill they had said that the intention of the
law was disclosed in the Bill and not by the
declaration of the Minister.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He
had no intention whatever of taking advantage
of the Chairman’s ruling, but had left the matter
entirely to the Parliamentary Draftsman, who
was listening to the views of hon. members.
The leader of the Opposition himself seemed to
be satisfied with the amendment, and if the hon.
member for Cairns was not satisfied he would
invite him to consult the Parliamentary Drafts-
man and discuss the matter with him, All the
hon. member could expect him to do was to
accept the word of the Parliamentary Drafts-
man after he had asked to give effect to a
promise made to the Committee. The matter
was left entirely in his hands. He had not
desired to take any point at all, but merely to
give effect to the pledges which both he and the
Premier had given to the Committee.

Mr. JACKSON : The Minister had referred
to the fact that his amendment met with the
approval of the leader of the Opposition, and he
took it that he referred to his first amendment.
He quite agreed that the addition of those words
was necessary, and the hon. gentleman had
added further words, which made his position
stronger still. For all that he thought there
was a great deal in the contention of the hon.
member for Cairns. Let them suppose that a
future Parlizment did legislate in counection
with the reservation of surface areas of mineral
leases ; they could hardly suppose that the
legislation would be retrospective. Immediately
Parliamentproposed tolegislateinconnection with
mineral leases that had been granted there would
beacry of repudiation. Of course, if any future
Parliament proposed to reserve one-half or one-
third of the surface area of leases he had no
doubt such a proposal wounld be accepted, be-
cause no private rights would be jeopardised.
While he should be very glad to see the amend-
ment which was before the Committee accepted,
hestill thought that it might be made clearer
and stronger. However, as they had taken a
division on the principle of the amendment, and
been defeated, it was no use persisting further.
He was quire satisfied with what the Minister
had said about the Parliamentary Draftsman’s
opinion. They recognised the avility of that
gentleman, but he was only one man, and from
another lawyer they might get an entirely
different opinion. 'There were many other
important matters in the clause to be considered,
and he thought perhaps it might be more useful
to discuss them at length than to occupy more
time over the matter before them,

Mr. LESINA : They were told last night that
if they did not vote £14,000 for the police super-
annuation fund it would be repudiation. Forall
practical purposes past Parliaments had bound
this Parliament in that respect. In entering
into a contract like the one before them they
were binding the present and future Parlia-
ments for half a century, and that was a mat-
ter that required sericus consideration. Every
word and line of every clause should be scanned
as closely as possible so that there should be
no possible doubt as to the meaning of the law
to which they agreed. They could not be too
careful in matters of this kind. There was a
well-known lawyer at Gympie, Mr. F. I.
Power, who had a big hand in framing our
present mining law, and he was practically
building up a fortune in interpreting that Act,
which was full of loopholes and escapes. They
could not trust lawyers too far in matters of this
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kind. Lawyers could only give them expert
advice, and they must exercise their own common-
sense in dealing with matters, That being so,
they ought to be very careful to see that the
langnage of each clause was as clear as it couid
possibly be made, so that no doubt would arise
in the future, and no litigation would result from
its want of clearness,

Mr. BROWNE: The question had arisen
whether the Act could be retrospective or not;
persvnally, he did not think it could. The pre-
sent Mining Act, which there had been so much
talk about, was perfectly ambiguous, and it was
another of these beautiful lawyer-made things.
Even in regard to the clause about leases there
was litigation as to the rights under it. Clause
27 said—

In every ‘goldmining lease exceeding 6 acres a por-
tion of the surface of the areanot exceeding one-half of
the area over and above 6 acres shall be reserved for
residence purposes.

That did not say that it should applv only to
leases taken up after the Act was passed, and he
believed that even the lawyers who took part in
the framing of the Act would be prepared to
argue both for and against. He therefore did
not believe in trusting the lawyers too implicitly ;
there was too much of this sort of thing.
Lawyers were very much like the tinker at
home, who would patch up one hole, and con-
trive, by scratching the tin very thin, that his
services should he required afterwards to patch up
another. It was verv much the same in parlia-
mentary drafting. Now that the amendment of
the hon. member for Cairns could not be gone on
with he did not think there wasanyuse in prolong-
ing the discussion about it. There was one way
of getting out of the difficulty, and that was by
inserting a clause in the lease. His side had
done all they could to try and protect business
men and miners and the people generally
against this syndicate, but the Government had
made up their minds that they would not give
iu. They had had a division on it, and they had
been beaten by a small majority, and the only
thing they could do was to accept the decision of
the Committee.

Question—That the words proposed to be
added to the proposed amendment be so added
{Seerctary for Rasliways)—put and passed.

Question—That the amendment, as amended,
be 1nserted in the Bill (Secretary for Railways)—
put and passed.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
moved that after the word *gold,” on line 384,
the following words should be added :—

Other than gold found in assgeciation or combination
with other minerals, and in respect of such gold so
found in association or ecombination the royalty pro-
vided by section 35 of the Mining Aet of 1898 shall he
payable by the lessee.

Mr. BROWNE: He admitted that it was
gnite necessary that there should be a provision
of this kind, but this amendment furnished bim
with another occasion to find fault with the
Parliamentary Draftsnan. The words of the
amendment could be easily embraced by using
the words ‘‘except as provided by clause 35
of the Mining Act,” because, as a matter of fact,
the amendment only contained the substance of
that clause, which provided—

When gold is found associated or combined with any
other mineral in land held under a mineral lease, and
the nature of the mining operations is such as to lead
to the extraction of such gold, the lessee shall pay to
the Treasurer a royalty of 1 per centum of the value of
the gold extracted.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He
had no objection to the suggestion of the hon.
member. He had held a similar opinion; but
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he had consulted the Partiamentary Draftsman,
who had informed him that the amendment
would make the matter clearer.

Mr. GIVENS: The hon. gentleman said that
this amendment made it clearer and better ex-
pressed the intention of the Act. The intention
of the Act he took it was to include all gold
found in combination with other mineral, and
this amendment would exclude all the gold that
had ever been found in Queensland. There had
never been an ounce of pure gold found in
Queensland. It was always in combination with
some other mineral. He believed the gold found
on the Palmer was the purest that had been
obtained, but even it was not absolutely pure.

The PrREMIER : The Cloncurry gold is pure.

Mr. GIVENS: There had been gold mined
for in various fields which could hardty be called
gold at all, because it was associated with such a
large quantity of silver and other minerals.
Very often gold had been got which was only
worth £1 anoz.-—nota guarter of the value of pure
gold—because it was associated with other
minerals. If the amendment proposed by the
Minister was adopted it would mean that all the
gold in the colony would be excluded from the
provisions of the Act reserving the gold to the
Crown, which only showed that although the
Parliamentary Draftsman might be a perfect
exponent of the law from a purely technical and
legal standpoint, yet, not being acquainted with
the application and the practical working of
these Acts, he was liable to err in that direction.
If the clause was allowed to go as the Minister
proposed it, there would not be 1 oz. of gold
that the company might not mine for and win
without haviog it reserved to the Crown at all,
except by way of royalty as provided in section
35 of the Act of 1898, 'That was the practical
aspect of the gquestion which should be taken
into serious consideration.

Mr., BURROWS believed that the object
aimed at was to provide that in the operations
of this company in winning copper or other
minerals when associated with gold, they should
be allowed to retain the gold by paying a royalty
to the Crown. But a different interpretation
could be placed on the present proposition,
because, as the hon. member for Cairns had
pointed out, there was hardly any gold pro-
duced in the colony which was absolutely pure.
The majority of the gold won at Charters
Towers was worth from £3 to £3 1ls. per oz.
so that jt was necessary to provide that this
only applied to gold found in conjunction with
other minerals,

Mr. BROWNE agreed with what the hon.
members for Charters Towers and Cairns had
said.

The PREMIER:
whole thing,

Mr. BROWNE : He understood that the
Minister for Railways was going to alter the
Bill so as to bring it under clause 35 of the
Mining Act of 1898, which read—

When gold is fonnd associated or combined with any
other mineral in land under a mineral lease, and the
nature of the mining operations is such as to lead to
the extraction of such gold, the lessee shall pay to the
Treasurer a royalty of 1 per centum of the value of the
gold extracted.

The PREMIER (Hon. R. Philp, Townsville)
explained that the Mining Act would cover the
whole matter—save the labour conditions-—with-
out the amendment at all. All the conditions
would prevail. No one could mine for gold
without the permission of the Minister,

Mr. BROWNE pointed out that this proposi-
tion would block the company from working for
gold at all. If they worked for gold which was
associated with copper or other minerals, anyone

The Mining Act covers the
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could raise a ‘big lawsuit and block them from
working copper or other minerals because there
was gold associated with them.

Mr. JACKRSON: What the leader of the
‘Opposition had pointed out was quite correct.
Men who had practical experience knew that in
copper ore there was a small percentage of gold,
and the hon. member for Cairns was correct in
saying that you could hardly get pure gold.
There was nearly always a little silver associ-
ated with it, and very often gold associated
with copper.  The clause required some amend-
ment, for as it stood the company would be pre-
vented from mining for copper hecaunse there
might be a little gold associated with it.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
thought he could settle the matter in a way that
would satisfy everybody. He begged, with the
leave of the Committee, to withdraw his amend-
menz with the view of proposing another amend-
meunt,

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

The SECRETARY TOR RAILWAYS
moved that the following words be inserted
after the word “‘gold” in the 34th line :—
“‘Except as provided by section 35 of the
Mining Act of 1898, and such royalty shall be
payable by the lessees,”

Amendment agreed to,

The SHCRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
moved the omission of all the words on the 36th
line, after ‘‘therein,” down to the end of the
47th line, inclusive.

Armendment agreed to.

Mr. JACKSOX pointed out that, under the
-clause as it now stood—

Lvery lease of such land shall reserve an annual rent
of £1 for every acre comprised therein
The Minister had stated that, with the exception

’ of the term and thelahour conditinns,

[5'30 p.m.] these mineral leases would be subject

to the provisions of the Mining Act
of 189S.  But in this instance the Mining Act of
1808 did not apply, as the annual rent for a
mineral lease under the Act was 10s. per acre.
The Government wers certainly getting the best
of the bargain in thi instance, but hon. members
might find that there were other respects in
which the Mining Act of 1898 did not apply. As
was stated when the Chillaczoe Railway Bill was
before th> House, the compeny might just as
w000 pay £1 an acre as 10:. an acre, because it
would look better on the Engl'sh market.
. The CHATIRMAN : The hon. member is not
in order in discussing a part of the clause pre-
vious to that in which an amendment has been
made,

Mr. NEWELL: The last paragraph of the
<clause provided that—

In addition to the Crown lands taken, used, and
occupied by the company for the railway, the company
may at any time before the expiration of five vears
from the date of the passing of this Act select and shall
be entitled 10 grants in fee-simple of sites along and
contiguons to the route of the railway for subsidiary
worl{s. or any other works which the company may
-consider it beneficial to erect or constract.

““ Contigunus to the route of the railway” was a
very indefinite expression, and he should like to
see it stated more clearly where the land should
be selected. In America, where thousands of
acres were given to companies for constructing
railways, it was provided where the lands so
granted should be situated, and when it was
proposed in Queensland to build Jand grant rail-
ways the measure provided that the land granted
to the constructing company should be alternate
blocks along the railway. "But in this instance
there was no indication as to where the land
would be, except that it was to be “ contignous”
to the railway, which might or might not mean
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abutting on the line. He should like to hear
some explanation from the Minister on this

oint.

P The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He
could not give any explanation except what was
contained in the clause. It was provided that
the land should be contiguous to the line of
railway, and he presumed the company would
get it as near the railway as the Governor in
Council would allow them, because the further
away the land was from the railway the less
value it would have for commercial purpoeses.
The clause simply provided that the land should
be selected wherever the Governor in Council
approved.

Mr. MAXWELL: ¥or township purposes ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Certainly not. He should be very sorry to see
the company get land for township purposes,
and if he was in the Ministry when the matter
was going through he could assure the House
that they would not get it for township purposes.
The Government have the right to sell the com-
pany land anywhere they liked apart from the
provisions of that Bill, and the value of the
land in the market—10s. an acre or whatever
it might be--was not a matter of very great
consideration. If, Thowever, hon., members
thought that wineral lands might be granted
under the clause, he had no objection to insert
an amendment providing that the land so
selected should not be mineral lands, and his
own opirion was that it would probably be de-
sirable to insert some such provision.

Mr. BROWNE: The hon. member for Woo-
thakata was perfectly right in asking for an
explanation. The clause provided that the
company should be entitled to—

Grants in fee-simple of sites along and contiguous

to the ronte of the railway for subsidiary purposes, or
any other works which the company may consider it
beneficial to ereet or construet.
That meant beneficial tothe company. TheSecre-
tary for Railways said that that would not give
them power to build towns, but the definition of
““ subsidiary works ” gave the company power to
erect ‘‘stores, warehouses, labourers’ dwellings,
freezing, smelting, crushing, and other works, and
wharves and wharfage accommodation.” Well, if
those things would not make atidy littletownship,
then there were no townships in Queensland at
the present time. In the correspondence laid on
the table lasy session it was distinctly laid down
by the late Sir J, R. Dickson that the terms to
be given to this company should be exaetly on
the lines of those granted to the Chillagoe Com-
pany ; and there was nothing in that correspon-
dence, or in the correspondence laid on the table
this session, to show that the company ever asked
for those lands.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
He was prepared to make it perfectly clear that
no portion of the 10,000 acres should be used for
township purposes. He was just as anxious as
any member on the other side that the company
shonld not be allowed to go outside the proper
scope of its mines and railway, and score off the
country.

Mr. JACKSON asked if he would be in ovder
in moving an amendment in line 52, after the
word ¢ works.”

The CHAIRMAN: Yes; that is subsequent
to any amendment that has yet been moved.

Mr. JACKSON : The leader of the Opposition
had pointed out that the clause proposed to give
the company 10,000 2cres of land, not only for
railway purposes or other subsidiary works, but
for any other purposes which they might con-
sider beneficial. That was going too far, and he
proposed to move the omission of the words ““or
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any other works which the company may con-
sider it beneficial to erect or construct,” with
the view of inserting the words **used for mining
or railway purposes.”

The SECRETARY ¥OR Ratnwavs: I have no
objection. That includes smelting, I suppose ?

Mr. JACKSON : Yes.

The SECRETARY ¥OR Rarnwavys:
objection at all.

Amedment agreed to.

Mr. NEWELL moved the insertion in line
55, after the word *line,” of the words *nut
classed as mineral lands.”

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He
had already said he was quite prepared to accept
an amendment to that effect so as to reserve any
minerals there might be in the land. He had no
objection to the amendment, but he wanted to
see that the thing was bond fide ; that there was
no sharp practice, but that the land was required
for ordinary purposes,

Mr, MAXWELL moved the omission of the
word “ten” on line 53, with the view of insert-
ing the word ‘“‘two.” They had heard that the
syndicate would not stand any reduction in the
number of years they were to have possession of
the railway, but there was nothing to show that
they would not stand a small reduction in the
amount of Iand they were to get.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He
did not expect that an amendment of this kind
was going to be made, considering that when
certain other amendments were proposed they
were taken in conjunction with the advantages
the company were going to get in connection
with this 10,000 acres of land.

Mr. Jacksox : Do you think we are taking a
mean advantage of you?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: No.
Judging by the way things were going, there
was o such thing. He did not think the coun-
try was giving away anything of importance in
giving tuis 10,000 acres. It was not to be for
?mvnship purposes, and it was not to be for min-
ing purposes, but it was to allow them to carry
on their business in connection with the railway
antd the mines. The land was really of very
little vulue to the State, and it would be of
value to those people for the erection of smelting
works and subsidiary works. He could not
accept the amendment,

Mr. BROWNE did not know why the hon,
gentleman should express any surprise at this
amendment being moved, seeing that it was one
of the earliest amendments that had been
printed. What they had been dealing with so
far was with regard to mineral lands and mineral
leases; but now they came to 10,000 acres of land
in fee-simple. In the first demand the company
made they wanted 20,000 acres; and on the top
of that, as reported by the Parliamentary Drafts-
man, they wanted a grant fora railway terminus
and for wharfage and storage accommodation.
He reported that a comparison of this concession
with that in the CGhillagoe Act left small room
for doubt which was vhe more liberal. That
report was minuted by the Chief Secretary, Mr.
J. R. Dickson, to the effect that if the measure
was to receive consideration from Government
it must be so framed as to run on exactly parallel
lines with the Chillagoe Act. He was at a loss
to understand from any information atforded to
that Chamber how it was that they were to have
10,000 acres of land. There was nothing in the
correspondence to show it.

The SECRETARY FOR Rainways: That corres-
pondence is not dealing with this company at all.

Mr. BROWNE : Last session they asked for
correspondence and it was laid on the table and
printed. This session they asked for the same
thing and the hon. gentleman brought down
partial correspondence and refused to have it

I have no
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printed. In that correspondence there was not
a single line in reference to these concessions.
Whatever had been said about them had been
said verbally by the Minister and the agent of
the company, and he protested against being
asked to legislate on an agreement drawn up
secretly by any Minister and any secret agent
of the company.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The

- hon. gentleman stated that he refused to legislate

on any private agreement between any Minister
and the company. There was no such agree-
ment. This Bill was the agreement,

Mr., W. HamirroN: You made private ar-
rangements.,

The SECRETARY FORRAILWAYS : No.
There was no correspondence but what was laid
before the House. The representatives of the
company came to see him in his office. He let
them understand his views verbally, and what
he thought were the views of the Government ;
but, notwithstanding his views and the views of
the Government, they were submitted in the
Bill, subjeet to the broader wisdom of the As-
sembly. He thought he was making a guod
bargain in the interests of the country; but,
like most Ministers, in bringing Biils before
that Chamber he did mnot expect the Bill to
go through exactly in the formn in which it was
introduced. There were always certain points
reserved ; that was to say, there were certain
things upon which the opinion of the Chamber
was invited. In connection with this Bill there
were certain things on which he had not come
to a final conclusion when the measure was
introduced, and he had shown that by accepting
amendments proposed by members on both +ides.
There were certain things, however, which no
amount of evidence could alter. For instance,
no evidence was wanted with regard to the sun
setting at 6 o’clock or about 6 o’clock. Thers
were some things which were self-evident, and
on which he had made up his mind. When it
was proposed to make an amendment in a case
of that sort hesimply told the Committee that he
could not accept the aimmendment.

Mr. BROWNE : The hon. gentleman hadeither
misunderstood him or had tried to draw a herring
across the trail, He did not accuse the hon.
gentleman of suppressing correspundence,

The SkcrRETARY FOor RarLways: You said
“ partial correspondence.”

Mr. BROWNE : It was partial, because there

was only correspondence on one

[9 pom.]

side, with the exception of two

memos. from the Secretary for Rail-
ways and the Commissioner and an interview of
a Railway Depariment c¢erk with Flower and
Hart, The hon. gentleman had told them dis-
tinctly that there were certain amendments
which he could not accept because the company
would not accept them.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Some of them
are in that position,

Mr. BROWNE : The hon. member distinctly
said on the second reading that it was no use
attempting to propose certain amendments,
because they would not be accepted. What he
wanted to know now was, when and how the
terms of the Bill bad been altered ?

The SECRETARY ¥orR Ratnways: It is not the
same company at all,

Mr. BROWNE: That made the matter all
the move curious, It was a new company, and
negotiations would have to be opened up in some
way, yet the hon. gentleman had no record of
any negotiations. Surely he must have had
something to do with agents of the company.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: T said so; I
said Flower and Hart came to my office.

Mr. BROWNE : The hon. gentleman got very
indignant when he protested against any



Port Norman, Ete.,

Minister of the Crown and a private individual
carrying on regotiations in that way, yet there
had been alterations made in the Biil of last
year, about which they had no eviderce what-
ever—alterations that were refused in 1899 by
Sir J. R. Dickson. He thought they ought to
have some evidence upon those alterations, and
the reasons why they had been made; yet the
hon. gentleman’s only reply was—“It is no use
discussing these things, T know the company
will not accept them.”  1f hon. members opposite
were prepared to accept that kind of legislation,
most distinctly he was not ; and considering that
1t was stated in 1899 that the company were to
get no land at all, it was a very nice thing now to
give them 10,000 acres. Certaialy it was provided
that the matter was subject to the approval of
the Governor in Council, but they knew what
that meant; it would go before the Cabinet,
there would be a minute by the Secretary for
Railways, avd it would be accepted. He
intended to support the amendment of the hon.
member for Burke,

The PREMIER : Some day the leader of the
Opposition would be a member of a Governiment,
and it was possible that he might have to
arrange for a private railway, When anybody
called upon him to arrange terms he would not
ask all his eolleagues to come in and discuss
them ; he would make arrangements subject to
his colleagues agreeing. That he understood
had been done by the agents—DMessrs, Flower
and Hart—and the Secretary for Railways. The
terms had been arranged between them, and
afterwards submitted to the Cabinet, who had
agreed to them.

Mr. BrowNE: And do you not think the
Minister ought to give us some reasons why he
made the alterations?

The PREMIER : The Bill was very much
like the Bill of last year. As far as he could see
the conditions of the present Bill were much
more severe than the conditions of the Chillagoe
Act; there were conditions as to wages, and
regulations by the Railway Commissioner, which
were not in the Chillagoe Act—and there were
other things which were more drastic. No one
knew better than the leader of the Opposition
what the value of the land was between Norman-
ton and Cloncurry., The railway would go
throngh between 300 and 400 miles of country,
and he thought it would pay the Government very
well to let the company have 10,000 acres, when
they were increasing the value of 2,000,000 or
3,000,000 acres of Government property. Thecom-
pany were restricted as ruch as possible, being
confined tomineralland andland necessary forsub-
sidiary railway works. All the township land the
Government kept for themselves. Already they
had sold at Chillagoe £8,000 or £10,000 worth of
land, and they hoped to do the same in connec-
tion with that railway. The Government would
certainly take care to keep all the township sites
in their own hands, and whatever money was
to be made by selling land would go into the
Treasury. He hoped that the company would
put up large railway and smelting works, for the
more money they spent the better it would be for
the colony, and the more valuable would they
make Government property in that district, He
thought it was a splendid arrangement for the
colony, and he was quite sure that if the leader
of the Opposition was a millionaire he would not
give 10s. an acre for the 10,000 acres proposed to
be granted.

Mr. W. HAMILTON had met several Clon-
curry people this year, and they had one great
objection to thegranting of 10,000 acres to the
company. They contended that it could be dis-
tributed all along the railway line, and wherever
arailway station or siding was established they
could take up 1,000 acres, and then any person
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who wanted to go there and establish business
would have to get permission from the company.
Everyone he had spoken to, althongh strongly in
favour of the railway, though they would prefer
that it should be constructed by the Government,
was strongly against a land concession being
granted. Who would say that that was not a
Jand grant railwav ? What did they call a grant
0f10,000 acres ? Could any company in the world
oceupy 10,000 acres in the erection of buildings?
Why, not the greatest works in the worid would
ever cover one-half of the land. The idea of
giving them 10,000 acres of freehold land—it wag
going back to the land-grant principle. The
Minister had said that hehad nothing in writing,
and that they had all the correspondence before
them. .

The SEcrETARY FOR RA1Lways: I did not say
that, 1 said I gave nothing in writing.

Mr, W. HAMILTON: No, writing was
dangerous, He thought the Minister should
have had it in writing, and he thought the
members of the House were entitled to see all
the eorrespondence that had taken place.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : So you have.

Mr. W, HAMILTON : All transactions with
public departments had to be put in writing,
even when the matters dealt with were of an
unimportant character. It was a strange thing,
therefore, when they were giving one of the
greatest concessions that had ever been given in
Australia, that there was mnothing in writing
hetween the syndicate and the Govermment.
This was a hole-and-corner way of doing busi-
ness. It looked as if there was something which

" they did not wish to have brought to light. The

names of the gentlemen connected with the
company appeared to have changed, but the
corporation was practically the same as the one
they were dealing with last year, and Mr.
Withers knew too much about it not to be still a
member of it. :

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I must call the
hon. member to order. The question before the
Committee is the omission of the word ¢ ten.”

Mr. W. HAMILTON : Yes. He was giving

a reason why it should not be done. He objected
even to giving them 2,000 acres ; he would not
give the company 1 acre, If they wanted land
to build their subsidiary works, let them get it
on lease, or acquire it as anybody else would
have to do. There should be some safeguard put
in the Bill providing that they should not be
able to take this 10,000 acres up and occupy the
land in the vicinity of the railway stations and
railway sidings. He objected to giving any
concessions in land to this corporation at all,
and he thought the amendment stipulating that
the grant should be only 2,000 acres did not go
far enough.
* Mr. ANNEAR (Maryborough): He was very
glad that the Minister had seen the necessity of
putting his foot down at last, because every con-
cession that had been asked by hon. gentlemen
opposite the Minister seemed disposed to agree
with. In his opinion there was very little left
for the company. If this company would proceed
to construct this line under the terms in this Bill
as it was now, he was greatly mistaken.

Mr. Krrr: They would be only too glad to

ot 1it.

& Mr. ANNEAR: The hon. member for Gre-
gery said they were giving this company half the
colony.

Mr. W. HauirtoNn: We do not know how
much we are giving them,

Mr. ANNEAR: This company, to construct
this railway of 250 miles, must spend £750,000.
At the present time the country was not ina
position to spend that money on this railway,
and he did not think it would be in that position
for the next fifty years.
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MEBERS of the Opposition : Oh, yes.

Mr. ANNEAR : Hedid not think they would.
He was going to oppose this amendment. Why
didn’t the hon. gentlemen opposite make a clean
breast of the whole affair? Could they deny the
stasement he was going to make? Could the
hon. member for Gregory or the hon. member
for Flinders deny that the large majority of the
people in their electorates and throughout the
North were clamouring for the construction of
this railway by this company.

MEMBERS of the Opposition: Yes,

Mr. ANNEAR : He would guarantee that the
leader of the Opposition was not game to produce
all the telegrams which he had received during
the last ten days. He maintained that an over-
whelming majority in the hon. member’s district
was in favour of this railway.

An HoxoURABLE MEM:ER : That is not true.

Mr. Kerr: You are making a statement
which cannot be proved.

Mr. MAXWELL: 1 will get the wire and see if
it is.

Mr., ANNEAR : If the company were going
to spend this large sum of money, what were
they giving them? e had quoted before from
what had been done in Canada—

MEeMBERS on the Opposition side : Oh, oh! and
laughter.

Mr., ANNEAR: Canada was a British pos-
session, and it had a progressive people, and he
thought the House would not go very far wrong
if they imitated Canada or the Government of
Canada. He showed the other night that the
Canadian Government had given £5,000,000 in

cash and 25,000,000 acres of land as a subsidy’

for the construction of the railway from Van-
couver. Here they were giving the company
2 lease of 35,000 acres for which the company
had to pay rent of £1 per acre per annuwm, and
10,000 acres. He would now quote the case
of the Grent Northern Railway iu Canada. To
build 800 miles of that railway the Government
of Canada gave the company 3,500,000 acres of
land, and they guaranteed hali the cost of the
railway. They also received from the Govern-
ment 80,000 dollars, or £16,000 per year for the
carriage of mails. Therefore they were giving
this company very little in giving them 10,000
acres of land for works and other purposes. He
was sorry the Minister accepted the previous
amendment, because it had taken away almost
all the company had asked for. Itseemedto bim
that the Minister was too pliable.

Mr. ForsyTH : Too soft altogether,

Mr. ANNEAR : He believed he was within
the mark when he said that 80 per cent. of the
people in North Queensland were supporting
the construction of shis railway by this company.

Mr. MaxweLn : You do not know anything
at all about it.

Mr., ANNEAR: The leader of the Opposition
could tell us something about it. He would like
to hear the hon. member for Croydon read all
the telegrams he had received from the North
asking him to support this railway, and advising
his supporters to dothe same. He(Mr. Annear)
had no interest in this railway whatever. The
only interest he had in the matter was the
interest of the colony, which he wished to see
progress, and for that reason he would oppose the
amendment.

* Mr. CURTIS (Rockhampton) said he could not
support the amendment moved by the hon.
member for Burke. He thought the subsidy of
10,000 acres of land to this compuny was a very
small matter in comparison to the magnitude of
the work, and compared to the enormous conces-
sions in land and cash given to railway companies
in the United States and Canada, and in some of
the South American States. The present value of
this land was small, and it was inevitable that the
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construction of this railway, and the opening up
of this country, and the giving of easy means of
transport to the coast, and thence to the outside
world, would only have one result, and that was to
enormously increase the value of the public estate.
There was no doubt that the construction of this
railway would do a vast amount of good, and he
hoped it would be constructed, and that it
would be followed by many other undertakings
of u like character. If this company found it
would be sufficiently payable, and it would be
worth while to take up leases and work them,
that would be a great advantage to the State.
He was firmly of opinion that if they had a
mixed system of railways—that was, railways
owned by the State and private railways—it
would be a very good thing for the colony.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! The hon. gentle-
man is wandering from tbe amendment before
the Committee.

Mr. CURTIS thought he might be allowed
some little latitude, considering he had not had
an opportunity of speaking on the second reading
of the Bill. But to come back to the amend-
ment, he could not see his way clear to vote for it.

Mr. MaxweLL : We did not expect you to vote
for it when we moved it.

Mr. CURTIS : He did not suppose the hon.
memper did, but he could tell him that he took
an independent stand with regard to matters that
came before the Chamber. 1t was only the other
day that he had come across a work in the library
which was only published last year with regard
to this subject, and after reading it he was
more than ever satistied that it would be a good
thing for the colony if the line was constructed
by this company under the terms and conditions
laid down in this Bill, and also that it would be
a good thing for the colony if lines of a similar
character were constructed.

Mr. BROWNE: The hon. member for Mary-
borough, Mr. Annear, had referred to himself
and to certain resolutions which had been passed
by the Croydon Municipal Council

Mr. AxNear: I said telegrams,

Mr. BROWNE: Well, telegrams. Resolu-
tions had been passed by she Croydon Municipal
Couneil and the divisional board there the week
before last—in response to a resolution sent from
Townsville—in which they stated that they had
not the slightest sympathy with colonred labour,
and that they were decidedly oppored to it.

Mr. AXNEAR : Ireferred to this railway.

Mr. BROWNX : There were two telegrams
referring to this railway. The first was sent by
the mayor of Croydon, Mr. Barnett, to himself,
and it read—

At the ordinary meeting of my counecil held yester~
day it was unanimously resolved thal the construction
of the Cloncurry-Normanton Railway line by private
enterprise, as per conditions of Bill now before the
House, receives the hearty approval of this muni-
cipality. Similar wirve forwarded to Premier.

The following day he received a wire from the
secretary of the Croydon Miners’ Union and
Workers’ Association, dated 9th October. Tha
wire read—

Council’s action not endorsed by majority, who are

still opposed to prineiple of private enterprise and con-
ditions of Cloncurry Bill.
Those were the two wires he had received. He
held himself responsible for the opinions of the
majority of the men of Croydon, but he did not
hold himself responsible for the opinion of five
or six individual members of the Council. He
hoped both wires would get into Hansard. If
the hon. member for Maryborough obeyed the
orders of a municipal council he (Mr. Browne)
did not. The second wire he had read distinctly
overrode the first one.
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS did
not think these wires made any difference. He
had received bundles of wires on the matter, but
he would not read them, for he thought the
Chamber conld do its own business itself. He
had not taken much notice of them. He would
ask hon. members to get on with business, and
come to a vote.

My, AJREY said he had also received tele-
grams on the matter, and his predeczssor, Mr.
Charles McDonald, had also received some, and
they showed that the people in the ¥linders
electorate were opposed to syndicate railways.
When he came out for the district one of his
chief points was syndicate railways, and he said
he was an uncompromising opponent of them ;
and he had heard nothing to cause him to alter
his views. The hon. member for Rockhampton,
Mr. Curtis, spoke about increasing the value of
the public estate. That hon. member seemed
to be of the opinion that unless this syndicate
received some large land grants they would get
into serious trouble, and that they would not
be able to pay their way. This company was
getting the railway, a large section of the public
estate, also 5,000 acres of mineral leases, and
surely that was enough. The hon. member was
also very much concerned about the condition
of this unfortunate company, which it appeared
was in a condition of rags and tatters—a poverty-
stricken company, and unless they got these 10,000
acres they would have to go insolvent. The hon.
member for Burke was doing a very sensible
thing in moving the reduction from 10,000 acres
to 2,000 acres. The Seeretary for Railways told
the Committee that there was no such thing as
taking a mean advantage in dealing with this
syndicate. He quite agreed with him.

The SEORETARY FOR RAILways: I did not say

atb.

Mr. AIREY : He was sorry if he misunder-
stood the hon. gentleman,

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYs : T said that as
things go generally there is no such thing.

Mr. AIREY : At any rate he thought that if
they cut down the area to 2,000 acres, aud the
company obtained twenty blocks of 100 acres

each, it would be a considerable

[9°30 p.m.] time before they covered that area

with all sorts of buildings and
apparatus necessary for their various operations.
The principle of 1and grant raillways had been
thrasned vut in the Assembly twenty years ago,
but it appeared that every few years attempts
had been made to reintroduce the principle, and
this proposal was a form of land grant, Perhaps
if the (overnment were not inciined to reduce
the area to 2,000 acres they would be disposed to
reduce 1t to 5,000 acres.

Mr. BURROWS : The Minister in charge of
the Bill had emphatically stated that he would
take all sorts of care that the syndicate did not
use their land for township purposes. Well,
what were the syndicate going to do with those
10,000 acres which it was proposed to grant for
subsidiary works ?

The SECRETARY FOR Rartnwavys: They want
some parks for their employees.

Mr. BURROWS : Yes, they knew all about
that. The land required for stations, approaches,
the erection of permanent machinery, and other
structures and pbuildings in connection with the
railway was provided for in clause 11, so that
these 10,000 acres were all for subsidiary works.
Since the Bill had been so altered as to prevent
the company making use of this land in a way
which he believed they intended to do, that was
using it for town sites, what were they going to
do with the land ? It wasa farce to say that the
syndicate would require 10,000 acres for the
erection of machinery to treat the ores from
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5,000 acres of mnineral land. He was inclined to
think that 500 acres would be more than sufficient
for all such works, but certainly 2,000 acres was
ample, and he should support the amendment.

Mr. GIVENS: They had been repeatedly
assured by the Minister at various stages ¢f the
discussion on the Bill that this was not a land
grant railway. He wondered if the hon. gentle-
man was sincere in that statement; and, if he
wus sincere, what was the meaning of the pro-
vision stating that there should be a grant of
10,000 acres to the company for subsidiary
works ?

The SEcrETARY FOR RatLways: Talk a little
sense.

Mr. GIVENS : If he was quoting correctly—
and he did not think the Minister could deny
that he was doing so—then the hon. gentleman
himself was responsible for the want of sense in
the statement, for he was merely quoting his
own statement. There was no provision as to
where the company should select the land, and
undoubtedly they would select it in the most
valuable places. If all the freezing and smelting
works and other works of a similar nature at
present existing in Queensland were put together
he did not shink they would occupy 1,000 acres,
and yet it was coolly propesed to give this com-
pany 10,000 acres for the purpose of erecting
similar works. That was out of all reason,
The company were getting ledses of mineral
lands for fifty years, but this concession in regard
to the 10,000 acres was for all time. The amend-
ment proposed tu reduce the amount to be
granted to 2,000 acres, and he submitted that
that was a reasonable proposition, unless the
company wanted to own the townships, and act
as landlords for all their employees, and do
various other things which would not be for the
benefit of the community. In his opinion, 2,000
acres would be quite sufficient for their purposes.
If the company got the concessions which were
embodied in the Bill, they would be for all
time the bosses of the situation in the Gulf. He
was opposed to granting any monopoly to any
corporation, as monopolies were inherently bad ;
but still if, through force of circumstances, a
Government who believed in monopolies got into
power, it was undoubtedly the duty of the Oppo-
sition to lirnit the monopoly proposed to be granted
by them as much as possible, and to surround it
with conditions to safeguard the interests of the
general public. If the company were granted
10,000 acres they would be able to control all the
townships. It was no use for the Minister to say
that he would not grant them any land for town-
ships, because the company would be able to
start townships in spite of the Government.
‘Wherever a large number of men were at work,
theretownships would beestablished, and thecom-
pany would be thelandlords, and would practically
control every individual in those townships.
And further, as they had the right to erect
stores, freezing works, and everything of that
kind, by and by the company would have a
monopoly of the railway communication, of the
wharfage, of the townships, and of the stores;
and, under those circumstances, it would be wise
to cut down the concession as much as possible.
1f they did not keep it within reasonable limits,
the syndicate would be practically princes of the
Gulf country, and would have the power of life
and death over every person living in that
portion of the State, because they would be in a
position to say to every individual, ** You will
have to agree to our terms or we will not allow
you to live here.” Two thousand acres shouid
be quite sufficient, No other private company
had received a grant of land of anything like the
area contemplated to be given to this company,
It was admitted all round that this was the
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most valnable concession of them all, and it was
proposed to make it still more valuable by grant-
ing the company an enormous area of what
would be the most valuable lands in conjunction
with the railway, because the company would
select the most valuable lands that they could
lay their hands on. So far, he was afraid that
all the amendments they had succeeded in
getting the Secretary for Railways to accept
were amendments which did not affect the com-
rpany very much. When any vital amendment
was proposed which would protect the people of
Queensland from that monopoly, the hon. gentle-
man pubt up his back, and refused to accept it.
The resson appeared to be that the interests of
the syndicate were dearer to the hon. gentleman
than the interests of the people of Queensland.

Mr. LESINA could not allow the amendment
to go without further explanation from the
Minister. The amendment appeared a reason-
able one, especially as it was proposed to give
the company the land in fee-simple. He would
rather see them get 20,000 acres on perpetual
lease than 10,000 or even 5,000 acres in fee-
simple. If it was found necessary for the
development of the territory he would sooner
frive the company 100,000 acres on perpetual

ease.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : What do you
mean by a perpetual lease? Do you mean a
perpetual lease, or alease in perpetuity ?

Mr. LESINA meant that they should have
a lease of the land for ever, provided they ful-
filled the conditions laid down by the Govern-
ment of the day, and that the land was subject
to periodical reappraisements in the matter of
rent., The hon. gentleman said that the land
was practically valueless. What was the good
of giving them a valueless concession ?

The SECRETARY FOR RaAILwAYs: They are
going to make it valuable by expending meney.

Mr. LESINA : Apparently the contract had
been entered into, and Parliament was helpless,
They wanted to vary the contract =0 as to pre-
serve certain things to the people of Queensland,
but the Minister and the company said they
would not accept the Bill if they did that.
Was that provision a vital part of the Bill? He
believed 2,000 acres was sufficient to give asa
freehold ; 10,000 acres meant 4 acres for every
mile of railway constructed—that was 2 acres
on each side of the line; so that if the company
took up a narrow strip right along the line they
could prevent access to the railway except under
conditions laid down by themselves.

The SECRETARY FOR RaiLways : They can only
get the land where the Governor in Council
likes.

Mr. LESINA: The representatives of the
people might hand over to the Governor in
Council the right to dispose of 10,000 acres of land
wherever they chose to give it. Supposing they
desired to give the company the 10,000 acres in
oune block, or in blocks surrounding each town-
ship and railway station along the line, the com-
pany could completely block settlement. There
should be a schedule to the Bill distinctly speci-
fying what land the Government were going to

give the company, and Parliament should have an_

opportunity of discussing that schedule. At pre-
sent they were altogether in the dark ; they were
asked to give the Ministry of the day a map, and
upon that map they might score here and there a
plan showing where the land was situated that
might be given to the company. It was asking
for a_blank cheque. They were willing to trust
the Government as far as they could see them,
perhaps, but no further; and it was too much to

ask them to trust them implicitly with regard to .

10,000 acres. If the concession was valueless,
what did the company want it for? Could it
raise money on a valueless concession? The
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matter was of such serious import that it should
get considerably more discussion than it had had
so far., No reasons had been given why this
10,000 acres should be granted to the company.
"The Minister in introducing the Bill said he had
attempted to secure a reduction in the number of
years from fifty to something reasonable.

The SECRETARY FOR RaiLwavs: I did not say
‘“something reasonable.”

Mr. LESINA ; The hon. gentleman said on
page 944 that he did his best to get a reduction
of this fifty years,

The CHATRMAN : Order!

-Mr. LESINA: He even sent a cable to the
company in London.

The CHATRMAN : Order!

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I did not say
I sent a cable; I said a cable was sent.

Mr. LESINA : He was only referring to this
for the purpose of illustration. The Minister
tried to get a reduction from fifty years, but the
hon. gentleman was unsuccessful hecause the
company considered that it was a vital point in
the Bill. Now, the question was whether they
considered this 10,000 acres a vital point. He
wanted information. If the reduction from
10,000 acres to 2,000 acres would imperil the
passage of the Bill or the construction of the line,
why did not the Minister tell the Committee so?
The company practically said in the correspond-
ence that if any material alterations were made
in any vital points in the Bill they would
demand back the £10,000 in the Savings Bank,
and not go on with the construction of the
line. If this was a vital point in the arrange-
ment made by the Minister with the com-
pany, and Parliament was simply asked to
ratify without alteration the agreement made
by the hon. gentleman with the company,
it was simply a farce to discuss the thing.
What was the Minister’s objection to putting the
information before the Committee? Could he
not trust hon. members, or did he think mem-
bers on the Opposition side, like members on the
Government side, were willing to swallow any
Bill that was brought forward by the Govern-
ment? He was . in favour of the amendment
because this land was freebold. If it was pro-
posed to give the company 20,000 acres of lease-
hold, and there was a proposal to increase that
amount of leasehold to 100,000 acves he would
prefer that to giving them even 2,600 acres of
freehold. He hoped the Committee would agree
to the amendment, because the giving away of
this valuable concession was a serious matter.
It was tantamount to adopting the principle of

land grant railways, which had

[10 p.m.] never been adopted by the people,

and which Parliament had no right
to adopt in counection with this matter.

Question—That the word proposed to be
omitted stand part of the clause—put; and the
Committee divided :—

AYEs, 35,
Mr. Annear Mr. Kates
» Armstrong » Kent
,, Barnes ,» Leahy
s Bartholomew ,» Lord
» Bell »  Macartney
» Bridges .  Mackintosh
,» Callan 5y McMaster
,» Campbell o Newell
,, Cowley . O’Connell
5 T. B. Cribb , Petrie
, Curtis « Philp
» Dalrymple ,» Rutledge
5 Forrest ,» Stephens
» Forsyth ,, Stephenson
» Fox » Stodart
,» Foxton . Story
» J. Hamilton , Tooth
» Hanran

Tellers : Mr, Barnes and Mr. Bridges.
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Nozs, 22,

Mr. Airey Mr. Jackson
,, Barber , Jenkinson
,, Browne ,. Kerr
,» Burrows ., Lesina
» Dibley ., Maxwell
,, Dunsford ,s  MeDonnell
» Pitzgerald ,s  Muleahy
,, TFogarty ,»  Plunkett
,, Giveus ,, Ryland
»  W. Hamilton ,, 'Tolmie

Hardacre Turley

Tellers: Mr. Maxwell and My, Lesina.
Resolved in the affirmative.

Mr. DUNSFORD moved on line 56 the inser-
tion of 7the fullowing words after the word
““acres” i

And provided further that the minerals underall such
lands shall be reserved to the Crown.

That would bring the clause into line with
clause 9. Under that clause they reserved to
the Crown minerals under all the lands upon
which the railway was bailt. He failed to see
why they should have auny difference between
those lands and the land proposed to be granted.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
He did not know whether the hon. member was
in the House at an earlier hour when a similar
amendment was proposed. He had expressed
his willingness to accept one or two amend-
ments, either one like that which the hon. mem-
ber proposed, or one providing that the land
should not be mineral land. He gave the
Committee the choice of the two, and they
accepted the latter. Under the circumstances
he trusted the hon. member would withdraw his
amendment,

Mr. DUNSFORD : He would accept the
statement of the Minister and withdraw his
amendment,

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn,

Mr. FORSYTH said some members opposite
thought that the whole frontage to Port
Norman was likely to be taken up by the 10
acres proposed to be granted for wharfage pur-
poses. There was a great deal of truth in their
contention, and it was quite right that the Go-
vernment should reserve a large proportion of the
land for wharfage sites. Therefore he begged to
move that after the word *‘ Norman,” on the
24th line, there be inserted the words ‘‘and
not exceeding a frontage of 800 feet to the
River Norman.” That would mean that the
company would only be able to get a frontage of
800 feet, and it would meet the objection that
the company might make their grant of 10 acres
practically take in the whole of the available
frontage.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
He had no objection to the amendment. He
thought it was necessary.

Mr. BROWNE : He agreed with the Minister
that this ameliorated the clause. It was much
better restricting the company to this amount of
frontage than allowing them to extend their
frontage in whatever way they liked. It would
leave more for the public, and he would there-
fore support the proposal. At the same time,
the hon. member for Carpentaria, in speaking on
the second reading of the Bill, said he would
endeavour to induce the Minister to introduce a
provision compelling the company to give access
to their railway from any other wharves. He
(Mr. Browne) intended to propose an amendment
to clause 28, empowering the Government to
resume the company’s wharves at the same time
that they resumed the part of the railway from
Port Norman to Normanton.

Amendment agreed to.

Mr. FORSYTH : ¥e thought the suggestion
made by the leader of the Opposition was one
that would meet with the approval of the whole
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of the House, and he was sure the company
would not object to it. He understood that the
hon. member practically wanted to force the
company to run their railway or to connect
their railway with lines running from outside
wharves belonging to the local bodies or to other
people.  If the hon. member made a proposal to
that effect he would support it.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He
would have no objection to the pronosal if he
knew how it was to be carried out. He did not
see how they were going to compel the company
to run their railway over wharves belonging
to other people.

Mr. ForsyTH : Anyone who had a wharf there
would be able to build a line, and join it on to
the company’s line.

The HoyMe SECRETARY : You would compel
them to connect ?

Mr. ForsyTa: Yes.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
He did not see how it was to be done, but he
had not the least objection to the proposal.
They had already given the Commissioner run-
ning powers over this part of the line, and he
supposed the Commissioner would take goods
from any of the other wharves over this part of
the company’s line and over his own line to
Croydon. He thought that the matter was
fully provided for.

3Mr. BROWNE: He might say at once that
he was not the father of the suggestion. It
emanated from the hon. member for Carpentaria,
and personally he thought it would make the
clause better, He was of opinion, however, that
the only solution to the difficulty was to give the
Government power to resume the cowmpany’s
wharves at the same time that they took over
the railway. He did nos see that the Comumis
sioner should be required to connect lines from
the other wharves with the company’s line,
because that would be making the country pay
for work that the company would benefit from.
He thought the company should be required to
make the necessary connections with outside
wharves, .

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS had
no objection to a proviso to the effect that if the
holder of an adjoining wharf wished to connect
with this railway he should have the right to do
so in a mahner to be determined by the Commis-
sioner for Railways,

Mr. 3RowNE : That would improve the clause.

Mr., Givens: A man might own a wharf a
little lower down, but not adjoining.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He
should also have the right to connect, if he so
desired. He explained that there was a provision
of a similar character in connection with the
Kooniana Railway, which gave the Commis-
sioner that power, and his decision was binding
on all parties.

Mr. FORSYTH moved the insertion of the
following words after the word ¢ accommoda-
tion”:—

If at any time the owner of any wharf desires to con-
nect any railway from his wharf with the railway of
ihe company, the company shall, if so required, at the
expense of such owner, make openings in his railway
and such additional lines of railways, as may be neces-
sary for effecting such connection in places where the
Commissioner may direct.

Amendment agreed to.

Mr. LESINA asked how that would affect the
grant of 10 acres at Port Norman.

Mr. ForsyTH: The company would only have
800 feet frontage to the river.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS: Yes. That has
all been settled.

Clause 24, as amended, put and passed.

Clauses 25 and 26 put and passed.
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On clause 27— Company carrying on public
servics ’—

Mr. BROWNE said he had referred to this
clause on the second reading of this Bill. It
dealt with the carrying of mails, and he did not
know, now that they had federation, and the
matter of mails had been taken over by the
Yederal Government, whether the State Parlia-
ment had power without the authority of the
Federal Parliament to give effect $o this pro-
vision, and if thev did not first get the authority
of the Federal Parliament for making such a
contract with this company, whether this would
be binding on the company or not. Ile was
assured in the House at the time that this was
all right, but since then he had taken the trouble
to consult two legal members of the Federal
Parliament, and also in Brisbane three legal
gentlemen who were not members of the House.
Strange to say the two legal gentlemen in the

Senate differed entirely, Oune of
{10°30 p.w.] them said he thought this Parlia-

ment had the right to make this
condition, and the nther said the clause was not
worth the paper it was written on, unless it was
passed with the anthority of the Federal Parlia-
ment, or the Federal Parliament afterwards
endorsed the provision, and that any agreement
made by this Parliament with the company
in respect to this matter was no more binding
than if it had been made by a municipal couneil
or a divisional board. One of the Brisbane
legal gentlemen who were consulted was very
positive that Parliament had the power to make
this agreement, and another was equally as
positive that this Parliament had no power to
meke any arrangement with regard to the
carriage of mails and telegraphic and telephonic
communication, withont the authority of the
Tederal Parliawent, The third gentleman con-
sulted thought it was all right, but would not
give a decided opinion cn the matter. He should
like to hear from the Minister whether he had
any legal authority assuring him that the Com-
mittee would be acting rightly in passing the
clause.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
There was no doubt a good deal in what the hon.
member had said. The clause would bind the
company, as far as this Parliament could bind
them, to carry such mails free of charge as they
might be directed by the Commissioner to carry.
The railways belonged to the State, and not to
the Commonwealth, and were not likely to belong
to the Comnionwealth, and as the Postnaster-
General of the Commonwealth must make an
arrangement with the Commissioner for the
transport of mails, it was desirable that the Com-
missioner should be in a position to make such
arrangements with regard to private railways in
the State. Of course, the State Parliament had
no power to bind the Federal Parliament, but
he held that they had a right to bind the com-
pany. That was perfectly legal, and such a
contract could be enforced.  There was a similar
provision with regard to telegraphs, and he
thought it was a good thing to have that pro-
vision in the Bill.

Mr. JENKINSON : What is the definition of
““ public service”—the State service or the Com-
monwealth service ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
There was no interpretation of the term * public
service”’ in the Bill.

Mr. BrownNE: Would not the company re-
quire to get power from the Commonwealth
Parliament to erect telegraph and telephone
wires ?

The SECRETARY TFOR RAILWAYS:
Well, it practically meant the authority who
owned and controlled telegraphic and telephonic
communication. Anyhow, he thought it was
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desirable that the clause should be inserted. If
it was not of any force it could do no harm. He
had conszulted the Attorney-General on the sub-
ject, and they had decided that it was best tc
leave the provision in the Bill.

Mr. LESINA In a prospectus recently pub-
lished by the company in London, they stated
that they intended to carry on the business of
railway, telegraph, and telephove proprictors,
engineers, makers of rolling-stock, miners, and
nietallurgists. Section 51 of the Commonwealth
Constitution Act provided that the Common-
wealth Parliament should deal with ‘¢ postal,
telegraphic, and telephonic, and other like ser-
vices,” and he contended that the State Parlia-
ment had no power at all to deal with those
matters, How could they give this company,
which had no dealings with the Federal Govern-
ment, power to construct telegraphs and tele-
phones?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : We are not
giving thewn that power.

Mr. LESINA: On second thought he saw
that that was correct. They were merely pro-
viding that if the company got that power the
Government should have the right to transmit
messages free of charge.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILwAYs: Yes, that is

S0.

Mr. LESINA : With respect to another pro-
vision in the clause he was against requiring the
company to carry members of Parliament free.
He maintained that by expecting the company
to carry mwembers of Parliament free it would
place members under a certain obligation to the
company, and they might attempt to make use of
the legislature. That was the opinion expressed
by the present Crown Solicitor in 1892 in his
pamphlet on land grant railways. He strongly
resented the bribe that was offered to members of
Parliament by the clause. If it was retained
there ought to be a further provision inserted to
the effect that those members who had voted and
“barracked” for the Bill should be given free
passes for life, because the company certainly
owed a deep debt of gratitude to the hon. men-
bers on the other side for their support.

Mr. JACKSON moved the insertion after the
word ““railway,” in the 1st line of the clause, of
the words “‘or tramways.” If that was accepted,
there was a consequential amendment to the
same effect to be made in line 30.

The SecrETARY vOR RaiLways: I have no
objection whatever to that. 1 really thought it
was 80,

Amendment agreed to.

Mi. RYLAND moved the omission of the
words ‘‘ Parliament of (Jueensland,” with the
view of inserting the words ‘‘several Parlia-
ments of Australasia.” A similar provision
appeared in the Callide Railway Act.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RAILwWAYS: There is no
objection to the amendment.

Amendment agreed to.

On the motion of Mr. JACKSON, the words
“ortramways ” were inserted in line 3¢ after the
word *‘railway.”

Mr. GIVENS: As they were imposing obliga-
tions on the company to carry individuals free
of charge, he thought the principle might be
extended to carrying school children under six-
teen years of age free in cases where there was
no public school within 2 miles of their homes.
That was in accordance with the by-law under
which the Commissioner carried school children
free on State lines, He thought a subclause
cpuld be drafted to meet the case in very little

time.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
thought the matter was already provided
for in the clause dealing with the rates. The
company could only charge 50 per cent, more
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than the Commissioner charged ; and if there was
no charge by the Commissioner there could be no
50 per cent.

Mr. GIVENS: If that was the case with
regard to school children it was equally the case
with regard to members of Parliament, and there
was no necessity to make a special exemption in
their case.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
there was, either,

Mr. GIVENS: It had been distinctly provided
that members of Parliament should travel free;
but if the company chose to refuse to carry school
children free, the case would probably have to
go to the Privy Council to be decided. To put
the matter beyond all doubt, he 1hought the
provision should be included in the Bill,

Mr. BROWNHE was at first inclined to think
that the reply given by the Minister met the
difficulty, but now be was of opinion that the
suggested amwendment should be made. The
carrying of school children free was one of the
exceptions in connection with State railways,
and there was nothing in the Bill to say that
school children travelling on this railway would
not be rated the same as other passengers.

Mr., LESINA : Apparently there was some
doubt whether school children would be carried

free by the company or not, and in

{11 p.m.] order to put the matter beyond cavil

he thought provision should be
made specifically whereby they would be allowed
to travel on the company’s line under the same
conditions as those under which school children
travelled on State railways to and trom school.

Mr. GIVENS moved the insertion of the fol-
fowing new paragraph :—

The company shall also earry upon the railway or
tramway, free of charge, all scholars under sixteen vears
of age residing wheve there is no public¢ school within
two miles of their homes to the nearest public school
to which a train service is available.

That brought the matter into line with the
concession granted under similar eircumstances
on the State railways.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS could
not accept the amendment, for the reason that
the fares charged at the present time amounted
to next to nothing, He was speaking now as if
the matter were not provided for. It was all
right for the State to do that kind of thing, but
he never heard of compelling a company to do i,
They might as well compel an omnibus company
to carry free. Such a provision would impose
difficulties and obligations on the company.
Nevertheless, he believed that the carriage of
children was provided for already, and that was
an additional reason for mnot accepting the
amendment,

At 115,

The CHAIRMAN said: TUnder Standing
Order 171 I call upon the hon., member for
Maryborough, Mr, Annear, to relieve me in the
chair.

Mr. ANNEAR accordingly took the chair.

Mr. GIVENS: The Minister told them in
one breath that the matter was already provided
for and that children would be carried free, and
in the next he objected to the company being
called upon to carry free, and said that the
charge of 50 per cent. extra would not be a
severe tax. Why should the unfortunate children
of a working man be compelled to pay the
exorbitant charges of the company? The train
service would be running all the time, and be
failed to see what loss would be sustained by the
company. It would certainly be more in accord
with the fitness of things if they provided for
the free carriage of school children rather than
the free carriage of themselves. It would cer-
tainly come as a very graceful concession from
the Minister if he would accept the amendment,

: T don’t think
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
pointed out that they only compelled the com-
pany to run two trains a week, and those trains
might not suit children going to school. In any
case the charge, if made at all, would be merely
nominal. The proposal would only harass the
company, and he would not consent to put
harassing conditions into the Bill,

Mr. RYLAND : It was more than likely that
the company would run a train everyday, and
in any case it was only fair that the children
living along the route of this railway should be
put in the same position as children living along
the Govermmnent lines. Then he thought some
encouragement should be given to people to
settle in the district, and to send their children
to school, and if there were, as was sometimes
the case, eight or nine children in a family, it
would entail a considerable outlay on the
parents if they bad to pay railway fares. As
the Government built the schools, and provided
the teachers, it would be no great injustice on
the company to require them to carry school
children on the same terms as the iState rail-
ways,

Mr. HARDACRE (ZLeichhardt): He thought
the Minister ought to provide some means by
which school children would be charged less
than 50 per cent. above the present railway
rates. There should be some provision for
taking the children free, or, at any rate, at
very cheap rates. That was as much an abso-
lute necessity as it was to have the mails
carried free. It was necessary in the interests
of education. He would suggest, that if the
Miuvister would not consent to provide that
the children should be carried free, he should
provide that they should be carried under rates
and regulations fixed by the Commissioner, who
would then fix reasonable rates.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : He
thought the matter was already provided for in
the clause that they had already passed, but if it
was not let them look at it from a practical
point of view. If the company wanted to
encourage people to settle in the district they
would have to run the railway with as cheap
rates as possible. Their object would be to
encourage settlement, and one of the ways in
which they would do that would be by facilitat-
ing the travelling of children to and from school,
They would do that much better if left to them-
selves than if they were bound by any hard-and-
fast rules that Parliament might make. Asa
matter of fact there were no such restrictions as
the hon. member sought to place on this company
in regard to the State railways, and the system
in existence on the State rallways was only of
use where the train service was frequent, and the
trains ran at times suitable for the children to go
to and from school. However, he had decided
that he could not accept the amendment.

Mr. GIVENS : The Minister had said that
rates were already so low that it would be no tax
on the children to pay them, even if they were
charged. He wanted to say that that statement
was not in accordance with fact. He found that
the rates for scholars, who were not under the
exemption that he had quoted on the Govern-
ment lines, was one-half the full season-ticket
rate. The season-ticket rate, second-class from
Brisbane to Indooroopilly, which is about 4%
miles, was £2 8s. 3d. Half of that would amount
to £14s. 13d. for six months, but as this company
would have the right to charge 50 per cent.
above that rate they would be entitled to charge
three-fourths of the rate now charged for an
adult on the Government railways, and that
would not be the mere trifle that the Minister
would have them believe it was.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
under sixteen.

Much less
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Mr. GIVENS: The by-law was as plain as A

could be. It said—

Season tickets at half the full season tieket rates may
be issued to scholars (irrespective of age) attending any
school upon the certiticate of the master of the school.
Scholars under sixteen years of age, residing where
theve is no public school within 2 miles of their homes,
will be granted free second-class season tickets to
enable them to attend the nearest public school to
which the train service is available.

He had given due regard to that regulation when
framing his amendment. This was a concession
which was greatly required, and it was one that
he believed the people outside would appreciate,
»nd it was very necessary to be inserted in this
Bill in the interests of the children living along
the route of this 260 miles of railway.

Mr. LESINA : It was very evident from the
attitude of the Minister on this matter that one
at least of the prophecies that had been made
was going to turn out to be a true one, for the
Minister refused to give this ordinary concession
—a concession _which was in operation on the
State lines. 'Why should not this syndicate be
compelled to do the same thing as the State did
on its railways? He had read that in several
places parents had been prosecuted for not
sending their children to school, and along this
railway line there would be lengthsmen and
timber-getters and others who would have chil-
dren, and they would want to send them to
school. Why should not this company be com-
pelled to carry these children to school at the
same rates as on the Government railways?
The Minister said it would be harassing the
company, the members of which were all
absentees, but he was quite prepared to harass
the children of those men. Let the Committee
come to a division so that the public could see
how each hon. member voted on this matter,

Mr. HARDACRE : It seemed to him that
from the remarks of the Minister that hon.
gentleman was not so much opposed to the
principle as to the wording of the amendment,.

Mr. LESINA pointed out that the matter was
of sufficient importance to justify a division
being taken. He thought it would be an excel-
lent shing for the public outside to see precisely
how hon. members voted on the matter, and it
would be an excellent point to bring up at the
next general election, to tell all the timber-
getters and lengthsmen along the line that the
Government were against the proposal of the
hon. membec for Cairns.

Mr. HARDACRE thought the Minister
should accept =ome provision which would give
the Commissioner power to make whatever
rates and regulations he deemed reasonable
with regard to the carrying of these children to
school.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILways : Itis provided
for already.

Mr, HARDACRE : Where?

The SECRETARY ¥OR RATLWAYS: Section 15
says the Commissioner must approve of the
by-laws.

Question—That the words proposed to be in-

serted be so inserted (Mr. Givens’s
[11-30 p.m.] amendment)—put; and the Com-
mittee divided :—

Ayes, 19,
Mr, Airey Mr. Hardacre
,» Barber ,» dJaeckson
,» Bowman ,, Kerr
,, DBrowne ,» Lesina
;s BUrrows ,, Maxwell
,, Dibley ,» McDounell
,» Dunsford ,» Muleaby
,, Titzgerald ,» Ryland
,. Givens ,» Turley

,» W.Hamilton
Tellers: Mr. Bowman and Mr, Hardacre.
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. Noks, 30.
AMr. Armstrong Mr. Hanran
,, Barnes 5, Kent
,» Bartholomew ., Leahy
., Bell ., Macartney
., Bridges ,» Mackintosh
., Callan ., MelMaster
,» Campbell ,, Newell
., Cowley ., O’Counell
, T.B.Cribb ., Dletrie
.y Curtis .» Philp
., Dalrymple ,,  Rutledge
., Forsyth ,. Stepheus
,, Tox ,, Stodart
,, TFoxton ,, Story
,» J. Hamilton Tooth

Tellers: Mr. Forsyth and Mr. ]I:icartney.

PaIRs.
Ayes—Mr. Plunkett, Mr. Fogarty, and Mr. Jenkinson,
Noes—Mr. Lord, Mr. Xates, and Mr. Forrest.

Resolved in the negative.

Mr. LESIN A suggested that all coloured aliens
should be carried free on the railway for the
purposes of deportation. If aliens had to be
deported from the Commonwealth under any
Acts passed by the Federal Parliament from
time to time, then it would be advisable to have
their deportation made free.

Mr. JENKINSON wished to know how
it was that the provision with regard to
telegraphic and telephonic communication was
drafted on different lines from that in the
Glassford Creek Tramway Act, the Albers
River and Lilydale Tramway Act, and the
other private railway Acts passed last session.
‘When those measures were presented to the
House they contained a clause similar to the one
now under consideration, but he called for the
production of correspondence between the Post
and Telegraph Department and the other de-
partments of the State to ascertain if the rights
of the State were properly safeguarded, and, as &
result, moved an amendinent on the clause,
which was adopted by the then Secretary for
Railways. Section 14 of the (lassford Creek
Tramway Act provided that—

The owners may establish and maintain on or along-
side of the tramway such telegraph and telephone
communicuation as the Commissioner approves, and such
communication, when cstablished, shall be deemed to
be part of the tramway.

The owners shall have the right to demand and receive
rates for the transmission of telegraph and telephone
messages over and by means of sueh telegraphs and
telephones established by it; but such rates shall not
exceed the rates charged for the time being by the
Postmaster-General in respect of the transmission of
messages by telegraphs or telephones under his
control.

The owners shall be entitled to connect any telegraph
or telephone established by them with any telegraph
or telephone now or hereafter to be established in
connection with the North Coast Railway, and for such
purpose may use, in conjunction with the Commissioner
or Postmaster-General, and free of charge, any telegraph
posts, poles, or standards erected, or to be erected, on
or alongside such railway at its junetion with the
tramway.

All matters connected with the business of through
communieation over or by means of telegraphs and
telephones established by the owners, and telegraphs
and telephones under the control or which may be
used by the Commissioner or Postmaster-General, shall
be subject to the approval of the Cowmmissioner or
Postmaster-General, as the case may be.

It was the Post and Telegraph Department who
were exceedingly anxious that those safeguards
should be established, and the then Secretary for
Railways readily adopted the suggestion to
amend the clause, stating that it safeguarded the
interests of the State. Why, then, should this
Cloncurry Company be allowed to make any
charge they might choose to levy? He would
also draw attention to section 78 of the Federal
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Post and Telegraph Act, as it was necessary that
they should not tie themselves up in a knot—

The Postmaster-General shall have the exclusive
privilege of maintaining telegraph lines and of trans-
mittingtelegrams or other communications by telegraph
within the Commonwealth, and performing all the
incidental services, and receiving, collecting, or
delivering sueh telegrams or communications, except
ag,provided by this Act or the regulations.

Provided that the Government railway authorities of
each State, or any existing private railway or tramway
already constricted, or in course of construection, shall
have authority to erect and maintain within the rail-
way boundaries= telegraph lines reguired for the work-
ing of the railways, but, except by the authority of the
Postmaster-General, no such telegraph lines shall be
used for the purpose of transmitting and delivering
telegrams for the public. Where such authority is
obtained, the revenue derived from such telegrams
shall be divided betwesn the department and the rail-
way authorities in such proportions as may bhe mutually
arranged,

Then clause 88, which was inserted at the insti-
gation of the hon. member for Kennedy, Mr.
MeDonald, read—

The Postmaster-General may, after giving six months’
notice, resume any private telegraph or telephone line.

‘The compensation, if the amount cannot he other-
wise agreed upon, shall be settled by arbitration,

The provision that they were now asked to
accept did not contain the same safeguards as
appeared in the other private railway Acts, and
the clause appeared to conflict with clause 78 of
the Federal Post and Telegraph Act.

Mr. LESINA : If the hon. member for Wide
Bay had been_present earlier in the evening he
wou'd have discovered from the Minister that
the clause did not give the company the right to
erect telegraph or telephone lines. The company
would have to ask the Federal Government for
authority to do that; and then the clause pro-
vided that, when they had that authority, public
messages should be transmitted over the lines
free of charge.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clause 28, as follows :—

(1) The Minister, on behalf of the Government, mav at
any time after the completion of the line of railway
from Port Norman to Normanton or to its junction witi
the Normanton-Croydon Railway, as the case may be,
by notice in writing, require the company to sell, and
thereupon the cowmpany shall se'l to the Government
such line of railway exclusive of volling-stock, upon the
terms of payment hy the Government to the company of
the actual cost of the construction thereof, of which
cost the certificate of the Commissioner hereinbefore
provided for shall be conclusive evidence :

Provided that if sucli purchase is inade, the company
may thereafter run over, work, and use such line of
railway upon the terms that:—

(i.) The emmpany shall. in rvespect of all traflic
carried on the line by the company, pay to the
Commissioner the same rates which are charged
to the public by the company, or such other
rates as may he mutually agresd upon between
the Commissioner and the compavny ; and

(ii,) The Commissioner shall continue to have and
exercise full and exclusive control over all
traflic earried on such line.

(2.) The Minister, on hehalf of the Government, may
at any time after the expiration of fifty years after the
completion of the railway, by notice in writing, require
the company to sell, and thereupon the company shall
sell, to the Government the railway, or so much thereof
as remains unpurchased by the Govermment, aond
rolling-stock, upon the terms of payment by the Go-
vermnent to the company of the then value thereof,
such value in case of ditference to be asc-rtained by
arbitration according to the provisions of the Interdict
Act of 1867.  But the value of the railway for the pur-
poses of this subsection shall not under any circum-
stances be taken to be more than the actual cost of
construction, of which cost the certificates of the Com-
missioner, hereinhefore provided for, shalt be conclusive
evidence.

(3.) Whenever any sale in pursuanee of this section is
made to the Government the railway shall vest in the
Commissioner as lully and effectually to all intents and
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purposes as if the same had been transferred and con-
veved to him by the company, but nevertheless the
Commissioner may, if he thinks fit, demand a transfer
or conveyance thereof, and the company shall there-
upon execute the same—

put by the ACTING CHAIRMAN, and de-
clared carried.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN then proceeded
to put clause 29, when Mr. BrowNE and Mr.
JENKINSON both rose.

Mr. JENKINSON : I was on my feet, Mr,
Annear, before you declared clause 28 carried.

Mr. BROWNE: I was talking to the Premier,
and I thought the hon. member for Wide Bay
was talking about telegraph and telephone lines.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : I wish to re-
mind hon. members that I put clause 28 dis-
tinctly, and then I made a pause, and, as no
hon. member rose to his feet, I declared the
clause carried,

Mr. Jacksox: The hon. member for Wide
Bay addressed you as ““ Mr, Grimes,” and that is
how the mistake arose.

Mr. BROWNE said he was speaking to the
Premier at the time the clause was put through,
but he had circulated printed amendments on
the clause immediately after the second reading,
copies of which the Acting Chairman had before
him.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The
Acting Chairman had put clause 28, and he
wondered that no hon. member rose. Of course
the thing was done, but he supposed the Com-
mittee could undo it. Members on the Govern-
ment side had no intention to take advantage of
anyone, and perhaps the Acting Chairman would
put the question again.

The ACTING CHATRMAN : I will put the
question again. The question is, “That clause
28 stand part of the Bill.”

Mr. BELL rose to a point of order. He
would not press the point of order, but it was
just as well that they shonld know exactly what
they were doing when they were making any
departure from the regular practice. However
convenient it might be at one moment to depart
from the orthodox and recognised rules, snoner
or later it would be a rod to thrash the Com-
mittee with, There was no guestion that clause
28 was passed, and they should now be con-
sidering clause 29. The proper course was to
recommit the Bill.

Mr. W, HAMILTON said that the hon.
member for Wide Bay had called ““Mr. Grimes,”
instead of “Mr, Annear,” and the Acting Chair-
man put clause 28 quickly and went on to clause
29. At the same time the leader of the Oppo-
sition was busy talking to the Premier.

The PREMIER said that he was talking to
the leader of the Opposition at the time the
clause was put through, so that he was perhaps
to blame for the leader of the Opposition not
having risen. No one desired to take advantage
of the mistake, and it was guite regular for the
Acting Chairman to put the clause again, with
the consent of the Committee.

Mr. BROWNE did not think that either the
Minister or the Acting Chairman had any desire
to go in for any sharp practice. He quite agreed
with the hon. member for Dalby that it should
not be made a common practice to go back, but
the hon, member himself must admit that on
this occasion an exception might be made,
He would move his amendment. He felt very
strongly on the matter, and was going to take
a division on it, but he did not propose to
take up much time discussing it. There was
no provision in the clause for resuming the
wharf and the wharfage accommodation, and it
would be distinetly unfair after the railway was
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resumed to leave the wharfage and storage accom-
modation in the hands of the company. Accord-
ing to the correspondence, what the company
asked for in 1899 was the right to retain the
wharfage and storage accommodation for the
same term as the term they were to retain the
whole railway ; and, strange to say, the Govern-
ment gave the company more than they asked
for. Clause 30 of the Bill of last year provided
for the purchase, at any time after completion,
of the line from Port Norman to Normanton ;
and for the purchase, at the end of fifty years,
of the railway or so much of the railway as
remained unpurchased ; but it said nothing
about wharfage, although the correspondence
showed that in drafting the Bill it was the
intention of the Guvernment to resume the
wharfage and storage sccommodation at or
near the township of Karumba at the same
time as they purchased the railway from Port
Norman to Normanton. Considering the
demand thece was for railways in the Southern
part of the colony, it would probably be many
years before the railway from Port Norman to
Normanton was resumed. If a proposal was
made in Parliament to give from £120,000,
£130,000, or £150,000 for that railway, there
would be lots of members who would consider
that the money would be better employed in
building railways in their districts. But when-
ever the railway was repurchased by the Govern-
ment, he considered that they ought to resume
the wharfage and storage accommodation at the
same time, IHe moved the insertion on line 41,
after the word ‘¢ railway,” of the words
““wharves and wharfage accommodation.”

The SECRETARY ¥OR RAILWAYS:
The hon. member must admit that there was not
the same necessity for the amendment that there
was some time ago, seeing that the company had
been restricted tu 800 feet. He understood from
the Premier and the hon. member for Carpentaria,
who kvew the place, that there were miles of
water frontage. A company like this, who
would be doing a large carrying business, should
be allowed to have wharfage accommodation as
long as they did not inconvenience the public.
If it was found advisable to resume it at any
time, it could be done under the Public Works
Lands Resumption Act; and this gave the
company no right above high-water mark. If
they found it necessary to resume thev had

the power under the Public Works

[12 p.m.] Lands Resumption Act, and, in

addition to that, the company
would be trespassers as soon as they put their
piles in above high-water mark.

Mr. BRowNE : Have you not power to resume
the railway in the same way ?

The SECRETARY IFOR RAILWAYS:
Yes, but then compensation would have to be
paid for the goodwill ; but there was no good-
will connected with the wharf because the com-
pany had no right to the fareshore. He trusted
the hon. member would accept his explanation
and withdraw his amendment.

Mr. BROWNE did not see the matter in the
same light as the hon. gentleman. If the Go-
vernment had that power of resumption it
seemed waste of time to pass an Act giving those
privileges. If the Government thought fit to
resume the wharf when they were taking over
the railway it would do the company no harm,
because it would be a Government wharf with a
State railway running to it, and the company
would have the same rights as other individuals.
Indeed if. was well understood that those who
most largely used Government wharves were
allowed special privileges and concessions. It
was more than evident that the original intention
of the Government, the draftsman, and the
Railway Commissioner was that the Govern-
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ment should have power to resume the wharf at
the same time as the railway, and it would be an
anomaly after the line was taken over to havea
Government line running to a private wharf.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : We can build
another wharf.

Mr. BROWNE: It would be many years
before the Government would be game to put
money on the Estimates for that purpose.
Indeed, the answer of Southern niembers would
be, ‘“ They have a good wharf there already, and
it i1s waste of money to build another.” In fact,
every privilege granted to the company made it
morally certain that very little Government
money would be spent in the Gulf for many
years. If the Bill passed in its present form,
and the wharfage was given over in fee-simple,
there was absolutely no chance of Government
assistance being given at the mouth of the
Norman for an indefinite period.

Question—That the words proposed to be
inserted be so inserted—put ; and the Committee
divided :—

Aves, 19.

Mr. Airey Mr. JIardacre
., RBarber ., Jackson
,» Bowman . Kerr
s» Browne ,, Lesina
5 Burrows 5 Maxwell
., Dibley 5 MeDonnell
,» Dunsford s Muleahy
. TFitzgerald . Ryland
s Givens ,, Turley

W. Hamilton

Tel’ie;'s : Mr, Turley and 3Mr. Barber,

Noks, 29,

AMr. Armstrong Mr. Kent

,» Barnes . Leahy

,s Bartholomew 5 Macartney

5 Bell ,» JMackintosh

,» Bridges ,s MedMaster

. Callan o Newell

,» Camphell 5 (YConnell

,, Cowley ,, Petrie

, T B.Cribb ,, Philp

., Dbalrynple » Rutledge

,,» Forsyth . Stephens

,» Fox . Stodart

5 Toxton 5, Story

5»  J. Hamilton 5, Tooth
Hanran

Tellers : Mr. Armstrong and Mr. Stephens.

Pains.
Aves—Mr, Plunkett, Mr. Fogarty, and Mr. Jenkinson.
Noes—Mr. Lord, Mr. Kates, and Mr. Forvest.
Resolved in the negative.

Mr, BROWNE : He had another amendment,
which had been printed and circulated. It was
on line 2, to omit the word *‘fifty,” with a view
to inserting ‘‘twenty-five.” Not only himself,
but several hou. gentlemen on the opposite side,
had spoken very strongly about handing over
these ureat powers to the company for fifty years.
They were giving the company these rights for a
period equal to the present lifetime of (Queens-
land, for it was not more than fifty vears since
Queensland had been a colony, and all the pro-
gress and the added wealth had been made in
that time. Many of them hoped that the pro-
gress would be twice or treble what it had been
in the past, and yet they were handing over all
these concessions to the company for fifty years.
He believed that twenty-five years was too long.
He thought the Government should have the
right to resume the railway at any time, but
knowing the opposition to that, hehadreducedhis
proposal to what the collective wisdom of Great
Britain fifty-five years ago decided was long
enough a tenure to give any private railway
company in Great Britain. Notwithstanding
the tremendous amount of money that they had
to spend on their railways, the restrictions they
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had to work under, and the responsibilities which
they had to undertake, no British railway com-
pany was allowed a longer tenure than twenty-
five years. Another thing which was very unfor-
tunate with regard to this Bill was that it was
so much more liberal than the people themselves
asked. According to the correspondence which
had been laid on the table, the company only
asked for thirty years.

The SECRETARY FOR RAJLWAYS :
company.

Mr. BROWNZE: The company was practi-
cally the same, or practically the same men were
in it. There was a letter in the correspondence
from a gentleman named Harrower, who stated
with regard to the gentleman whao was such a
favourite with the other side last year—that was
Mr, Withers—that he trusted Mr. Withers, and
was prepared to follow Mr. Withers and give
him all his support. That was in the very
latest correspondence, and he would read it if
the hon. gentleman wished him to do so.

The SECRETARY FOR RalLways: Who is it
addressed to?

Mr. BROWNE : Either to the Minister for
Railways or the Cominissioner.

The SEORETARY roR RAILwavs: I get scores
of these things, and I chuck them aside.

Mr. BROWNE : This letter had not been
chucked aside; it was in the official corre-
spondence.

The SECRETARY FoR Rarnways: I mean T
chuck them aside, so far as considering them.

Mr. BROWNE : He did not wish to protract
the debate by going into these things. Why
could not they be honest? Did not they know
it was the same company? Did not the British
Australasian, containing the company’s own
circular and the correspondence, show that it
was the same company? Let the hon. gentle-
man, now he had introduced the matter, tell
them how many of the gentlemen who were
named in the correspondence were not in the
company at the present time ?

The SECRETARY ¥oR Rarnways: I really do
not know who is in the company.

Mr. BROWNpE : The hon. gentleman said
that he did not know who were in the com-
pany, after saying it was not the same company.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RarLwavs: I have the
assurance of Flower and Hart, a most respectable
firm of solicitors, that it is not the same com-

pany.

Mr, BROWNE : He noticed that one name
was that of Sir R. G. W. Herbert, of London.
That gentleman was one of the old company.
Then they had Peter Coates and Archibald
‘Coates, owners of selections in the Leichhards.
Were not they members of this company? Was
mnot W. K. I’ Arcy, a member of this company ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAInwave: I have not
the names before me.

kMr. G1veExs: The same snake under a new
skin.

Mr. BROWNE : The hon. gentleman laid the
correspondence on the table, and it had been
officially through his hands. ~ Tt lay on the table
for a few minutes, and he and other hon. mem-
bers looked through it, and after the Minister
had perused it, he coolly challenged him {Mr.
Browne) with inaccuracy, and yet he admitted
that he did not know the names of the men in
this company,

The SECRETARY FOR RAtLways: I can’t carry
all their names in my head.

Mr. BROWNE: Tt was stated in the corres-
pondence that this was practically the same
company under another name, He admitted
that in one place some of them said that they
had no connection with a certain gentleman. In
the correspondence there was a long letter from
Mr. P. Harrower, who was a big mercantile man

Not this
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in the old country, stating that he placed im-
plicit confidence in Mr. Withers, and he was
prapared to support that gentleman.

The PREMIER : That was last year.

Mr. BROWNE : That appeared in the corres-
pondence. He had no wish to keep up this
discussion, but he only wished to refer to what
Mr. Harrower, who was evidently a big gun,
said.

The PREMIER : Last year he said he would
not be a promoter of this company. He said
that after considering the matter he could not
see his way clear to become one of the promoters
of this company. That was in July, 1900.

Mr. BROWNE said he was in the company
this year. This letter of Mr. Harrower’s was
dated 20th October, 1898, from 134 Bath street,
and 136 Coweadden’s street, Glasgow. It read—

Dear Sir,—I wired you on the 18th and 19th, as pe¥
copies enclosed, which I trust you received correctly
and understood. These wires were sent in order to
satisfy vou that the copper syndicate which I represent
is working in harmony with Mr. Withers, it having been
the iniention of our syndicate to amalgrinate with the
railway syndicate after the concession was obtained.
We have very representative men in our syndicate who
no doubt would infiuence the floating of the railway.
I might mention a few, such as Sir John Cuthbertson,
Arciiibald Coates. Esqg., and Peter Coates, Lsq., both of
Paisley; Mr. Aikman, manager of the Commercial
Bank, Ldinburgh; and about a dozen others equally
responsible and represcutative men. I shall be glad to
learn that Mr. Withers has been successful in securing
the railwa oncessions, and tharking you in anticipa-
tion for assisting him in doing so, ete.

Then there was this cable by Mr. Harcower—

Can testify that owners of Cloncurry and Leichhardt
mines intend combining their properties with Withers’
Normuanton-Cloneurry railway scheme and financially
supporting same Coates London brokers agreeable
bring out company.

This was sent to the Minister for Railways,
Brisbane. Then there appeared in the corres-
pondence this—

Minister for Railways, Brisbane : Yesterday’s cable

sent by [Harrower member Australian Copper Syndicate.
—18-10-98.
Later on, Mr. Harrower said that he regretted
sending the first letter, seeing that Mr, Withers
hid made certain indiscretions, bhut the
matter was not really very material. The com-
pany was really the same company under another
name. On page 14 of the correspondence it was
stated—

The numerous copper selectinns on the Leiechhardt
and Clonenrry, now owned by Messrs. Coates, of Paisley,
and their friends will be incorporated with the railway
and land, ete.

Here was the proposal—

The company to eonstruct a railway, with a 3-foot
6 gauge from the mouth of the Norman River to
Normanton. The Government to have the right of
resuming the said line at any time after completion by
paying the company the cost of construction. The
company to have the running powers over the said line
upon paymens of proportionate cost of maintenance or
an annual rental. The company to construct a line
with a gauge of 3 teet 6 inches from Cloncurry to
junction with the aforesaid line. The company to have
the power to resume the said line after a period of
thirty years on payment of the lond fide cost or on
valuation.

That was the company’s offer, and he thought
they would be very generous if they acceded to
that offer. The company said—

Broken il is a striking instance of this in connec-
tion with minerals only. Within a comparatively few
years 20,000 people have settled in that neighbourhood.
There is no reason whatever why the present scheme
should not in time outrival Broken Hill, as the agri-
cuitural and pastoral advantages of Queensland far and
away exceed those of Broken Hill distriet.

He thought the amendment he had moved was a
very reasonable one, for fifty yearsin a country
like Queensland amounted to more than 200
years in the old country.
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
This question of reducing the term within which
the Government might purchase the
[12:30 a.m.] railway had been discussed and
. fought, not only on the second read-
ing of the Bill but also on the clause which they
amended so as to provide that there should be a
readjustment of rates and fares every ten years.
It was also discussed last yearon a similar clause
in the other measures providing for the construc-
tion of railways by private enterprise, and the
Committee in every instance insisted upon re-
taining the term of fifty years. The objection
then urged was that the time would extend over
a couple of generations, and that during that
period the company might be absolutely plunder-
ing the colony. He had met hon. members on
that point by providing that the rates should be
revised every ten years, taking as a baeis the
average rates for the preceding ten years. There
was not much time to further discuss the ques-
tion ab that hour of the morning, and he might
say at once to hon. members that the term of
fifty years was a vital part of the Bill. He knew
that there would be objections to that provision
in the House, and though he did not think
the time was too long he had tried to get it
reduced.

Mr. Grvexs: Didn’t they offer last year to
make the term thirty years?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: No,
the hon. member was entirely wrong ; that was
four years ago. However, he had secured the
best terms he could. The papers gave full par-
ticulars about the formation of the new company
and of whom it was composed, and in those
papers the company stated distincily that they
were prepared to go on the basis of the Bill of
last year, that was giving the Government the
right of purchase at the expiration of fifty years.

Mr. Harpacre: They did not say they would
not make the term less; they did not refuse to
reduce the term.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
They did refuse to reduce the term. He tried to
get the company to reduce the time, and Flower
and Hart cabled to London on the question, and
they informed h'm eitherverbally or by telephone
that the company refused to reduce the time, If
he could have reduced the time he would have
done so, but the company would not agree to
any reduction,

Mr, LESINA : The hon. gentleman stated on
the second reading of the Bill that he had caused
a cablegram to Dbe sent to London asking the
company to reduce the time below fifty years.
There was no copy of that cablegram in the

orrespondence which had been laid on the tahle
of the House.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS : I said Flower
and Hart sent a cable.

Mr, LESINA : If the hon. gentleman, acting
on behalf of the Government, had that cable sent
to the company through the office of Flower and
Hart, why was it not included in the correspon-
dence laid on the table for the information of
hon. members? They were being kept in the
dark with respect to many of the negotiations
carried on by the Minister with the company.
The hon. gentlermnan said he had tried his level
best to get a reduction of the terms of fifty
years, and that he got a cable sent to London
asking the company to make a reduction in the
time. But that cable was not in the possession
of hon. members.

Mr. BrRowNE: The cable is in the papers;
Ilower and Hart state that they received a cable
from home.

Mr, LESINA : They wanted to know what
was in the cable sent home in order that they
might see if the Minister did his level best to
secure a reduction of the time.
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previously the company were willing to make the
time thirty years, and it was possible that they
might even accept twenty-five years as proposed:
in the amendment. The Minister could only say
that they would not. How did the hon. gentle-
man know? He had not given the Committee the
facts, he might be concealing something, or he
might not have the information in his possession.
TUnder the circumstances it would not be fair to
dispose of the amendment in the offhand fashion
that the hon. gentleman proposed. In a matter
like that time was a vital point in the charter, as
undoubtedly it was far better for the company
to get a fifty years’ lease than one for twenty-five
years; and in the last letter in the correspon-
dence, the company said that if any change took
place in any of the vital principles of the Rill,
they would refuse to go on, and would demand
the return of their £10,000. If it was true that
in the first place the company was prepared to
accept a thirty years’ lease, and they now
wanted fifty years, it was a good thing that
another Withers had not cropped up, otherwise
the Secretary for Railways might introduce a
Bill next year proposing to give them a jease
for seventy-five years, and if another Withers
should crop up next year, Le might come down
the following year with a preposal to give them
100 years. He believed that the Withers who
had the negotiations in hand now was not of the
blundering type of the Withers of twelve months
ago. He concealed his tracks very artfully, and
did all the business by interview., There was
very little correspondence, and none of it was of
a compromising character. There was much
left unsaid that he would like to see in print, but
unfortunately it was not there.

The PREMIER thought that this letter would
satisfy any reasonable man—
Musses, FLowrr AND Harr f0 Tug IIONOURABLE THE
MINISTER FOR RAITWAYS.

Adelaide street,
Brishane, 6th August, 1901.

S1r,—Referring to our recent interview with you, we
cabled to our London prineip.ls for instructions to
authorise us to agree to & reduction of the period
of fifty years within which the Government may
purchase the live. We are in recsipt of a reply
reading as follows:—*‘Snccess cannot be depended
upon unless period same as Chillagoe.” As the
period inserted in the similar clause (32} of the
Mareeba to Chillagoe Railway Act of 1397 is fifty years,
we do not sec how we can consent to any reduction in
time. We presume that our clients consider that they
would be unable to raise the necessary capital if the
period were reduced.

We have the honour to forward, herewith, a draft
of the proposed RBill, in which we have inserted pro-
visions to provide for the deposit of £10,000.

We have tlhe honour to point out that we have
deleted the amendment of clause 3 which was inserted
in the previous draft we sent you. We trust that you
will make no objection to the alteration.

Of course the Minister eould not communicate
direct with those people. When Sir Hugh Nelson
was interviewed in London four years ago, thirty
years was thought to be ample, but, seeingthat the
Chillagoe people got fifty years, they might have
thought they were entitled to the same term.
The Chillagoe Company had some trouble in
getting money in London as it was, The
Coates’s were reputed to be very wealthy, and
it was people with money that were wanted in
Queensland just now. In another letter it was
stated—

We understand that the company has been floated
with a nominal capital of £50,000. As this may excite
conment as being very small, we would point out that the
company has, however, reserved full power to increase
its capital by resolution. It is manifest that it would
have heen a great waste of money to register a company
with, say, £1,750,000 of capital in the first instance, as
the stamp duty on such a company would amount to

They knew that | nearly £4,500 in England, and £7,750 in this State.
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For your information we might mention that we are
instructed that subscribers to the memorandum and
articles of association are Messrs. Archibald Coates and
Peter Coates, of J. and P. Coates, Ltd., Paisley; Sir J.
N. Cuthbertson and My, Peter Harrower, of Glasgow;
and Messrs. R. L. Alston, W. D. Gillies, and John Con-
brough, directors of the New Cloncurry Copper Com-
pany, Ltd., and the Hon. John Ferguson, of Rockhamp-
tom, and that the brokers of the company are Messrs.
Coates, Son, and Co.

Certainly Mr. Ferguson had not been a member

of the syndicate last year. He thought that they
were dealing with bond fide men, who had money
of their own to lose or make. Taking it all
round, it was certainly the most powerful syndi-
cate, so far as he knew, that had offered to come
to Queensland.

Mr. BrowNE: We were told the same with
regard to the Glassford Creek syndicate last
session. Mr. Ferguson was a member of that,

too.

The PREMIER: Well, Mr, Ferguson could
build that line himself. He was sorry that he
had not, because until the line was built, the
copper deposits at Glassford Creek could not be
worked a* a profit.

Mr. GIVENS agreed with the Premier that
this was the most powerful syndicate that had
yet offered to come to Queensland. It was so
powerful that it appeared to have hypnotised the
Government, and induced them to accede to any
terms they chose to dictate. The Premier’s
statement that the company would not under-
take to build the line unless they had fifty years,
as it would not be sufficiently remunerative, was
directly contradictory of some of the statements
which had been pus forward in support of the
Bill. The Government had told them that the
company wanted the Bill in order that they
might develop their freeholds at Cloncurry, and
now they were told that their principal object
was to get 2 long concession, so that they might
make the line very remunerative.

The PrEMIER : T did not say so.

Mr. GIVENS : That was the gist of what the
Premier had read. The term was the most
important point in the Bill. The objection of
hon. members to the Bill would be greatly
minimised, if it did not entirely disappear, if
the Government had the right to purchase the
railway at any time, so that the greatest objec-
tion was to the length of time for which the
concesslon was to be given to the syndicate.
The length of time for which this concession was
to be given was longer than Qneensland had been
in existence as a separate State. Queensland
had been a self-governing State for the period of
forty-two years. A voung country like Queens-
land could make enormous strides in fifty years.
If New South Wales had fifty years ago given a
syndicate the right to construct a private railway
from Brisbane to Roma, with the right to retain
therailway for fifty years, Brisbane would now be
at the beck and call of the syndicate instead of
being a free city.

The PrREMIER : It might have had double the
population,

Mr. GIVENS : Pigs might fly, but they were
unlikely birds. Queensland at the time of sepa-
ration was no bigger than Normanton and the
Gulf were now. Fifty years ago there was not
an individual in either Rockhampton or Towns-
ville. They knew the progress of Queensland
during the last forty-two years, yet it was pro-
posed to give this company a concession that
would enable them to control every industry and
almost every individual in the Gulf country for
half-a-century. This line was not on all-fours
with the other syndicate railways that had been
passed. In the first place, it was about three
times the length.

The PREMIER: You are making a second
reading speech.

[16 OcroBER.] .

3

Railway Bill. 1321

Mr. GIVENS : He was pointing out facts to
show why the clause should not appear in its pre-
sent form. During the next twenty or thirty years
the line wmight act disastrously on the affairs of
the colony by competing unduly with the State
railways from Rockhampton and Townsville.
In order to carry on their freezing works success-
fully the company must have a direct line of
steawmers between the Gulf and European ports,
and they would draw a considerable amount
of traffic, which would otherwise go over the
Central and Northern lines. Though there were
hon, members on the other side who did not
believe it was a good thing to give this concession
for so long a period, they were prepared to vote
for it, because they said the company would not
build the railway if the period were reduced.
If the company had a right to dictate to that
Committee, and say they would not build the
railway unless the Committee accepted the com-
pany’s terms, the Committee had an equal right
to say that the company should not build the
railway at all unless they accepted the terms
imposed by the Committee. He believed they
would be quite prepared to build the line, even
if the termy were reduced to twenty-five years.

Mr. MULCAHY would not like to give a
silent vote on that question. Hehardly thought

that the Government could realise
[1a.m.] the great concession they were
giving away. Over and over again
members had pointed to the great sirides the
colony had made in fifty years. For a number
of years they had been fighting a great battle
against long odds. White men had been com-
pelled to work alongside of black men, but now
that the federal Premier was about to abolish the
blackfellow thers would be a great boom in
Queensland, and a great rush of population. It
had been admitted that Queensland was the best
colony in the group, and what had kept the
North back was simply the fact that white men
had to live among coloured people. Fifty years
was altogether too long a term for which to
hand over such privileges to a company. In
the old country they did not dream of giving
such concessions for longer than twenty-five
years, and he could not understand how any
sane Government would allow anv company to
dictate such absurd terms, especially as last year
they were prepared to accept a thirty years’
term. The company contended that they could
not ensure the success of the undertaking unless
they had a fifty years’ term. It was a wonder to
him thas they had not named 100 or 150 years,
in which case he believed the Government would
have granted it. It seemed that any terms they
dictated would be acceptable to the Govern-
ment. But surely, as the Secretary for Rail-
ways pointed out, there were two parties to a
bargain, and Parliament had a right to say what
terms it would allow. It seemed to him, how-
ever, that they were simply there to accept what
terms the company offered.

The SECRETARY For RaiLways: You know
better ; you are talking to the gallery.

Mr. MULCAHY : The hon. gentleman knew
very well that he was giving away concessions,
which, as a private individual, he would no more
think of giving away than he would think of
jumping off the balecony. He had been sent
there to oppose such bargains, and even if his
opponent had been returned it would have made
no difference, for it was part of his platform to
oppose private railways. The 3,000 electors of
Gympie were almost to a man against the system
of private railway construction, because, as
sensible men, they could see what great conces-
sions it was proposed to give away. He pro-
tested against the clause before them, and would,
if he stopped there a month, use every endeavour
to defeat it.
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Mr. ATREY hoped to see the term modified.
If they could not get twenty-five years he hoped
they would get thirty, though for his own part
he much preferred fifteen, but they had to be
thankful for small mercies. He noticed that the
Secretary for Railways himself practically
admitted that the term was altogether too long.

The SECRETARY FOR Rarnways: I did not.

Mr. AIREY : The hon. gentleman said he
endeavoured to have it reduced.

The SECRETARY #OR RAILways: I said that
personally I did not think it was voo long.

Mr. AIREY : Then why did the hon. gentle-
try to reduce 16?

The SECRETARY FOR
respect to your side.

Mr. AIREY : He was pleased to have that
admission, Evidently as time went oun they
were commanding respect. The term of fifty
years seemed to him to be the greatest evil in
the Bill. If the conditions of the Bill were bad
for a term of twenty-five years, then for a term
of fiity years the evil was intensified. It had
been pointed out again and again what an
enormous period in the lifetime of this colony
fifty years was. Fifty years ago there was prac-
tically no colony of Queensland, and there was
very little settlement in Australia. He wonld
suggest to the Minister that he should modify
this Bill, and reduce the term of its operation,
If he_desired to_modify any injurious effect it
would bave, and it was admitted that it would
have some injurious effects, he would reduce
the term. In England the term given was
twenty-five years, and he did not see any
reason why they should double the time here.
The country around the Gulf of Carpentaria
in fifty years would probably have a large
number of mineral fields opened up within
its confines, there would probably be big pastoral
industries, and probably some towns with con-
siderable population, and the circumstances
generally would be soaltered that the conditions
which now might make the introduction of a
private syndicate railway desirable, would no
Ionger exist. The experience of Melbourne with
its chartered tramway company, which was able
to resist all attempts to make it extend its lines,
and otherwise conform to the desires of the
people, would be repeated, only in a worse form,
in the case of this railway. The men who voted
for the .Bill, and assisted to make it law, would
have died, but this company would remain a
fetter on the people of one part of the colony for
fifty years. 'The Minister had made many con-
cessions o the company ; surely he might now
make this concession to those members who were
opposed to granting the term which it was pro-
posed to give to the company. To seek to bind
the country for fifty years was absolutely absurd.

Mr. BURROWS: He had been trying to
fathom the reasons which were operating with
the Minister to induce him to refuse to accept
this amendment, but he had been unable to do
so. It appeared to bim that the term fifty vears
was preposterons and absurd. Even in Eng-
land--which was an old and settled country—
the longest term that thev were allowed, as had
been stated, was twenty-tive years, Yet, in the
face of that, the Government proposed to give
this tremendous concession. He thought if this
Bill was passed through it would have a blight-
ing influence on the colony. Every clause in
it, or nearly every clause, was absolutely in
the interests of the syndicate, and the interests

of the public apparently were not considered at
all. The company themselves said they were
prepared to accept a term of thirty years. There
was 1o proof that the company would not accept
a term of thirty years. Tast year, when the
matter was before the House, a certain gentleman
who was acting as agent for the company was

Ratmways: Out of
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so indiscreet as to write certain letters, and one
of those letters being produced, the Bill was
withdrawn. It was quite clear that the agent of
the company was preventing anything of the
kind occurring this time, for he appeared to have
written nothing at all, and all the negotiations
had been conducted verbally.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: All mine.

Mr. BURROWS: And certain communica~
tions had not reached this Chamber.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Yes. Every
one.

Mr. BURROWS: There was no doubt a
cable was sent and a cable was received in reply,
but hon. members did not know the contents of
both those cables. How did they kuow but that
the reply was dictated for the edification of
Queensland ? The transactions which had been
exposed had been of such a shady nature as to
lead hon. members to suspect all sorts of trickery.
He thought this syndicate was insatiable—the
more they got the more they wanted. Fifty years
ago the population of the colony was under
25,000, but now it was about 500,000, and if the
population increased in the same ratic during the
next fifty years, what sort of an asset would this
concession be to the company? Why, it would
be equal to & Mount Morgan or something better,
What were Charters Towers, Ravenswood, and
Gympie thirty years ago, and what was the out-
put of the colony fifty years ago, and what was
itnow ? He did not think hon. members opposits
fullv grasped what the concession amounted to.
Sufficient importance was not attached to the
matter, and be maintained that no valid argu-
meats could be adduced to justify the Minister
in refusing to accept the proposal of the leader of
the Opposition. He hoped the amendment
would be carried.

Mr. LESINA also entered his protest against
the company being granted these concessions for
fifty years. There was no doubt that a cable
bad been sent home at the instigation of the
Minister in charge of the Bill, suggesting that
the term should be reduced ; but the company
sald ““No.” If their terms were altered they
would withdraw the £10,00¢ from the bank and
not one inch of railway would be constructed.
The whole scheme would fall to the ground, and
the time that had been spent in discussing this
Bill on the second reading and in committee
would be so much time and money wasted.
Uader the circumstances, was it not wise to
insist on the proposed reduction in the term?
The State should have most of the say in a
matter of this kind. This was said to be a
wealthier and more respectable and more re-
sponsible company than any of the other private
syndicate companies, but at present they had
only £50,000 at their command, and that sum
would not build the line. In half-a-century
from that time hon. members would be food for
worms, and their children would be grey-
headed. Fancy giving away such magnificent
concessions for such a long period ! Twenty-
five years was a reasonable period, and
ought to be adopted by the Government,

especially as they had no evidence
[1-80 a.m.] that the company would not agree

to that reduction in the time. In
all the the other colonies the period within which
the Government might purchase private railways
was something less than twenty-five years, and
in the case of the Melbourne Tramway Company,
it was twenty-one years. If wealthy corpora-
tions had been willing on a twenty-one years’
lease to construct and maintain tramways and
railways in other States, why should not the
Government agree to make the time in this case
twenty-five years, or at any rate thirty years?

Mr. McMasTEr: The Brisbane Tramway
Company have twenty-five years.
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Mr. LESINA : And that company had spent
2 large amount of money on their tramways, 1t
struck him that it was nothing but the generosity
of the Government, which had induced this com-
pany to stick to fifty years, if they did stick to
that period. Even the hon. member for Forti-
tude Vailey quoted approvingly the fact that the
Brisbane Tramway Company had only twenty-
five years.

Mr. MoMaster: That is in a settled districk.

Mr, LESINA: The Brishbane Tramway Com-
pany got no mineral leases, or land grants, or
other valuahle concessions.

Mr. MoMasTER : Ther have got what is much
better ; they have got the population to give
them traffic,

Mr, LESINA : This Cloncurry company had
large mineral concessions, and land grants for
smelting and freezing works, and for wharfage
accommodation, and et it was propnsed that the
Government should not have the right to pur-
chase the railway before the expiration of fifty
years. The fact that the Minister would not
accept the amendment showed that he was coni-
pletely in the hands of the company. It was
pitiable to see the hon. gentleman struggling
feebly in the hands of this huge sompany like
some unfortunate victim in the embrace of a
python, and he would ask the hon. gentleman to
eXxercise some of the square-jawed independence
of which he was possessed, and accept the pro-
posed reduction of the term to twenty-five years.
They had no right to hand over unborn genera-
tions to the dominance of this company for fifty
yeariq, and he strongly protested against the pro-
posal.

Mr. JACKSON : This amendment was the
most important amendment which had been pro-
posed in connec'ion with the Bill. He thought
that even twenty-five years was too long, and
was rather astonished that the leader of the
‘Opposition had not proposed the omission of
the words ““after the expiration of fifty years,”
80 as 1o give the Government power to purchase
the Hne at any time,

Mr. BrowNE: The Minister stated that he
Bvould meet us half-way, and I thought he would
A0 RO,

Mr. JACKSON : He believed that the Minis-
ter would accept the amendment if the company
would agree to it, and that as the company
would not agree to twentv-five years, he did not
wish to wreck the Bill. Howev-r, hon. members
on that side did not look at it from that point of
view. The leader of the Opposition wanted to
make the Bill as reasonable as possible, as it was
evident that it was going through., He was
inclined to take up a similar position to that
taken last year by Mr. Glassey, who declared
that he would not support any proposal to give
a syndicate the right to puild a railway, unless
the State reserved the right to purchase the line
at any time it pleased. They ought to remember
that syndicates said that they only wanted to
build the railways because the (Government
would not make them, and it followed from that
that syndicates should not object to the Govern-
ment purchasing the lines from them at any
time. He would have very much pleasure in sup-
porting the amendment, although he believed that
the leader of the Opposition was, if anything, too
moderate in proposing to grant the company a
concession for twenty-five years, which was
practically a generation. If he thought that the
Minister could be got to accept the amendment,
he would advise the party to go on talking, but,
as there was no chance of that, he thought they
should go to a division, They had done their
duty in making a protest, and they could follow
up thag protest by voting for the amendment.

Mr. HARDACRE: That was one of the
prices they had to pay for the railway. He
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supposed that, if they could sell the value of the
concession on the London money market, they
would get ten times as much as it would cost to
build the railway.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I would remind
the bhon. member that the question before the
Committee is the omission of the word “fifty ”
with the view of inserting the words ‘‘twenty-

9

Mr. HARDACRE was quite aware of that.
He was speaking to that question. The con-
cession was worth many times what was going to
be spent on the railway, and that was a reason
for objecting to the proposal. It would be far
better not to have the railwav at all than pay
such a price for it. The New South Wales
Government had found out what a tremendous
mistake had been made fifty years ago in giving
the A, A. Company the right to certain lands
provided they did certain things. So far as he
knew there was no other private ratlway in
Australia that had got a coneession of fifty years,
and he entered his strongest protest against the
Government paying such a price for the line.
The success of the late loan showed them that
they could easily have borrowed the money and
built the line themselves,

Mr. McDONNELL (Fortitude Valley) entered
his protest against the clause. All that had been
said against the proposal to give the concession for
fifty vears was quite justified. He remembered
the time when his colleague had been a strenuous
opponent of the Brisbane Tramways Bill
because it proposed to give the company a
monopoly of the streets of Brisbane for twenty-
five or thirty years. The hon. member was
fully justified, as other members were, in oppos-
ing that concession, and if there was anything
that would justify hon. membets in their opposi-
tion to this coocessrion, it was the benefit that
had accrued to the Brisbane Tramway Company
at the expense of the people of Brisbane. It was
true that the company provided a good service ; at
the same time they rcde roughshed over every-
thing in the shape of traffic in the city
and suburbs, The company proposing to con-
struct this railway were getting more con-
cessions than the Brisbane Tramway Company,
and eventually there wounld be big towns
in the Gulf country completely at their mercy.
The Brishane people to-day bitterly regretgd
the concessiims granted to the Tramway Com-
pany ; and the people of the Gulf would in time
bitterly regret the concessionsbeing granted by the
Government to this company. It was lament-
able that the Government had not shown a little
more backbone in dealing with the company,
and that they had not insisted on the term
being reduced to twenty-five years. The Bris-
bane Tramway Company had so extended their
tram service that the only place left for an
electric tramway under Government supervision
was from Toowong to North Quay; and he
believed the people of Toowong had decided
—blindly in his opinion—to abandon that right,
and actually pay the syndiecate for running their
trams from Toowong into Brisbane. And the
revenue from the suburban railway traffic, so
far as passengers were concerned, was rapidly
declining, simply through the competition of
the electric trams. No measure had been
brought before Parliament for many years

that was of such vital importance

[2am.] to the people of Queensland, and

it was lamentable that such little
interest was taken in it by hon. members op-
posite. They on their part could only pro-
test as strongly and earnestly as they could
against the granting of that concession. They
contended that at all events the Govern-
ment should reduce the term to twenty-five
years, but the Government apparently were not
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prepared to yield a single inch. They simply
accepted the dictation of the company, while
four years ago they were only prepared to
give a similar company a thirty years’ term.
He would be unfaithful to those who had
returned him to Parliament if he did not enter
an earnest and strong protest against that pro-
vision, and he believed that, apart from party
politics altogether, the vast majority of the
people were entirely opposed to such a pro-
vision. Last year, when the question was dis-
cussed, an article appeared in the Brisbane
Courier advocating a reduction of the term, and
pointing out that other concessions should be
curtailed. Even the Courier, which supported
the construction of railways by private enter-
prise, bucked at such enormous concessions being
granted. He regretted that the Ministry had
adopted such an uncompromising attitude in
reference to the provisions of the clause before
them, which under no circumstances could be
justified, and wlich must do lasting injury to
Queensland.

Mr. DIBLEY (Woolloonyabba) had great
pleasure in supporting the amendment. He
did so because he had had some experience of
concessions, He remembered the day fifty-
one years ago when the first sod of the firss
railway constructed in Australia was turned,
and no man at that time could have esti-
mated the enormous progress that has taken
place. In the same way no man could estimate
the tremendous strides that were likely to be
made in the Cloncurry district during the course
of fifty years. The concession was so great that
he did notlike voting even for a twenty-five year
period, and if that was granted the rallway
should become the property of the State at the
end of the term. He remembered the Pyrmont
Bridge Company of New South Wales receiving
their concession for the building of a bridge which
was to becomethe property of the Stateat the end
of twenty-five years. There wassomething inabar-
gain of that sortwhich was abenefitnotonly to the
company but to the colony of New South Wales.
He also had some recollection of certain grants
of land made in the city of Sydney to a gentle-
man named Cooper, for constructing a road from
George street to South Head. At that time the
land was of little value, but it had been leased
for ninety-nine years, and the Cooper family,
who resided in England, were receiving a revenue
from it of somsthing like £100,000 a year,
There was no doubt that by the time the loases
were out the Cooper family would be worth
millions and millions of money. He hoped the
Committee would look at the danger of these
concessions. No man could conceive what would
happen in fifty years, and yet they were giving
this compaay the rights to this railway for fifsy
years. He would reluctantly vote for twenty-
five years, and he hoped the Committee would
see their way to vote tor that lesser term,

Mr. BROWXNE: He did not wish to prolong
the debate, but he wanted to say one or two
words of final protest. He reckoned that this
was the most important part of the Bill. He
thought the hon. gentlemen on the other side did
not recognise what they were doing at the present
time. This was not an ordinary Bill, because no
subsequent Parliament could amend or alter it,
They were entering into an indissoluble contract,
and unless there was a civil war started by the
people who were being oppressed by the com-
pany, this contract would not end for fifty years,
The Minister for Railways in speaking on pre-
vious Bills had said that the term was too
lengthy, yet he came there, and professing to be
a strong Minister, strong enough to put in the
pruning-knife to the hilt into unfortunate
lengthsmen on the railways, said that he had
received instructions by cable through a firm
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of solicitors in Brishane—received instructions
from his lords and masters in London. And
then they talked about responsible government !
They were told that the House was deteviorating.
Good heavens, how could it help deteriorating
when they were not a House of Representatives
at all, and when Ministers of the Crown received
their instructions from a syndicate in London,
and for fifty years were handing over the whole
of the interests of the best part of this colony to
a syndicate! What earthly right had the
Government to do that ? What would hon.
members and people in Brisbane say if the first
Parliament of Queensland, forty-six years ago,
had bound them by some hard-and-fast rule?
Yet they had the audacity to bind for fifty years
unborn generations, so that unless there were
some violent outbreak, the sufferers would
not be able to obtain relief. He and his sup-
porters had doue their duty to the people of
Queensland in protesting against these con-
cessions. He would compliment the Minister
for Railways and his colleagues on having most
loyally done their duty to the syndicate that
employed them. His party had fought for the
people of Queens'and and had done their best to
protect their interests, but the Minister for
Railways and his colleagues were deliberately sell-
ing the richts of the people of North Queensland.

Mr. DUNSFORD : It was a great pity that
the Government had not a little more faith in
the future of the colony. If they had, they
would not kand over North Queensland to the
tender mercies of this syndicate for fifty years.
No one could tell the progress which would be
made in that period. He estimated that in less
than fifty years there would be a population in
North Queensland, within the reach of this rail-
way, of 5,000,000 people, and that at the ratio of
increase since 1856 there would be at least a
population of 18,500,000 in the whele of Queens-
land. That being the case,they should look ahead.
The Premier had said that it wou'd be madness
for the Government to build this line, and that
it only showed wisdom on the part of the com-
pany in asking permission to build it, The com-
pany depended on the properties which they
would get for their profits—they did not depend
on their being public carriers for protits. They
would look to their mines to recoup themselves
for the money they would expend. They only
wanted this line to meet their requirements.
There should beno opposition to the Government
having the power to take over this line at any
time. Once the line was built and trains started
running, it did not matter to the company
whether the Government continued to run it, or
the company itself. They should not shackle the
future population of Queensland by giving these
concessions to the company for fifty years, That
would be most unreasonable, for she future
generation would have had no voice in the
matter. It was the bounden duty of Parliament
to give the company reasonable, and not un-
reasonable, concessions.

Mr. RYLAND : There was no instance where
such large concessions had been given away for
fifty years, and there was no sound business man
who would make such a contract. Hon., mem-
bers on the other side who did not vote for the
amendment would be heartily sorry afterwards,
If the population of the colony increased in the
sameratioas it had been increasing the population,
of Queensland in fifty years would be 13,000,000.
Still hon. members were asked to vote for the

term of fifty years. From all the
[2°30 a.m. information he could gather from

geologists and others the Northern
portion of Queensland contained the part
of Australia which was richest in natural
resources, and it only required the advent of
population to make it one of the grandest and
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wealthiest portions of the British Empire. As
intelligent men who believed in the possibilities
of this great State, hon. members on that side
were only asking a fair thing in proposing that,
instead of giving this country over to an absentee
syndicate for fifty years, the Government should
reserve to themselves the right to buy the railway
for hard cash at the end of twenty-five years ; and
he hoped that when they went to a division they
would have a majority in favour of the amend-
ment.

Mr. KERR entered his protest against giving
the company the absolute right to this railway
for fifty years. As one who had been over the
country which the railway would traverse, and
had travelled it, not in a coach but humping his
bluey, he could say that he kuew the country,
and that it ought not to be handed over to any
syndicate in the way proposed in this Bill. The
A. A, Company in New South Wales recsived
the same concessions as were proposed to be
grauted to the Cloncurry Railway Company,
and anyone who knew what had taken place in
connection with the monopoly enjoyed by that
company must know that the same thing would
oceur in Queensland. The A. A. Company had
not only the right to the coal beneath the
surface of their land, bubt also to the surface,
and they had wharfage in Newecastle just the
same as was proposed to be given to the Clon-
curry Company at Port Norman, the only differ-
ence bheing that wharfage sites wers more
limited at Port Norman than at Newcastle.
He wondered whether the Government fully
realised what they were doing in handing over a
large portion of the colony to a syndicate, in
view of the progress that Queensland had made
evenduringthelast twenty-fiveyears. Nodoubtin
time the Commonwealth would take over the
railways, as the Faderal Parliament had already
seriously discussed the construction of a railway
through Western Australia for the purpose of
carrying troops, In the event of war taking
place between China and Great Britain, and it
was necessary to despatch troops from Aus-
tralia, they could be most speedily despatched
by sending them from a Gulf port, bus this rail-
way would be under the control of a syndicate.
Although be had opposed federation, he was only
sorry that federation had not been accomplished
earlier, as it might have prevented the granting
of concessions to some of the private companies
which had obtained them. he construction of
this line would practically place the whole of the
people of a large district at the mercy of the
compauy. The people of Hamilton, nesr
Newcastle, had felt the effects of being in
the power of the A. A, Company, and the
same thing would result from granting this
concession, There were other examples in New
South Wales of the evils of allowing private per-
sons to exploit wealth that should belong to the
State. He had no doubt that there would be a
majority against the amendment ; but he believed
that some of those who would vote with the
majority would yet live to regret their votes,
when they saw the evil effects of their action.

Mr. BOWMAN (Warrego) had no desire to
allow the vote to go without entering a protest
against the term of fifty years being granted.
The amendment was a most reasonable one. The
admission of the Secretary for Railways was proof
that the Government were in the hands of the
syndicate, and could be squeezed at their own
sweet will. The experience of private railways
in Australia showed that the Government were
taking a retrograde step in proposing to hand over
to a syndicate country that was so highly spoken
of. When reasonable concessions were asked on
behalf of the workers of the colony they were
denied by the Government; and it made mem-
bers on his side suspicious that members on the
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other side had some particular interest in this
syndicate wheu they were soready to grant them
this concession of fifty years. Last year when
it was shown that bribery was attempted —

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member must
confine his remarks to the question before the
Committee.

Mr. BOWMAN : He was mentioning what
had taken place last year as a reason why the
concession of fifty years should not be given.
The Secretary for Railways, when introducing
the Bill, said that Mr. Withers and Mr. Daniels
had nothing to do with this company.

The CHAIRMAN : The question with regard
to Mr. Withers and Mr, Daniels does not come
under this amendrment,

Mr. BOWMAN: He was only pointing ou$
that an attempt was made by one of those gen-
tlemen to bribe the other, and that was a reason
why this concession should not be granted to a
compuny capable of sending out an agent to
bribe one they knew of, and many others, he
believed, of whom they had no knowledge.

The CHAIRMAN : Order!

Mr. BOWMAN : He believed this concession
was one of the worst things brought forward by
the Government this session. 1t was handing
over the people’s rights under circumstances
which would reflect discredit as long as the
Ministry and their supporters were in existence,
and probably long afterwards.. He wonld like to
have the term reduced below twenty-five years,
but he would support the amendment.

Mr. BARBER (Bundabery) believed it was his
duty, on behalf of his constituents, to enter his
protest against such a long term being given to
the syndicate. One of the points brought forward
at his electivn was the question of syndicate rail-
ways, and he promised to do his best to oppose
them. He was sure he had the electors of
Bundaberg with him in protesting sgainst this
infamous and iniquitous measure. He thought
twenty-five years was ample time to allow the
company to take possession of the country to be
served by this railway ; and in granting the longer
term the Government were simply handing over
to the syndicate the interests, property, heritage,
and birthright of the people of Queensland. Of
course it was quite in keeping with the methods
of legislation of the present Government. Pro-
bably the electors would not be surprised to know
that the present continuous (Government were
anxious to push ahead private rail-
ways, but it was a standing disgrace
to any Government that they should
have the audacity to hand over one of the best
portions of this State to a foreign syndicate. In
a few vears to come many persons would want to
live in that part of the State, but with that vass
stretch of country in the hands of a boodle com-
pany they would be prevented from obtaining an
honest livelihood, He entered his strongest and
most emphatic protest against the proposed
action of the Government.

Mr. LESINA asked whether the Secretary for
Railways, after listening to the powerful argu-
ments of hon. members on the Opposition side of
the House, had not come to the conclusion that,
after all, it would be better to reduce the term
from fifty to twenty-five years? Was the hon.
gentleman afraid to take the responsibility, and,
if so, what was he afraid of? Would the syndi-
cate visit him with condign punishment? Surely
the hon. gentleman would not like the impres-
sion to go abroad that he—the strong man of the
Ministry—was frightened to accept a common-
sense amendment of that description. There
was not one atom of evidence to support the
statement that the syndicate would not accept the
shorter period of twenty-five years during which
they would have thefull benefit of the railway. On

13 a.m.]
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the contrary, he believed they would be oniy
too willing to receive such a magnificent conces-
sion as even that would be. If the North was
going to be thrown to the wolves it appeared to
him that the sooner it obtained separation and
governed itself the better it would be instead of
having thrust upon it legislation passed by
Southernmembers, who viewed that great portion
of the colony through the spectacles of Qoeen

of rancid butter—who

The CHAIRMAN
order for irrelevancy.

Mr. LESINA : 1t appeared to him that they
should view the matter from the point of view of
the interests of the whole colony, and not one
particular part of it. Personally it did not
matter to him whether North Queensland was
handed over to a syndicate for fifty or a hundred
years, but there were other people who, unlike
himself, would have to live there. Say a Bill
was introduced to construct a railway down
here upon the same principle—why every repre-
sentative of a Southern constituency would
be up in arms against it, and the hou. member
for Bulimba would walk indignantly across the
Chamber. Why then was the hon. member so
callous when the interests of the North were con-
cerned ? It was because he viewed national
matters obscured by the haze, the smoke, and
the dust of Queen street or George street. e
saw nothing bat the wretched little confines of
this city. He did not think that North Queens-
land would have its teeming millions, its great
industries. So it was with other members of
the Chamber. They were content to look
at this matter from a narrow Southern point
of view. Tt was a pitiful thing to think that a
matter involving such far- reaching consequences
should be viewed throngh such narrow and pre-
judiced spectacles. There was one thing, if
nothing else, bad been proved by this discussion,
and that was that the party with which he was
associated had risen above the mere provineial,
parochial view of this matier. They had taken
a national view of it ; they had taken the higher
view of how it would atfect the future population
of Queensland, They had not considered it
through the narrow prejudices of the man who
sold rancid butter in Brisbane——

The CHAIRDMAN : I call the hon. member to
order for irrelevancy, and I warn him that if he
continues to be irre.evant I shall call upon him
to resume his seat.

Mr., LESINA : He was endeavouring to show
that the proposition to reduce the term to
twenty-five years was an ewinently sound and
reasonable one, and that hon. members opposite
would be seeking to promote the best interests
of the State if they supported the Opposition in
that matter. It had been asked what was fifty
years ; what did it matter ; it was only & couple
of lifetimes ; the railway would be run in the
interests of the publie, and certain benefits must
result. He would point out that in one part of
the Bill it was provided that the company
wight sell this railway at any time after its
complet1on to the State. There was no doubt
that if it was a failure the agents of the company
would endeavour to get the Government to pur-
chase it; but if it was a success it would be
found that it could not be purchased until the
fifty years had expired. He trusted that the
good sense of the Minister would prevail, and
that, casting prejudices asxide, he would accept
the amendment of the leader of the Opposition.

Mr. GIVENS: Some hon. members had
expressed a hope that the Minister for
Railways would be influenced by the strong
arguments brought forward in favour of
reducing the term from fifty years to twenty-five,
but he thought they were over-sanguine. He

I call the hon. member to
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was fully convinced that the Minister for Rail-
ways was more concerned about the interests of
this syndicate than about the interests of the
people of the State. TFifty vears was a longer
veriod than the whole period which Queensland
had occupied as a separate colony. There was
still a strong agitation going on in North
Queensland for separation, and if they got that
separation how would this proposal affccs the
people there ?

The CHAIRMAN : Order! The hon. mem-
ber is making a second-reading speech. The
hon. member must remember that we are in
Committee, and that there is a certain amend-
ment before the Committee. I call upon the
hon. member to speak to the amendment.

Mr. GIVENS said he was adhering strictly to
the amendment, and he was trying to illustrate
the need for it, and he thought he was perfectly
in order.

The CHATRMAN : I have ruled the hon.
member out of order. If he persists in speaking
as he has been doing for some little time I shall
have to call him to order again, and I shall be
compelled to call upon him to resume his seat.

Mr. GIVENS: He was only trying to show
what the result would be if this amendment was
not accepted. If the amendment was not car-
ried, the people in the Gulf country, and especi-
ally in the country through which the line would
pass, would be subject to the terms of this con-
cession, and those people should not be subject
to those terms, for the time would come when
the Gulf country would become more prosperous
than almost any other part of Queensland. The
Government of the day should safeguard the
interests of the people in the outlying districts of
the colony, and he submitted that these con-
cessions should not be given for fifty years.
If this company got these concessions for twenty-
five years they would be quite satistied that the
Government, if they resumed the line, would
give every facility for the carriage of their
material.  There was evidence in the corres-
pondence that the company bad only asked for
these concessions for thirty years, for it was
common knowledge that the company of last
year was practically the company of this year;
and what was the reason for theirdemsnd for these
concessions to be granted for thirty years being
increased to fifty years? If the Minister for Rail~
ways wasdealing with property of hisownhe would
not ace»pt such terms, »nd if he would not do
that in his own case, where was the justification
for his accepting these terms on behalf of the
State? The hon. member for Maryborough,
Mr. Aopnear, was very fond of making speeches
when he knew they would be fully reported in

Hansard. 1f they compared the

[3 80 a.m.] speeches of the hon. member for

Maryborough, delivered when he
sat on that side of the House, with the speeches
which he made now, they would find a great
contrast,

Mr. ANNEAR: I was never under the lash of
the Trades Hall,

Mr, GIVENS: The hon. member was under
the lash of the Government, and voted as he
was told by the Minister.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I again call the
hon. member to order for irrelevancy.

Mr. GIVENS: He was trying to address
himself to the question before the Committee,
but had been drawn off the track by the irrele-
vant and disorderly interjections of hon.
members opposite. Thecompany were perfectly
satisfied at one period of their negotiations with
the Government to accept thirty years as the
term of the concession, and now the Minister
informed them that they would not accept a less
term than fifty years, and that they based their
claim on the fact that some other syndicates had
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The Jistrict which would be served by the line
CO psisted of very rich pastoral country, as well
5 mineral country, and the pastoral industry
would be seriously affected by high charges. The
amendment was a very reasonable proposal, and
he asked hon. members who had any desire to
promote the well-being of the general populace
of the colony not to allow the people in the
districs in which this railway would be built
to be handed over body and soul to a private
syndicate for fifty years. If they showed a
tender regard for the interests of the syndicate,
and allowed the interests of the people to go
by the board, they would be flagrantly failing
in their duty %o the citizens of the State.
If the concession was granted for fifty years, it
would inevitably entail hardship on the people
up there, who had to help to pay interest on the
cost of construction of State railways for the
benefit of the people in the South. Although
he appealed to the fairness of hon. members on
the other side, he had no hope that his appeal
would have any effect, because hon. mewmbers
opposite were blinded by party interests, and
were willing to sacrifice the interests of the
people of the colony in order to pander to the
moneyed syndicate. He was thoroughly ashamed
that hon. members could not rise to a bigher
sense of their duty to the people of the State,
but he hoped that the electors would teach them
their duty at the next general election.

Mre. BURROWS had an entirely new point to
lay before the Committee. The point which
struck him was that the term of fifty years was
such a long one

Mr. BRIDGES (WNundah) rose to a point of
order. At an earlier hour of the morning clause 23
was passed by the Committee, and he asked
whether it was in order now to debate an amend-
ment on that clause?

The CHAIRMAN:
clause 28 was passed.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
That was s0, but 15 was owing to a misunder-
standing. He had asked the Committee to
allow the clause to be discussed, and that ought
to be remembered. He had treated the Com-
mittee fairly, but nothing fresh could now be
said. The clauss was properly before the Com-
mittee now.

Mr. BURROWS: They had seen how, over
such a small matter as the retention of the
kanaka, the leading papers in the ecolony had
advoeated a revolution, and over such a vastly
more important question as granting this con-
cession for fifty years, there might be a revolution
long before the fifty years had transpired.
During the last few months information was
cabled out from London that a concession not
nearly so bad as this, which had been granted by
the Parliament of Newfoundland to a gentle-
man called Reid, had been repudiated by the
people, and the same thing would probably
happen here. They were only asking that
the colony should be allowed to buy the
railway back at the end of twenty-five years.
What could be more just or reasonable? The
agents of the company in this Chamber had said
that the syndicate had certain properties which
they wished to develop.

I am not aware that
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Mr. LESINA rose to a point of order, Was
the hon. member in order in referring to the
agents of the syndicate in this Chamber 7 Were
these agents of the syndicate in the Chamber?

The PrREMIER : He knows it’s not true.

The CHAIRMAN : Thereis no pointof order.

Mr. BURROWS: After all the specious
arguments about that country going to waste for
want of railway communication, they now found
that what the company wanted was this tre-
mendous coucession to suck the life-blood out of
the colony for the next fifty years. He appealed
to members on the other side to show their
loyalty to Great Britain by providiog the same
term as was allowed in the case of private rail-
ways there. It was of more importance that the
terma should be shorter here, because in this
young country we really did not know what we
were giving away, whereas in the old country
there was very little change going on, The
Minister for Railways wasshowing more loyalty
to the syndicate than to Great Britain or to this
State. If this State had no claim on bis con-
science, he appsaled to the hon. gentleman’s
loyalty to the mother country not to cast dis-
credit on his own country by giving more than
twice the concession that was given in England.

Question—That the word proposed to be
omitted steand part of the clause (Mr. Browne's
amendment)—put; and the Committeedivided :—

Avws, 30,

Mr. Apnear Mr, Hanran

,, Arwmstrong » Kent

,, Barnes s Leahy

,» Bartholomew »  Macartney
., Bell 5 Mackintosh
,, Bridges 5 MocMaster
, Callan » Newell

., Campbell » O’Connell
. Cowley ., Petrie

,» 1. B. Cribb ,»  Philp

,,  Dalrymple 5 Rutledge

,, Forsyth 5 Stephens
. Fox ., Stodart

,, Foxton 5 Story

,, . Hamilton » Tooth

Tellers: Mr. Campbell and My, Forsyth.

Nozs, 19.
Mr. Airey Mr. Hardacre
,, Barber ,s dackson
,» Bowman ,, Kerr
,» Browne ,, Lesina
5 Burrows ,» Maxwell
,» Dibley ,, McDonnell

,» Dunsford

,» TFitzgerald

,» Givens

. W. Hamilton
Tellers: Mr. Givens and Mr. Maxwell.

5y Muleahy
,, Ryland
5 Turley

PaIRS.
Ayes—DMr. Lord, Mr. Xates, and Mr. Forrest.
Noes—Mr, Plunkett, My, Fogarty,and Mr. Jenkinson,
Resolved in the afirmative,
Clause put and passed.

4 a.m.]

Mr. BURROWS moved the following new
clause to follow clause 28 :—

1t shall not be lawful for any member of the Legisia-
tive Council or Legislative Assembly 1o be or become a
member of the company, and it shall not be lawiul for
any person o hold any shares in the company in trust
for any member of the Legislative Council or Legisla-
tive Assembly, and all contracts by which any member
of the Legislative Council or Legisiative Assembly shall
be or become beneficially interested directly or in-
directly in any shares in the company are hereby
declared void.

It shall not be lawtul for any member of the Legisla-
tive Councll or Legislative Assembly to hold any shares
in the company in trust for any person.

1t shall not be lawful for a member of the Legislative
Couneil or Legislative Assembly to act as agent for, or
employee of, the company.
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He thought it well for the honour of Parliament
and for the protection of the public, that such a
clause should be inserted. The people of the
North had been placed in the iron claws of the
syndicate, and were beginning to ask whether
the price which was bemg paid was not more
than the railway was worth. They were also
asking what means were being adopted to get
the railway through Parliament. One agent of
the syndicate was reputed to have £60,000 to
spend in that way, and last year an attempt was
made to get at an ex-member of Parliament.
Certainly, in shab case, the‘ agent made a mistake
in putting his proposals in writing, and since
then all negotiations had been verbal. It was
only reasonable to suppose that as one person
had beenapproached, others had been approached,
and it was useless members opposite adopting a
high and mighty attitude to make people believe
that they wereirreproachable. Afterall, members
of Parliamentwere simply clay like peopleoutside,
and even Ministers were not entitled to he con-
sidered more immaculate than Ministers in other
countries. Lt would e remembered that a great
amount of sympathy was bestowed on Sir John
MecDonald, of Canada, because he was supposed
tc have been wrongly accused in connection
with his railway transactions, but when he
died he was incriminated by the documents
in the pigeon-holes. Members of Parliament
had been bribed in the past, and would be
bribed in the future, and it was as well that
no member should be connected with a railway
syndicate in any capacity. Wherever private
railway companies eX}sted they had secured
representation in Parliament, and in the House
of Commons there were mno less than 137
representatives of 1'aﬂway.compames. Indeed
Sir Charles Dilke bad said that it was use-
less to agitate for State ownership of rail-
ways, because of the opposition that would be
raised by the agents of the syndicates, This
railway, with a trunk lne from Cloncurry
down to the port, would have its branches all
over the North. There were provisions by
which the company could take lease after lease
under the Mining Act. There had been altera-
tions made in the regulations whereby they conld
takeupconsecutive and contiguous leases, and run
their tramways right across this particular por-
tion of Queensland. Now was the time to get
a provision like this inserted to prevent this
company from attempting to exert the bale-
ful influences on legislation which syndicates
of this kind had exercised in other countries.
Already it had gained privileges unparalleled
in the history of the world. What might it
gain in the future if members of Parliament
or the Government were allowed to have shares
in it? They could not hold shares in the com-
pany without being influenced by the fact, or
without their duties as mewmbers of Parliament
clashing with their interests as shareholders
of the company. For that Toason, and because
they should be above suspicion, it should be
impossible for any member to hold shares in
this or in any similar company. Gold wardens
were not supposed to hold shares in mining
ventures in the district in which they were
located ; brewers were not allowed to sit on
licensing benches ; directors were not allowed
to vote themselves overdrafts; justices of the
peace were 1ot allowed to adjudicate in cases in
which they were directly or indirectly interested ;
and members of Parliament were not allowed to
hold any interest in contracts with the Govern-
ment.  Why then should any exception be made
in this case? If members of Parliament were
allowed to hold shares in the company there was
no telling what additional concessions they would
not secure for this huge monopoly, T_hey ought
to be very careful to prevent the syndicate from
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exercising any further influer .4 thha;l ;fneafﬁ

already exerted, He trusted ti.
ment which he had proposed would be accepted.

n bers
It ought to be accepted gladly by hon kmem H
because it would be a shield to them, a"{g :%‘;g%

protect them from the slanderous attac.
would otherwise be made. ) 3. H

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAY.} -5°
could not accept the hon, member’s proy osal,
because he believed it would be a slur uf)or%
every member of Parliament. If members ©
Parliament were inclined to be rogues and in~
dulge in things of this kind, there were fifty ways
by which they would be able to gratify their
inclination. They could not make people honest
by legislation. While he agreed with sowme of
the sentiments which the hon. member had
expressed, he considered it would be branding
the legislature as dishonest to accept his pro-
posal.  He trusted that they would not spend
any time in ‘discussing i, but would go to a
division.

Mr. LESINA : The late hon. member for For-
titude Valley, Mr. Higgs, had endsavoured to
get a similar provision into similar Bills last
session. The argument then used against the
amendment was that if it was carried it would be
aslur on members of Parliament, and that was
the same argument that was used now. Section
6 of the Constitusicn Act laid it down that it
was incompetent for persons who were interested
in Government contracts o be members of either
House of Parliament. Was that a slur on hon.
members ? A member who was interested in any-
thing like this would very probably be able to
bring a great deal of influence to bear on the
Government of the day. Why, the hon. member
for Cook was a shareholder in the Chillagoe
Company.

Mr. J. HamMiuron: I do not happen tobe a
shareholder in that company.

Mr. LESINA : Then the hon. member must
have sold his shares in a falling market.

Mr. J. Hamturon : Well, I don’t whine about

it.

Mr. LESINA: By Hansard it could be seen
that the hon. member for Cook admitted that he
was a shareholder in the Chillagoe Company,
and now he admitted that he had got rid of his
shares ; yet. when the Chillagoe Bill was being
discussed, that hon. member took part in the
discussion, knowing that bhe held shares in that
company., Hon. members were not sufficiently
safeguarded in this connection, for there was
evidence in Hansard to show that some members
publicly admitted that every penny they had
was in -the Queensland National Bank, yet
when legislation came up for consideration
in that bank, they all took part in it, and
when their votes were challenged on the
floor of the Chamber, they simply denied that
they had any interest in that institution.
They got up and stated that they had no interest

in the bank, and their fellow-mem-

[4'30 a.m.] bers on the other side stuck tothem,

and their denial was accepted
by the House. Therefore the Standing Order
wa§ no protection, and it was necessary that
they should have a special clause in the Bill
preventing members of Parliament from hold-
ing shares in this company—either for them-
selves or in trust for some other person. When
a man of such commanding intellect and wide
experience as Mr., Gladstone was convinced
that there was a necessity for legislation of this
kind, and insisted that members joining his
Cabinet should get rid of any shares they
might hold in companies that might be affected
by legislation, should they not also see the
necessity for such a clause as that proposed
by the hon. member for Charters Towers? Some
time ago the question as to whether members of
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Parliament who were directors of profit-monger-

ing concerns should be allowed to vote on private | were directors and

Bills in which their compinies were interested
was brought before the British Fouse of Com-
mons, and a long and warm discussion took
place upon it. It was rightly contended that
private interest should not be allowed to con-
flict with prblic interests, and that members of
Parlinment should be removed from temptation,
and that the suspicion of self-interest should be
eliminated from their decisions. Hvery member
who spoke on the subject insisted very strongly
on that argument. It was asserted by Mr.
Keir Hardy that almost every mewmber of the
House of Commons had been approached some
time or another with an offer of from £100 to
£1,000, with a view to induce him to use his
influence in favour of some company. If that
was the case with the House of Comwmons, what
might they expect to find in their own small
Assembly, which consisted of ouly seventy-two
members?  According to the Liondon Critic,
there were from 150 to 200 members of the
House of Commons who were to-day living as
guinea-pigs, getting a fee of £1 1s. or £2 2: a
sitting as  directors of various companies,
some of which were good, but the majority of
which were bad. As it was likely that big in-
terests in connection with private railway opera-
tions would extend over North Quesnsland in
time, they should protect present and future
.members of the Hous» against the possibilisy of
being approached with offers of shares by this
particular company. Members might say that
the amendment was not nacessary. The Secre-
tary for Railways said that it was a slur
upon members; but they had found a person
named Withers approaching an ex-member
named Daniels, evidently thinkirg that he had
some influence with bis old colleagues, and
that, if he could not prevent them opposing the
Bill, he might induce them to make a formal
protest, and then let the Bill go through. The
present company was practically the same as
that of last year. It was the custom in England
to set aside a certain amount of funds for the
purpose of securing the passage of Bills, and es-
peclally of railway Bills, through Parliament,
and probably the company thought thut money
was necessary to secure the passage of their
Bill through the Queensland legislature, and
so they sent out Withers with the £60,000 which
he stated he had been given with the object of
securing support for the Bill. Bryce, the great
authority on the Amnerican Commonwealth,
showed conclusively that wherever syndicate
railways had laid their track there had followed
in that track a host of evils, chief amongst
which was the professional lobbyist, who lived
in the lobby, earwigged Ministers, purchased
votes, and promoted legislation beneficial to
the compani-s they represented.  And in intro-
ducing syndicate railway legislation to Queens-
land in the passage of this Bill they were laying
down the ¢nditions that wonld breed those evils
here. Queensland was not remackable for the
purity or for the corruption of its legislators ; it
stood about on an equality with the other States
of Australia in that re:pect. He did not know
that it was not better than the other States.
New South Wales had a long record for log-
rolling and corruption anterior to the advent of
the Labour party. In Queensland they were to
a large extent free from the influences of corrup-
tion ; and it was with the desire to see the spirit
of section 6 of the Clonstitution Act carried to a
further degree of eff:ctiveness that he would like
to see the proposed new clause incorporated in
the Bill. :
Mr. BROWNE: When a member of the
Ministry in Great Britain—the President of the
Board of Trade—stated that it was impossible
for him to enforce the Board of Trade restrictions
on the railway companies in Great Britain,
1901—4 N
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because of the number of representatives who
shareholders in railway
companies in the British Parliament, it was
about time to consider the matter seriously. He

could not understand how the

[5 a.m.] Minister could regard the proposed

clause as an insult to members
when it was provided that if a member of
Parliament supplied articles of very small value
to a Government institution he lost his seat.
Such a clause was absolutely necessary when
it was considered that tbe Bill had been
fastened on to the people of Queensland for the
next fifty years. During that time the syndicate
would have occasion t» come to Parliament
many times for legislation, and it was therefore
wise that legislators should be removed from the
temptation which was offered to them through
being interested in such companies. He agreed
with the member for Clermont that if a man
thought he could make more money by com-
pany-mongering than by serving the country
in the legislature he should take up that occupa-
tion and confine himself to it, leaving parlia-
mentary work to those who would keep their hands
clean of anything of that sort.

Mr. RYLAND intended to support the
amendment. They had been told that Standing
Order 152 was ample protection, but last year
they bad the spectacle before them of a member
denying that he was personally interested in a
syndicate, and it subsequently transpiring that
he was one of a partnership of two which was
interested in it. Asto the passaze of such a clause
being a slur upon hon. members, he did not
think it was any more a slur than the pro-
hibition of a goldfields warden from holding
shares, or the prohibition of members of the
Land Court from purchasing or selecting land
which came under their jurisliction. That was
the object of the amendment that had been pro-
posed by the hon. member for Charters Towers.
They wished to keep members away from
temptation. It was not very long ago that he
saw that one of the judges refused to sit on a
case, because he was a ratepayer of that division.
Members of Parliament should have the
same high sense of honour. They should not
allow themselves to be placed in a position in
which their duty would be brought in conflict
with their interest. He did not want to refer to
the experiences of last year, but Mr, Daniels’s
name had come up, and he would just touch upon
that incident. In the discussion on that occasion
the hon. member for Herbert justly condemned
Mr. Withers’s conduct, and said that he was not
nnly aknave, but afool. 'The impression that re-
mark left was that the hon. member could forgive
him for being a knave, but not for being a fool.

The CHATRMAN : Order! I cannot see that
what the hon. gentleman is referring to has to
do with the question hefore the Committee, I
must ask the hon. member to speak to the ques-

tion.

Mr. RYLAND : The reason why they wanted
this amendment adopted was that members
should not hanker after a personal interest in
these companies. The part taken by Mr.
Daniels reminded him of the process adopted in
plays, by which the villain, who in this case was
the agent of the company, was entangled in his
own schemes and ultimately exposed.

The CHATRMAN : I have already called the
hon. member to order. I hope he will confine
himself to the question.

Mr. RYLAND said he wanted to bring for-
ward the strongest arguments he could in favour
of the acceptance of this amendment. It bad
been the exuverience with companies of this

SOT b~

The CHAIRMAN : Order! The hon. mem-
ber is tediously repeating his own remarks and
the arguments which have been used by other
hon. members,
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Mr. RYLAND : When the late Mr, Dickson
was a director of the Royal Bank, and he be-
came a member of this House, there was a strong
agitation outside against him holding the dual
position, and to his credit he resigned from the
directorship of that bank. This amendment was
a very reasonable one—it was for the protection
of members, and he hoped it would be carried.

Mr. MULCAHY said he did not wish to give
a silent vote on the question, and he would sup-
port the amendment, for no man could serve two
masters, and it was only natural that a man who
was a member of Parliament, and who was also
connected with any company like this, would
consider his own individual interests first. The
amendment was a very fair and reasonable one, A
member of Parliament should have clean hands,

Mr. GIVENS thought that hon. members had
made up their minds on this question, and no
amount of argument or reasoning would cause
them to alter their opinions. It was a well-
recognised principle that a member of Parlia-
ment should have clean hands in order to pro-
perly serve His Majesty and his country. He
only knew of one instance in which that
salutary rule had been broken, and that was
in the case of Mr. Mundella, and the result
was that Mr. Mundella had to retire from
political life. With all the experience they
had they should be guided by the lessons
that those experiences taught., This compuny
would have constant dealings with the Govern-
ment, and with the Commissioner for Rail-
ways, and that being so, it was absolutely neces-
sary that this amendment should be accepted.
Last year, when the Mount Garnet Company

were seeking for power to construct
[5°30 a.m.] a railway, they had a member of
the House admitting in the most
candid fashion that the firm in which he was the
principal partner, and in which there were only
two partuers, actually owned shares in the com-
pany on whose application he was called upon
to vote in this House. That was not a proper
thing. Every member of the House should be
entirely free from personal interest in any matter
of legislation. The Attorney-General had recently
expressed the opinion, and he believed it was
sound in law, that if a member of a local autho-
rity sold even a shilling’s worth of goods to that
local authority that disqualified him from acting
as a member of that body. If it was necessary
in the case of small local authorities that mem-
bers should be placed absolutely above suspicion,
then it was equally essential that members of the
State Parliament should be placed in a similar
position, so that they would not and could not be
called upon to vote on any matter in which they
had a personal interest of any kind whatsoever.
Where there was a conflict of public duty and
personal interest that would be inimical to the
interests of the general public. Centuries of
practice had proved in the old country that it
was a good thing that members of Parliament
should be absolutely free from personal interest
in any company which sought concessions from
Parliament; and that principle should be
adopted in Queensland. The Chillagoe Railway
and Mines Syndicate still had dealings with the
Government. Some few monthsago they opened
one-half of their line to Lappa for traffic, and
they entered into an agreement with the Govern-
ment to run the traffic over that half of the rail-
way. Recently they opened the railway right
out to Chillagos, and as they had not sufficient
rolling-stock to provide for the traffic efficiently,
they entered into an agreement with the Com-
miesioner for Railways for the use of Govern-
ment rolling-stock. Under those circumstances
it would be evident to everybody that Ministers
should have no personal interest in the company,
The Brisbane commercial agents of the Chillagoe
Company were a company of which the manager
was the present Secretary for Railways.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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The SECRETARY ¥OR Rarnways: No, they
have had their own agents in Brisbane ever since
they started.

Mr. GIVENS: It could not be refuted that
the Australian Estates Company, of which the
Secretary for Railways was manager, had acted
in various capacities for the Chillagoe syndicate
in Brisbane.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: We have
shipped some timber for them. .

Mr. GIVENS : They had done various other
things forthem, and, while not imputing anything
to the Secretary for Railways, he held that the
hon. gentleman occupied an unfortunate position.
Like Cresar’s wife members of this House, and
especially Ministers, should be above suspicion.
They wanted to have not even a suspicion of
corruption connected with the dealings of the
Government or of Parliament with syndicates
which might be seeking for concessions, or which
might have to make agreements with Govern-
ment departments. A similar amendment would
be passed by the House of Commons without
demur, and he was sure it would commend itself
to the great body of the taxpayers of Queens-
land.

Question—That the proposed new clause stand
part of the Bill—put; and the Committee
divided ;—

AYEs, 19,
Mr.Airey Mr. Hardacre
, Barher , Jdackson
,» Bowman ,» Kerr
,» Browune ,» Lesina
, Burrows , Maxwell
, Dibley ,, McDounell
o Dunsford . Mulcahy
, Fitzgerald ,» Ryland
, Givens ,, Turley

s W. Hamilton
Tellers: Mr, W. Hamilton and Mr. Muleahy.

Nors, 29,

Mr. Annear Mr. Kent
,, Armstrong , Leahy
,, Barnes , Macartney
,» Bartholomew ,» Mackintosh
, Bell ,» McMaster
,, Bridges , Newell
,» Callan ,, O'Conmnell
,» Camphell , Petrie
5 T. B. Cribb ,» Philp
,» Dalrymple , Rutledge
, Forsyth ,» Stephens
,, Fox ,, Stodart
» Foxton s Story
,» J¢. Hamilton ,» Tooth

,» Hanran
Tellers: Mr. Bell and Mr. Newell.

PAIRS.

Ayes—Mr. Plunkett, Mr. Fogarty, and Mr. Jenkinson,

Noes—Mr. Lord, Mr. Kates, and Mr. Forrest.

Resolved in the negative.

Clause 29— Government may connect with
company’s railway”—put and passed.

On clause 30, as follows :—

Nothing in this Act shall give the company any
claim to compensation in the event of the. Commis-
sioner heing at any time authorised by Parliament to
construet any line of railway or tramway, the con-
struction of which may be deemed to injuriously affect
the railway.

Mr. BROWNE moved the insertion, after the
word “railway,” in line 33, of the following :—

Or shall be deemed or construed to exempt the rail-

way by this Act authorised to be made ﬁfom the provi-
sions of any general Act relating to I‘B.llWﬂ)’§ now in
force, or which may hereafter pass, during this or any
other future session of Parliament, or from any future
revision and alteration under the authority of Parlia-
ment of the maximum rates of fares and charges autho-
rised by Parliament.
This provision was taken from a Victorian pri-
vate railway Act, and he hoped it would be
accepted, so that future Parliaments would have
the same power in controlling this syndicate.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
They had already provided for almost everything
dealt with in this amendment. The main thing
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in it was in regard to the fares, and they had
provided for a revision every ten years. The
provision was probably very well in the Vie-
torian Act, but this Bill contained provisions
that were not included in the Victorian Act.
And they could not bind future Parliaments.
Parliament would be free anyhow. For those
reasons he was sorry he could not accept the
amendment.

Mr. BROWNE : The Commissioner was sup-
posed to have certain powers over the railway,
but it was a farce to give him those powers in
the Bill unless future Parliaments had power to
back up the Commissioner.

Mr. GIVENS: The amendment proposed
that Parliament should have a free hand.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILwAYs: Won’t it be
free anyhow ?

Mr. GIVENS : It would not without the
amendment, because when Parliament gave con-
cessions to a company, it could not go back from
those concessions without repudiation, unless
the right for future dealing with the question
was reserved in the Bill itself. It would not
be honest to give the company those covces-
sions now, and act as they liked afterwards ;
and Parliament must be at a low ebb if they
refused to adopt this provision simply because
they could deceive the company by passing
the Bill, and afterwards do as they liked.
The amendment only asked that any future legis-
lation in connection with rallways
should be made applicable to the
company’s railway. Was that not
reasonable? And 1f it was reasonable, why
should it not be accepted ? Again, the leader of
the Opposition had proved conclusively that a
similar provision was enforced in other countries
where concessions were granted. They were
twitted with wanting to go in for expsrimental
legislation, but in that case it was the Ministry
who wanted to go in for a newdeparture, because
they wanted to give concessions without provid-
ing any safeguards. They, on that side, wanted
to be guided by the experience of other nations,
and he should imagine that no pleading should
be necessary to induce the Government to accept
such a provision. But it appearcd as if nothing
would convince hon. members, It bad beeu said
that if you wanted to punish a man you must
punish his grandson, and he could imagine the
hon. member for Fortitude Valley, Mr. McMaster,
in the future looking down from above, and view-
ing his handiwork—

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I must call the
hon. member to order for irrelevancy.

Mr. GIVENS submitted that it was in order
to point out the effect of the amendment.

. The CHAIRMAN : Order! We have noth-
ing to do with the actions of hon. members
either above or below.

Mr. GIVENS: Hon. members opposite cared
nothing either for the present or the future, or for
those who came after them. All they cared for
was their own selfish interests, and if they could
see their way to make 24d. they would vote for
any iniquity.

. The CHAIRMAN: The hon, member is
imputing very strong motives, and I call upon
him to withdraw those remarks.

h_Mr. J. HammuroN : He is only judging us by

imself.
The CHATRMAN : T ask the hon. member to
withdraw those remarks.

Mr. GIVENS submitted that when he was
asked to withdraw a remark he should be given
time to do so.

The CHAIRMAN : I gave the hon. member
time to do so. I now ask him to withdraw
his remarks and apologise.

Mr. GIVENS: Well, I withdraw the remarks
and apologise for having uttered them, and in
reply to the interjection of the hon. member for

[6 a.m, ]
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Cook, who said I was judging other people by
my own standard, I must say there is no
standard sufficiently low or degraded by which T
could judge him.

Mr. J. Hamirron : Except yourself.

The CHAIRMAN : I must ask the hon.
member to withdraw that remark also, and to
apologise. It is highly disorderly to attack an
hon. member in that way.

Mr. GIVENS : What about the interjection ?
Well, he withdrew and apologised ; but he must
say that if his reply to the interjection was dis-
orderly, the interjection was disorderly, and the
hon. member for Cook was never called upon to
withdraw it.

Mr. LESINA rose to a point of order. The
hon. member for Cairns had been compelled to
withdraw hisremark ; but an equally objection-
able remark was made by the hon. member for
Cook, in which he characterised the hon. member
for Cairns as falling to a very low standard.

Mr. J. Hayivrox: Utterly untrue,

Mr. LESINA thought if one hon. member was
compelled to withdraw his remark, an equally
reprehensible remark made by the hon. member
for Cook should be withdrawn.

The CHAIKRMAN : I did not catch the
interjection of the hon. member for Cook, Had
I caught an improper interjection, I certainly
shouid have called upon him to withdraw it.

My, J. HAMILTON said his statement was
that the hon. member was julging others by
himself, and therefore he pitied him.

The CHAIRMAN : If that was the remark
made, I certainly cannot call the hon. member
to order except for interjecting.

Mr. GIVENS : Well, he treated the hon. mem-
ber for Cook with the profoundest contemnpt.

The CHAIRMAN: I must ask the hon.
member to cease these personal recriminations
and confine his remarks to the words proposed
to be inserted.

Mr. GIVENS: He considered the words
proposed to be inserted were eminently suitable,
and that they were absolutely necessary in order
to safeguard the interests of the public. He did
not think any reason had been adduced why the
amendment should not be accepted by the Com-
mittee. If the Committee were animated by a
proper sense of its duty to the public of Queens-
fand, the amendment would be accepted unani-
mously and without demur.

Mr. LESINA : He was sorry that the hon.
gentleman in charge of the Bill would not accept
the amendment. The hon. gentleman had said
that he was sorry that he could not accept it,
and that, he took it, was an expression which
conveyed by implication that he thought there
was something good in the clause. He (M,
Lesina) maintained that there was a great deal
that was good in it, and he had no doubt if it
had emanated from any hon. member on the
other side it would have been accepted. As it
emanated from his side of the House it was
rejected. Not to accept it was equivalent to
shackling the haunds of future Parliaments.
Not a solitary reason had been advanced why it
should not be adopted. It seemed to him that
the ¢ gag ” had been applied to members on the
(Govermment side this session, and he was sorry
to see this legislation being so rushed through the
Chamber. He and his colleagues were making
one final despairing effort to protect the interests
of the general public, and he thought posterity
would bless them for their herculean efforts.

Ansendment (Mr. Browne’s) put and negatived,

Clause 30 put and passed.

Schedule put and passed.

On the preamble—

Mr. FORSYTH moved the omission of the
words ** somze point near,” on the Gth line.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS said
he had no objection to that.
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Mr. BROWNE: Did the hon. gentleman
know whether the syndicate was agreeable to
that amendment. He thought it was about
time that hon. members on the Oppesition side
got up and lcoked after the interests of the
syndicate. The hon. gentleman in accepting so
many amendments was rather overdoing it.

Mr. LESINA said the amendment might be a
very vital point. Did the Minister take the
whole responsibility on his own shoulders?

The SECRETARY ¥OoR RaImnwavs: Yes, I'll
take it.

Mr. LESINA thought the interests of the
syndicate were being imperilled, and also that
they should have been consulted before the
amendment was moved, Had the Minister
received any instructions on this point? Now,
on the suggestion of the hon. member for Car-
pentaria, the hon. gentleman accepted a vital

amendment in the preamble of the
[6°30 a.m.] Bill. If they were going by that

amendment to imperil the whole
work of the last three or four days they would
have wasted their time, and he would suggest
that a cablegram be sent to the syndicate at the
expense of the State asking their opinion on the
amendment. (Laughter.)

Amendment agreed to; and preamble, as
amended, put and passed.

The House resumed; and the
reported the Bill with amendments,

The third reading of the Bill was made an
Order of the Day for the next sitting of the
House.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. LESINA (Clermont) : T desire to make a
personal explanation in connection with a report
which appears in the proof copy of Hansard
supplied to hon. members yesterday. At page
280 the following paragraph appears in Han-
sard :—

Ion. members might recolleet that some time ago
—he had told Mr. Annear and Mr. Glassey-—that he
had caught the hon. member for Clermont piecing
together bits of paper out of his (Mr. Hamilton’s)
waste-paper basket. and he decided by virtue of the
waste-paper basket to publicly proclaim that they were
shareholders, in addition to himself, in this paper. He
accordingly wrote out a sham agreement, in which the
names of Mr. Story, Mr. Aunear, Mr. Glassey, and his
own name appeared as shareholders. He then tore it
up and threw it in the waste-paper basket, and strange
to say these names were published, not in the Sireef,
but in the Worke,.

Mr. Lesina . What issue of the Worker—what date ¥

Mr. J. HAMILTON said he dad not know: hon. mem-

bers could look that up for themseives.
That appears in a speech delivered by Mr. J.
Hamilton, the member for Conk. The state-
ment contained in that portion of the speech is a
pure fabrication as far as T am personally con-
cerned, is utterly untrue in every particular, has
no basis in fact, and is, as I interjected at the
time, a pure invention. I desire that this state-
ment should get into Hunsard, so that it should
go to the country side by side with the statement
of the hon, member for Conk. T have referred this
matter tomany membersof the Chamber who were
present during the d=bate which took place, and
not a solitary member that T have spoken to heard
the hon. member use the words “‘the hon, mem-
ber for Clermont.” No charge was maie agaivst
me on the floor of the House. If a charge had
been made the Chairman of Committees would
immediately have demanded its retraction, or I,
who was listening to every word, would have
promptly risen and point blank denied it on the
floor of the House. How those words got into
Hansard is a matter with which I have nothing
to do, but I take this opportunity of publicly
clearing myself of this infamous charge, which
is utterly baseless and a pure invention, and
which was not made on the floor of this House.

Mr. J. HAMILTON : Mr. Speaker,—The
statement ——

CHAIRMAN
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Personal Ewplanation.

The SPEAKER: Order! T would remind
the hon. member that there is no question before
the House, but the hon. member is entitled to
make a personal explanation.

Mr, J. HAMILTON : I rise to make a per-
sopal explanation. Hon. members may know
that on the 30th July last I made that statement
in the hon. member’s presence, and he did not
deny it. I got my proof-sheet last night, and 1
found that, o aing, I suppose, to one of the re-
porters Leing unwell and the matter being in
committee, my remarks were condensed. My
speeches are generally reported very well, but
what I really did say on this occasion was as
follows, and I corrected my speech to read in
this way :—

Ilon. members might recollect that some tiine ago he

informed the House that he had caught the hon. inem-
ber at his (Mr. Ilamilton’s) waste-paper basket, piecing
seraps of paper together. IHe had since made use of
pim. On one occasion he told Mr. Annear, and Mr.
Glassey, and Mr. Story that he would by means of his
waste-paper hasket publicly proclaim that he and they
were shareliolders in this paper. He accordingly wrote
out a sham agreement, in which the names of ir.
Story, Mr. Annear, Mr. (lassey, and his own name
appeared as shareholders. Ifc then tore it up and
threw it in the waste-paper basket, and surc enough
these names were published in the Worker.
That is the statement I did make. I spoke to
Mr. Annear and Mr. Glassay yesterday about
the matter, and they both remembercd the
circumstances,

Mr. LiEsisa : Did you charge me in that speech
last night?

Mr, J. HAMILTON : 1 did.

Mr. Lesiva : You did not.

Mr. J. HAMILTON : I did.

Mr. LestNa : Do you charge me now ?

Mr, J. HAMILTON: Yes, I do.

Mr. Lesina: Then you are an infamous and
deliberate liar.

The SPEAKER: Order! Hon. members
must not prosecute personal quarrels in the
Chamber.

Mr. BROWNE: I wonld like to rise to a
point of order. After the hon. member for
Clermont distinetly denied the statement of the
hon. member for Cook, is the hon. member for
Cook in order in reiterating that stateraent across
the floor of the House ?

The Houe Secrerary : He read his proof.

Mr. Kerg: He cooked his proof.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. BROWNE: I always thought that an
hon. member’s denial had to be accepted.

The SPEAKER: The matter is one upmn
which the hon, member for Clermont was en-
titled to make a personal explanation, if he
considered himeslf aspersad by the remarks of
the hon. member for Cook. To that extent he
was entisled to make a personal explanation.
He, however, opened another question —the
question of the accuracy of the report of the hon.
member’s speech. He raised new ground there,
and upon that [ think the hon. member for Cook
was entitled equally to make a personal explana-
tion. If, however, the accuracy of the oflicial
report is to be formally challenged, or_ the
question raised as to whether statements have
appeared in Hansard which were not uttered by
hon. members, then that is a matter that should
be raised in some other form than in the form of
a personal explanation, in order that it may be
discussed fully.

‘HoNoURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. Xz : How can it be done?

The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot indicate
that now. There will be opportunities for dis-
cussing it at the proper time, and in a proper
manner. But the matter must not proceed
further now.

The House adjourned at eighteen minutes to
7 o’clock a.m.





