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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

"WEDNESDAY, 16 OCTOBER, UJOl. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. Arthur M organ, Wancick) 
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

QUESTIO~S. 

ILLITERATE JUSTICES OP THE PEACE. 
Mr. W. HA::VIILTO~ (Uregory) asked the 

Chief Secretary-
1. Are there any justices o! the peace appointed in 

Queensland who can neither read nor write? 
2. If so, how many, and by whom recommended? 

The CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. R. Philp, 
Towns::ille) replied-

rrhe hon. member for Leichhardt hns mnde a YCrbal 
communication with regard to one alleged case of the 
kind, and has promised to w1·ite more fully on the 
subject. Apart from this, the Government have no 
reason to belieYe that any such unqualified persons 
have b~en ap]Jointed to the Commission of the Peace. 

DELAY OP GLAD~TOXE MAIL TRAIN. 

::\fr. RYLAXD (O!Mpie) asked the Secretary 
for Railways-

1. Is it correct, as statecl in P,·ouN•ss of l~th October, 
that the Gladstone mail train, on the night of 4th 
October, was delayed forty-three minutes at the Qpntral 

1 ~tation to enable ::\1cssrs. Rolf<; and Kent, :JDLL.A., to 
· travel home·wards afL~r the division on the Xorm.anton

Cloncunr Railway~ 
:.?. If not fort\"-three minntes, what \YRS the extent of 

the delay, if al1y, of the Gladstone mail on the night 
r...:ferrcd to? 

The SECRETARY :FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon. ,J. Leahy, Bulioo) replied-

! have not seen the eopy of p,'OU1 1s:, but I delayed. 
the train that evening Ior a te:~.v minutes. 

SouTH BmsnANE SAXITARY CoxTRAOT. 

:!\Ir. DU::-..'Sl<'ORD (Charters 'l'OIW'S) asked 
the Secretary for Railways-

!. Is he aware that the der·\rtmeut is ronvcying in 
open "F" wagons human exerernent from the South 
Rrlst.ane Sanitary \Yorks to :Enoggcra, cons1gned to 
Chinese gardeners there;-

2. Has he recciYed any complaints from the residents 
in that district ,·e thi:-; nnL>-lnt·e ~ 

3. \Yill he sec that ln future this great danger to the 
health of the people i~ discontinued:-

The SI..:CRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
replied-

Xo, not of the Rtnff i111iuired about: bnt some such 
matter, after being roa:-;ted and coYered with ashes, was 
so conveye1i. The contract terminates at the end of 
this month. 

PUBLIC SERVICE BILL. 

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

That the Honse \Yill, nt its next sitting, resolve itself 
into a CommHtee of the ·whole to consider or tile desir
ableness of introducing a Bill to Amend the Public 
Service Act. 

PUBLICATION AND SALE OF NEWS
pAPERS BILL. 

On the motic•n of the HOME SECRETARY 
(Hon. J. F. G. Foxton, Carnart'Dn), leave was 
given to introduce a Bill relating to the publica
tion and sale of newspapers on Sunday. 

:FIRST READING. 
The HO::\fE SECRETARY presented the 

Bill, which was read a first time, and the second 
reading made an Order of the Day for to
morrow. 

INTRODUCTION OF JAPA~ESE. 

On the motion of l\Ir. BRO\VNE (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 House 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 NOR~IAK, XORMANTO::"i, AND 
CLOi\TCURRY RAILWAY BlLL. 

RE~DIPTION m· Coi\DIITTEE. 

On clau"e 24-" Leases"-
Question-That the following words be inserted 

after line 18 :-
In every mineral lease cxeeeding 25 acres, a portion of 

the :o;nrface area not cxceecling one-half of the area ove1· 
and aboYe 25 acres shall be res:ened for residence and 
butliness purposes !Jb·. _.Jfa.rwell'o UillPJul',,wtU). 

Mr. BRO\VJ\'E ( Oroy:lon): 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 
allotments had been taken up, a mineral lease 
was taken np right in the middle of the main 
street, which was monopolised by the company, 
and business people were :1t the mercy of the 
comp:1ny. If such an amendmer,t as this bad not 
been inadvertently omitted from the Mining 
Act that trouble would not have arisen. The 
preamble mentioned that the company had the 
right to erect workmen's dwellings, and if they 
were allowed to monopolise those large areas of 
land, 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 mercy, and immediately any friction 
arose, they could turn them off the ground and 
they would have no remedy. 

The SECRETARY FOR TIAIL\VAYS 
(Hon. J. Leahy, Bullno): At the last sitting 
tbev 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. m•mbers 
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. Brww~E: \Ve 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 thett price. Wh,t 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 am·thing to be gained by the amend
ment he would have accepted it at first. 
He did not believe in taking three h0nrs 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 use in continuing 
the discussion. He had tried to meE't 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 field~, it would apply to this 
company. If there was any amendment of the 
Mining Act in the future in relation to mineral 
lease,, it would apply to this company as well. 
"\Vhat was the use of putting in a clause like this, 
which wou1d only apply to a small patch of 
country taken up by thi,; company, and not to 
the leases taken up by every one else all over the 
State? If any provision was made, it should be 
of general application to all mineral leases. He 

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. MAX\VELL (Burke) pointed out that 
wherever work was carried on on a mini11g field 
settlement followed. \Vherever there was a 
mine working, the men employed in connection 
with it endeavoured to get a; close to their work 
as po,sible. He knew that at Eina~leigh men 
had erected houses on the mineral field, thinking 
that they would hB,ve 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 PRE1IIER : Did they gAt the lease granted 
to them? 

Mr. MAXW:ELL : Yes. 
The PRE}IIER : I do not think oo. 

Mr. MAX\VELL: He was certain that they 
did, became he had been to the hon. gentleman's 
department and seen about it. 

The PREMIER: Subject to the rights of the 
people already tl.ere. 

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 thern. 
\Vhy were not these allotments put up for "ale, 
instead of being allowed to be taken up under 
mineral lease~ As it was, the people who had 
pnt up the buildings had no rights, and could 
simply be told to clear out. He doubted even 
whether they had the right tu shift their houses. 
He believed the same thing would occur in the 
Cloncurry dh;trict, and it was with the object of 
preventing that, that he had moved his amend
ment. 
" Mr. Jl~NKIXSON (Wide Ba!'): He would 
support this amendment because he beliend it 
to be reasonable, and for the reason that his ex
perience on goldfields and in connection with 
mineral fields led him to believe that it was abso
lutely necessary th&t 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
vision was not inserted with regard to mineral 
leases as was inserted with regard to gold
mining lea,es. \Vhen Gympie wa,; 'first dis
covered the township was ac what was called th" 
"Two Mile," but owing to the discovery of the 
gold leads going south nearly the whole of the 
township had been built to the south, and what was 
originally known as the Gym pie township was 
almost deserted, while what was then outside the· 
pale of the goldfield was now dotted over 
with houses as far as thP. Monkland, which 
was 4 or 5 miles distant from the previously 
allocated township. It was the same with regard 
to the Kilki van Gold ]<'ield, and the ,Jimna Gold 
J<'ield, at the other end of the Wide Bay district. If 
this had been the experience in the past, surely they 
had some reason for expeeting the same thing to 
occur 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 RAILWAYS: If that is so, 
there should be a general measure dealing with 
this, and not a patchwork amendment of this 
kind. 

Mr. JE::"rKINSON : 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 member but who 
would endorse thA general principle that they 
had been asserting from this side 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 tbis 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 aho be made to apply to lea~es 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 hundreds of thousands of 
acre., 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, be himself 
would introduce it. 

Mr. BRO\VKE: Two matters had been 
pointed out by the l\Iinister for Rail ways ,and 
reiterated by the hon. member for Cook. The 
Minister said that this Act was on all-fonrs with 
the llfining .~et, but he (:\Ir. Browne) said 
"Xo." If the hon. member for Burke withdrew 
his amendment, would the Minister allow this 
clause to be amended so as to bring this Bill into 
line with the provisions of the Mining Act? 

The SECHETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Yes, with re
gard to mineral leases, with the exception of 
the labonr conditions. 

Mr. BRO\YXE : \Voulrl the Minister accept 
an amendment on line 2G, cutting down the 
period from fifty years to twenty-one years? 

1\Ir. J. HAmL'l'ON : That is a specific provision. 
The SEGRETARY l''OH RAILWAYS: J'\ o. I re

ferred to all the conditions of mineral leases 
affecting the rights of the public. At any rate, 
it is onlv a question of eight years. 

l\Ir. BROWNE: No. By this Biil thA com
panY were given a term of fifty years, but the 
term under the present :Mining Aet was twenty
one years? \Vhat 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 overriding 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 hr 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. HAli!IL'l'OX: He did not, and there is 
nothing to prevent any hon. member introducing 
another Bill distinct from this. 

Mr. BROWJ'\E: 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, aud they 
would have no remedy. 

The PRE)JIEH: 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 th'e 
ground was-nothing of that sort. 

The PRE;mER : You were told that all that will 
be altered. 

Mr. BRO\VNE : The amendment of the 
Minister for Railways was to omit the whole of 
clauses 2G and 27. 

The PltEli!IEH: All that will be omitted. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : 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 (Ciympie): It had been s~id 
that 5,000 acres was a small patch, but he thought 
that was a very big patch indeed ; and if the 
company took up that area, where would the 
miners live? 

The Pm;;umn: \Vhere do they live now? 
:Mr. RYLAJ'\D : As a rule they lived on gold

mining lea•es. Previous to the legislation which 
reserved a certain area 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 rP,idence ar8as. He remembered th:>t 
in one case when· 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 privilege, and 
it would be taken away from them under this 
Bill. No amendment of the mining law that 
might hereafter he passed providing for res en a
tions for residence purposes would apply to this 
company. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 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. 'l'here 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. 

HoN. G. THORN (Fas.,ijcrn) 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 thev had enjoyed in the 1 ast. 

Mr. GIVEKS (Cairm): The amendment 
moYed by the hon. member for Burke pro
vided that where the area of a lease exceeded 
2:1 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 :\Iount 
Garnet Company bad very htrge 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 
le asP where such are,1, did not exceed 23 acres, 
and if a lease was 50 acres in extent all that 
was asked was that they should give 12'1 
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 nwn dignity. \Vith regard 
to the statement that tbe;e leases would be 
brought under the provi>ions of the mining law 
in every particul"r, 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 !::e for fifty years, whereas every other 
leaseholder would have a term of twenty-one 
years onl_v. As was pointed out by the hon. 
member for Gympie, if any amendment wa.s 
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 lEJases, as there could be 
no revision of those leases for fifty years. U nle.ss 
the amendment was accepted, the company 
would have an indefeasible right, not only 
to the minerals in their leases, but itlso to the 
surface rights for fifty years, and the Govern
ment would have no power to revise those leases. 
It was said that this was patchwork legislation, 
and that if such an amendment was passed it 
should apply to mineral leases all round. \V ell, 
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 !1ave 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 mosG 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 que•tion of a 
superannuation fund which affected only a small 
section of the community. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 

Mr. GIVEXS 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 uf 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 amPndment. 

Mr .. T. HAMILTON: It was ~gTeecl on both 
sides that in all mineral len.ses there should be 
a reservation for residenc~ purposes, and that 
consensus of opinion would undoubtedly lead to 
the introduction of some amendment of the law 
in that direction soon. The sugge-;tion of the 
hon. member for Citirns that, because the com
pany's leases would have a longer term of dura
tion than other mineral leaseq, therefore itny 
amendment of the law with re)(ard to residence 
on mineral leases would not apply to the com
pany's lea·c·as was nonsenH". The only provision 
in connection with thoo!e leases which was dif. 
ferent from the ordinary conditions was in regard 
to the length of the leases and labour conditions. 
Of cour .... e, where there Wfl.S a specific agree1nent, 
such as that the company should hn.vea tiftyyear,' 
lease free of labour conditions, any amendment 
of the law would not apply; but where thPre was 
no specific provision the amendment would apply 
to those leases fxactlv the same as it did to all 
others. There was no specific provisic.n in the 
Bill that. the company should be allowed to hold 
the surface of the ~round, so that an.v amend
ment in that direction would apply equally to 
tho;<e lease,. 

~Ir. ,T ACKSO:'ii (Kenncdy) thought that those 
who hart spoken on his side of the Committee 
had made out a good case. He fancied that the 
Minister "as 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 
::'>lining Act, it was n<.t worth while putting in 
the amendment, but that the GO\-ernment would 
make due proviBion 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 C'ctSe the way it was worded. 

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

Mr. J ACKSON had not seen the altered 
amendment that the hon. gentleman spoke of, 
but it W3S certain that the amendment he had 
now in print would not meet the case at all. It 
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 mc,rcy 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 clown. The 
country, of course, would benefit very much by 
that, instead of haYing single men living in 
public-house•, 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 Cloncnrry, 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 ~ny 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 
wm;ld 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'" freeholds; but if they took up blocks 
of lOO 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
gous cases of Chillagne and Mount Garnet. 
\Vhat 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 ::'viount Garnet. As far as the land at Chilla
goe was concerned, people had put np €\:pensive 
improvements costing £GOO and £700, and the 
consequence was that when the land was put up 
for sale compensation had to be )JO.id, and 
instead of the miner benefiting it was the out
side speculator who benefited. So far as Clan
curry was concerned, as soon as the Government 
saw that a township was likely to be wanter! he 
would suggest tbat they should put up land as 
ne::cr to the works as po"sible, and put it up at a 
nominal price for the beneti t of the working 
miner. ln fact he would go so fa>· as to say 
that the working miner should have a prlf;r 
right to take up, say, a quarter of an acre at £5. 
A., for the land being too br away from the 
works, there was an;y' quantity of land outside 
the leases which the Gover'nment wonld no 
doubt reserve for residential purposes. He did 
not see any reason why that should not be done, 
and it wonld meet the case in every particmlar. 

2\Ir. BURRO\VS (CharteTB 'l'mce1's): The prac
tice of selling land on goldfields had proved a 
hindrance to the mining industry, ctnd he there
fore did not think che speech delivered by the 
hon. member for Carpentaria had much bearing 
on thfl question. It did not matter how much 
land there was outside the lease'>, the fact 
remained that the people wante'1 land closP to 
their work. Even on Charters Towers people 
had to go a long way outside the town in order 
to get a piece of land on which to live. The 
Premier made an interjection to the effect that 
once a man obtained a homestead it C)ulcl not be 
taken frmn him, but that was altogether a mis
take. On Ch:uters Towers the cyanide people 
had thrown their residue on the allotments, and 
the people had hac! to go outside the boundaries 
of the town altogether in order to get residence 
areas. 'I' hat "as a very great injustice, an cl he 
thought it was a matter that should be taken 
into serious consideration. The Minister sa.'cl 
it was not certain that the company would 
take up all the leases to which they werfl 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 he in
troduced to deal with that matter, but it was a 
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 thing had 
been enforced. The surface rights of leases were 
never mtended for any other purpose than to give 
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 
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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 londlords, 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 kincl, they were going 
to exercise thern to the fullest extent. If this 
amendment was not allowed to pa.o.s, it meant 
that the pRople who settled on the company's 
land would belong body and soul to the 
company. 

::Ylr. DUNSFORD (ChartCI'B Towas): He 
could not understand the object of the l'l1inister 
in refusing this reasonable anlendrrient. 

'l'he SECRETARY J<'OR RAILWAYS: I cannot give 
it to you; it is for th"l House to give it. 

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

The SECRETARY FOR RAIL\YAYS: You will not 
get the Mimster to agree. I told you that before, 
and I tell you again. 

:\Ir. DUNSE'ORD: They wanted tr: convince 
the JUinister, and he was sure that the Minister 
was open to conviction. H6 could understand 
the opposition of the Minister if the:- had asked 
that the whole of the surface of the 5,000 acres 
should be rt·..:;ern::cl for re::;idential nurJ.JO.-,e~, but 
they did not ask for that. They did not seek to 
deprive the compar,y of ttny right to any portion 
of the surf<Lce that they required for their own 
works. They only rsked that portion of the 
surface should be reserved for residence purposes~ 
If the company took the il,OOO acres in different 
50-acre leases th~v would have :17!, acres of it 
reserved for their own purposes~ and only 
12~ acres would be reserved for residence pur
po"es. If thev took it up in 100 acres 
they would get (52 acres of the surface for their 
own purposes, and only 37~ would be reserved 
for residence purposes. Ii they took it up in 
200-acre blocks 112~ acres would be reserYecl for 
their own purposes, and only S7~ for residence 
pt<rposes ; so that in all cases there would still 
remain a sufficiency of the surface for all the 
purposes of the company, ttnd tb:tt was why 
members on his side asked th»t this reasonable 
amendment should be included in the Bill. His 
experience of the ill effects which bad followed 
upon not reserving the surface rights for residen
tial 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, eo far as this company was con
cerned, except by in"erting this amendment in 
the Bill. 

Mr. ~IULCAHY (G.1Jmpie) 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 Sl\id 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 CHAIR:\IA:'i": Order! The hon. mem
ber n1u:st eoutinP his remarks to the. an1endment. 

i\Ir. MULCAHY: He was not far from the 
mark, at all e\·ents. If this provision were not 
inserted, the miner8 emtJ!oyed by the company 
'Kould be nothing more or h•'s than their slaves. 
Everyone recognised that the miner liked to live 
as near his work as he po~"ibly could, and that 
being so, it was ne,ces"ary that he should be able 
to Jive within a re:t"<mable dishnce from the 
mine. The Premier l::td put it clearly the other 
day. He said they had no objection to the miner 
as long- :ts he behaved himself. That meant as long 
os be voted and thought as the company wished. 
He regretted very much that the Minister could 
not see his way clear to accept the 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. AIRB~Y (Flindcrs) pointed out that many 
big pow•'rs were given to the com[Jany 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 gr·nerous. 
In return for all this kindness and good nature 
on the part of the House he thought they should 
gi\·e a quicl ,' ro quo in the shape of tho small 
conce:-.swn to the ·working n1iner.s contilint-d in 
the amfndment. If that were done it would to 
a very brge extent do away with the danger 
':hich members of the Opposition always saw, of 
the '-Vorking miners becoming slaves, or serfs, or 
being too much under the power ::>f a syndicate 
like this. It was not a big thing they were 
, <king fur. It had been asked by the .Minister, 
\Yhy not make it geceral? But they had that 
i'Ort of logic from the other side every day of the 
week. ..._-\.s 8oon as hon. 1netnbers on the Oppo~i
tiun sidP. moved a particular amendment, they 
were asked, "\Yhy not 1nake it general ?" And 
if they did make the thing general, they wnuld 
be to1d that it wa:5 altog~ther too sweeping, and 
that they should start in a small way first. This 
company would have the right to take up150,000 
Equare mile• and -\000 acres of mineral leases, 
\vhich they could select anywhere they liked, anrl 
members of the OppoEiticn were only asking 
that, aR theRe privilc-geR were being- allowed to 
thii, company, some small portion of these leaces 
should he left for the convenience of the working 
men. They did not want to see the m:ne 
set of 'Jonclitions prevailing which had pre
vailed at Broken Hill some years ago, when Illen 
were turned uut of their homes at tweny-four 
hours' notice. Let thi,, company be content 
with their mineral rights, and ailow 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 Jaw with 
regard to golclmining leases with that dealing 
with mineral leases, and that was <Jnite right. 
The grantir>g of this conce<sion would not pre
vent that; neither would it do any harm to anyone, 
and it would give great satisfaction if the Minis
ter accepted the provision. 

HoN. G. THOR~ 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, 
hut he should know that they were the most 
independent men on the face of the earth. He 

knew a great deal about working miners,. 
«!though 11e did not represent a mining con
stituency, and he knew that if these miners did 
not get what wages they wanted, or if theit· 
wages were reduced, they immediately went out 
on strike. 'fhe 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 b& 
looked at from both sides. If he owned a 
copper-mine, 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 no~ apply to copper-mining. 
He thought they should come to a vote at once 
on the matter. 

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

'l'he CHAIR:YIAK: Order ! 

Mr. LESI:'i" A : He wa" replying to the hon. 
member fnr Faseifern. 

The CHAIIOIAK: The hon. member for 
:Fassifern only made a passing reference to the 
matter, and the hon. member for Clermont is 
not in order in debating it.· 

·:ur. LESIX A said he was only making a 
pasRinr~ reference to the hon. n1ernber's state~ 
ments, and he thought he was quite in order. 

The CHAIRMAX: Order, order! 
Mr. LE::liKA: The independence of the 

miner was very largely the outcon~e of the con
ditions under which he worked, and if this clause 
was not amended in the direction suggested, 
thne men wonld be under the dominance of this 
company, and would Jose their independence. 
That independence had been achieved in the 

past nnder fair laws, but if this 
[5 p.m.] reasonable amendment were not 

adopted the independence of the 
miners would bec.lme " thing of the past. It 
was a curionH thing that there. was no pracdcal 
miner on the ott1er side of the House who looked 
at this <Jnestion from a practical point of Yiew. 
Even the Secretary for lVIines was not a prac
tical miner. 

.i\1r. FoR~YTH: Are you one? 
J\Ir. LESLNA : Ko, bnt 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 miner' than by boodlers. He did not pretend 
to be an aut.hority on the question, but he could 
see what effect cert.<in laws "uuld 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 cB.r
ried before now, because they would have got up 
and insisted upon it at any cost, but as it was it 
was utterly useless to appeal to hon. members 
oppos1te, 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 clown in the Bill, the 
men who would have to Jive and work there 
would be completely at the mercy of the com
pany, and would not be able to make home• for 
themselves except on conditions dictated by the 
company. 'I'he hnn. member for Carpentaria 
pointed out how the company would treat the 
men. 

Mr. :B'oRSYTH: I nevPr mentioned how the 
corporation would treat the men ; I did not say 
a single word on the subject. 
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1\Ir. LESIXA: 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 refuge to grant permist5ion 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 hundred,; of acres of coal
hearing land in that region, and the miners 
could only live in the district by the permission 
of thP company who owned the land. vVhere 
townships sprung up all the sites were owned by 
the company, and the men had to pay rent to the 
company, deal at thecotnj;any'sstore~, and patron
ise the company's medical officers. Precisely the 
same thing would result in the c<tse of this 
Cloncurry company. So great was the power 
exercised by the eoal barons in that region that 
if a man expressed 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 kinrl of thing he did not wish to see 
develop under the laws of Queensland. 

J\lr. Al'<l'<EAR : The miners in America main
tain their indi>pendence. 

Mr. LESlNA: Did they maintain their 
independet)('e? A strike took place at Coleraine 
the other day, and the marshal went out and 
read a proclamation in English to men who drd 
not understand a word of English-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. 

iYir. LE SIX A: \Vas it not manifest that if 
they ~;ave those leases as proposed in the Bill, 
without th,,: re'lervation suggested by the hon. 
member for Burke, that conditions which had 
grown up in other countries would grow up in 
Queensland? If no reservation was made for 
busine""' and residence purposes, then the com
pany would build shops and labourers' dwelling,;, 
and lay down their own eonditions as to occupa
tion, which the men would have to accept or 
leaYe 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 erect 
certain works. Then why not give the 
miners the right to establish homes for them
se! ,·es ,1n the leases where they would be 
employed ? But the idea of hon. members 
oppm;ite appeared to be to so leave the matter 
that the miner muat buy at the compaHy'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 rloubt 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. 

~lr JE!'<KINSON: That would he 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 that so overwhelming was the power of the cor-

porations that, if they chose to issue a ukase 
ordering· their rnen to cut their hair in a certain 
way, or that they should shave their beards off, 
or th<tt they should patronise a certain church, they 
had either to do so or leave the district. This 
company might be composed of Christian philan
thropists-of Christian Englisbmen-who would 
scorn to exercise that power against t~e miners 
of North Queenshnd; but corporations, it had 
been stated, possessed no souls, and this corpora
tion might be soulless. It might be a very 
excellent Christian jJhilanthropic association of 
English gentlemen, or it might be a cold bn,i
ne,'"-like body of men who would exercise those 
po,vers. 

The CHAIR"MAX: Order! I must again 
call the hon. member to order for irrelevancy, 
aud ask him to speak to the amendment before 
the Cornmitte-~. 

Mr. LES1l\ A contended that he was trying 
to show tlle condition of affairs which would 
result if they passed the clau,;e without the 
amendment moved bv the hon. member for 
Burke. 'l'be hon. member fur \Vide Bay sug
gested that the cumpany might bring in outside 
labour to work in t11eir mines under that clause 
if the miners did not agree to the conditions 
impllsed by the con1pany. It was impossible to 
avoid coming to the conclusion that if the clause 
was passed in its present form, they were giYing 
the company altogether too much po" er. 

'fhe CHAIRMAN : I would remind the hon. 
member- that the clau>e is 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 aclvanPed why that amend
ment should not be adopted. He and other 
hon. members had given several reasons why it 
should be accepted. \Vhy should not the miners 
be allowed to make homes for themselves, 
without being dependent upon the company for 
the right to build those homes? \Vhy, under 
the clause as it stood, 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 est>eblished their town
ships, >end the miners could be prohibited from 
dealing with anyone el;e, as the Bill gavH 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 some 
good reasons why the amendment should not be 
adopted. He hoped the Secretary for Rail ways 
would take the gag off his supporters <tncl let 
them discubs the matttr in a fair-minded, honest 
1nanner. 

Mr. J. HAl\IILTOX: 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 had 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
lanrl. 

l\Ir. JE!'<KINSON: There never was a monopoly 
like this. 

Mr. J. HAMILTON: Since the passing of 
the Mining Act in 1808 tens of thousands of 
acres had been taken up under mineral lease on 
exactly the same co(lditions regarding residence 
as it was proposed to impose upon the company; 
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hut during the lhree 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 th" 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. ,TENKINSON: We objected in l~V8. 
Mr. J. HAMILT0:;:\1": 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 em,.loyment 
for labour-and regarding whom Mr. 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, 
alt.houg h 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 minel's 
to reside upon a certain area of mineral fields. 
\Vhen tho,t le,;-islation wao introduced, it would 
apply to these leases in common with all others. 

Mr. JEXKI:;:\l"SON: The hon. member for 
Cook said that no effort had been made to safe
guard the interests of the miner.s previously. 

Mr. J. HAmLTON: \Vith reg-ard to residing 
on mineral leases. Don't put words into my 
mouth that I did not use. 

::Yir. JENKINSOK : They had never had an 
opportunity of discussing thg.t particub"r 
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 knew very well
particularly mining members-that there had 
been a strong agitation, beoanse there w'" a 
grieva,nce, prior to the passing of the Mining Act 
of 1898, in favour of some such alteral.ion as they 
were now discussing. 

:Mr .• T. HAMILTON: You have had an oppor
tunity for years to move that miners conld reside 
on all mineral leases. 

::Yir. JENKIKSON: The first opportunity thltt 
Parliament had of altering the condition' was 
taken when the Act of 18DS 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 pnre 
bunkum for the h8n. member for Cook to talk as 
he did. He posed as the miners' friend, and said 
that it was neces~nry that such an alteration 
should be made. \Vhen? 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 waR 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 t.hat kind. 

Mr. KERR (Barcoo) had listened very care
fully to the arguments both for and 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 thE'y 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 Bnrke's amendment certain things that had 
taken place would never have taken place. During 
the big strike in the Illawarra district he knew 

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. \Vhen the big dispute occurred, 
although he was not employed by the company, 
every person on the company's ground was turned 
off. One man especially he had in hi;; mind's 
eye. He had spent £GO on a cottage, he was pay
ing ground rent to the company, and was ejected 
during the strike, and lost every penny he had 
st,ent. Tf there had been a. clause in the New 
Sonth \Vales Mining Act whereby the surface 
rights were reserved for miners' dweliings, such 
a thing could never have happened. Be3i<Jes that, 
in a mining community a great variety of busi
ness people were required to sup,.,ly 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 ~ompany. 
He wonld ask the ?IIinister 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 d,, 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 belonc:ing to a 
company which emploved them, they were at a 
great disadvantage. Unless the amendment was 
accepted no other business people could come in 
and establish stores, e,nd 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 wonld have to pay the company's 
rent, which might he Yery high and oppressive; 
whereas if the amendment was accepted the miners 
would be able to erPct their own homes, thus en
couragingmen to marry and settle down, and intro
ducing a large settled population into the district. 
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 thns earn a living for 
[;'i·30 p.m.] himself and his family without 

being under any com,liment to the 
company, and without being under the fear of 
the bann of the black list of the compnny. There
fore he said that the Minister for Uailw,ys, who 
was in charge of this Bill, onght to take these 
things into considemtion, 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. Unless 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 bave 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 notJ what they wanted. They 
wanted to encourag-e permanent sett.lement, 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 to make homes for themselves in this por
tion of the colony. 1\fen had been turned out of 
their homes by companies carrying on operations 
eleswhere, and the same thing wonld be done 
here unless this provision was inserted. 

Mr. PLUNKETT (Albert): He could not see 
why the Minist.er would not accept this amend
ment, because nothing in the world could be fairer. 
The hon. member for Cook and othPr hon. mem
bers on that side had spoken strongly in favour 
of it, and that being so 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. \V ell, good reasons had been given, and 
he thought the Minister should now accept the 
amendment, and let them get on with the Bill. 

Mr. RYLAl'\D: Reference had been made to 
the independence of the miner, and the bedrock 
of his independence had heen his freedom from 
landlordism. He could go on a piece of laud and 
by paying the Crown 5s. a year was able to 
become lord of his home, and no one could inter
fere with him. lf he got out of employment he 
had at least a home for his wife ancl family, and 
he could go abroad prospecting. If this amend
ment was not accepted they would be bringing 
mining under a system of l!Lndlordism 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 &atisfied that if the Minister who was in 
charge of this Bill could only realise what the 
state of affair; woulrl be if this amendment was 
not carried, he w,mld accept it. He (i\Ir. Ryland) 
would do his bes~ to impress its importance 
upon the hun. gentleman, and he trusted that 
every hon. member would do the same. They 
might SOffit" tirne pas::; h. minirnum wages Bill, 
under which no miner would be allowed to work 
for less than £3 or £:l 1 Os. a week, but if the 
mining cumpanieg were to be the landlords of 
the miner, they could simply take back the whole 
of the ad vantage in the form of rent. 1'\o stnre
kPeper or busiuess nmn would be able to carry on 
his busines~ at the place withont the consent of 
the company, and it seemed to him that if this 
Bill passed without the amendment which had 
been proposed being embodied in i~, it would be 
one oi the cruellest pieces of legislatioo. that 
had ever been i'ass~d in Queensland. He was 
astounded that the liiini,;ter for Railways, know
ing as he did how dependeno people were 
on the will of th,"e who owned the soil on 
which they lived, should refuse to accept this 
amendmellr. He considered the atHendment 
was one of the rnosti ntal importanct>, and 
he would like to hear mining members on the 
other side ,;ay svmething upon it. He was sorry 
that the hc,n. ntember for Burnttt was not here, 
for there were a lot of miners in his district, and 
that district wouid suon become a very important 
mining d~otrict. \Vas that hon. member prepared 
to go back to the· electors who voted for him and 
tell them Lhat he was not in his place this after
noon to defend their right to have a home and a 
place to ll ve on~ The hon. member for Cook 
admitted that this was a rigt1t and just pro
positinn, and he even went so tar as to sav that he 
·would introduce this legislation himself if no 
one else did ; but that wuuld b3 too late for this 
district. It was no use locking the stable door 
when the ht:or,e was stolen. Hehuped the Minister 
would give this question the consideration it 
deserved. He would like to he able to go back 
to the m;ners at Uyrnpie attd tell them in 
pnblic meeting that although the }!inister for 
R•ilways was against this propusal at the 
beginning, that as ~oon as ·the members of the 
Opposition p•>iC!ted out the injuotice 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 Gym pie--

The CHAIRMA~: Order! I call the hon. 
member's attention to the irrelevancy of his 
remarks. The question before the Committee is 
the amendment of the hon. member for Burke. 

Mr. RYLA~D said he wastrving to convince 
the Minister in charge of this Bill--

The SECRETARY t'OR RAILWAYS: I have not 
heard a word you have said. 

Mr. RYLAND: In that case he would go all 
over it again. (L%ughter.) He was talking 

about the independence of the miner. The 
Premier said that the miners would not be 
interfered \Vith so long as they behaved them
selves in the station of life which it had pleased 
God to place them, bnt as soon as they mis
behaved themselves this company had the power 
to say to them : "Get out of tt1is. You have no 
right here; you are only trespaseers on our land, 
so you had better get." Now, these men might 
have spent £50, £GO, £100, or £200 in building 
their homes-in fencing, in making a g"rden, 
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, 
thPy might be told that they had no right to be 
there-tlmt 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. mernbers on the Opposi
tion side were very sympathetic in this matter, 
and he tbou;;ht the Minister shou Id also be 
sympathetic. 'fhe 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 the1r places and say nothing when 
there was a chance uf 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 boyhood wrecked-in those cases 
the,e 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 v.as coming 
round. 

The CHAIR MA[\ : OrdPr ! I must call upon 
the hon. member to speak b tb~ amendment and 
leave the Governmeut alune. 1 would remind 
the hon. member that he is rPpeating himself, 
and he is also repeating- what other hon. members 
have said. I will just read what "11ay" says 
on the point-

A member who resorts to persi:.:;tent irrelevan<'y may, 
under Standing OrderXo. 2±, be directed by the Speaker 
ur tile Chairman to discontinue his speeeh, aft~r the 
attention or the Hout..-j has be:m called to the conduct 
ot' tb 1- member; and al<in to Irrelevancy i8 the frequent 
repetition of I he t.ame arguments, whether of the argu
meHts of the member speakiug or the arguments of 
other members; an oftenee whicn may be met by the 
power given to the Chair under standing Order Xo. 24. 

I would remincl the hon. member that that 
should be carried out for the sake of the despatch 
of busines<. If the bon. member continues to 
repeat the arguments which have been used by 
other hon. members I sbatl 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 are<> was very 
reasonable. The company would have the right 
to the whole of the surface where the area of the 
lease did not exceed 2i5 acres. It was only where a 
lease was a large one and exceeded 25 acre,; that 
there was any reservation propooed, and that 
reservation was only half the area in excess of 
25 acres. It was the reawnableness of that 
proposal that he was trying to point out to the 
Committee. 

The SECRETARY FOrt RAILWAYS: That has been 
said hundreds of times. 

Mr. RYLAKD: Ko, it had not been pointed 
out before. 
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The SECRETARY POR RAILWAYS: It has been 
pointed out by every member who has spoken 
Dn that side. I have a lot of reasonable amend
ments to propose if you don't talk so long a'> to 
prevent n< de3ling with them. 

Mr. RYLAXD : All right, he would sit down. 
::\fr. W. HAMILTON (Gregorp): The threat 

of tbe gag and the guillotine would not deter him 
from expressing- his opinion on the subject, though 
he did not suppose that anything he might S3Y 

would have any effect on the :Minister if the 
remar.ks of the Ja~t _speaker, cnncerning the eviLs 
resu!tmg from g1vmg the surface rights to an 
individual or company. had no influence with 
the hon. !l"entleman. \Vith regard to the ruling 
of the Chairman that the last. speaker should 
leave the Government al•me, it would be just as 
well if the Chairman told members on the other 
side to leave members of the Opposition alone. 
As to tedious repetition of argumentR, H would 
be very hard for any hon. member to eay some
thing- that was not akin to what had been said 
by somebody else. 

The CHAIR::YIAX : As Chairm"'n I have to 
carry out the Standing Orders, and it was my 
duty to remind hon. members that they were 
acting- contrary to thfl Standing Orders. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON : With regard to the 
amendment, he was nf opinion that if it was not 
adopted they could not afterwards impoge such 
a restriction in connection with the leases granted 
uncler the Bill, because it would he repudiation, 
and the company would want very large c >m
pensation if portions of their leases were reserved 
for residence and busines.s purposes. At Broken 
Hill, where the comjjany took up the surface 
rights, the miners could not get sites on which 
to build their houses, and the conseqnence was 
that thev had to live miles away from their 
work. The experience there and in other plac"s 
showed th_a~ it w~s desira.hle that they should 
make prov1swn winch would enable miners and 
business people to secure sites for their dwellings 
and stores without any fear of interference on 
tbe part of the company. t\ome hon. members 
had sa~d t~1~t the Government would survey 
townships 111 the plach where mineral leases 
were worked, and that the miners could buy 
allotments on which to build their homes. But 
he w~mld point out that every miner had not 
suffic1ent cash to buy an allotment and build a 
home straight away. Members on that side hod 
once or twice been twitted with having- entered 
into a coi!epiracy of silence, but he thought that 
on this matter h'"'· members opposite might be 
twitte.d with having entered into a conspiracy of 
silence, as the mining members among them 
seemed afraid to express their opinions, or were 
not allowed to do so. The ::\J:inister BL•id he tried 
to meet members on that side h >If-way. He 
said the hon. g-~ntleman had never me't them 
half-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. \V. HAMILTON: That mir<ht be so; but 
he thought the hon. gentleman ought to accept 
the amendment now before the Committee. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: l have told 
you that I will not accept it. 

Mr. NE WELL ( Woothakat<'): The Secretary 
for Railways had said that he would propose an 
amendment providing that all the leases granted 
to the company under thi-; Bill should be subject 
to the. ~ining regulations and the provisions of 
the Mmmg Act, and that being so he did not see 
any rea,on for discussing the matter any further. 

Mr_. BRC?\VNE: The Secretary for Railways 
certamly dlfl say that he was going to propose 
such an amendment. But they passed a new 
Mining Act in 1898, and it contained the very 

defect that they were now trying to remedy in 
this particular instance, and nothing bad been 
done to meet the difficulty during- the past three 
years. \Vhen the ::\Iining Bill of 18\JS 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 mininf; on 
private property. That measure wa., not passed, 
and though three years had elapsed since then the 
Government hacl not done one hand', turn towards 
passing such a Bill. \Vhy then should they not 
deal with the matter before them in the present 
Bill? The condition under which the mineral 
leases were granted would he inserted in the 
contract, ant he doubted whether any sub
sequent legislation could take away from the 
company the rights conferred by their leases. 
If the House attm1pted anything of the kind it 
would be called repudiation. The only way to 
prevent the evils which were likely to arise from 
the cmnpany pm~se~sing all the surface rig·hts nn 
their leases was to adopt the amendment., and he 
would support it as strongly as he could. 

Mr. RYLAJ'\D pointed out that the rents 
reeei ,-ed for mineral leases were for 

[7 p.rn.] the minerals only, and dirl not in-
clude the snrface 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 arem~, or bnsiness ar5,as. Tbe an1end
ment proposed to give the surface of the first 
25 acres to the compa.ny, and to divide the second 
25 acres equally betwe;m the company and the 
State. The usual rent in a municipality was 5s. 
per qn>trter-acre. That would m•.an an addi
tional rent of £<.,0 that the State w .. uld receive 
for each 50-acre lease, so that, h"ving regard 
to the revenue a' well as the welfare of the 
miners, he trusted that the Secretary for Rail
ways would accept the amendment. 

Mr. J:ENKIXSOJ'\ : 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 <lesired 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 reagonable amendment which should 
commend itself to the hon. ~entleman. Of 
course if a lease contained onlv 50 acre~ 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, perhaps it 
wonld be just as well to make a dhtinction in 
the present case. He moved the amendment in 
the belief that, if they c~uld not get the full loaf, 
it was far better to acce!;'t half-a-loaf. 

Mr. GIVENS thought the amendment would 
make the whole thing perfectly ridiculons, be
cause 50 acres was a very large lease. If the 
company were allowed to take UJ< 50 acres 
without :tny reservation whatever, they mi~ht 
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 
amendment moved hy the hon. member for \Vide 
Bay would entirely destroy the usefulness of that 
amendment. he hoped that the hon. member 
would withdraw it. 

Mr. JENKINSON: \Vill you accept the amend
ment? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The amend
ment is not minP. 

Mr. MAX\VELL: If the Secretary for Rail
ways would accept tbat amendment,' he would 
not mind withdrawing his. 
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It 
bad 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 h"d intended to reply to the hon. 
member for Flinders, who had made a very nice 
speech, but he riid 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 rea~ons 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 t'wee 
hours' discussion that they had on the last night 
the Bill was under discussion. It had been 
stated that men would have to walk G or 7 miles. 
Xow, supposing the leases were taken up in 
blocks of loO acres~which was the maximum 
area allowed by the Mining Ad~insk td of in 
-50-acre blocks, they would n"t have to walk more 
than a quarter of a mile to get off a leasehold. 
It would be absolutely itopossible for men to 
·have to walk more than half a mile with loO-acre 
blocks, and with 1,000-acre blocks 11; mileH would 
be the greatest poosible 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 anything was to be gained by discussing 
the proposal of the hon. member for \Vide 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 might 
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 fact as br as possible 
he was anxious to meet the wishes of hon. mem
bers opposite. He was not actuated by any 
spirit of stubbornness, and hem. members must 
admit that be had met them in a spirit of 
compromise, hut he wa' not prepared tc give 
way in a matter of that sort when he believed 
himself to be in the right. He would p 1i_nt 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 bad stated 
clearly that he could not <tccept the amendment 
or the amendment upon the amendment. because 
he had not yet been convinced. \Vel!, he 
thought he could advance a reason which had not 
yet been given. By hanrling 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 
·a dof(-in-the-manger style the surface of leases 
which might be put to good use by residents of 
.the locality. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : That is not 
a new argument. I bavP, heard that before. 

~Ir. DLJNSFORD: 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 leasP. 'rhey could 
give no title at all. Therefore, if the company 
secured the privileges w hi eh were sought to be 
couferred upon them, they would have no right 
·j;o allow anyone to acquire residence sites on the 

leases. \Vhy not keep to the Crown itself the 
direct right of saying who should res1de on the 
surface of the leases, and on what terms? He 
thought it was exceedingly foolish to adopt a 
dog-in-the-manger pohcy and lock up thf' surface 
so that neither the company nor anyone else could 
use it. 
(luestion~That the words proposed , to be 

omitted from the proposed amendment stand 
part of the amendment (Jh. Jmkinson)~put 
and passed. 

(~uestion~ That the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inserted (Jir. J1Ia .. -cell)~ put; and 
the Committee divided:~ 

AYE~, 2:t 
:\Jr. Airey Jlr. Jaekson 

Barber .J enkin~on 
l~ro''' ne Kerr 
Burrows J.Jesina 
Curtis ::'i1axwell 
Dibley )1cDonnell 
Dtll1sford 3-lulcahy 

, Fitzgerald l'lunkett 
, l~'ogarty Rvland 

Giveus Hri1ith 
1v·. Hamilton Tolmie 
Uardacre , . rrurlf'y 

Teiius: Jlr. Dunsford and ::'I'Ir. \Y. llamilton. 

SOES, 27. 
Mr. Arm~trong 

Bartholomew 

,, ~~~\~~es 
.. C'aniphell 

~·- H. Cribh 
, Dalrymple 

l•,orres.t 
, l~orsyth 

Foxton 
J. Hamilton 
IIanran 
Kates 
Kent 

)fr. Le«by 
Lord 
-:.\Iacartncy 
}laekintosh 
}Ic:\Iaster 
~ewell 

n rhilp 
, Rutlcdge 
, ::'ltephcn:::. 
, Srephenson 

Stodart 
StorY 
Toot-h 

Tellers: :.Ir. Stephenson and Jlr. Kent. 
Resohed in the negative. 
Mr. MAX\VELL: He had an amendment to 

move here, but he understood the hon. gentleman 
in charge of the Bill intended to omit the next 
paragraph. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Yes. In speaking on the second readin(\' of th~3 
Bill the Premier said that if it was necessary 1t 
would be made perfectly clear that 9Jl 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 
conditionB. They had now arrived at the stage 
in committee where they should rlo that. For 
that reason he had 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 
OppoRition, to the hon. member for Kennedy, 
and the hon. member for \Vide Bay, and they 
thought that a word or two would make the 
matter absoh1tely clear. He had alw had these 
words put in. 

HoNOt:RABLE J\iE1lllERS: Hear, hear! 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He 

was speaking now of amendments in addition to 
those he had given notice of. He w'wted to 
carry the matter fl;rther, but these amendments 
which he had giYen notice of wnuld be inserted 
also. He begged to move that all the lines from 
line HJ to line 24 be omitted. 
Question~That the words proposed to be 

onmted stand part of the clause-put and 
negatived. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
moved that after the word " Act," in line 30, 
the follnwing words be inserted :~"relating to 
the performance of labour covenants, but, save 
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as by thiA section is otherwise provided, eu.ch 
leasPs shall be subject to all the other provisions 
of that Act or any Act amending or in substitu
tion of that Act." 

HoxocnABLJ<~ lY1DIBERS : 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 11inister 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 
thought it was a mistake to have different word
ing in different Bills, especially of this kinrl. In 
the Callide Dill and the Gla"sford Creek Bill of 
last year the whole matter was embraced in one 
small clause. The paragraph, which said-

The company shall be entitled to grants from His 
:\lajesty of lea~e'l ol lands so seleeted and snrveyed for 
a period of fifty yr>ars, commencing at the elate of the 
passing of this Act, 

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 re,td as 
follows:-

The leases shall be deemed to have been granted on 
the first day of January. lPIH; sball be severally for 
a term of fifty ye<lrs, and with respect to rent, royalty, 
labour covenants, and all other matters shall, save as 
bv this section is otl1C1'wi~e proviclerl. be subject to 
tiJe provisions of the :\lining Act of 1898. Provided 
that-

{lJ rntil the completion of the tramwaY the owners 
shall be relieYed from the obligatiOn to observe 
any of the labour covenants contained in the 
rtcspective leases. 

He was sure that every mining man would be 
very glad to see the roeition the JUini;;ter had 
taken up. 

HONOU!lABLE i\1E~!IlERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. BRO\YKE: This was the matter which 

came up in every pr'rvate railway Bill of la,t 
year, anrl whieh hon. members on the Opposition 
side. spoke so srrongly ahout nn the second 
readmg of this Bill. As the Minister had pro
posed this armmclment, he would withdraw his 
amendment, but ha thought they should make 
one clause co,·er the whole matter. 

The SECRETARY :FOE RAILWAYS said 
he had nn option in the matter. He bad con
sulted the l'arlhcmentary Draftsrnan, and had 
not suggested any partic·1lar form to him. He 
thought there should be uniformity in such 
cases. 

l\lr. G IYE::\S: 'When the Committee was dis
cn;;:;sing an earlier amPndntent on this clause the 
Minister said he would be quite willing to make 
theRe leases subject to all the conditions that 
would be impo,ed by the present general mining 
law-save the labour conditions-or which might 
be imposed by any future Act which might be 
pa,sed in that connection. Although it bad 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 leaees 
would come iHto line with goldmining leases 
with reg 1rd to the surface rights to be reserved 
for residence 'ireas, he (J\Ir. Gil·ens) contended 
that that amendment of thE law would not apply 
totheseleasesatall, becausetheGovermnent coulrl 
not go hack on wbat 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 lease; 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 

thought that could be done by adding to the 
conclusion of the l'!Iinister's amendment the fol
lowing words :-

Tbere shall be reserved to the Crown the right to 
resume by Act of Parliament one-thii d of the surface of 
such leases for residence and business purposes without 
payment of any compensation whatsoever to the com
pany. 
He appealerl 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 
long period-5,000 acres for fifty yearR-and hon. 
m em hers on both sides, and Rome of the strongest 
supporters of the Government, thought this was 
a very desirable provision. The Committee 
should safeguard the interests of tbe miners by 
seeing that this provision was inserted. 

;)fr. RYLAND thought this amendment wa& 
a verv snitable one, and should be accepted by 
the ::'IIinister. There was no misunderstanding 
its object. It did not go as far as the amend
ment which had just been disposed of, inasmuch 
as it only proposed to res8rve one-third of the 
area of a lease for residence or bnsine•s pur
poses. Moreover, the amendment would 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 th<tt he did not know where he was. He 
accepted an amendment, which was appro>ed of 
by the leader of thP Opposition, tbe leader of the 
Independent party, and the hon. member for 
Kennedy who was a mming member, and then,. 
when he' thought everything was right, some 
other hon. member got up and ,;aid his conscien
tious •cruples were not quite satisfied. He ~ad 
consulted the Parliamentary Draftsman with 
re"ard to the amendment of the hon. member 
fo~ Cairns, and he informed him that everything' 
was covered by the amendment he (Secretary 
for Railways) had submitted to ~he Co.mmitte-;. 
The words "or any Act amendmg or m substi
tuLinn for that Act" covered the whole ground. 
\Vith reference to the statement that future legis
lation C<>nlrl not affect these lea<es, he would point 
ont that when in 1889 it was di~covered that, under 
the prO\·isions of the Act of 1884, persons who had 
got a license to cut timber on p1storal leases 
had no right to take the!r stock there, but would 
be trespassers if they did so, I_'arlrament pass~d 
an Act giving teamsters the right to take therr 
teams on tboae leases. If Parliament could do 
that in respect of leases which were granted five 
years previously, he took it that it could also 
deal with the'e mineral leases, if necessary. 
This amendment was an attempt to get in by a 
side wind the amendment which they had dis
C\lSsed for two nights, and it was altogeth~r 
unnecessary, as eyerything was covered by hi"· 
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 ,,f the hon. member for Cairn& 
might hamper future legislation. 

Mr. J ACKHON: 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 Committee. 

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

Mr. GIVENS again moYed 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 PRlDIIER : 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. \Vhat he desired was that Parliament 
should reserve to itself the power to make such 
resumptions at any time dming the fifty years' 
currency of the lease. 

The CHAIRMAN: I have looked over this 
amendment proposed by the hon. member for 
Gairus, and I arn of opinion that the I-Jrinciple is 
the same as that of the amendment which has 
been already negatived, and on that ground I 
cannot accept it. 

Mr. BRO\VNE pointed out that there was a 
difference between the two amendments, inas
much as the amendment on which they had jnst 
divided proposed to provide in the Bill that a 
portion of the surface of the ground should be 
reserved for residence and bu"iness purpPses. 
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 S:B~CRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He 
had no intention of taking advantage of the rul
ing given by the Chairman to go back on the 
promise 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 pnrt10n of the law, present nr future, apply 
to those leases that would apply tn mineral 
leases generally. He had asked the Parlia
rnentarv Draftsman to draft an addition to 
his amendment, and, with the perrr.i8'ion of the 
Committee, he now begged to move that the 
following words be added to his amendment:-

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

Mr. GIYEXS: 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 fPlt as positive as a lay
man could be that it would not, because it stated 
that the "pr•wisions 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 leaHes were issued. Once the 
leases were issued he cnntended that the com
pany had an exclusive right to the whole of the 
surface as well as to the minerals contained in 
those leases, 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 be would 

have accepted his amendment, 
[8 p.m.] which was a11 honest attempt to 

give effect to what the Minister 
most desired. He mig-ht say that he bad intend~d 
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 o£ a lease for 

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 
Jaw wAs disCloeed in the Bill and not by the 
declaration of the Minister. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He 
had no intention whatever of taking- advantag-e 
of the Chairman's ruling, but bad left the matter 
entirely to the Parliamentary Draftsman, who 
was listening to the views of hon. members. 
The learler 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 tG consult the Parliamentarv 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 
nromise made to the Committee. The matter 
~as 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 lead<"r of the Opposition, and he 
took it that he referred to hi•, tirst amendment. 
He quite agreed that the addition of thooe words 
was necessary, and the hon. gentleman had 
a.rlded further words, which made his position 
strona<er still. For all that he thought there 
was ~ great deal in the contention of the hon. 
member for Cairns. Let them snppoE<e that a 
fntnn; Parliament did legislate in connection 
with the reservation of surface areas of mineral 
leases ; they could hardly suppo~e that the 
legislation would be retrospective. lrnmediatelv 
Parliament proposed to legislate in connection with 
mineral leases that had been granted there would 
be a cry of repudiation. Of course, if any future 
Parliament proposed to reserYe one·half or one
third of the surface area of leases he had no 
rloubt such a proposal would be accepted, be
c"nse no private rights would be jeopardi~ed. 
\Vhile he should be verv glad to see the amend
ment which was before 'the Committee accepted, 
he·still 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 
harl said a bout the Parliamentary Draftsman's 
opinion. They recoguiserl the aoility of that 
gentleman but he was only one man, and from 
another ]~wyer they might get an entirely 
ditierent 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. 

l\Ir. LESINA: Thev were told last night that 
if they did not vote £14,000 for t~e police super
annuation fund it would be repudiatiOn. For all 
practical purposes past Parliaments had bou_nd 
this Parliament in that respect. In entermg 
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 n-,at
ter that required sericus consideration. Every 
worrl and linf' of every clause should be 'canned 
as closely as possible sn that there should be 
no possil:ile 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 Gym pie, Mr.. :B'. I. 
Power, who had a big hand in frannng 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 
ad vice, and they m net exercise their own common
sense in dealing v.ith ru"tters. That being so, 
they ongbt to be very careful to see that the 
lang:nage of each clan~e was as clear as it could 
possibly he made, so that no donbt would arise 
in the future, and no litigation would result from 
its want of clearne,~. 

Mr. BROW:NE: The question bad arisen 
whether the Act c·mld be retrospective or not; 
personally, he did not think it coulrl. The pre
sent Mining Act, which there had been so much 
talk ahont, was perfecGl"~" a.mbiguous, and it was; 
another of these beautiful hwyer-made things. 
Even in regard to the clause ahont leases there 
was litigation as to the rights under it. Clause 
27 said-

In every · golclmining le3 .:e exceeding 6 acres a por
tion of the surfaee of the are~ not exceeding one-hnlf of 
the area, U"fer nnd above 6 acres shall be 1~eserved for 
residence purposes. 

That did not say that it should appl)l only to 
leases taken up after tile Act was passed, and he 
believed that even the lawyers who took part in 
the framing of the Act woulrl be prepared to 
argue both for and ag-ainst. He therefore did 
not believe in tru,ting the lawyers too implicitly; 
there was too much of tl;is 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 pm·lia
mentary drafting. Xow that the amendment of 
the hnn. member for Cairns could not he gone on 
with he did not think therewa•anynsein prolong
ing the discnssion abont it. There was one way 
nf getting out of the difficulty, and that was by 
inserting a clauRe in the leaso. His side had 
rlone all they could to try and protect business 
men and miners and the poople generally 
against this syndicate, but the Government had 
made up their minds that they would not gi,·e 
in. They had had a division on it, anrl they had 
been beaten by a small majority, and the only 
thing they could do was to acce[Jt the decision of 
the Committee. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
added to the proposed amendment be so added 
(Secretnry for Raif1raps)-put and passed. 

Question-That the amendment, as amended, 
be inserted in the B1ll (Sec;·et(cry jo1· Railways)
pnt and pa~sed. 

The :SECRETARY :FOR RAILWAYS 
movPrl that after the word " gold," on line 34, 
the following words should be added :-

Other than gold found in association OT combination 
with other minerals, and in rf'..,pect of such gold so 
found in association or combination the royalty pro
vided hy section 3.~ of the }lining Act of 1898 shall be 
payable by the Jeqsee. 

Mr. BRO\VNE : He admitted that it W<ts 
qnite necessary that there should be a provision 
of this kind, but this amendment furnished him 
with another ocmtsion to find fault with the 
Parliamen>ary Draftsman. The words of the 
amendment could be ea,;ily embraced hy using 
the words "except ae prt;vided by ch;nse 3;) 
of the I\ fining Act,'' because, "'s a matter of fact, 
the amendment only contained the substance of 
that clause, which provided-

'Yhen gold is found associated or combined with any 
other mineral in land held under a mineral lease, and 
the nature of the mining- oper,ttions is snch as to lead 
to the extraetion of such gold, the lPssee shall pay to 
the 'frP\1Surer 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 

he had consulted the Partiamentary Draftsman, 
who had informed him that the amendment 
would make the matter clearer. 

Mr. GIVE::\S: The hon. gentleman said that 
this amendment made it clearer and better ex
pressed the intention uf the Act. The intention 
of the Act he took it was to inclurle all gold 
found in combination with other mineml, 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 
(-lueensland. 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 PRE>l!ER : 'rhe Cloncmry gold is pure. 

::\Ir. GIV.B;NS: There had been gold mined 
for in variom fields which could hardiy be called 
gold at all, because it was associated with such a 
lar"'e quantity of silver and other mineral.,. 
Ve~y often gold had been got which was only 
worth£1 an oz.-nota quarter of the value of pure 
gold-because it was aqsociated with other 
minerals. If the amendment pNposed by the 
Minister was adopted it would mean that all the 
gold in the colony would be excluded from the 
provisions of thR Act reserving the gold to the 
Crown, which only showed that although the 
Parliamentary Draftsman might be a ]Jerfect 
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 wa,s liable to err in that direction. 
If the clause was allowed to gu as the Minister 
propCl~ed it, there would not be 1 oz. of gold 
that the company might not mine for a,nd win 
without having ic reserved to the Crown at all, 
except by way of royalty as provided in section 
33 of the Act of 1898. That was the practical 
aspect of the question which should be taken 
into serious conf!ideration. 

Mr. BURROWS believed that the object 
aimed at was to provide that in the operations 
of this company in winning copper nr 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 ab"olutely pure. 
The majority of the gold won as Charters 
Towers was worth from £3 to £3 lls. per oz. 
so that it was necessary to provide that this 
only applied to gold found in conjunction with 
other minerals. 

::\Ir. BROW:NE agreed with what the hon. 
members for Charters Towers and Cairns had 
said. 

The PRE}JIER : The Mining Act covero the 
whole thing. 

;y1r. 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-

V\'"hen gold is fonnd associated or combined with any 
other mineral in land under a mineral lease, and the 
nature of thp, mining operations is such a~ to lead to 
thr extraction of such gold, the lcssep. shall pay to the 
'TrP.asnrer a royalty of 1 per ceutnm of the value of the 
gold extracted. 

The PRE:YIIl~R (Hon. R. Philp, T01, nSl'ille) 
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. BRO\V::\E pointed out that this propogi
tion wonld block the company from working for 
gold at all. If they worked for gold which was 
associated with copper or other minerals, anyone 
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-could raiee a 'big lawsuit and block them from 
working copper or other minerals be<·ause there 
was gold associated with them. 

Mr. J ACKSOX: 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 golcl. 
There was nearly alw:tys a little silver Rssoci
at_ed with it, and wry often gold associ11ted 
wrth copper. The clause required some amend
ment, for as it stood the comp,ny would be pre
ve_uted fron: mining for cor•pei· becRuse there 
mrght be a httle gold r.ssociated with it. 

The SECRETARY FOR HAlLWAYS 
thought h: could settle the matter in a way that 
would satrsfy every_hody. He begged, with the 
leave of the Commrttee, to withdraw his amend
ment with the view of proposing another amend· 
ment. 

Amendment, by leavp, withdrawn. 
The SECRETARY l"'R RAILWAYS 

moved that the following words be inserted 
after the word "gold" in the 34th line :
·" Evcept as provided by eection 35 of the 
Mining Act of 1808, and such royalty shall he 
payable hy the lessees." 

Amendment agreed to. 
The SECHETARY FOR RAILWAYS 

moved the omission of all the words on the 36th 
line, after "therein," down to the enci of the 
47th linP, inclusive. 

Amendment agrPed to. 
Mr. J ACKSOX pointed out that, under the 

·clauee as it now stood-
Every leaR-e of l:!UCh land shall reserve an annual rent 

of .:t:l for C\·ery acre comprised therein 

The Minister hac! stated that, with the exception 
of the term anrl the labour conditions 

[b·30 p.m.] the9e mineral leases would be subject 
to the prnvicions of the 1\Jining Acr. 

-of 180~. But in this insta11ce the Mining Act of 
18!18 rlid n<>t apply, as the annn"l rent for a 
minerallea"e under the Act was 10s. per acre. 
The Govern:ne_nt "':er_e certain! v getting the best 
of_the b~rg•t~n m thrs mstance, bnt hon. members 
mr:;;ht find t_h~.t there werA other respects in 
whiCh the Mmmg Act of 1RDS did not apply. As 
wa9 statori when the Chill~"oe Railway Biil was 
before tiP House, the c·nnpRny might just as 
Roon n~y £1 ~n acr<; as 10 '· nn acre, because it 
would look better on the Engl'sh market. 

The CHAUl-:\'rAN: The hon. member is not 
ir; order in di_scussi;rg- a part of the clomse pre
vwus to that m whrch an an;endment has been 
made. 

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

In ~dclition to the Crown lnnd~ taken, usPd. and 
occup1ed by t~e company for the railw:-ty, the company 
may a..t any tune before tl1e expiration of five Years 
from the date of the passing of this Act select and 'shall 
be e_nVtled tO grants in fee~simple of sites along- and 
·contiguom;; to the ronte of the railway for snbsidiary 
·wor~s. or any other works which tbe company may 
consider it beneficial to erect m· construct. 

"Cnr;tiguou_s to the ro~rte of the railway" was a 
very mclefimte express1•m, and he should like to 
-Ree it stated more clearly where the land ;hould 
\;e selected. In America, where thomands of 
a.cres were given to companieR for conf.\tructing 
railways, it was provided where the lands so 
-granterl should be situated, ftnd when it was 
proposed in Queensland to build land grant rail
ways the measure provided that the land granted 
to the constructing ~ompany should be alternate 
blocks along the rarlway. But in this instance 
there was no indication as to where the land 
would be, except that it was to be " contiguous" 
to the railway, which might or might not mean 

abutting on the line. He should like to hear 
some explanation from the :Minister on this 
point. 

The SECRETAUY FOH 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 
0onncil would allow them, becau'e the iurther 
away the land was from the rail way the less 
value it would have for commerci«l purposes. 
The clause simply provided that the land should 
be selected wherever the Governor in Council 
approved . 

. 1\Ir. MAX\VELL : :For township purposes? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Certainly not. He slwuld be very sony to see 
the c•,mpany get land for township purposes, 
and if he w;1s in the ::Yiinistry when the matter 
\VaR g:)ing through he could assure the House 
that they would not get it for township purposes. 
Thf" 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-lOo. an acre or whatever 
it might be-was not a matter of very great 
consideration. If, however, hon. members 
thought that mineral lands might be granted 
under the clause, he bad no objection to insert 
an amenrlment prm·iding that the land so 
selected should not be mineral lands, and his 
own opinion was that it would probably be de
sirable to insert some such provision. 

Mr. BRO\VNE: The hem. member for \Voo
thakata was perfectly right in asking for an 
explanation. The clause provided that the 
company should be entitled to-

Grants in fee~simp1e of site~ along and rontignous 
to the rente of the railway tor snlJsidiary purposes, or 
any other works which the eompany may consider it 
beneficial to erect or construct. 

That meant beneficial to the company. The Secre
tary for Hail ways said that that would not give 
them power to build towns, but. the definition of 
~'subsidiary \Vork~ "gave the ccnnpany power to 
f'rect '' btores, warehouses, L:1.bourer::;' dwellings, 
freezing, bmelting, crn.shing, and other work:;;, and 
wharves and wharfage accommodation." \V ell, if 
those things would not make a tidy little township, 
then there were no townships in Queensland at 
the present time. In the correspondence laid on 
the table lust session it was distinctly laid down 
by the late Sir .J. R. Dickson that the terms to 
be given to this company should be exaPtly 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 
ftlr those lands. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
He was prepared to make it perfPctly clear that 
no portion of the 10,000 acres should be used for 
township purposes. He was j'ust as anxious as 
any meml)et· 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. 

l\Ir. J ACKSON asked if he would be in order 
in moving an a1nendn1ent in line 02, after the 
word " works." 

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

Mr. J ACKSON: The leader of the Opposition 
had pointed out that the clau>e proposed t" give 
the company 10,000 c\cres 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 C<lll· 
sider it beneficial to erect or construct," with 
the view of inserting the words "used for mining 
or railway purposes." 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I have no 
objectinn. That includes smelting, I suppose ? 

.Mr. JAUKSON: Yes. 
The SECR~TAHY FOR RAILWAYS: I have no 

objection at all. 
Ameilment agreed to. 
Mr. :::\EWELL moved the insertion in line 

55, after the word "line," of the words "nut 
classed as mineral lands." 

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

Mr. M:\X\VELL moved the omiSSIOn of the 
word "ten'' on line ii5, with the view of insert
ing the word "two.'' They had heard that the 
syndicate would not 8tand any reduction in the 
number of years they were to have possession of 
the railway, but there wa" nothing to show tbat 
they would not Htancl a small reduction in the 
amount of land they were to get. 

The SECRETAHY FOR RAILWAYS: He 
did not expect that an amendment of this kind 
was g·oing 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: ~o. 
Judging by the way things were going, there 
was no such thing. He did nut think the coun
try was giving away anything of importance in 
giving tr.is 10,000 acres. It was not to bE> for 
township pmJJOses, and it was not to be for min
ing pmposes, but it was to allow them to carry 
on their business in connection with the railway 
and the mines. The land was really of very 
little value to the State, and it would be of 
value to those people for the erect.inn of smeltino· 
works and subsidiary works. He could no~ 
accept the amendment. 

Mr. BROWKE did not know why the hon. 
gentleman should express any surprise at this 
amendment being moved, sePing that it was one 
of the earliest amendment,.; that had been 
printed. ·what they had been dealing with so 
far waH with regard to mineral lands and mineral 
leases; but now they eH me to 10,000 acres of land 
in fee-simple. In the fir>t demand the company 
made they wanted 20,000 acres; and on the top 
of that, as reported by the Parlia.mentary Drafts
man, they wanted a grant for a rail way terminuo 
and for wharfage and storage accommodation. 
He reported that a. comparison of this concession 
with that in the Ghillagoe Act left small room 
for doubt which was the more liberal. That 
report was minuted by 1 he Chief Secretary, 11r. 
J. R. Dickson, to the effect thab if the measure 
was to receive consideration from Gonmnnent 
it must be so framed as to run on exactly parallel 
lines with the Chillagoe .Act. HA was at ,, loss 
to under,.;tand from any information afforded 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 FOH RAILWAYS: That corres· 
pondence is not riPaling with this company at all. 

Mr. BRO\VNE: Last session they asked for 
correspondence and it was laid on the table and 
pr!nted. This session they asked for the oame 
thmg and the hL'n. gentleman brought clown 
partial correspondence and refused to have it 

printed. In that correspondence there was not 
a single line in reference tu these concessions. 
\Vhatever 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 .Yl.inister 
and the company. There was no such agree
ment. This Bill was the agreement. 

Mr. \V. HAMILTON: You made private ar
rang-ements. 

The SECRETARYFORRAILWAYS: 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, ancl 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, subje~t to the broader wisdom of the As
sembly. He thought he was making a good 
bargain in the interests of the country ; but, 
like most Ministers, in bringing Biils before 
that Chamber he did not expect the Bill to 
go through exactly in the form in which it was 
introduced. '!.'here were always certain points 
reserved; that was to say, there were certain 
thing·s upon which the opmion of the Chamber 
was invited. In connection with this Bill there 
were certain things on which he had not come 
to a final conclusi0n when the measure was 
introduced, and he had shown that by accepting 
amendments proposed by members on both >ides. 
There were cert.ain things, .however, which no 
amount of evidence could alter. For instance, 
no evidence was wanted with regard to the sun 
setting at G o'clock or about li o'clock. There 
were some thing,,' which were self-evident, and 
on which he had made up his mind. \Vhen it 
was proposed to make an amendment in a case 
of that sort he sim]Jly told the Committee that he 
could not accept the amendment. 

Mr. BROWKE: The hon. gentleman had either 
misunderstood him or had tried to draw a herring 
across the trail. He did not accu•e the hon. 
gentleman of suppressing correspondence. 

The SECRETARY l!'OH RAILWAYS: You eaid 
"partial correspondt'nce." 

Mr. BROW;:{}<~: It was partial, because there 
was only correspondence on one 

[9 p.m.] side, with the exception of two 
memos. from the Secretary for Rail

ways and the Commiosioner and an interview of 
a Railway Department e erk with Elower 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 8EOHETARY l!'OH RAILWAYS: Some of them 
are in that po:sitinn. 

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. \Vhat hb 
wanted to know now was, when and how the 
terms of the Bill had been altered? 

The ::3EOHE1'ARY l!'Oll RAILWAYS: It is not the 
same company at all. 

Mr. BRO\V;:{E : That made the matter all 
the more curious. It was a new company, and 
negotiations would have to be opened up in some 
way, yet the hon. gentlem>1n had no record of 
any negotiations. Surely he must have had 
Bomething to do with "gents of the company. 

The :::lECR!lTARY FOR RAILWAYS: I said so; I 
said Flower and Hart came to my office. 

Mr. BROWNE: The hon. gentleman got very 
indignant when he protested against any 
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Minister of the Crown and a private individual 
carrying on r.egotiations in that way, yet there 
had been alterations UJade in the Bill of lagt 
year, about which they had no evidence what
ever-alterations that were refused in 1&99 by 
Sir J. R. Dicbon. He thought they ought to 
have some evidence upon those alteration.,;, and 
the reasons why they had been mane; yet the 
hon. gentleman'; only reply was-" It is no use 
discussing these things, I know the company 
will not accept them." lf hon. members opposite 
were prepared to accept thflt kind of legislation, 
most distinctly hew'" not; and considering that 
it was stated in 1899 that the company were to 
get no land at all, it waq a very nice thing now to 
give them 10,000 ttcres. Certaialy it wtts provided 
thttt 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, and it would be accepted. He 
intended to support the amendment of the hon. 
member for Burke. 

The l:'RKYIIER: Some day the leader of the 
Opposition would be a member of cc Government, 
and it WitS possible that he might have to 
arrange for tt private railwtty. \Vhen anybody 
C'tlled upon him to arrange terms be would not 
ask all hiK cnl]eagues to come in and diRcu..-;s 
them; he would make armngements subject to 
his colleagueq aS{reeing. rrha.t he understood 
had been done by the ac:ents-1\Iessrs. Flower 
and Hart-and the Secretary for Railways. The 
terms had been arrang-ed between them, and 
afterwards ~ubmitted to the Cabinet, who had 
agreed to them. 

~Ir. BIWWNE : And do you not think the 
::Y1inister ought to give us some reasons wby he 
made the alterations? 

The PREMIER : The Bill was very much 
like the Bill of lttst year. As fa I' as he could see 
the conditions of the present Bill were much 
more sp,vere thttn the conditions of the Chillagoe 
Act; there were conditions :;ts to wages, ttnd 
regulations by the Railway C,nnmissioner, which 
were not in the Chillagoe Act--and there were 
other things wh1ch were more drastic. :1\o one 
knew better than the leader of the Opposition 
what the value of the land was between :1\ orman
ton and Cloncurry. The railway would go 
throngh between 300 and 400 miles of country, 
and he thouQ:ht 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 
3,000,000acresof Government property. The com
pany were restricted as much as possible, being 
confined tominerallr.nd and land nece'sary for snb
sidiary rail way 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 hnped to do the same in connec
tion with that railway. 'l'he Government would 
certainly take c"'re to keep all the township sites 
in their own hands, and whatever monev was 
to be made by selling land would go into the 
Treasmy. 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 iu 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 gmnted. 

:Mr. W. HAMILTON had met several Cion
curry people this year, and they had one great 
objection to the granting of 10,000 acres to the 
company. They contended that it could be dis
tributed all along the railway line, and wherever 
a railway station or siding was establighed they 
could take np 1,000 acres, and then any person 

who wanted to go there and establish business 
would have to get permission from the company. 
Everyone he had spoken to, altho•1gh strongly in 
favour of the railway, though they would prefer 
that it should be constructed by the Government, 
was strongly Against a land conce,sion being 
granted. \Vho would say that that was not a 
lttnrl grant railwav? \Vhat did they call a grant 
oflO,OOO acres? Could ttny company in the world 
occupy 10,000 acrE'' in the erection of buildings? 
\Vhy, not the greatest works in the wor:d would 
ever cover one-h~lf of the land. The idea of 
giving them 10,000 acres of freeholclla,nd-it was 
going back to the lttnd-grant principle. The 
MiniRter had said that he had nothing in writing, 
and that they had all ~he correspondence before 
them. 

The SECllETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I did not say 
tha<·. I so.id I gave not'hing in "riting. 

Mr. \V. HA:\IILTON: :'\o, writing was 
dangerous. He thought the lVlini,;ter sbonld 
have had it in writing, ttnd he thought the 
members of the House were entitled tu see all 
the c,orrespondence that ban taken place. 

The SECRETAHY }'OR RAILWAYS: So you have. 
::\Ir. \V. HAMILTOX: All transactions with 

public departments had to be put in writing, 
even when the matters rlealt with were of an 
ummportant character. It was tt strange thing, 
therefore, when they were giving one of the 
greatest conce-sions that had ever been given in 
Australia, thttt there was nothing in writing 
between the syndicate ttnd the Government. 
This was a hole-ttnd-corner way of doing busi
nec<.s. It looked as if there was something which 

· they did nut wish to have brought to light. The 
names of the gentlenwn 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 ::\Ir. 
\Vithers knew too rnnch about it not to be still a 
member of it. 

The CHAIRi\IA::\': Orrler! I must call the 
hon. member to order. The question before th6 
Committee is the omission of the word "ten." 

J\lr. W. HAMILTON: Yes. He was giving 
a reason why it shouid not be done. He objected 
e\'en to giving them 2,000 acres; he would not 
give the compttny 1 acre. If they wanted land 
to build their sub;;idiary works. let them get it 
on lettse, or acquire it as anybody else would 
have to do. There ghould be some safeguard put 
in the Bill providing that they shm;ld not be 
able to take this 10,000 acres up and occupy the 
land in the vicinity of the rail way stations and 
rail way sidings. He objected to giving any 
concessions in lttnd to this corporation ttt all, 
ann he thought the amendment stipulttting that 
the gmnt should be only 2,000 acres did not go 
far enough. 
* Mr. ANXEAR (Jiarpuoro'U[Jh): He was very 
glad that the :Mini,,ter had seen the necessity of 
putting his foot down at last, because every con
cession that had been asked by hon. gentlemen 
opposite the ::\Iinister 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. KERR : They would be only too glad to 
got it. 

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

Mr. W. HAMILTON: We do not know how 
mnch we are giving them. 

Mr. ANN .EAR: This company, to construct 
this railway of 250 miles, must spend £750,000. 
At the present time the country wtts not in a 
position to spend that money on this railway, 
and he did not think it would be in that position 
fur the next fifty years. 
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ME31BERS of the Opposition : Oh, yes. 
Mr. A:\':1\EAR : He did not think they wonld. 

He w,1s going to oppose this amendment. \\rhy 
didn't the hem. gentlemen opposite make a clean 
breast of the whole affair? Could they deny the 
stacement he was going to make? Could the 
hon. member for Gregory or the hon. member 
for Flinders rleny that the large majority of the 
people in their electorates and throughout the 
North were clamouring fur the construction of 
this railway by this company. 

J\IE}!BERS of the Opposition: Yes. 
:\Ir. AKJ\"E,\R : He would guarantee that the 

leader of the Opposition was not game to produce 
all the telegmrns which he had received during 
the last ten days. He maintained that an over
whelming majority in the hon. member's district 
was in hvour of this railwav. 

An HO:"iOcRABLE MEMi,ER : That is not true. 
l\Ir. KEHR: You are making a statement 

which cannot be proved. 
Mr. ;\L\.xwELL : I will get the wire and see if 

it is. 
Mr. Ai\NEAR : If the company were going 

to spend this Iar;;e sum of money, what were 
they giving them? He had C[UOted before from 
what had been done in Canada--

:i\1E}!BERS on the Opposition side: Oh, oh ! and 
langhter. 

Mr. Ai\XEAR: Canada was a British pos
session, and it. bad a prngreRsive people, and he 
thought the House would not go very far wrong 
if they imitated Canada or the Gmernment uf 
Canada. He showed the other night that the 
Canadian Government had given £0,000,000 in 
cash and 23,000,000 aues of land as a sub,idy 
for the construction of the railway frCJm Van
couver. Here they were goving the company 
a lea>e of 3,000 acres for which the comp:tny 
had to pay rent of £1 per acre per annum, and 
10,000 acres. He would now quote the case 
of the Gre:ct Korthern ltailway iu Canada. 'l'o 
build BOO miles Clf that r"j] way the Government 
of Canada gave the company 3,300,000 acres of 
land, and they guaranteed hall the cost of the 
railway. They also receiverl frun1 the Govern
ment ~n,ooo dollars, or £lli,OOO per year for the 
carriage of rnails. 'fhPrefore thev were giving 
this compar,y verT little in giving them 10,000 
acres c>f land for works and other purposes. He ' 
was 81)rr,;· the l~Iinif<ter accet~tAd the previmu; ; 
amendment, became it had taken aw.q almost 
all the company had a,sked for. It seemed to bim 
that the J\iinioter was too piiable. 

JYir. J"on~YTH : Too soft altogether. 
:Mr. A;\:1\EAH.: He beiieved he was within 

the mark when he said that 80 per cent. of the 
people in ::\ orth Queensland were supporting 
the construction of tl1is railway by this company. 

;\lr. lYIAX\VELr, : You do not know anything 
at all about it. 

1Ir. AN:\' EAR: 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 fr,;m the North 
asking him to support this railway, 'l.nd advising 
his supporters to do the same. He (l\Ir. Ann ear) 
had nv intere't in this railway whatever. The 
only interest he had in the matter was the 
interest of the colony, which he wished to see 
progrese, and for that rea;on he would oppose the 
amendment. 
* JI.Ir. C"GRTIS (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 comp><ny 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 

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 he followed hy many other undertakings 
of a like character. If this company found it 
would be sufficiently payable, and it would be 
worth while to take up lease' and work them, 
that would be a great advantage to the State. 
He was firmly of opinion that if they h<lcl a 
mixed system of railways-that wa,, railways 
owned by the State and private r'tilways-it 
would be a very good thing for the colony. 

The CHAIRl\IAN: Order! The hon. gentle
man is wandering from the amendment before 
the Committee. 

Mr. CURTIS thought he might be n.Il,1wed. 
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 : \Ve did not expect you to vote 
for it when we moved it. 

l\Ir. CURTIS: He did not sup[Jose the hon. 
member did, but he could tell him that he took 
an independent stand with regard to matters that 
came before the Chamber. It was only the other 
day that he had ~ome across a work in the library 
which was only pablished ]a,t year with regard 
to this subject, and after reading it he was 
more than ever satisfied that it would be a good 
thing for the colony if the line was constructed 
by this comp!'tny 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 v:ere constructed. 

Mr. BROW:\'E: The hon. member for 1\Iary
borough, i\Ir. Annear, had referred to himself 
and to certain resolutions which had been passed 
by the Croydon Municipal Council--

l\Ir. A~·NEAH: I said telegramo. 

i\lr. BROWKE: \Veil, telegrams. Resolu
tions had been pa'',ed by 1;he Croydon Municipal 
Council and tht diYisional board there the week 
before l1st-in res~~onse to a resolution ;:;ent fronL 
Townsville-in which they stated that they had 
not the slightest sympathy with coloured labour, 
and tlmt they were d<'cidedly oppoc·ed to it. 

J\Ir. AN NEAR: I referred to this rail"' ay. 
l\Ir. BRU\YN}';: There were two telegrams 

referring to this ra1lway. The first was sent by 
the mayor of Croydon, i\Ir. Barnett, to himself, 
and it read--

At the onli.nary mecth1g of my council helcl yester
day it was unanimnusly resolved thal the construction 
of the Cloncurry~:Xormanton Railway line lly pnvate 
enterprise, as per conditions of Bill nmv before the
House, l'eceives the hearty approval of this muni
cipality. :Similar wire forwarded to Premier. 

The following day he received a wire from the 
secretary of t],e Croydon ::\1iners' TJ nion and 
\Vorkers' Association, dated 9th October. Tha 
wire read-

Council's action not endorsed by majority, who are 
still opposed to principle of private enterprise and con
ditions of Cloncurry Bill. 

Those were the two wire,. he had received. He 
held himself responsible for the OjJinions of the 
majority of the men of Croydon, but he did not 
hold hi'llself responsible for the ORinion of five 
or six individual members of the Council. He 
hoped both wires would get into Hansard. If 
the hon. member for Maryborongh 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 receind bundles of wires on the matter, but 
he would not read them, for he thought the 
Chamber could do its own business 1tselt. He 
had not taken much notice of them. He would 
aqk hon. members to get on with business, and 
come to a vote. 

::\Ir. AIREY said he had also received tele
grams on the matter, and his predecessor, Mr. 
Charles i\lcDonald, had also received some, and 
they shuwed that the people in the J!'linders 
electorate were opposed to syndicate railways. 
·when he came out for the discrict one of his 
chief points was syndic"te railways, and he said 
he wa~ an uncmnpromising opponent of then1 ; 
and he had heard nothing to cause him to alter 
his views. The hon. member for Hockhampton, 
J\Ir. Cnrtis, spoke about increasing the value of 
the public estate. That bun. member seemed 
to be of the opinion that unless this syndicate 
received some large land grants they wonld get 
in·to serious trouble, and that they would not 
be able to pay their way. This company was 
getting the r<>ilway, a large section of the [Jnblic 
estate, al<,o 5,000 acres of mineral leases, and 
surely that was enough. The hon. member was 
also very much concerned auout the condition 
of this ttnfortunate 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 wa··· doing a very sensible 
thing- in moving the reduction from 10,000 acres 
to 2,000 acres. 'l'he Secretary fm Railways told 
the Committee that there was no such thing as 
taking a mean adyantage in dealing with this 
syndicate. He quite agreed with him. 

The SEORETAlW FOR RAILWAYS: I did not say 
that. 

Mr. AIREY : He was sony if he mi.;Lmder
stood the hon. gentleman. 

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

::\Ir. AIHEY: At any rate he thought that if 
the.v cnt down the area to 2.000 acres, and the 
compttny obtained twenty blockH of 100 acre•:; 

each, it would be a considerable 
[0·30 p.m.] time before they covered that area 

with all sorts of building;; and 
apparatus necessary for their vari,)us operations. 
The pl"inciple of Jand grant rail ways had been 
thrasned uut in the Aseemhly twenty years ago, 
but it appeared that ever_y few years attempts 
had been made to reintroduce the principle, and 
this proposal was a form of land grant. Perhaps 
if the Government were uot incfined to reduce 
the area to 2,000 acres they would be disposed to 
rednm it to 5,000 acre~. 

J\Ir. BURRO\YS: 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. vVell, 
what were the syndicate going to do with those 
10,000 acres which it was proiJOsed to grant for 
snbsidiary works ? 

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

::V1r. Bl!RROWS: Ye;., they knew all about 
that. The land required for Htation", approaches, 
the erection of permanent machinery, and other 
structures and ouildings in connection with the 
rail way was provided for in clause 11, so that 
these 10,000 acres were all for subsidiary works. 
Bince the Bill had been so altered as to prevent 
the company making use of this land in a way 
which he believed tbey intended to do, that was 
using it for town sites, what were they going to 
do with the land? It was a farce to say that the 
syndicate would require 10,000 acres for the 
erection of machinery to treat the ores from 

5,000 acres of mineral land. He was inclined to 
think that 500 acres would be more than sufficient 
for all such works, bnt certainly 2,000 acres was 
ample, and he should support the amendment, 

Mr. G IVENS : They had been repeatedly 
assurEd by the Minister at variou• >tages c,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 
was 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 POR RAILWAYS: Talk a little 
sense. 

Mr. GIVENS: If he was r1uoting correctly
and he did not think the :i\lmister 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 quotmg his 
own statement. There was no provision as to 
where the company should f'elect 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 think they would occupy 1,000 acres, 
and yet it was coolly propc•sed to give this com
pany 10,000 acres ·for the purpose of erecting 
sin1ilar works. That was out of all reason. 
The company were getting leases of mineral 
lands for tifty years, bnt this concession in regard 
to the 10,000 acres was for all time. The amend
ment propo;;ed to reduce the amount to be 
granted to 2,000 acres, and he submitted that 
that was a reasonable pr(lposition, unle~s the 
company wanted to own the townships, and act 
as landlords for all their employees, and do 
vMious other things which would not be for the 
benefit of the community. In his opinion, 2,000 
acres would be quite sufficient for their puq,oses. 
If the company got the concessions which were 
embodied in the Bill, they would he for all 
time the bosses of the situation in the Gulf. He 
was opposed to granting any monopoly to any 
corporation, as nwnopolies \V ere inherently bad; 
but Atill if, through force of circutnstances, a 
Government who believed in 1nonopolies got into 
power, it was nncloubtecll} the duty of the Oppo
sition to limit the monopoly proposed to be granted 
by them as much as possible, and to surround it 
with c.:nditions to safeguard the interests of the 
general public. If the company were granted 
10,000 acre.> 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. 
\Vherever a large number of men were at work, 
theretownshi ps would be established, and the com
panywonld be the landlords, 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 rail way communication, of the 
wharfage, of the townships, and of the stores ; 
and, nnder those circumstances, it would be wise 
to cut down the concession as much as possible. 
]f 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 deat<h over every person living in that 
portion of the State, because they would be in a 
position to say to every individual, "Yon will 
have to agree to our term' or we will not allow 
you to live here." Two thomand acres should 
be quite sufficient. K o other private comp;>ny 
had received a grant of land d anything like the 
area contemplated to be gh·en to this company, 
It was admitted all round that this was the 
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most valuable concession of them all, and it was 
proposed to make it still more valuable by grant
mg 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. tlo 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
pany very much. \Vben any vital <tmendment 
was proposed which would protect the people of 
Queensland from that monopoly, the hon. gentle
man put up his back, and refused to <tccept it. 
The re" son appeared to be that the interests of 
the syndic<tte were dearer to the hon. gentleman 
than the interests of the people of Queensland. 

1Ir. LESINA could not >tllmv the amendment 
to go without further explanation from the 
1\linister. The amendment n,ppeared a reason
able one, especially as it was proposed to give 
the company the land iu fee->imple. He would 
rather see them get 20,000 aC!'h on perpetual 
lease than 10,000 or even i\,000 acres in fee
simple. If it w"s found necessary for the 
development of the territory he would sooner 
give the company 100,000 'acres on perpetu<tl 
lease. 

'l'he SECRETAHY FOR RAILWAYS: \\'hat do you 
me.m by a perpetual lease? Do you mean a 
perpetual lease, nr a lease in perpetuity? 

Mr. LESIN'A meant that tbev should have 
a lease of the land for 8\ er, provided they ful
filled the conditions laid down bv the Govern
ment of the day, and that the la~d was subject 
to periodical reappraisementil in the matter of 
rent. The hon. gentleman •aid that the land 
was practically valneless. \Vhat was the good 
of giving them a v<tluele"' concession? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: They are 
going- to make it valuable lw expendinoo mcney. 

Mr. LESI:\'A: Appareritly the co~tract bad 
heen <mtered into, and Parliament was helple><;. 
They wanted to vn,ry the contract "o as to yre
serve certotin things to the people of Queensland, 
but the Minister and the company said they 
would not accept the Bill if they did that. 
\Vas that provision a vital part of the Bill? He 
believed 2.000 acres was sufficient to give as a 
freehold; 10,000 acres meant 4 acres for every 
mile of railway constructed-that was 2 acres 
on each side of the line; sn 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 bv themselves. 

The SECRETARY FOR}lAILWAYS: They can only 
get the land where the Governor in Council 
likn 

Mr. LESIXA: The representatives of the 
people might h>tnd over to the Governor in 
Council the right to dispo'e of 10,000 acres of land 
wherever they chose to give it. Supposing they 
desired to give the company the 10,000 acres in 
one block, or in blocks surrounding each town
ship and rail way station along thA line, the com
pany could completely block settlement. Thero 
sh~mld be a schedule to the Bill distinctly speci
fymg what land the Government were going to 
give the company, and Parliament should have an 
opportunity of discussing that schedule. At pre-· 
eent they were >tltogether in the d>trk; 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? Coulrl it 
raise money on a valueless concession ? The 

matter was of such serious import that it should 
get considerablv more di<cussion 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 RAILWAYS: I did not say 
"sornething- reat-ionable. '' 

;wr. LESIN A : The bon. gentleman said on 
page 944 that be did his best to get a reduction 
of this fifty years. 

The CHAIR:\1AN: Order l 
Mr. LESfXA: He even sent a cable to the 

company in London. 
The CHAIRMAN: Order! 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I rlid not say 

I sent a cable; I said a cable was sent. 
Mr. LESIXA: 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 umncCt'"'ful bec•use the 
company considered that it was a vital point in 
the Bill. Xow, the question was whether they 
con,idered this 10,000 acres a vital point. He 
wanted inform>ttion. If the reduction from 
10,000 acres to 2,000 acres would imperil the 
passage of the Bill or the construct. ion of the line, 
why did not the Minister tell the Committee so? 
'l'he compwy practically said in the corrl-'spond
ence that if any material alterations wet'e made 
in any vital points in the Bill they would 
demand back the £10,000 in the SaYings Bank, 
and not go on with the construction of the 
line. If this was a vital point in the arrange
ment made by the }Iinister 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 di,cnss the thing. 
\Vhat was the :'IIinister'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 bv the Govern
ment? He was .in favour of the amendment 
because this land· was freehold. If it wa'l pro
posed to give the company 20,000 acre' of lease
hold, and there was a proposal to increase that 
amount of lEasehold to 100,000 acres be would 
prefer that to giving them ~ven 2, 00() acres of 
freehold. He hoped the Committee would agree 
to the >tmendment, 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 connection with this matter. 

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

l\Ir. Annear 
,. Armstrong 
, Barnes 

An-·>,35. 

, Bartholomew 
, Bell 
H Bridges 

Callan 
, Campbell 
, Cowley 
, T. B. Cribb 
, Curtis 
, Dalrymple 
, Forrest 
, Forsyth 
, Fox 
, Foxton 
, J. Hamilton 
!J Hanran 

~lr. Kates 
~' Kent 

Lcahy 
Lord 
}faeartney 
-:vfackintosh 
Mc~iaster 
Kewen 
o·connell 
Pe1rie 
Philp 
Rutledge 
Step hens 

" Stephenson 
Stodart 
Story 
Tooth 

Teller.: Mr. Barnes and Mr. Bridges. 
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:Xm~s, 22. 
Mr. Airey :Yir. Jackson 

Barber Jenkinsou 
Browne Kerr 
Burrow~ Lesin& 

,, Dibley :J.Ia.xwPll 
Dunsford 1IcDonnell 

,. Pitzgerald :\lulcahv 
, Pogarty , Plunkeft 

Given~ , Ryland 
W. Hamilton Tolmi.e 
Hardacre , Tnrley 

Tellers: J.fr. }laxwell and :\Ir. Lesina. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 

Mr. DUNS FORD moved on line 56 the inser
tion of the following words after the word 
"acres":-

And provid.Pd furthPr that the minerals under all such 
lands shall be reserved to the Crown. 

That wonlrl bring the clause into line with 
clau'e 9. Under that clause they re,erved to 
the Crown minerals under all the lands upon 
which the railway was built. He failed to see 
why they should have any difference between 
those lands and the land proposed to be granted. 

The SECRETARY }'OR HAILWXYS: 
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 willingne-.q 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 tbe 
Committee the choice of the two, and they 
accepted the latter. Under the circum,tance' 
he trusted the hon. member would withdraw his 
:nnendment. 

::\Ir. DUNSFORD : He wonld accept the 
statement of the Minister and withdraw his 
amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
:Mr. J<'ORSYTH said some members opposite 

thought that the whole fronta;re to Port 
::-lorman v.as likely to be taken up by the 10 
acres proposed to be granted for wharfage pur
poses. There was a great deal elf truth in their 
contention, and it was quitP right that the Go
vernment shonld reserve a large proportion of the 
land for wharfage sites. Theref<lre he begged to 
move that after the word '' Xorman," on the 
24th line, there he inserted the words "and 
not exceeding a frontage of 800 feet to the 
River Norn.an." 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 acre3 
practically take in the whole of the available 
frontage. 

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

2\Ir. BROWN:E: 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 bon. member for Carpentaria, in speaking on 
the second reading of the Bill, said he would 
endeavour to induce the J\finister 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 rail way from 
Port Norman to Normanton. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. FOHSYTH: He thought the suggestion 

made by the leader of the Opposition was one 
that would meet with the approval of the whole 

1901-4M 

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 
pe,Jple. If the hon. member made a proposal to 
that effect he would support it. 

The SECRETARY FOR HAILW AYS: He 
would have no objection to the pro!Josal if hP 
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. 

::\Ir. FonSYTH : Anyone who had a wharf there 
would be able to build a line, and join it on to 
the company'• line. 

The Hmrg SECHETARY : Y on would compel 
them to connect? 

:\fr. FoRSYTH: Yes. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAn WAYS: 
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 
suppo,ed the Commisswner would take goods 
from 'my 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. 

~Ir. BRO\V:'SE: He might say at once t\.r,t 
he "as not the father of the sug,;:e,tinn. It 
emanated from the hon. member fnr r:crpentaria, 
and per,onally he thought it would make the 
clause better. He was of opinion, however, that 
the only solution to the difficulty was to gi "e tbe 
GoveTnment power to resume the corn-r)any',., 
wharves at the s:<me time th"t they took over 
the nilway. He did nor. see that the CmOJmi'l
sioner ohould be required to connect lines fr,m 
the other wharves with the company'" 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 necec,ary connections with outside 
wharves. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS had 
no objection to a proviso to the effect that if the 
holder of an arljoining wharf wished to connect 
with this railway he should have the right to do 
so in a mahner to be determined by the Commis
sionAr for Rail ways. 

Mr. HRO\YXE: That would improve the clause. 
::\Ir. GrvENS: 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. 

l\1r. FORSYTH moved the insertion of the 
fo!lCJwing words after the word • " accommoda
tion":-

If at any time the owner of any wharf desires to con
nect any railway from his 'vharf with the rail way of 
the company, the company shall, if so required, at the 
expense of such owner. make openings in his railway 
antl such additional lines of ra.ilways, as may be neces .. 
!'ary for effecting such connection in places where the 
Commissioner may direct. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. LE SIN A asked how that would affect the 
grant of 10 acres at Port Norman. 

Mr. FoRSYTH: The company wonld only have 
800 feet frontage to the river. 

The SECHETARY~'ORRAILWAYS: 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 paulic 
service"-

IIlr. BROWKE said he had referred to this 
clause on the second reading of this Bill. It 
dealt with the carrying of mail", and be did not 
know, now that they had federation, anrl the 
lil'!tter of mails had been taken over by the 
:b'ederal Government, whether the State Parlia
ment bad power without the authority of the 
:b'ederal Parliament to give effeet to this pro
vision, and if tbev did not first get the authority 
of the Federal Parliament for makillg such a 
contract with this company, whether this would 
be binding on the company or not. He was 
assured in tbe House at the tim~ that this was 
all right, but since then he had taken the trouble 
to consult two legal member." of the Federal 
Parliament, and also in Brisbane threP legal 
gentlemen who were not member,, of the House. 
Strange to say the two legal gentlemen in the 

Senate differed entirely. One of 
[10'30 p.m.] them said he thought this Parlia-

ment had the right to make thJS 
condibion, and the other said the clau,,e was not 
\.vorth the paper it was written on, unle .. ~H it was 
passed with the anthority of the Eederal Parlia
ment, or the Federal :Parliament afterwards 
endorsed the provishn, and that any agreement 
made by this Parliament with the company 
in respect to thrs matter was no more binding 
than if it had been made by a municipal conncil 
or a di vi,ional board. One of the Brisbane 
legal gentlemen who were consulted was very 
po,itive that Parliament had the power to make 
this agreement, and another was equ~tlly as 
positive that this Parliament had no power to 
Ifi3,ke any arrange1nent with regard to the 
carriage of nmils and telegraphic and telephonic 
communication, withont the authority of the 
Federal l\uliament. The third gentleman con
sulted thought it was all right, but would not 
give " decided opinion en the matter. He should 
like to bear from the l\Tinister whether he had 
m1y'legal authority ao<suring him that the Com
mittee would be acting rightly in passing the 
clan~e. 

The SECRE'l'AHY :FOlc ILUL\VAYS: 
TherH wa' no doubt a good deal in what the hou. 
member had said. The clau,;e would bind the 
company, as far a' this Parliament could bind 
thern, to carry :-uch 1naib free of charge as they 
might be directerl by the Ccmmis,ioner to carry. 
The railways belonged to the State, and not to 
the Connnr1nwealth, and were not likely to belong 
to the Comi]J(mwealth, and as the Postm:bter
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 i::ltate. Of course, the State Parliament had 
no power to hind the l<'ederal Padiament, 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 tplegraphs, and he 
thought it was a good thing to have that pro
vision in the Bill. 

Mr. JENKINSOX: \Vhat is the definition of 
"public service"-the State service or the Com
n1onwealth service? 

The SECRETARY :b'OR RAILWAYS: 
There was no interpretation of the term "public 
se,·vice" in the Bill. 

l\Ir. BH0\1"::\'E: '\Vould not the company re
quire to get power from the Commonwealth 
Parliamfmt to erect telegraph and telephone 
wirPs? 

The ::OECIU~T.\.RY FOR RAILWAYS: 
'\Veil, it practically meant the authority who 
own .. d and controlled telegraphic and telephonic 
communication. Anyhow, he thought it was 

desirable that the clause should be in8erteil. If 
it wa" not of any force it could do no harm. He 
had conculted the Attorney-General on the sub
ject, and they had decided that it was best to 
leave the provision in the Bill. 

l\Ir. LESIKA In a prr)Spectus recently pub
lished by the company in London, they stated 
that they intPnded to carry on the business of 
railway, telegraph, and telephone proprietors, 
engineers, 1nakers of rolling-stock, ruiners, and 
metallurgists. Section iil 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 :b'ederal Govern
ment, power to construct telegraphs and tele
phones? 

The SECHETARY FOR RAIL>YAYS: \Ve are not 
giving them that power. 

Mr. LESIXA: 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 
rnessageR frfe of ch~rge. 

The SECHE'l'ARY FOR RAILWAYS: Y<s, that is 
so. 

Mr. LESIXA: \Vith respect to another pro
vision in the clause he was :1gainst requiring the 
company to carry members of Parliament free. 
He maintained that by expecting the company 
to carry members of Parliament free it would 
place members under a certain obligation to the 
compfmy, and they might attempt to make u>e of 
the legislature. That was the opinion expressed 
by the present Crown Solicitor in 1882 in his 
pamphlet on land grant railways. He strongly 
resented tbe bribe that was offered to members of 
Parliament hy the clause. If it was retained 
there ought to be a further provision inserted to 
the effe"t th01t those members who had voted and 
"barrackecl" for the .Bill should be given free 
pass,-s for life, because the comp.:my certainly 
owed a deep debt of gratitude to the hon. mem
bers on the other side for their support. 

l\Ir .. JACKSOX moved the insertion after the 
word" railway," in the 1st line of the clause, of 
the words'" or lfalll\\'a.ys. '' If that was accepted, 
there was a ccmsequential amendment to the 
same effect to be made in line 30. 

The SKCllETAHY }'OR RAILWAYS: I have no 
objection whatever to that. l really thought it 
WaR HO. 

Amendnwnt agreed to. 
Mr. RYLAJ'\J) moved the omio;sion of the 

words "Parliament of Queensland," with the 
view of inserting the words ";everal Parlia
rnent~ of Australasia." A similar provision 
appeare'i in the Callide Railway Act. 

The SECRET.UlY }'OR RAILWAYS: There is no 
objection to the amendment. 

Amendment cgreed to. 
On the motion of Mr. JACKSON, the words 

" 'll' tramways " were inserted in line 3(' after the 
word ''railway.'' 

Mr. GIVENtl: 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 ca•es 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 i::ltate lines. He thought a subclause 
could be drafted to meet the case in very little 
time. 

'fhe SECRETARY FOH 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 Commis,ioner charged ; and if there was 
no charge by the Commi>sioner there could be no 
50 per cent. 

Mr. GIYEXS: 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 S]'ecial exemption in 
their case. 

The SECHET.\RY FOR RcHL\YAYS : I don't think 
there wa,, e1ther. 

Mr. GIVEJ'\S: It had been di,tinctlyprovided 
that members of Parliament should travel free; 
but if the company chooe to refuse to carry school 
children free, the case would probably bave to 
go to the Priv~· Council to be decided. To put 
the motter beyond all d·Ju\Jt, he 1 hnught the 
provision shr•uld be included in the Bill. 

nlr. I\ROWXE was at first inclined to think 
that the reply given by the Minister met the 
difriculty, but now he was of opinion that the 
suggested amendment 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 mr this railway would 
not be rated the same as other passenger,, 

Mr. LESI:\A : Apparently there was some 
doubt whether "chool 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 rail ways to and lrom school. 

:\Ir. GIVEXS moved the insertion of the fol
fowing new paragraph :-

The eompauy slmll also carry upon the railway or 
tramway, free of charg8, all ~cholars nnder :..ixteen years 
of age residing where there is no 1mblie Behool within 
two mile.-. of their homes to the 11dlrest public school 
to which a train service its availahle. 

That brought the matter into line with the 
concesBion granted under similar circu1nstances 
on the State railways. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS could 
not accept the amendment, for the l'b1ROn that 
the bres charg-ed 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 neYer heard of compelling a company to do it, 
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 not accepting the 
amendment. 

At ll'i'i, 
The CHAIR:\IAN said: "Lnder Standing 

Order 171 I call upon the boo. member for 
Maryborough, Mr. Annear, to relieve me in the 
chair. 

Mr. ANNEAR accordingly took the chair. 
Mr. GIVEXS: The :l\Iinister told them in 

one breath tbat 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 i)O per cent. extra would not be a 
severe tax. \Vhy should the unfortunate children 
of a working man be compelled to pay the 
exorbitant cbarges of the company? The train 
service would be running all the time, and he 
f>tiled 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 ~raceful concession from 
the Minister if he would accept the amendment. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
pointed out that they only compelled the com
pany to run two trains a week, and those trains 
mig-ht not suit children going to school. In any 
case the charge, if made at all, would be merelv 
nominal. The proposal would only hara'" the 
company, and he would not consent to put 
haraesing- conditions into the ·Bill. 

Mr. RYLA::'fD: It was more than likely that 
the company would run a train every day, and 
in any case it was only fair that the children 
livin~ rtlong the route of thi" railway should be 
put in the "arne position as children living along 
the Government. lines. Then he thought some 
encouragement should be given to pen[Jle to 
settle in the district, and to send their children 
to school, and if there were, as was sometimes 
the C•lse, eight ur nine children in a family, it 
would entail a C•msiderable outlay on the 
parents if they had to pay railway fares. As 
tlw Governmeut 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 l:)tate r•il
way~. 

J\Ir. HARD ACRE (Leichlwrdt): He thought 
the 1Iinister ought to provide some means by 
which school children would bo 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 
~Iiuister would not consent to provide that 
the children should be carried free, he should 
provide that they should be canied under rates 
and regulations fixed by the Commissioner, who 
would then fix reasonable rates. 

The SECRETARY FOll RAILWAYS: He 
thought the matter was already provided for in 
t.he clause that they had already passed, bnt 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 th~ district they 
would ha\·e to run the railway with as cheap 
rates as possit,le. Their object would be to 
encourage settlernent, and one of the ways in 
which they would do that would be by facilitat
ing the travelling of children to and from ochool. 
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. As a 
matter of fact there were no such restrictions as 
the hon. member sought to place on this company 
in regard to the 8tate railwf<ys, and the system 
in existence on the State rail ways was only of 
use where the train service was frequent, and the 
trains ran at times suitable for the chi!.'lren to go 
to and from school. However, he had decided 
that he could not accept the amendment. 

}Ir. GIVENS: The Minister had said that 
rates were already so low that it would he 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 Ss. 3d. Half of that would amount 
to £14s. l~d. 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 Governmenc railways, and that 
would not be the mere trifle that the Minister 
would have them believe it was. 

The SECRETAHY FOR RAILWAYS: Much less 
under sixteen. 
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Mr. GIVENS: The by-law was as plain as 
could be. It said-

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

He had given dne regard to that regulation when 
framing his amendment. This was a concession 
which was greatly requiled, and it was one that 
he believed the people outside would appreciate, 
"nd it was very necessary to be inserted in this 
Bill in tbP intere•ts of the children living along 
the route of this 21:i0 miles of railway. 

}lr. LESINA: It was very evident from the 
attitude of the Minister on this matter that one 
at least of the !Jrophrcies that had been made 
was going to turn out to be a true one, for the 
J.\!Iinister refused to give this ordinary concesoion 
-a concession which was in operation on the 
State lines. \Vhy 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 'chool, 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. \Vhy should not this company be com· 
pelled to c~rry 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 prepe.red 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. 

:!1/Ir. HARDACRE : It seemed to him that 
from the remarks of the ;'\linister that hon. 
gentleman was not so much opposed to the 
principle as to the wording of the amendment. 

Mr. LRSINA pointed out that the matter was 
of sufficient importance to justify a division 
being taken. He thought it would be an excel
lent thing 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. memberfor 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 ~'OR RAILWAYS : It is provided 
for already. 

Mr. HARDACRE: \Vhere? 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAY>;: Section 15 

says the Commissioner must approve of the 
by-laws. 

Question-That the words proposed to be in
serted be so inserted (Mr. Gil·ens's 

[11"30 p.m.] amcndment)-put; and the Com
mittee divided:-

:.'\fr. Airey 
Barber 
Bowman 
llrowne 
Burrows 

, Dibley 
Dunsford 

, Fitzgerald 
ravens 

AYEs, 19. 

W. Hamilton 

::lfr. Hardacre 
Jackson 
Kerr 

, lJesina 
::liaxwell 
:McDonnell 
J\fulcahy 
Ryland 
Turley 

Tellers: 1\Ir. Bowman and :Mr. Hardacre. 

)fr. Armstrong 
Barnes 

Sor:s, 30. 

, Hartholomew 
Bell 

, Bridges 
Call an 

, Campbell 
,, Cowley 
.. 'l'. B. Cribh 

Curt. is 
, , Dalrymple 

Vorsvth 
l"ox ~ 
Foxtnn 
J, Hamilton 

)Ir. IIanran 
, Kent 

Lea bY 
, , .llacirt.ney 

::uackintosh 
,. ::1Ic11aster 
,, i\e,vell 
., o·connell 

retrie 
:: l'hilp 
,, Rntledge 
,. Stepheus 

;; ~i~~;rt 
Tooth 

Tellets: :J.Ir. Por.syth and ~Ir. }lacartney. 

PAlRS. 

Ayes-11r. Plnnkett, J.Ir. Fogarty. and ::\Ir. Jenkinson. 
:Xoes--}Ir. Lord, }lr. Kates, and ::\Ir. Forrest. 

Resolved in the negative. 

Mr. Ll~SI=" A suggested that a!Lcoloured aliens 
should he 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 ad ,.;,able to have 
their deportation made free. 

~fr. JE="KINSO=" wiHhed to know how 
it was that the provr"ou with regard to 
telegraphic and telephonic communication was 
drafted on different lines from that in the 
Glassford Creek Tramway Act, the Albert 
River and Lilydale Tramway Act, and the 
other private railway Acts pa&oerl last session. 
\Vhen 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
partment- of the State to ascertain if the rights 
of the State were properly safeguarded, and, as a 
result, moved an amendment on the clause, 
which was adopted by the then Secretary for 
Railways. Section 14 of the Glassford Creek 
Tramway Act provided that-

The owners may establish and ma1ntain on or along
side of the tramway such telegraph and telephone 
communication as the Commissioner approves, and such 
communication, 'vhen established, ~hall be deemed to 
be part of the tramway. 

The own~rs shall have the Tight to demanrl and receive 
rates for the transmhsion of telcgr~ph and telephone 
messages over and by means of ~nch telegraphs and 
telephones established by it; but sueh rates shall 110t 
exceed the rates charged for the time being by the 
Postmaster-General in re!'>pect of the transmission of 
messages by telegraphs or tcleplwnes under his 
control. 

'l'he owners shall be entitled to connect any telegraph 
or telephone established by them IYitll any telegraph 
or telephone now or hereafter to be established in 
connection with the Xorth Coast Railway, and for such 
purpose may use, in eonjunction with the Commissioner 
or Postmastcr.General, and free ofclla.rge. any telegraph 
posts, poles, or standards erected, or to be erected, on 
or alongside such railway at its junction with the 
tramway. 

AJl matters connected with the busine"s of through 
communication over or by means of te1egraphb and 
telephones established by the owners, and telegraphs 
and telephones under the control or which may be 
used by the Commissioner or Postmaster-General, shaH 
be subject to the approval of the Commissioner or 
Postmaster-General, as the case may be. 

It was the Post and Telegraph Department who 
were exceedingly anxious that thosP 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 Jeyy? He would 
also draw attention to section 78 of the Federal 
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Pose and Telegraph Act, as it was necessary that 
they should not tie themselves up in a knot--

The Postmaster-General shall have the exclusive 
vriYilege of maintaining telegraph lines and of trans
lnittingtelegrams or other communica.tions by telP-gra.ph 
within the Commonwealth, and verforming all the 
incidental services, and receiving, collecting, or 
delivering such telegrams or communications

1 
except 

as;provided ny this Act or the regulations. 
Provided that the Government raihvay authorities of 

each State, or any existing private railway or tram,vay 
already cons1rnctad, or in course of consiruction, shah 
ha.ve authority to erect and maintain Within the rail
way bonndariP" telegraph lines required for the work
ing of the railways, but, except by the authority of Lhe 
Postmaster-General, no snch telegraph lines shall be 
used for the purpose of transmitting and delivering 
telegrams for thP public. 1Vhere such authority is 
obLained, the reYenue deriYeli from such telegrams 
shall be divided betwe..,n the department and the rail
w~y authorities in ~uch proportions as may be mutually 
arranged. 

Then clause RS, which w"s inserted at the insti
gation of the hon. member for Kennedy, ~Ir. 
McDonald, read--

The Postmaster-General m a~-. after giving six months' 
notice, resume any private telegraph or telephone line. 

The compem•ation, if the amount cannot be otbtJr
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 ap1'eared to conflict with clause 78 of 
the Federal Po;t and Telegraph Act. 

Mr. LESI:i\A: If the hon. member for \Vide 
Bay had been present earlier in the evening he 
won'd have discovered from the Minister that 
the clauo;e did not give the company the right t" 
erect telegraph or telephone lines. The company 
would have to ask the F cderal Government for 
authority to do that; and then the cl~nse pro
vided that, wh:n they harl that authority, public 
messages sh•,u!d be transmitted over the lines 
free of charge. 

Clause, a' amended, pnt and passed. 
Clause 2/i, as follows :-
(1.) The \liuister. on behalf oft he Government. mav at 

any time after the compl(~t1on of the line or rail\nty 
from Port Xorman to Xormanton or to its junction '\Yitll 
the Xormanton-Croydon Railway, as the case may be, 
b,v notice in wi'itin;..:-. req1_1ire the company to sell, an<l 
thereupon the company shflll se~l to the Government 
such line of raihvay exclnsi ve of rolling~stock, upon the 
terms of paymenl b:;. the GoYernment to the company of 
the actual f'O'"t of the construction thereof, of which 
cost the cel'tlfica,te ot the Cmmuis~ioner hereinheforo 
provided for shal: be eon~lnsi,·e evidence : 

Providerl that if ~uch purchase is made, the com]1any 
may thereafter run over, work, and use such line of 
railway upon tllC terms that:-

(i.) The c;nnpany shaH. in re11pect of all trHflic 
canie1~ on tlle line hy the comp;._ny, pay to the 
Comtm.5sioner the same rates which are charged 
to the public by the company, or such other 
ratf'',~ n:-: may be mutu~lly agreed upon bet we en 
the C'>mmhsioner and the company; and 

(ii.) The Commif'sioncr shall continue to have and 
exercise full and exclusive control over all 
traflic crtrried on such line. 

(2. l The .J.Iinister, on behalf of the Government, may 
at anv time after the expiration of lift\· vears after the 
compietion of the railway, by notice tu'Writing, require 
the company to sell, and thereupon the company .-:;hall 
sell, to the Government the railway, or so mnch t,hereof 
as remains unpnrchasod by the <;overnmcnt, and 
rolling-stock, upon the terms of payment by the Go
vermnent to the cornpau~r of the then value thm·eof, 
such value in c~Lse of difference to be asc, ... rtained bv 
arbitration according to the proyisions of the InterdiCt 
Act of 1867. Bnt the value of the raihvay for the pur
poses of this subsection shall not under anv circum
stances be taken to be wore than the actUal cost of 
construction, of which eost the certificates of the Com
mis~ioner, hereinbefore providetl for, shall be conclusive 
evideuce. 

(3.) \Vheuever any sale in pnrsnance of this section is 
made to the Government the railway Rhall vest in the 
Commissioner as lully andeft'Ectually to all intents and 

purposes as if the same had been tran~ferred and con
vr-yed to him by the company, but nevertheless the 
Commissioner may, if he thinks fit, demand a transfer 
or con\·eyance thereof, and the company shall there~ 
upon execute the same~ 

put by thP ACTING CHAIRMAN, and de
clarerl carried. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN then proceeded 
to put clause 2D, when Mr. BROWNE and Mr. 
,T ENKINSON both rose. 

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

Mr. BRO WNE: I was talking to the Premier, 
and I thnught 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 madP a pause, and, as no 
hon. member rose to his feet, I declared the 
clause carried. 

Mr. .TACKSOX: The hon. member for \Vide 
Bay addressed you as "Mr. Grimes," and that is 
how th~ mistake arose. 

Mr. BROWNE sair! he was speaking to the 
Premier at the time the clause was P'lt 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 Chai1·man had put clause 28, and he 
wondered that no lwn. member rose. Of course 
the thing was donP, bnt he supposed the Com
mittee could undo it. :Members on the Govern
ment side bad no intention to take advantage of 
anyone, and perhape the Acting Chairman would 
put the question again. 

The ACTIKG CHAIR::\IAK: I will put the 
que,tinn again. The que,tion is, "That clause 
28 stand part of the Bill." 

l\Ir. BELL rose to a point of order. He 
would not press the point of order, but it was 
just as well that thPy should know exactly what 
they were d0ing when they were making any 
departure from the regular pme1 1ce. However 
convenient it might be at one moment to depart 
from the orthodox and recognised rules, sooner 
or later it would be a rod to thrash the Com
mittee with. There was no que,tion that clause 
28 was passed, and they should now be con
sidering clause 2!J. The proper course was to 
recommit the Bill. 

:Hr. \Y. HA::\liLTOX said that the hon. 
member for \Vide Bay had called "::VIr. Grimes," 
instead of w:vrr. An near," ani! the Acting Chair
man put clause 28 quickly and went on to clause 
2D. At the >nme time the leader of the Oppo
sition was busy talking to the Premier. 

The PRE::\IIER eaid that he wns talking to 
thP. leader of the OJJposition at the time the 
clanee was put through, so that he was perhaps 
to bbme for the leader of the Opposition not 
having risen. N0 one deoired to take advantage 
of the mistakP, and it was quite regular for the 
Acting Chairman to put the clause again, with 
the consent of the Committee. 

Mr. BnOWNE 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, bnt 
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 distinctly unfair after the rail way was 
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resumed to leave the wharfag-e and storage accom
modation in the hands of the comrJany. Accord
ing to the correspondence, what the company 
asked for in 1800 was the right tu retain the 
wharfage and storage accommodation for the 
same term as the term they were to rehin the 
whole railway; anc!, strange to say, the Govern
ment gave the company more thati theY ask er! 
for. Clause 30 of the Bill of last year provirled 
for the purchase, at any time after corn pletion, 
of the line from Port Korman tn Normanton; 
and for the purchase, at the end of fifty years, 
of the railway or so much of the raiiway as 
remained unpurchased ; but it said nothing 
about wharfag-e, although the correspondence 
showed that in drafting the Bill it was the 
intention of the Government tc• resume the 
wharf:J.ge and storage nccommodation at or 
near the towmhip of Karurnhc, at the same 
time as they purchased the railway from Port 
:i>Jorman to Norrnanton. C"nsidering the 
demand there was for r"ilways in the Southern 
part of the colony, it. would probably be many 
yAars before the railway from Port Xorman to 
Normanton was resumed. If a propoi<al w•s 
m•<le in Parliament to give from £120,000, 
£130,000, or £150,000 for that rail way, there 
would be lots of members who would consider 
th"t the money would be better employed in 
building railways in their districts. But when
Bver the rail wav was repurchased by the Govern
ment, he considered that they ought to resume 
the wharfage alJd storage accommodation at the 
same time. He moved the jnsertion on line 41, 
after the word " rail way," of the words 
''wharves and wharfag-e accon1n1odation." 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
The hon. mem bAr must admit that there was not 
the same neces;ity fnr the amendment that there 
was some time ngo, seeing that the company had 
been restricted tu 800 feet. He understood from 
the Premier and the hon. m em berfor Carpentaria, 
who knew 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 light above high-water mark. If 
they found it necessary to resume they had 

the power under the Public ·works 
[12 p.m.] Lanrls Resumptiou Act, and, in 

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

JHr. BRO\\'NE : Have you not power to resume 
the railway in thP same w"y? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Yes, but then compensation woulrl have to be 
paid for the goodwill; bur. there was no good
will connected with the wharf because the com
pany had no right to the foreshore. He trusted 
the hon. member wculd accept his el\planation 
and withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BRO\VNE did not see the matter in the 
same light a' 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 tn it, and the company 
would have the same rights as other individuak 
Indeed it was well nnder~tood 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-

ment should have power to resume the wharf at 
the same tin1e as the railway, and it would be an 
anomaly after the line was taken over to have a 
Government line running to a private wharf. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: \Ye can build 
another wharf. 

:'llr. BRO\VNE: It would be many years 
before the Government would be game to pnt 
money on the :Estimates for that purpose. 
Indeed, the answer of Southern n1emher-, would 
be, "They have a good wharf there >tlnady, and 
it is waste of monev to build another." In fact, 
every privilege granted to tbe company made it 
morally certain that very little Government 
money would be spent in the Gnlf for many 
years. If the Bill pas-ed iu its present form, 
and the wharfage was given over in fee-Bimple, 
there was absolutely no chance of Govemment 
aHsistance being given at the mouth of the 
K orman for an indefinite period. 

Qnestion-That the words proposPd to be 
inserted be so inserted-put; and the Committee 
dividei :-

AYE~, 19. 

}fr. Airey 
Barber 
Bowman 
Browne 
Rllrl'OWS 
Dihle)~ 

Dunsford 
.. }'itzgerald 
- Givens 
, \Y. Hamilton 

}lr. IIardacre 
, .Taekson 

Kerr 
Lesina 
:\IHxwell 
}!cllonnell 
)Inlcahy 
Ryland 

,, Turley 

Teller8: :\lr. 'fnrley and :Jlr. Barher. 

XOES, 29. 
::ur. Armstrong 

Barnes 
Hartholomew 
Bell 

, !~ridges 
Callan 

, ramphc\l 
CowleY 

, T JJ. Cribb 
, Dalryn pie 

Forsyth 
" Fox 

roxton 
J. Hamilton 

., lianran 

:Jir. Kent 
Lt·ahv 

, .Jlaf~artuey 
}Iack.into~h 
:Jic:Jiaster 
X(·well 
O'Connell 
PL'tric 
P!Jilp 
Hntledge 
~te}Jhen~ 
Stodart 
story 
Tooth 

Telle1·s: ~Ir. Armstrong and ~Ir. Step hens. 

p_\IR~. 

Ayes-:\lr. Plnnkett, :J.Ir. Fogarty, and :\Tr. Jcnkinson~ 
Xoes-.J.Ir. Lord, :..\Ir. Katf.:S, and Mr . .Fone~t. 

Hesolved in the negative. 
J\[r, BRO\V~E : He had enother amendment, 

which harl been printed and circulated. It was 
on line 2, to omit the word "fifty," with a view 
to inserting "twenty-five." ::'\ot only himself, 
but several hon. gentlemen on the oppo"ite side, 
had spoken very strongly about handing over 
these t"re«t powers to the company for fifty years. 
They were giving the con1pany these rights for a 
period equ'l to the present lifetime of t/ueens
land, for it was not more than fifty years 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 oppo,.ition to that, he had reduced his 
proposal to what the collective wisdom of Great 
Britain fifty-five years ago dec1ded was long 
enough a tenure to give any private railway 
company in Great Britain. Xotwithstanding 
the tremendous amount of money that they had 
to spend on their rail ways, the restrictions they 
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bad to work under, and the responsibilities which 
they had to undertake, no British railway cmn
pany was allowed a longer tenure than twenty
ti ve years: Another thing which was very unhr
tunate w1th regard to this Bill was that it was 
so much more liberal than the people themselvf·~ 
aske:l. According to the correspondence which 
had been laid on the table, the company only 
asked for thirty years. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAJL\VAYS: 1\ot this 
company. 

Mr. BRO\VNE: The company was pmcti
<' 1.lly the same, or uractically the s~tme men were 
in it. There was a letter in the crll're,pondence 
from a gentleman named Harrower wbo stated 
with regard to tbe gentleman who' was such a 
favonri~e with the other side last year-that was 
Jlvfr. \Vrthers-that he tru•ted J\Ir. \Vithers, and 
'':a' prepa.red to follow Mr. 'Withers and give 
hrm all h1s 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 UAJL\VAY3: 'Who is it 
addressed to? 

Mr. BRO\VNE: Either to the Minister for 
Railways or the Commissioner. 

The SEcm;TARY l<'OR RAILWAYS: I get scores 
of these thing-s, and I chuck them a~ide. 

l\fr. BROWNE : This letter had not been 
chucked aside; it was in the official corre
spondence. 

Th8 SECRETARY YOR RAIL>VAYb: I mean I 
chuck them a'i:!e, so far as comidering them. 

::\Ir. BROWXE: He did not wish to protract 
the debate by going into these thing,;, \Vhy 
·could not they be honest? Did not they know 
it was the mme company? Did not the ·British 
Australasian, containing the company•s own 
circular and the correspondence, show that it 
was the 'a me company? Let the hon. gentle
>nan, now he had introduced the matter, tell 
them how many of the gentlemen '' ho were 
named in the correspondence were not in the 
company at the present time? 

The SECRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: I really do 
not know who is in the company. 

::\Ir. BROWXE: The hon. gentleman said 
that he did not know who wue in the com
pany, after saying it was not the same company. 

'l'he SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I have the 
.:v;surance of :Flower and Hart, a mo't respectable 
firm of solicitors, that it is not the same com
pany. 

:\fr. BROWXE : HP noticed that one name 
was that of Sir R. G. \V. Herbert, of London. 
That gentleman was one of the old company. 
Then they had Peter Coates and Archibatd 
Coates, owners of selections in the Leichhardt. 
\V er<> not they members of this comp<tny? \V as 
not \V. K. D'Arcy, a member of this company? 

The SECRETARY FOR IL'-ILWAY'': I have not 
the names before me. 

Mr. G!VENS: The same snake under a new 
skin. 

Mr. BRO\VJ\E : The hnn. gentleman hid the 
·correspondence on the table and it had been 
officially through his hands. ' It lay on the table 
for a few minutes, and he and other hon. mem
bers looked throngh it, and after the Minister 
had perus~d i~, he coolly challenged him (Mr. 
Browne) :VIth maccuracy, and yet he arlmitted 
that he drd not know the names of the men in 
this company. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I can't carry 
all their names in my head. 

Mr. BROWNE: It was stated in the corres
pondence that this was practically the same 
~ompany under another name. He admitted 
that in one place so:ne of them said that they 
had no connectron w1th a certain gentleman. In 
the correspondence there was a long letter from 
Mr. P. Harrower, who was a big mercantile man 

in the old country, stating that he placed im
plicit confidence in .Mr. \Vithers, and he was 
pr•'uarei to support that gentleman. 

The PRE>llER : That was iast year. 
Mr. BRO\VNE: That appeared in the corres

pondence. He had no wish to keep up this 
discussion, but he only wished to refer to what 
!VIr. Harrower, who was evidently a big gun, 
said. 

The PREMIER : Last year he s:tid he would 
not be a promoter of this company. He said 
that after considering the mr<tter he could not 
see his way clear to become one of the promoters 
of this C'lll!pany. That was in .July, 1000. 

:\Ir. BRO\VJ\E said he was in the company 
this year. This letter of .:\Ir. Harrower's was 
dated 20e,h October, 180S, from 134 Bath street, 
and 13(i Cowcadden's street, Glasgow. It read-

Dear Sir,-I wired you on the 18th and Hlth. ar:: per 
copies. enclosed, which I trust you received correctly 
anct under1'tood. These wire" \vere sent in order to 
satisfy yon that the copper syndicate whieh I represent 
is working in harmony 'nth Mr. 1Vither~. it having been 
the iluentton of our syndicate to amalgamale with tbe 
railwa~r syndicate after the concessiOn was obtained. 
1;re ha, ye vm1· representative men in our 8_vndicate who 
no doubt would influence the floating of the railway. 
I mig:ht mention a few, such as Sir John Cuthbertson, 
Ar('hib:lld roates. Esq., and Peter Coat£"~'. }:s(l., both of 
Paisley; :\Ir. Aikman, manager of the Commercial 
Bank, Edinburgh; and abont a dozen others equally 
resvonsible a.nd representative men. I shall be glad to 
learn that }ir. 1Yither~ has been suc~'C"sfnl in seeuring 
the rai.lwa~' concessions, and thar.king you in anticipa
tion for assi:;ting him in doing so, etc. 

Then there was thi" cable by :\Ir. Harwwer-
Can testify that 0\\'nets of Cloncurrv and .Leichhardt 

mines intend combining their properties. with -withers' 
Xormanton-Cloncnrry railway s.f'heme and tinH.ncially 
supporting :o;ame Coates London brokers agreeable 
bring out eompany. 
This was serrt to the J'>linister for Railway8, 
Brisbane. Then there appeared in the corres
pondence this-

~Iinister fot· Raihvays, Rri~baue : Ylsterday's cable 
ser1t h.\· Harrmver member Au~tralian Copper :Syndicate. 
-18-10-98. 

LatPr on, Mr. Harrower said that he regretted 
sending the first letter, seeing that Mr. \Vithers 
h>d made certain indiscretions, hut the 
matter was not realty 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 s.alectinns on thP Leichhardt 
and Clol,cnrry. no'v o\\'ned b.v :\Ies~r~. Coates, of Paisley. 
and their friends will be incorporated with the railway 
aud land, etc. 

Here was the proposal-
The company to con.;;t.ruct a railwaY, with :t ::l-foot 

6 gauge from the mouth of the Xonnc-m River to 
:\formanton. The Government to have the right of 
re~mming the f'aid line at au~T time after comvletion by 
va,ying tlle company the cost of constnwtion. The 
company to ha Ye the rnnning- powers oYer the said line 
upon payment of proportionate cost rJf maintenance or 
an annual rental. The eompany to (•onstruet a li11e 
with a gauge of :~ feet 6 incheg from Cloncurry to 
junction with the aforesaid line. The company to have 
the )lower to resume the said line after n periocl of 
thirty years on payrnent of the Uondjirle cost or on 
valuation. 
That was the company's offer, and he thought 
they would be very generou' if they acceded to 
that offer. The company 'aid-

Bro1\en IIiU is a striking instance of this in conner
t.ion with minerals only. "\Vi thin a eomparatively few 
yea1·s 20.000 people haVe settled in that neighbourhood. 
'l1here is no reason 'vhatever why the present scheme 
shonld not in time outrival Broken Hill, as the agri
cultural and pastoral advantages of Queensland far and 
away exceed tho~e of Broken Hill district. 

He thought the amendment he had moved was a 
very reasonable one, for fifty years in 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 year on a similar clause 
i11 the other measures providing for the construc
tion of railways by private enterprise, and the 
Committee in every instance imisted upon re
taining the term of fifty years. The objection 
then nrged was that the time would extend o\ er 
a couple of generations, and that during that 
period the companv might he abeolutely plunder
ing the colony. He bad 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 dhcuss the ques
tion at 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. 

:llr. GIYEXH: Didn't they offer last year to 
make the term thirty years? 

TheSECI{ETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Ko, 
the hon. memuer W~ts entirely wrong ; that was 
four years ago. However, he had secured the 
hest 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 
p;:tpers the company stated distinc:Jy that they 
were prepared to go on the basis of t be Bill of 
last year, that was giving the Government the 
right of purchase at the expiration of fifty year>. 

1\Ir. HcHWACRE: They did not 'ay they would 
not make the term less; they did not refuse to 
reduce the term. 

The SEGI{ETARY FOR RAILW~\YS: 
They did refuse to rednce 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 either verbally or by telephone 
tbat the company refmed t-o reduce the time. If 
he could have reduced the time he would have 
done so, but the company would not agree to 
anv reOuction. 

Mr. LESI:.\"A: The hon. gentleman stated on 
the second reading of the Bill that he had cameo 
a cablegram to be sent to London asking the 
company to reduce the time below fifty years. 
There was no copy of that cablegram· in the 
correspondence which had been lair! on the table 
of the House. 

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

Mr. LESIXA: If the hon. gentleman, acting 
on behalf of the Government, had that cable sent 
tn the company through the orlice of 1-'lower 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 tbe negotiations 
C<trried on by the :Minister with the company. 
The hon. gentleman said he had tried his level 
best to get a reduction of the terms of fifty 
years, ancl that he got a cahle sent to London 
asking the company to make a reduction in the 
time. But that cable was not in the possession 
of hnn. members. 

11r. BROW!>E : The cable is in the papers; 
:Flower and Hart state that they received a cable 
from home. 

Mr. LESI:.\"A: They wantr,d to know what 
was in the cable sent home in order that they 
might see if the YJ:inister did his level best to 
secure a reduction of the time. They knew that 

previously the company were willing to make the 
time tbi rty years, and it was possible that they 
might even accept twenty-five years as proposect 
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 
facto, he might he concealing something, or he 
might not have the information in his possession. 
r nder 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 princi)Jles of the Bill, 
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 c•>mpany w..ts prepared to 
accept a thirty year•' lease, and they now 
wanted fifty years, it was a good thing that 
another '\Vithers had not cropped up, otherwise 
the Secretary for Railways might introduce a 
Bill next year proposing to give them a lease 
for seventy-five years, and if another \Vithers 
should crop up next year, l1e might come down 
the following year with a proposal to gi va them 
lOO 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 hio tracks very artfully, and 
did all the busines-l by interview. There was 
very little corre,pondence, and none of it was of 
a compromising character. There was much 
left unscticl that he would like to see in print, but 
unfortunately it was not there. 

The PREi\IIER thought that this letter would 
satisfy any reasonable man-

1:fr:ssn.s. :FLOWElt AXD HART to Tng liO:'\OURABLE THE 

::.\lr~ t:ST.ER :FOR RAlL\L\YS. 

Adelaide street, 
Brisbane, 6th ~\ugust, 1901. 

SI a,-Referring to our recent inten·iew with you, '"e 
cabled to onr L01Hlon priucip .Is for instructions to 
authorise us to fl :;ree to a retlnction of the period 
of fifty years within which the Government may 
purchase the line. \Ye are in rec.::ipt of a reply 
reading- as follows:-'' Snccess cannot be depended 
upon unle"'s period same as Chillagoe ., As the 
periOd insarted in the similar clamw (321 of the
::\Iareeha to Chillagoe Itailway Act of 1'397 is fifty yean;, 
we do not see how we c-·m consent to anY reduction in 
time. We pre'lume that onr clients con~-1der that they 
would be unable to raise the necessary c·tpital if the 
period were reduced. 

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

\.Ye have the honour to point out that we have 
deleted the .unendment of clause 3 which "\Vas inserted 
in the previous draft we sent you. \fe trust that you 
·will make no objection to the alteration. 

Of ccmrse the Minister could not communicate 
direct with th'"'e people. \V hen Sir Hugh :i'\ elson 
was interviewed in London four years ago, thirty 
years was thought to be ample, but, seeing-that the 
Chillagoe peo[Jle ~ot fifty years, they might have 
thought they were entitled to the same term. 
The Cbillagoe Company had some trouble in 
getting money in London as it w:J.s. The 
Coate,'s were rApnted to be very wealthy, and 
it was people with money that were wanted in 
Queensland just now. In another letter it was 
stated-

\IVc understand that thr company has been floR.ted 
with a nominal capital of £50,000. As this may excitr~ 
comment as being very small, we won1d point out that the 
company has, however, reserved full power to incrPase 
its capital by resolution. It is manifPst that it would 
have been 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 compan v would amount to, 
nearly £4,500 in EnglandJ and oC7,750 in this State. 
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For your information we might mention that we are 
instrncted that subscribers to the memorandum and 
articles of association are Messrs. Archibald Coates and 
Peter Coates, of J. and P. Coatcs, Ltd., Paisley; Sir J. 
X. Cnthbertson and :\fr. Peter Harrower, of Glasgow; 
and .vlessrs. R. L. Alston, 11". D. Gillies, an<l John Con
brough, directors of the Xew Olon<:;urry Copper Com
pany, Ltd., and the Hon. John Ferguson, of Rockhamp
ton, and that the brokers of the company are Messrs. 
C'Jates, Son, and Co. 

Certainly :\fr. Ferguson had not been a member 
of the syndicate last year. He thouo-ht that thev 
were dealing with bonclfide men, who had money 
of their own to lose or make. Takin" it ail 
round, it was certainly the most powerful syndi
cate, so far as he knew, that had offered to come 
to Qtleensland. 

Mr. BROWNE: \Ve were told the same with 
regard to the Glassford Creek syndicate last 
session. :\Ir. :Ferguson was a m em her of that, 
too. 

The PRE:\IIER: \Vel!, l.\fr. Fer"'uson could 
build that line himself. He was so~ry that he 
had not, becau"e until the line was built, the 
copper deposits at Glassford Creek could not be 
worked a'. a profit. 

Mr. GIVE::\S agreed with th" Premier that 
this was the most powerful syndicate that had 
yet offered to come to Queensland. It was so 
powerful that it appectred to have hypnotised the 
Government, and onduced them to accede to any 
tenns they cho9e to dictate. The Premier's 
statement that the company would not under
take to build the line unless they had fifty ye1.rs, 
as it would not be sufficiently remunerative, was 
directly contradictory of some of the statements 
which had been put forward in support of the 
Bill. The Goverument had told them that the 
company wanted the Bill in order th:1t they 
might develop their freeholds at Cloncurry, and 
now they were told that their principal object 
\Vas to get a long conce~sion, so that they might 
make the line very remunerative. 

The PmmiER : I did not say so. 
1\Ir. G IVE:'\S : 'l'hat w11s the gist of what the 

Premier had read. The term was the most 
important point in the Bill. The objection of 
hon. rllunben to the Bill would be gre>:~tly 
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 
concession was to be given to the syndicate. 
The length of time for which this concession was 
to be given was longer than (~neensland had been 
in existence as a separate 8tate. 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 X ew 8outh \Vales had fifty years ago given a 
syndicate tbe right to construct a private railway 
fronl Brisbane to Roma, with the right to retain 
the ra1l way for fifty years, Brisbane would now be 
at the beck and call of the syndicate instead of 
being a free city. 

The PRimiER: It might have had double the 
population. 

J\fr. 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. }'ifty years ago there was not 
an individual in either Rockhampton or Towns
vi!le. 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 PRE~IIER : Y on are makino- a second 
reacting speech. 

0 

Mr. GIVEXS: He was pointing out facts to 
show why the clause should not appear in its pre
sent form. During the next twenty or thirty yea1s 
the line might act disastrously on the affairs of 
the colony by competing unduly with the State 
railways from Rockbampton and Townsville. 
In ord.er to carry on the1r freezing works success
fully the company must have a direct line of 
steamers 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 conce•sion 
for so long a period, they were prepared to vote 
for it, because they said the company would not 
build the rail way if the peri'lrl were reduced. 
If the company had a right to dictate to that 
Committee, and say they wonld not build the 
railway unless the Comwittee accepted the com
pany's terms, the Committee had an equal right 
to say that the company should not build the 
railway at all un]e,s they accepted the terms 
imposed by the Committee. He believed they 
would be quite prepared to bnild the line, even 
if the term were reduced to twenty-five years. 

Mr. MULCAHY wonld not like to give a 
silent vote on that question. He hardly thought 

that the Government could realise 
[1 a. m.] the great concession they were 

giving away. Over and over again 
members had pointed to the great sLrides the 
colony had made in fifty years. For a number 
of years they had been fighting a great battle 
against long· oddB. \Vhite men had been com
pelled to work alongside of black men, but now 
that the federal Premier was about to abolish the 
blackfellow there would be a great boom in 
Queen,land, and n great rnsh of yopnlation. It 
had been '"dmitted tl1at 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 
su~h concessions for longer than twenty~five 
years, and he could not understand bo1w any 
sane Go.-ernment wonld allow anv company to 
cl ictate such absurd terms, especially as last year 
they werA prepared to accept a thirty years' 
term. The company contended that they could 
not ensnre the success nf the undertaking unless 
they had a fifty years' term. It was a wonder to 
him that they had not named lOO or 1;)0 years, 
in which case be 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 offeree!. 

'I'he SECRETARY FOR RAIL\YAYS: You know 
better; yon are talking to the gallery. 

Mr. l\lULCAHY: The hon. gentleman knew 
very well that he was giving away concessions, 
which, a> a private individual, he would no more 
think of giving away than he would think of 
jumping off the balcony. He bad been sent 
there to oppose such barg-ains, 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 
Gym pie were almost to a man against the system 
of private rail way 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·fi ve years he hoped 
they would get thirty, though for his own part 
he much preferred fifteen, but they hacl to be 
thankful for small mercies. He noticed that the 
Secretary for Railways himself practically 
admitted th,t the tJorm was altogether too long. 

The SECRF.TARY J;'OR RAILWAYS: I did not. 
:Mr. AIREY : The hon. gentleman said he 

endeavoured to have it reduced. 
The SEOJmTARY FOH RAIL\YAYS: I said that 

personally I did not think it wa,; too long. 
Mr. AIREY: Then why did the hon. gentle

try to reduce it? 
The SECHETARY FOil RAILWAYS: Out of 

respect to your side. 
l\Ir. AIREY: He was pleased to have that 

admission. Evidently as titlle went on 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 ba<l 
for a term of twenty-five years, then for a term 
of fifty years the evil was intensified. It had 
been pointed out again and again what an 
Bnormous period in the lifetime of this colony 
fifty years was. Fifty yParR ago there wa• prac
tically no colony of ~;\neensland, and there was 
verv little settlement in Australia. He would 
suggest to the Minister that he should modify 
this Bill, .and reduce the term of its operatic>n. 
If he de"red to modify any injurious effect it 
would have, anil 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 
numbPr 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 so altP,red that the conditions 
which now might make the introduction of a 
private syndicate railway desirable, w0uld no 
longer exist. The experience of Melbourne with 
its ch~rtered tramway company, which was able 
to resiSt all attempts to make it extend its lines, 
and otherwise conform to the desires of the 
people, wouid 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 dierl, but this company would remain a 
fetter on the people of one part of the colony for 
fifty years. 'l'he :\Iinister had made many con
ces~ions to 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 comp:>ny. To seek to bind 
the country for fifty years was absolutely absurd. 

Mr. BURRO\YS: He had been trying tn 
fathom the reasons which were operating with 
the Minister to indnce him to refuse to accept 
this amendment, but he had been unable to do 
so. It. appeared to him that the term fifty vears 
was preposterons and absurd. Even i11 Eng
land-which was an old and settled counh·y
the longest term that thev were allowPd, as had 
been stated, was twenty-ti ve 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 syndic~te, and the interests 
Df the public apparently were not considered at 
all. The company themselves said they were 
prepared to accept a term of thirty years. There 
was no proof that the company would not accept 
a term of thirty years. Last year, when the 
matter wa;; before the House, a certain gentleman 
who wa.s acting as agent for the company was 

so indiscreet as to write certain letters, a nO. one 
of thuse letters being produced, the Bill was 
withdrawn. It w.;s quite clear that the agent of 
the con1pany was preventing anything of the 
kind occurring this time, for he appeared tn have 
written nothing at all, and all the negotiations 
had heen condncted verbally. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: All mine. 
JUr. BURRO\VS : And certain communica

tions had not reached this Chamber. 
The SECRF.TARY FOil RAILWAYS: Yes. Every 

one. 
Mr. BURROWS: There wa• no d0ubt a 

cable was sent and a cable was received in rerly, 
but hon. members did not know the contents llf 
both those ea bles. How did they know 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 syndic>tte was insrttiable-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 ratio during the 
next tifty years, what sort of an asset would this 
concession be to the company? \Vhy, it would 
be e'lual to a Mount M organ or something better. 
\Vhat we1·e Charters Towers, Raven"vood, and 
Gympie thirty years ago, and what was the out
put of the colony fifty years ago, and what was 
it now? He diu not think hon. members opposite 
fullv grasped what the concession amounted to. 
Sufficient importance was not attached to the 
matter, and he maintained that no valid argu
ments 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. LESI:t\ A also entered his protest against 
the company being granted these concessions for 
fifty years. There was no doubt that a cable 
harl been sent home at the instigation of the 
Minister in charge of the Bill, suggesting that 
the term should he reduced; but the company 
said "No." If their terms were altered they 
would withdraw the £10,00(\ from the bank aud 
not one inch of railwav would be constructed. 
The whole scheme would fall to the gruund, and 
the time that had been spent in di&cussing this 
Bill on the second reading and in committee 
would be so much time and money wasted. 
Under the circurn~tances, was it not \Vi se 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 
syndic"te companies, but at present they had 
only £50,000 at their command, and tbat sum 
would not build the line. In half-a-century 
from that time hon. member,; would be food for 
worms, and their children would Le grey
headed. Fancy giving away such maf!nificent 
concessions for such a long }JP:riod ! T\venty
five years was a reasonable period, and 
ought to be adopted by the Government, 

especially as they had no evidence 
[1'30 a. m.] that the company would not agree 
· to that reduction in the timA. 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 ~felbourne Tramway Com1Jany, 
it was twenty-one years. If wealthy corpora
tions had been willing on >< 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 
Oomvany haYe twenty-five years. 
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Mr. L ESI::\ A: Ancl that company had spent 
.1 large amount of money on thPir tramways. It 
·,truck him that it wa< nothing but the generosity 
of the Goverument which had induced this com
pany to <tick t.n fifty years, if they did stick to 
that period. Even the hon. member for Forti
tude Vailey quoted approvingly the fact that the 
~risbane Tramwny Company ·had only twenty
-five years. 

Mr. Mo\IAST!lR: That is in a settled district. 
1\Ir. LESI:\' A: The Brisbane Tramway Com

pany got no n1ineral leases, or land grants, or 
other valuable conces"ions. 

Mr. Me MASTER: ThH have got what is much 
better; they have got the population to give 
them tr.;ffic. 

:VIr. LESINA: This Oloncurrv company had 
1arge Inineral conce..::;sion~, and. land grants for 
smelting and freezing works, ami for wharfage 
accommodation, and yet it was prop•1sed tbat the 
Government should not have the right tn pur
chase the rail way before the E·xpiration of fifty 
years. The fact that the Minister would not 
accept the amendment Rhowed that he was com
pletely in the hands of the comp•ny. It was 
pitiable to see the hon. gentleman struggling 
feebly in the hando of this huge ~ompany like 
some unfortunate victim in the embrace of a 
python, and he would ask the hon. gentleman to 
·exercise some of the square· jawed independence 
of which he was possessed, and acce[Jt the pro
posed reduction of the term to twenty-five vears. 
They had no right to hand over unborn genera
tions to the dominance of this company for fifty 
years, and he strongly protested against the pro
posaL 

Mr. J ACKSO:N : This amendment was the 
most important amendment which had beeu pro
posed in connec· ion with the Bill. He thought 
that even twenty-five years was too long, and 
was nther astoni,-lwd that the leader of the 
·Opposition had not prop.,sed the omission of 
the words "after the expimtion of fifty years " 
-sn n~ to give the Government power to 'pl1rcha~e 
thR line at anv time. 

;.[r. BHOIVNE : The :\Iini;;ter stated that be 
would meet us half-way, and I thought he w;mld 
-do RO, 

Mr . • T ACKSOX : He believed that the Minis
ter would accept the amendment if the company 
won] i >lgree to it, anrl that as r.he company 
would noc "gree to twen•.v-five years, he did not 
wish to wreck the Bill. Hnwev-r, hon. members 
on that side did not lnnk at it from that point of 
view. 'fhR leader of the Opposition wanted to 
make the Bill as rPasonable as possible, as it was 
~vid.ent that it \Vas going through. He was 
mclmed to take up a similar position to that 
taken last year hy JV[r. Glassey, who declared 
that he would not support any proposal to give 
a syndic,tte the right b !:mild a railway, unless 
the StaLe re"erved thR right to purchase the line 
at any time it pleased. 'fhey ought to remember 
-that syndicates said that they only wanted to 
build the railways bec~me the Government 
would not make them, and it f,Jllowed 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 1 he amendment, although he believed that 
the leader of the Opposition wns, if anythin", too 
moderate in proposing to grant the cnmv.:'ny a 
~oncE-sswn for twenty-five years, which was 
pmctically a generation. If hf' thought that the 
Minister conld be got to accept the amendment, 
he would advise the party to go on talking, but, 
as there was no c11ance of that, he thought they 
should go to a division. They had done their 
duty in making a protest, and they could follow 
up that protest by voting for the amendment. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: That was one of the 
prices they had to pay for the railway. He 

supposed that, if they could sell the vnlue of the 
conce:,,ion on the London money market, they 
wonld get ten timec; as much as it would cost to 
build the railway. 

The ACTil'\G CHAIR::\IAN: I would remind 
the hon. member that the question before the 
Committee is the omission of the word "fifty" 
with the view of inserting the words "twtnty
five." 

Mr. HARD ACRE was quite awarP of that. 
He was speaking to that question. The con
cession was worth many tin1eH \V hat was going to 
be opent on the railway, and that wao a reason 
for objecting to the proposal. It would be far 
better not to ha Ye the railwav at all than pay 
such a price for it. The New South \Vales 
Government had found out what a tremendnus 
mistake had been made fifty years ago in giving 
the A. A. Company the right to certain lands 
provided they did certHin things. So far as he 
knt'W there was no other ]'ri vate rH il way in 
Australia that h"d got a concession of fifty years, 
and he entered his strongest protest against the 
Government paying such a price for the line. 
'l'he success of the late loan showed them that 
thPy coulrl easily have borrowed the money and 
built the lin<> themselves. 

::\Ir. McDOXNELL (Fotlittrdc Vul/rit) entered 
his protest against the clause. All that had been 
said against the proposal to give the concession for 
fifty years was quite justified. He remembered 
the time when his colleague had heen 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. members in tbeir O!Jf·OSi
tion to this concession, it was the benctit that 
had accrued to the Bri;bane Tnmway Company 
at the expense of the people of Brisbane. It was 
true that the company provided a good service; at 
the same time they rr.de roughsh,.d ovPr every
thing in the shape of traffic in the city 
and suburbs. The company proposing to con
struct this railwoy were getting more con
ces,ions than the Brisbane Tramway Company, 
and eventually there wonld he big towns 
in the Gulf country completely at their mercy. 
The Brisbane people to-clay bitterly regret 1Dd 
the concesshns granted t" the Tramway Com
pany; and the people of the Gulf would in time 
bitterly regret the concessions being granted by the 
Government to this company. It was lanJent
able that the Government had not shown a little 
more backbone in dealing with the eompany, 
and that they had not insisted on the term 
being rednced to twenty.five years. The Bris
bane Tramway Company h"d so extended their 
tram service that the only place left for an 
electric tramway under Government supervision 
was from Toowong tn J\orth Quay; and be 
believed the people of Toowong had decided 
-blindly in his opinion-to abandon that right, 
and actually pay the syndieate for running their 
trams from Toowong into Brh,bane. And the 
revenue from the suburban railway traffic, so 
far as passengers were concerned, was rapidly 
declining, simply th10ngh the competition of 
the electric tram~. Ko measure bad been 
brought before Parliament for many years 

that was of such vital importance 
[2 a. rn.] 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 
yearo, but the Government apparently W8'"e not 
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prepared to yield a single inch. They simply 
accepteLl 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 be believed that, apart from party 
politics altogether, the vast majc•rity of the 
people were entirely opposed to such a pro
vision. Last year, when the question was dis
cussed, an article appeared in the BrisiJane 
Courier advocating a reduction of the term, and 
pointing out that other concessions should be 
curtailed. Even the Cow·ier, 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 circum,tances could be 
justified, and winch must do lasting injury to 
Queensland. 

Mr. DIBLEY ( Woollvon~Jabba) had gre"t 
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 first 
railway constructed in Australia was turned, 
and no man at that time could have esti
mated the enormous progre"s that has taken 
place. In the same way no man could estimate 
the tremendous strides that were likely to be 
macle in the Cloncurry district during the course 
of fifty year'. The concession was s•J great that 
he did not like Yoting even for a twenty-five year 
period, and if that was granted the railway 
:should beeome the property of tbe State at the 
end of the term. He remembered the Pyrmont 
Bridge Company of Kew South \Vales recen-ing 
their conces:sion for the builrling of a bridge which 
was to becmnethe property of the State at the end 
of twenty-five years. There was something in a bar
gain of that ~ortwhich was a benefit not only to the 
company but to the colony of X ew South \Vales. 
He also had "'me recollecti\ln of certain grants 
of land made in the city uf Sydney to a gentle
man narned Cooper, for constructing a ruad fron1 
George street to South Head. At that time the 
land was of little value, but it h"d been leased 
for r,inety-nine years, and the Cooper family, 
who resided in England, were receiving a revenue 
from it of sonPthing like £100,000 a year. 
There was no doubt that by the time the leases 
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. X o man could conceive what would 
happen in fifty years, and yet they were giving 
this company the rights to this railway for fifty 
years. He would reluctantly vote for twenty
five year,,, and he hoped the Committee would 
see their way to vote tor that lesser term. 

Mr. BROW.:\E: He did not wish to prolong 
the debate, but he wanted to say one or two 
words of final protest. He reckoned that this 
Wa4 the most important part of the Bill. He 
thought the hon. gentlemen on the other Ride did 
not recognise what they were doing at the presBnt 
time. This was not an ordinary Bill, because no 
subser:tuent 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 npjJressed hy the com
pany, this contract w.mld not end for fifty years. 
The Minister for Railways in speakin;; on pre
vious Bills h>td 'aid that the term was too 
lengthy, yet he came there, and professing to be 
a strong :\Iini;ter, 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 

of solicitors in Brisbane-re~eived instructions 
from his lords and masters in London. And 
then they talked about responsible government ! 
They were told that the House was deteriorating. 
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 syndic~te in London, 
and for fifty years were handing over the whole 
of the interests of the best part of this colony to 
a syndicate ! \Vhat earthly right had the 
Government to d<> that. ? What would hon. 
members and people in Brisbane say if the first 
Parliament of Queensland, forty-six years ago, 
had bound them by souw hard-and-fast rule? 
Yet they had the audacity to bind for fifty years 
unborn genera.tion~, so that nnless there \Vere 
some violent outbreak, the sufferers would 
not he able to obtain relief. He and his sup
porters had doue their duty to the people of 
Queensland in pr .. testin>( against these con
cessions. He would compliment the Minister 
for Railwa.ys and his colleagues on having most 
loyally doue their duty to the syndicate that 
employed them. His party had fought for the 
people of Qneens'and and had done their best to 
protect their interests, but the Minister for 
Railways and his colleagues were deliberately sell
ing the rif'hts of the people of X orth Queensland. 

Mr. DU:::\SFORD : It was a great pity that 
the Government had not a little more faith in 
the futme of the colony. If they had, they 
would not bctnd over North Queen.land to the 
tender mercies of this syndicate for fifty years. 
Ko one could tell the progress which would be 
made in that period. He estimated that in less 
than fift.y years there would be a population in 
North Queensland, within the reach of this rail
way, of 5,000,000 peoJ,Je, and that at the ratio of 
increase since 18illl there would be at least a 
population of 13,GOO,OOO in the whde of Queens
land. That heingthe case, they shou1d look ahead. 
The Premier had said th3ot 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' pNmission to build it, The com
pany depended on the prnperties which they 
would get for their profits-they did not depend 
on their being public carriers for profits. 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 be no opposition to the Government 
having tluo 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 Governme'nt continued to run it, or 
the company itself. Tbey should not shackle the 
future population of Queensland by giving these 
concessions to the cotn]-Jany for fifty years. That 
would be most unreasonable, for the future 
generation would have had no voice in the 
matter. It was the bounden dnty of Parliament 
to give the company reasonable, and not un
reasonablP, concPssions. 

l\Ir. 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 su~h a contract. Hon. mem
bers on the other side who did not vote for the 
amendment would he heartily sorry afterwards. 
If the population of the colony increased in the
same ratio as it had been increasing the population, 
of (lueensland in fifty years would be 13,000,000. 
Still hon. members were a"ked 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 BritiRh Empire. A' 
intelligent men who believed in the possibilities 
of tbi• great State, bon. members on that side 
were only asking a fair thing in proposing that, 
instead of giving this country over to an ab,entee 
syndicate for fifty years, the Government should 
reserve to themselves the right to buy the railway 
for bard cash at tbe end of twenty.fi ve years; and 
he hoped that when they went to a division they 
would have a majority in favour of the amend. 
ment. 

l\lr. 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 knew the countrv, 
and that it ought not to be handed over to any 
syndicat~ in the way proposed in thi;; Bill. The 
A. A. Company in New South \Vales received 
the same conce•sions as were proposed to be 
granted to the Cloncurry Railway Company, 
and anyone who knew what had taken place in 
connection with the monopoly enjoyed by that 
comp'lny must know th~t the same thing would 
occnr in Q·C~eensland. The A. A. Company had 
not only the right to the coal beneath the 
eurface of their land, but also to th0 surface, 
and they had wharfage in Newcastle just the 
same aq was prt>posed to be given to the Cion
curry Company at Port Nornwn, the only differ· 
ence l1eing that wharfage site.s wer." n1ore 
limited at Port Xorman than at Xewcastle. 
He wondered whether the Government fully 
l'ealised what they were doing in handing over a 
large portion of the colony to a syndicate, in 
view of the progress that Qneensland had macJe 
evendmingtbe last twenty-five years. ]'\ odoubtin 
time the Commonwealth would take over the 
railways, as the :FAcleral Parliament had already 
seriously discuesed the construction of a rail w :>y 
through \Vestern Australia for the purpose of 
carrymg troops. In the event nf war taking 
place between China and Great Britain, and it 
was necessary to despatch troop.s from Aus
tralia, they could be most speedily despatched 
by sending them from a Gulf port, but this mil
way would be under the control of a syndicate. 
Although he had opposed fecleration, he was onlv 
"orry that federation had not been accomplished 
earlier, as it might have prev-ented the gr<m<ing 
of concessions to some of the private companies 
which had obtained them. The construction of 
this line 'muld practically place the whole of the 
people of a br;.;e district at the mercy of the 
company. The people of Hamilton, ne<.r 
~ewcastle, bad felt the effects of being in 
the power of the A. A. Company, and the 
same thing would re,ult from granting this 
concession. There were other ~xamples in i\ew 
South \Vales of the evils of allowing private per· 
sons to exploit wealth that should belong to the 
State. He had no doubt that there wotild be a 
majority against the amendment; hut he believed 
that some of those who would vote with the 
majority would yel; live to regret their votes, 
when they saw the evil effects of their action. 

Mr. BOWMAX (Warreuo) 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 f0r Rail ways was proof 
that the Government were in the hands of the 
syndicate, anrl could be SfJ.ueezed 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. \Vhen 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 

other side had some particular interest in this 
syndicate when they were so ready to grant them 
this concession of fifty years. Last year when 
it was shown that bribery was attempted--

The CHAIRJ\L~N: The hon. member must 
confine his remarks to the fJ.Uestion before the 
Committee. 

Mr. BO\YMAX: He was mentioning what 
had taken place last year as a reason why the 
concession of fifty years should not be given. 
The Secretary fur Hail way~, when introducing 
the Bill, said tbat Mr. 'Wither,; and }Ir. Daniels 
had nothing to do with this company. 

The CHAIRMAl\: Thn question with regard 
to 1\Ir. \Vithers and Mr. Daniel> does not come 
under this "mendment. 

Mr. BOWl\IAX: He was only pointing out 
that an attempt was made by one nf those gen· 
tlemen to bribe the other, and that wqs a reason 
why this concession should not be gnwted to a 
company capable of sending out an agent to 
bribe one they knew of, an,! many others, he 
believed, of whom they had no knowledge. 

'l'he CHAIRMAK: Order! 
}Ir. BOW1\1Al'l: He believed this concession 

was one of the worst things brought forward by 
the Government this session. It was banding 
over the people's rights under circurnstc,nces 
which would reflect discredit as long as the 
i1linistry and their supporters Wf-re in existence, 
and probably long afterw~trds. He wunld like to 
have the term reduced below twerrt:~'.fi ve years, 
but he would support the amendment. 

Mr. BARBER (Bundal,e;-u) believed it was his 
duty, on behalf of his constituents, to ent~r his 
protest again::;t ~nch a long tenn being given to 
the syndicate. One of the points brought forw-ard 
at his electiun was the question of syndicate rail
way", and he promised to do his best to oppose 
them. He was sure he had the electors of 
Bundaberg with him in protesting <1;;-ainst this 
infamnu' and iniCJ.uitous measure. He thou~ht 
twenty-five yea,rs was ample time to allow the 
company to take possession of the country to be 
o·ened by this railway; and in granting the longer 
terrn the Governrnent were simply handing over 
to the syndicate the interests, property, heritage, 
and birthright of the people of Queensland. Of 
cour"e it was quite in keepiug with the methods 
of legislation of the present Government. Pro
bably the electors would not be surprised to kn JW 

that the present continuous Government were 
anxious to push ahead private rail

La a. m.] ways, but it was a stand in;; 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 years to come rnany persons would want to
live in that part of the State, but with that vasu 
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. LESIX A asked whether the Secretary for 
Railways, after listening to the powerful argu
ments of hem. members on the Opposition side of 
the House, had not come to the conclusion that, 
after all, it would be better to reduce r.he term 
from fifty to twenty-five years? \Vas the hon. 
gentleman afraid to take the responsibility, and, 
if so, what was he afraid of? \Vould 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 the full benefit of the railway. On 
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the contrary, he believed they would be only 
too willing to receive such a magnificent conces
sion a" even that would be. If the North W<'S 

going to be thrown to the wolves it appeared to 
him that the sooner it obtained separation and 
governecl itself the better it would be instead of 
having thrust upon it legislation passed by 
Southern members, who viewed that great portion 
of the colony through the spect:wles of Qneen 
street-glorified commission agents ar:d retailers 
of rancid butter-who--

The CHAIRMAX: I call the hon. member to 
order for irrele,·ancy. 

Mr. LESI:t\A: It 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 Korth Queensland was 
h:ll1ded 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 hem. member 
for Bulimba would walk indignantly across the 
Chamber. '\Vhy then was the bon. member so 
callous when the interests of theN orth were con
cerned ? lt was because he viewed national 
matters obscured by the haze, the smoke, and 
the dust of (lueen street or George street. He 
saw nothing but the wretched little confines of 
thie city. He did not think that Korth 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. It was a pitiful thing to think that a 
matter involving ~mch far-reaching consequences 
should be Yiewed throngh Such narrow and pre
judiced opectacles. There was one thing, if 
nothing else, had been proved by this discus,ion, 
ancl that was that the party with which he was 
as"ociated had risen aboYe the mere provincial, 
parochial view of this matter. They had taken 
a national view of it; they had taken the higher 
view uf how it would affect the future population 
of Queensland. They had not considered it 
through the narrow prej udice5 of the man who 
sokl rancid butter in 13risbane--

The CHAIR;\IAN: 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 bil:l seat. 

Mr. LESIXA: He was endoavouring to show 
that the provosition to reduce tile term to 
twenty-nve years was an err:inently sound and 
reasonable one, and that hon. members <>pposite 
would be seeking to promote the best interests 
of the State if they supported the Opposition in 
that mc•tter. It had been asked what was fifty 
yearo; what did it matter; it was only a couple 
of lifetimes ; thP rail way would be run in the 
interests of the public, and certain benefits must 
result. He would point out that in one part of 
the Bill it was provided that the company 
might sell this railway at any time after its 
cmnpletion to the State. There was no doubt 
that if it was a failure the agents of the con:pany 
would endeavour to get the Gov~rnment 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 ~iinister would prevail, and 
that, casting prejudices a'ide, he would accept 
the amendment of the leader of the Opposition. 

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

was fully convinced that the MiniHter for Rail
ways 'va.s more concerned about the interests of 
this syndicate than about the interests of the 
people of the State. Fifty years waH a longer 
tJeriod than the whole period "hich Queensland 
had occupied as a separate colony. There was 
still a strong agitation going on in K orth 
Queensland for separation, •wd if they got that 
separation how would this proposal aifec; the 
people there ? 

The CHAIR:ifAK: Order! The hon. mem
ber is making a sectmd-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. 

l\fr. GIVE:t'\S 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 CHAIRMAN: I ha,ve 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 resun1e his seat. 

Mr. G IVEXS : He was only trying to show 
what the result would be if this amendment was 
not accepted. If the amendment was not c<tr
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
ce,;sion, and those people should not be subject 
to thosb 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 clay should safeguard the 
interests of the people in the outlying districts of 
the colony, and he submitted that these con
ce,sions should not be given for fifty years. 
If this company got these concessions for twenty
£ ve years they would be quite satisfied that the 
GovernmEnt, if they resumed the line, would 
give every facility for the carriage of their 
mat~rial. There was evidence in the corres
pondence that the company bad only a&ked for 
these concessions for thir~ y years, for it was 
common knowledge that the company of last 
year was practically the company of thio; year; 
and what was the reason for their de m" nd for these 
concessions to be granted for thirty years being 
increased to fifty year"? If the Minister for Rail
ways was dealing with property of hisownhewould 
not acc>pt such terms, .-nd if lw 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 J'IIaryborough, 
::Ur. Annear, was very fond of making speeches 
when he knew they would be fully reported in 

Hcmsard. If they compared the 
[3 30 a. m.] opeechE s of the hon. member for 

:i'viaryborough, deliverer] 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. 

l\1r. G I YENS : 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. The company 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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a term 
of r . o_f fifty years. 

t)r . ..,;lVlllf any G<JUGC><HVH 

r company. There 
conc<:S'""" ~ anted to any person 

.State. The Guvernment 
, exactly even between man and man, 

, everybody with absolute justice. Why 
.hey give this syndicate the right to work 

1! way for fifty years and charge rates 50 
cr3 nt. above the rates on Government lines? 
. district which would be served by the line 

eo nsisted of very rich pastoral country, HS well 
a's mineral country, and the pastoral industry 

seriously 'affected by high charges. The 
was a very reasonable proposal,, and 

members who had any des1re to 
well-being of the general populace 

to allow the people in the 
this railway wonld be built 
body and soul to a private 

If they showed a 
of the syndicate, 

of the people to go 
would be flagrantly failing 

to the citizens of the State. 
was granted for fift.y years, it 

inevit"bly entail hardship on the people 
who had to help to pay interest on the 

of State railways for the 
in the South. Although 

of hon. members on 
no hope that his 
because hon. 

party intere&ts, 
the interests of 

order t" p»nder to 
was thoroughly ashamed 

could not rise to a higher 
the people of the State, 

electors would teach them 
next general election. 

an entirely new point to 
The point which 

was the term of fifty years was 
a long one--

Mr. BRIDGES (Nttndah) rose to a point of 
order. At an earlier hour of the morning clause 2il 

by tbe Committee, and he asked 
was in order now to debate an amend-

ment on clause? 
The CHAIR:YIAN : I am not aware that 

clause 28 was passed. 
The SECRETARY .FOR RAILWAYS: 

That was so, but it was owing to a misunder
standing. He bad asked the Committee to 
allow the clause to be discussed, and that onght 
to be remembered. He had treated the Com
mittee fairly, but nothing fresh could now be 
said. 'l'he clauss was properly before the Com
mittee now. 

Mr. BURRO\VS: They had seen how, over 
such a small matter as the retention of the 
kanaka, the leading papers in the colony had 
advo0ated a revolution, and over such a vastly 
more importo,nt question as _granting this c~n
cession for fifty years, there 1mght be a revol"!twn 
Iona oefore the fifty years had transp1red. 
Du~ing the last few months information was 
cabled out from London that a concession not 
nearlv so bad as this, which had been granted by 
the Parliament of Newfoundland to a gentle
man called Reid, had been repudiated by tbe 
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 b!! more just or reasonable? The 
agents of the company in thi? Cbambe': had s~id 
that the syndicate bad certam propert1es whiCh 
they wished to develop. 

LFSIJ\A ruse to a point of order. \Vas 
member in 01der in referring to the 

agents of the syndicate in this Chamber? \V ere 
these agents of tbe syndicate in the Chamber? 

The f'RE:HIER : He knows it's not true . 
The CHAIRMAN: There is no point of order. 
lVIr. BURROWS: After all the specious 

arguments abont that country going to waste for 
want of railway communication, they now found 
that what the company wanted was this tre
mendous concession to suck the life-blood out of 
the colony for tbe next fifty years. He e.ppealed 
to members on the other side to show their 
loyalty to Great Britain by providing the same 
term as was allowed in the case of private rail
ways there. It was of more importance that the 
term should be shorter here, because in Lhis 
young country we really did not know wbat we 
were giving away, whereas in the old country 
there was very little change going on. Tbe 
Minister for Railways was"sbowing more loyalty 
to the syndicate than to Great Britain or this 
State. If this State had no claim on con-
science, be appealed 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 
omitted sta,nd of 

and 

AYES, 30. 
1.\'rr. ADnear Mr. Hanran 

, Armstrong 

7'ellers: :Yir. Camp bell and Mr. l!'orsyth. 

Mr. Airey 
Barber 
Bowman 
Bro wne 
.Burrow..:l 

, Dibley 
Dunsford 

, F1tzgerald 

NoEs, 19. 

. Hamilton 

llir. 

Tellers: Mr. Givens and :Mr. Maxwell. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-Mr. Lord, Mr. Kates, anc1.\1r. l!'orrest. 
Noes-11r. Plunkett, :11r. l!'ogarty,and Mr. Jenkinson. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 
Clause put and passed. 
[4 a.m.] 

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

It shall not be lawful for any member of the Legisla
tive Council or Legislative Assembly to be or become a 
n1embe.r of tbe corr.pany, aud it shall not be lawful for 
any person to hold any shares in the company in trust 
for any member of the Legislative Council or Legisla
tive Assembly, and all contracts by which a.ny member 
of the Legislative Council or Legislative Assembly shall 
be or become beneficially lnterested directly or in
directly in any shares in the company are hereby 
declared void. 

It shall not be lawful for any member of the Legisla
tive Councll or Legislative Assembly to hold any shares 
in the company 1n trust for any person. 

It sball not be lawful for a member of the Legislative 
Council 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 
"yndicate, and were beginning to ask whether 
the price which was bemg paid was not more 
than the rail way was worth. They were also 
ilsking what means were being adopted to get 
the railway through Parliament. One agent of 
the syndicate was reputed to have £()0,000 to 
spend in that way, and last year an attempt was 
made to get at an ex-,member of Parliament. 
Certainly, in that case, the agent made a mistake 
in puttin12: his proposals in writing, and since 
then all neg·otiations had been verbal. It was 
only reasono,ble to suppoee that as one person 
bad been approached, others had been approached, 
and it was useless members opposite arioptiug a 
high and mighty attitude to make people believe 
that they were irreproachable. After all, members 
of Parliament were "imply clay like people outside, 
and even Ministers were not entitled to he con
sidered immaculate than Ministers in other 

would be remembered that a 
was bestowed on Sir 

because he was 
accused connection 

when he 

secured 
the House 

were no less than 137 
railway companies. Indeed 
had said that it was use-

State ownership of rail-
because of opposition that be 
by the agents of the syndicates. 

with a trunk line from Cloncurry 
down the port, would have its branches all 
over the North. There were provisions by 
which tbe company could take lease after leose 
under the Mining Act. 'J'bere had been aHera
tions made in the regulations whereby they could 
take upconsecuth:e and contigN~us leas:s, and run 
their tramways nght across this partiCular por
tion of Queensland. Now was the time to get 
a provision like this inserted to prevent this 
company from attemptin.'< to e:cert the bale
ful influences on leg1slatton whJCh syndicates 
of this kinrl had exercised in other countries. 
Already it bad gained privileges unparalleled 
in the history of t~e world. \Vba,t might it 
gain in the future 1f 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 members of Parliament 
clashing with their interr.sts as shareholders 
of the company. For that reason, 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 not all<;wed to a?iu.dicate _in cases in 
which they were threctly or mdtrnctly mterested; 
and members of Parliament were not allowed to 
hold any interest in contracts with the Govern
ment. Why thPn should any exception be made 
in this case? If members of Parliament were 
:>llowed to bold shares in the company there was 
no telling what additional concPssions they would 
not secure for this huge monopoly. They ought 
to be very c:>reful to prevent the syndicate from 

. 1ce than it had 
exerc1st~g any further ,mfluet ·,at the amend
already exerted, He trusted tL be a t d 
ment which he had proposed would , 'mccep e · 
It ought to be accepted gladly by hor. ·,ndmbeld 
because it would be a shield to them, '-, k woi; 
protect them from the slanderous att8c. s whiCh 
would otherwise be made. , '" 

'l'he SECRETARY J<'OR RAILWAY"': He 
could accept the hon. member's pr~~ 1osal, 
because believed it would be a slur u non 
every member of Parliament. If member~ of 
Parliament were inclined to be and ir:· 
dulge in things of this kind, there were ways 
by which they would be able their 
inclination. They could not 
by legi,Jation. While he 
the sentiments which the 
expressed, be considered it 
the legislature as dishonest to 
posaL He trusted th'1t they not 

time in discussing it, but would 

it. 
Mr. Ll<~SIN A: By Hcmsard 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 Cbillagoe Bill was being 
discussed, that hon. member to0k part in the 
discussion, knowing that he held shares in that 
compMiy. Hon. members were not sufficiently 
safeguarded in this connection, for there was 
evid<>nce 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 ba,nk, and their fellow-mem
[4'30 a.m.] bers on the other side stuck to them, 

and their denial was accepted 
by the Rouse. Therefore the Standing Order 
was no protection, and it was neceseary that 
they should have a special clause in the Bill 
preventing members of Parliament from hold
ing shares in this company-either for them
se! ves or in trust for some other person. When 
a man of such commanding intellect and wide 
experience as Jl.fr. 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 mi~ht be affected 
by legislation, should they not also see the 
necessity for such a clause as that proposed 
by the bon. member for Charters Towers? Some 
time ago the question as to whether members of 
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Parliament who were directors of profit-mon<;er
ing concerns should be allowed to vote on pri,·ate 
Bills in which their CO!ll]Hnie·c were intereJted 
was brmw;ht before the B-ritish House of Com
mon,;;:, and a long and warrn discussion tonk 
place upon it.. It was rightly contend< cl that 
private interest should not be allowed to con
flict with 1wblic intere't~, and that membero of 
Parliament shuuld be removed from temptation, 
and t.hat the suepic[on of self-interest should be 
eliminated from their decisiom'. Every member 
who spoke on the subject insi·,ted very strongly 
on that argument. It was a>Jserted by l\'lr. 
Keir Hardy that almost every member of the 
House of Commons had been approached some 
tirue or another with an offer of from £100 to 
£1,000, "ith a view to induce him to u"e his 
influence in favonr of some company. If that 
"as the, casA with the House of Commons, what 
might they expect to find in their own small 
Assembly, which coMistPd of only seventy-two 
members? According to the Lnndon Cl'itic, 
there were from 150 to 200 membc·rs of the 
Housu of Comnwns who were to-day living as 
guinea-pigs, getting- a fef' of £1 l--1. or £2 2'. a 
sitting a13 directorR nf vnriuus companie~, 
some of which were gonrl, hut the majority of 
which were bad. As it was likely that big in
terests in connection with privatP rail way opera
tions would extend m·er North (,lue. nsland in 
time, they shoulrl prot.ecL present and future 
.members 8f the Hous•1 ag .. .inst the pO-''sibilicy of 
being approached with offers of shares by this 
particular company. l\L mbers might say that 
the amendment was not necessary. The Secre
tary for Rail ways said that 'it was a slur 
upon mem.bers ; but thc·y had fonnd a person 
named \Vtthers al)Droacblng an ex-Inemher 
named Daniels, evidently thi)\kir-g thn.~ he had 
some influence with his old colleagues, and 
th<tt., if he C•mld not J•revent them opposing the 
Bill, he might induce th .. m to make a forma.! 
protest, and then let. the Bill go through. The 
pre,cent company was practically the ,;ame as 
that of last year. It wa,; the custom in :Engbnd 
to set aside a certain amount of funds for the 
purpose of secnring the pae·mge ,,f Bills, and es
pecially of railway Bills, through Parliament, 
anrl probably the company thought tiwt mom•y 
was ne"~essary to secure the passage of their 
Bill through the Queensland legislature, and 
so they sent out \Vithers with the £60,000 which 
he stated he had b' en given with the object of 
securing support for the Bill. Bryce, the great 
authm ity <lll the Americ:<n C.illlnlOnwealth, 
showed conclusively that wherever syndicate 
railways had laid their track there had followed 
in that track a host o£ evils, chief amongst 
which was the professional lobbyist, who lived 
in the lobhy, ear ~-iggod 11:inisters, purchased 
votes, and promoted legislation beneficial to 
the cotnj>ani,s they represented. And in intro
ducing syndicate railway legislation to Queens
land in the pabsage of this Dill they were laying 
down the c >nditions tlut would breed those evils 
here. Queensland was not remarkable for the 
pnrity 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 rJetter than the other States. 
New South \Vales h>td " long record for log
rolling and corruption anterior to the ad vent of 
the Labour party. In Queensland they were to 
a large extent free from the inHu"nces of corrup
tion; and it was with the desire to see the spirit 
of section G of the Constitution Act carried to a 
fm-ther degree of effectiveness that he would like 
to see the proposed new clause ince>rpnrated in 
the Bill. 

Mr. BRO\VNE : \Vhen a member of the 
Ministry in Great Britain-the President of the 
Board of Trade-stated t.hat it was impossible 
for him to enforce the Board of Trade restrictions 
on the railway companies in Great Britain, 

1901-4N 

because of the number of representatives who 
were directors and shareholders in railway 
companies in the British Parliament, it was 
about time to ~onsider the matter seriously. He 

could not understand how the 
[5 a. m.] Minister could re6-ard 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 the 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, t.md 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 
thonght he could make more money by com
pany-mongering than by serving the country 
in the 1< gi."lature he should take up th,tt occupa
tion and confine himself to it, leaving parlia
mentarv work to those who would keep their hands 
clean of anvthing- of that sort. 

l\Ir. RYLAN]) intended to support the 
amendment. They had been told that Standing 
Order 152 was ample protection, but last year 
they had the spectacle before them of a member 
denying that he was personally interested in a 
syndicate, and in subsequently transpiring that 
he was one of a partnership of two which was 
interested in it. As to the passag-e 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 
L>tnd Court from purchasing or selecting land 
which ~1.me under their juris·liction. 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 
ternpt:>tion. It w11s not very long ago that he 
saw tha:; one o£ 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 
a1Jo,v 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. vVithers's conduct, and said that he was not 
only a knave, but a fool. The impression that re
mark left was that the hon. member could forgive 
him for heing a knave, but not for being a fool. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I cannot see that 
what the hem. gentleman is referring to has to 
do with the question before the Corumittee. 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 honker after a personal interest in 
these companies. The part taken by Mr. 
Daniels reminded him of the process adopted in 
playe, by which the villain, who in this case was 
the agent of the company, was entangled in his 
own schemes and ultimately exposed. 

The CHAIRMAN: I have already called the 
hon. member to order. I hope he will confine 
himcelf 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 had 
been the exuerience with companies of this 
sort-- ~ 

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. 'fhis 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 wa.g 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 wa~S 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 reMcming would cause 
them to alter their opinions. It was a well
recognised principle that a member of Parlia
ment should havfl 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. Mundelh, and the result 
was that Mr. Mundella had to retire from 
political life. \Vith all the experience they 
had they should be guided by the lessons 
that those experiences taught. This cornp>my 
would have constant dealin"s with the Govern
ment, and with the Corrimissioner for Rail
ways, and that being so, it was absolutely nece'
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 partners, 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 months ago 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 Chillagoe, and as they had not sufficient 
rolling-stock to provide for the traffic efficiently, 
they entered into an agreement with the Com
missioner 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 W!Jre a company of which the manager 
was the present Secretary for Railways. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 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 for them, and, while not imputing anything 
to the Secretary for Rail ways, he held that the 
hon. gentleman occupied an unfortunate position. 
Like Cffisar'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 eyndicates 
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 clauee stand 
part of the Bill-put; and the Committee 
divided:-

Mr.Airey 
Barber 
Bowman 

, Browne 
Burrows 

, Dibley 
.. Dum.,ford 
, .Fitz12:erald 

Givens 
.. W. Hamilton 

Mr. Ha1·clacre 
Jackson 

, Kerr 
n Lesina 

Maxwell 
McDonnell 

.. J\1ulcahy 
, Ryland 
, Turley 

1'ellel's: ~Ir. W. Hamilton and Mr. Mulcahy. 
NoEs, 29. 

::\Ir. Annear 
., Armstrong 
,, Barnes 

Bartholomew 
Bell 

, Bridges 
Callan 

H Campbell 
T. ll. Cribb 

" Dalrymple 
, Fors.rth 

Fox 
Fox ton 
J. Hamilton 
Hanran 

J\Ir. Kent 
" Leahy 

Macartney 
Mackintosh 
Me Master 
Newell 

,, O'Connell 
Petrie 
Philp 
Rutledge 
Step hens 
Stodart 
Story 
Tooth 

Tellers: 11r. Bell and 1\Ir. Newell. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-~Ir. Plunkett, Mr. Fogarty, and J.'Ir. Jenkinson. 
Noes-:.\fr. Lord, Mr. Kates, and ::\'fr. Forrest. 
Resolved in the negat.ive. 
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 being at any time authorised by Parliament to 
construct any line of railway or tramway, the con
struction or which may be deemed to injuriously atfect 
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 from the provi
sions of any general Act relating to railways now in 
force, or w-hich may hel'eafter 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 rail way 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, "'nd they had 
provided for a revision every ten yearB. '.!'he 
provision was probably very we11 in the Vic
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. BRO\VNE : The Commi ,sioner 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: 'rhe amendment proposed 
that Parliament should have a free hoond. 

The SECRE1'ARY FOR RAILWAYS: \Von't it be 
free anyhow ? 

Mr. GIVENS : It would not without the 
amendment, because when Parliament gave con
cessions to a compauy, it could not go back fr<Jill 
those concessions without repudiation, unless 
the right for future dealing with the question 
was reserved in the Dill itself. It would not 
be honest to give the company those conce,;
sions now, and act as they liked afterwards ; 
and P>trliament mu"t be at '' low ebb if tlH y 
refused to adopt this provision s1mply because 
they could deceive the company by passing 
the Dill, and afterwards do as they liked. 
The amendment only asked that any future legis-

lation in connection with railways 
[6 a.nt.] should be made applicable to the 

company's railway. \Vas that not 
reasonable? And 1f it was reasonable, why 
should it not be accepted? Again, the leader of 
the Opposition bad proved conclusively that a 
similar provision was enforced in other countries 
where concessions were granted. They were 
twitted with wanting to go in for c•w·rimental 
legislation, but in that case it was the Ministry 
who wanted to go in for a new departure, because 
they wanted to give concessions without provid
ing any safeguards. They, on that side, wanted 
to be guided by the experience of other nation,, 
and he should imagine that no pleading should 
be necessary to induce the Government to accept 
such a provision. But it appearLd as if nothing 
would convince hon. members. It had beeu said 
that if you wanted to ptmi,,h a man you mn-t 
punish his grandson, and he could imagine the 
hon. memberfor Fortitude V alley, Mr.l\iciilaster, 
in the future looking down from above, and view
ing his handiwork--

The CHAIRMAN : Order! I must call the 
hon. member to order for irrele•iancy. 

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 fur 
was their own selfish interests, and if they could 
see their way to make 2~d. 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. 

Mr. J. HAMIIil'ON: He is only judging us by 
himself. 

The CHAIEMAN : I ask the hon. member t6 
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 hen. member 
time to do so. I now ask him to withdraw 
his remarks and apologise. 

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

Cook, who said I was judging other veople by 
my uwn :;tandard, I must say there is no 
standard sufficiently low or degraded by which I 
could judge him. 

Mr . • T. HAli!ILTON : Except yourself. 
'rhe CHAIRiYLI_N : I must :tsk the hon. 

member to withdraw that remark also, and to 
apologise. It is highly disorderly to attack an 
hon. member in that way. 

i\1r. GIVJ~NS : What about the interjection? 
\V ell, he withdrew and npologised; 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 his remark ; bnt an equally objection
able rmwtrk was made by the hon. member for 
Cook, in which he eharacterised the bon. member 
for Cairns as falling to"' very low standard. 

Mr. J. 1-LDIILTOll: Utterly untrue. 
:\Ir. LESIN A thought if one hon. member was 

compelled to withdmw his remark, an e<Jually 
retJrt'llensible remark made by the hon. member 
for Cook should be withdrawn. 

The CHAIJ:\.MAX : l did not catch the 
interjection of the bun. member for Cook. Had 
I c>1ugbt '1n improper interjection, I certainly 
should have call<"d upon him to withdraw it. 

:\fr .• T. HA'\IILTON said ltis statement was 
tlnt the hon. member was juJging others by 
himself, and therefore he pitied him. 

The CHAIR:VIAX : If that was the remark 
made, I certainly camwt call the hon. member 
to order except for interjecting. 

Mr. GIVENS: \V ell, be treated the hon. mem
ber for Cook with the prufoundest contempt. 

The CHAIRMAN: I must ask the hon. 
tnmnber to cease the~m pert-;onal recrhninations 
and confine his remarks to the words proposed 
to be inserted. 

:\lr. G IVI~NS: He considered tlw words 
proposed to he inserted were eminently s.uitltble, 
>tnd that they were absolutely necessa;ry m ord~r 
to safeguard the interests of the pnbhc. He drd 
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 senoe of its duty to the public of Queen~
land, the amendment would be accepted unam
rwmsly and without demur. 

::\Ir. LESINA : HA was sorry that tile hon. 
gentleman in char~e of the Bill would not accept 
the amendment. The hon. gentleman had sard 
that he was sorry tbat he could not accept it, 
and that, he took it, was an expre,sion which 
conveye l by implication that he thought there 
was something gnod in the clltuse. He (l\1r. 
Lesina) maintained that there was a great ~e~l 
that was goDrl in it, and he had no doubt If It 
hctd 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 equiv~lent to 
shackling the hands of futur~ Parhament~. 
Not a 'wlitan reason had been advanced why 1t 
should not be aclopted. It seemed to him that 
the " gag" had been applied to members on the 
G-ovennnent side this Ression, and he was sorry 
to oee this J.gislation being so ru,bed through ~he 
Chambf!r. He and tn,; colleagues were makmg 
one final despairing effort to protect the intere?ts 
of the general public, a:1d he thought postenty 
would blc,s them fm the1r herculean efforts. 

Amendment ("11r. Browne's) put and negatived. 
Clause 30 put and pasoed. 
Schedule put and passed. 
On th<· preamble--
1\Ir. FORSYTH moved the omrsswn of the 

words '' smne voint near," on the l>th line. 
The SECR:BJTARY :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 abont 
time that hon. members on the Opposition side 
got up and looked after the intere,ts 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 
wh,le responsibility on his own shoulders? 

The SECR}:TARY FOR RAILWAYS: Yes, I'll 
take it. 

Mr. LESIN A thought the interests of the 
syndicate were being imperilled, and also that 
they should have been consulted before the 
amendment was moved. Had the 1\linister 
received any instructions on thi> point? Now, 
on the suggestion of the hon. member for Car
pentaria, the hon. gentlema•1 accepted a vit:>l 

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

amendment to imperil thA whole 
work of the last three or fonr days they would 
have wasted their time, and he would sugge~t 
that a cablegram be sent to the syndicat8 at the 
expense of the Stc> te asking their opinion on the 
amendment. (Laughter.) 

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

The House resumed; and the CHAimiA~ 
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. 
~Ir. LESINA (Cle1·mont): I desire to make a 

personal explanation in connection with a report 
which appear3 in the proof cupy of Hansard 
supplied to hon. members yesterday. At pRge 
1280 the following paragraph appears in Hnn
snrd:-

Hon. member.'; might recollc('t that some tim~ ago 
-he had told 11r. Annear and Jlr. Ghts~eY---that he 
had caught the hon. member for Clerm()nt piecing 
together bits of paper out of his (:Hr. Hamilton's) 
wastc-p~per baskf't. n.nd he decided by yirt.ne of the 
waste~ paper basket to publicly proclaim that they were 
shareholdert.', in aUdition to him~elf, in this paper. He 
accordingly wrote out a sham agreement, in which the 
names of 3-Ir. Story, Mr . .Anriear, ::\Ir. Glassey, aud his 
own name aypen.red as sha,reholders. He then tore it 
up and threw it in the waste-pnper b11sket, and. strange 
to say these names were pnblisherl, not in the Street, 
but in the TVm·kr:,·. 

}lr. L~<:sTXA: \Ylmt issue of the TVm·ker-what date~ 
Mr. J. IIAJ.IIIJTO::V said he dHl not know: hon. mem

bers could look that up for themselves. 
That appears in a speech delivered by Mr. J. 
Hamilton, the m ern ber for Conk. The state
ment contained in that portion of the speech is a 
pure fabrication as far as I am personally con
cerned, is utterly untrue in every particular, has 
no basis in fact, and is, as I interiectNl at the 
time, a pure invention. I desire that this state

. ment should get int,, EI<msa?·d, so that it should 
go to the country side by side with the statement 
of the hon. member for Co•>k. I h'lve referred this 
matter to many membersof the Chamber who were 
present during the d ~bate which took pl1>ce, and 
not a solit1>ry member that I have spoken to heard 
the hon. member use the words "the hon. mem
ber for Clermont." No charge was maieagainst 
me on the floor nf the House. If a charge had 
been made the Chairman of Committees would 
immeclbtely have demanded its retractinn, or I, 
who wa~ listening to every worrl, would have 
promptly risen and point blank denied it on the 
floor of the House. How those worde got into 
Hnnsnrd is a 1r.atter with which I have nothing 
to do, bnt I take this opportunity of publicly 
clearing myself of this infamous charge, which 
is uttArly baseless and a pure invention, and 
which was not made on the floor of this House. 

Mr. J. HA:\HLTON : ::\Ir. Speaker,-I'he 
statement--

The SPEAKER : Order ! I would remind 
the hem. m Pm ber that there is no question before 
the HousP, but the hon. member ic; entitled to 
make a personal explanation. 

Mr. ,J. HA:\1ILTON: I rikv to make a per
sonal explanation. Hon. members may know 
that cin the 30th .T ulv last I made that •tatement 
in the hem. member's pr8sence, and he did not 
deny it. I got my proof-sheet last night, and I 
found that, o" ing, I suppose, to on& of the r!l· 
porters being unwell and the matter bemg m 
committee, my remarks were conclensecl. My 
speeches are ge11erally reported very well, but 
wha,t I really did s<J.y on this occasion was !'s 
folio ws, and I corrected my speech to read m 
this way:-

Hon. members might recollect that some time ago he 
infor111Cd the House that he had eaught the hon. mem
ber at his (::\ir. Hamilton':::) '\Ya~tewpaper basket, piecin;r 
sen1.ps of }Japer together. He had since made use or 
llim On one occat-ion he told }fr. Ann ear, and 3:Ir. 
Glas.sey, and :\ir. Story that he would by means of his 
waHtc-paper basket publicly proclaim tha.t h? and they 
\Yere sharelwlders in this paper. He accordmg-ly wrote 
out a sham agreement, in \Yhich the names of .11r. 
Story, :\:Ir. Annear, ~Ir. Glassey, and his <?wn name 
appeared as shareholders. He then toro 1t up and 
thre\v it in tht waRte-paper ba~kct, and sure enough 
these names were pu\Jli~hed in the Wm·ke1·. 
That iil the statement I did make. I spoke to 
Mr. Annear and Mr. Glao'AY ye~terday ''bout 
the matter, and they both rememberBd the 
circurnstance·;,. 

Mr. LESI~A: Did you charge me in that speech 
last night? 

Mr. J. HAMILTON: I did. 
Mr. LESINA : You clitl not. 
Mr. J. HAMTLTOX: I did. 
l\1r. LESINA : Do you charge me now? 
J\.h. J. HAMILTON: Y t>s, I do. 
lYir. I...~ES[NA : rrhen you are an infa1l10W3 and 

deliberate liar. 
The SPEAKER : Order! Hon. rnernbprs 

must not prosecute personal quarrels in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. BROWNE: I wonld like to rise to a 
point of order. After the hon. memi.Jer for 
Clerrnc;nt. distinctly denied the statement of th<' 
hon. member for Uook, is thP hon. member for 
Cook in order in reiterating that ~tatementacross 
the floor of the House? 

The Ho;\lli; SECHETARY: He read his proof. 
::\fr. KEHR: He cooked his proof. 
The SPEAKER : Order! 
Mr. B1~0WNE: I always thought that an 

hou. member's denial had to be•· accepted. 
The SPEAKER: The matter is one U]"lll 

which the hem, member for Clerrnont \Va::; en
title.] to make a per.,onal explanation, if he 
considered himeslf aspen, >d by the remarks at 
the hon. member for Cook. To that exten~ he 
wa~ entitled tu n1n,l{e a personal explanat1o11. 
He, however, opened another que,ti"n -the 
question of the accuracy '?f the report of the hon . 
member's speech. He ratsecl new ground 1.here, 
and unon that I think the hon. member for Cook 
was e~titled equally to make a persrmal expl~t:a
tion. If, however, the accuracy of the offic~al 
reoort is to be formally challenged, or the 
qd8stion raised as to whether state1nents have 
appewed in Hm>.,ard whi~h were not uttered by 
hon. member<>, then that. 1s a matt.er that should 
be raised in "ome other form than m the form of 
a personal explanation, in order that it may be 
diseuSHed fully. 
Ho~ouRABLE MEMBEHS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. KERR : How can it be clone? 
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 proPeed 
further now. 

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




