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FRIDAY, 18 OcTOBER, 1901. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. Arthur Morgan, TVar1uick) 
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

PAPERS. 
The following p~pers, laid on the table, were 

ordered to be printed:-
(1) Annual return of Local Deputy Curator 

(Rockhampton) of Intestate Estates. 
(2) Apportionment of Loan Appropriations 

and Expenditure to the 30th June, 1\JOl. 

QUESTION. 
REPORT ON TDIBER llllGCLATIONS. 

Mr. BARTHOLOMEW (Biaryborough) asked 
the Secretary for Lands-

1. Has the report by ~Iessrs. Board and Watts on 
timber regulations been completed: 

2. Will he have the saicl report laid on the table and 
:printed? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. \V. B. H. O'Connell, Musyrave) replied-

1. The report has been received and is being con
sidered. 

2. It will be laid on the table before effect is given to 
the suggestions made in it. 

PETITIOX. 
LICENSING Am·-ScNDAY TRADING. 

The TREASURE!~ (Hon. T. B. Cribb, 
Ipswich) preeented a petition from the Unity 
Lodge, Xo. 2A, Independent Order of Good 
'l.'emplars, praying that no alteration be made in 
the law relating to Sunday trading in intoxi
cants. 

QUESTION O:F PRIVILJ<JGE. 
"HANSAHD." 

The SPEAKER: I have observed on the 
business-paper a notice of n1otion standing in 
the name of the hon. member for Clerrnont, Mr. 
Lesina, which claims to raise a qnestion of 
privil~ge. I was not aware until the revised 
"Votec" were issued that precedence had not 
been given to this motion. Standing Order No. 
42 ~tates that-

An urgent motion. directly concerning the privileges 
of the House, shall take pt·ecedence of other motions as 
well as of Orders of the Day. 

I think it would be in conformity with our 
Standing Order•, and certainly in keeping with 
the practice of Parliaments generally, that this 
motion should be given precedence, and I pro
pose to call upon the hon. member to proceed 
now with his motion. 

AccuRACY m· " HANSARD " REPORT. 
Mr. LESIN A ( C/errnont), in moving-
That, inasmuch as a certain charge against me which 

appears at pag·e 12'30, 1-Iansard. purporting to have been 
uttered on the floor of the House by .Jlr. John Hamilton, 
the hon. member for Cook, on tlle 16th October 
instant, was not so nttered, and in so far the record in 
Hansa~·d is not a true report of the circumstances, and 
consequently is a breach of the privileges of the House, 
an inquiry be held into the matter, and that in pur
suance thereof the chief of the 1-fwtsard staff be called 
to the bar of the House, and be directed to produce 
all papers. documents, etc .. in connection with the 
report referred to-

said: I do not intend, in moving this motion, to 
detain the House more than four or five minutes, 
as I desire tnat the obje<.'t of the motion should 
be secured as rapidly as possible. As hon. 
members will remember, a night or two ago 

I rose in my place in this Chamber to make 
a personal explanation. That personal explana· 
tion appears on page 1332 of Hansa1·d. ~When 
I made that personal explanation, which I was 
perfectly justified in making at the time, you, 
t>ir, pointed out that I had opened up another 
question-namely, the accuracy of the report 
in Hansard of the speech of the hon. member for· 
Cook as reported at page 1281); and you then 
indicated to the Chamber and myself that that~ 
was new ground, and that as I had challenged the 
accuracy of the official report in Hansa1•d-raised 
a question as to the accuracy ut the statements 
that were attributed to the hon. member for Cook, 
which appeared on page 1280 of Hansard-which 
statements referred to me personally, charging~ 
me with a personal offence, which I denied under 
cover of the explanation which I had made-I 
was, therefore, perfectly justifitd in placing upon 
the business-paper of the House a motion asking 
that a certain course be taken. If hon. members 
will refer to page 1332 of Hansard they will see 
the personal explanation which I gave, and the 
personal explanation in reply by the hon. member 
br Cook. In the course of his speech as reported 
on page 1280 of Hansa1·d the hon. member 
charged me with having gone to his waste-paper 
basket--

An 1-IONOCRABLE M:E>IBER : No. 
Mr. LESIN A: The hon. member interjects 

"No." He charged me-to use the words taken 
from page 1280 of Hansa1·d-with having gone to 
his waste-paper basket and taken therefrom cer
tain pieces of waste paper, torn up letters, etc., 
and with having pieced them together, and that 
thereby I was enabled to supply to the editor of 
the Wm·ker the names of certain shareholders 
in the St1·eet; that he had laid this as a trap to 
catch me ; and that he had thereby caught me ; 
and that the evidence of that is that in a certain 
issue of the TV01·ker-the date of which he refused 
to give-apparently waR not able to give-the 
names of certain sham shareholders appeared, as 
contained in this sham agreement, which he 
had torn up under certain conditions at some 
indefinite date, and placed at some indefinite 
period in his waste-paper basket-thereby infer· 
ring that I had gone to that waste- paper basket
as I had been in the habit, inferentially, of doing 
-and that he had bowlecl me out, and proved 
that I was a Paul Pry. I would refer to the 
statement on page 1332 of Hansard, when I 
distinctly asked the hon. member for Cook the 
question-

Did you charge me in that speech last night? 
}fr. J. IIA>IU!l'O:'{ : I <lid. 
l>.Ir. LEsrxA: You drd.not. 
Mr. J. HA~IILTO:'{: I did. 
JYir. LESINA: Do you chaxge me now? 
~Ir. J. ILUIIJ.l'O:'{ : Yes, I do. 

Then I told the hon. member what I thought 
of him, and I stilf think that. 

The SPEAKER: Order, order l 
Mr. LESINA: My contention is that the 

statement made by the hon. member for Cook
that he publicly charged me on the floor of this 
Chamber with having gone to his waste-paper 
basket personally and taken out torn pieces of 
paper, pieced them together, and sup]Jlied them 
to the Worke1·, and in consequence a report con
taining the names of some shareholders in the 
Street appeared in that organ-so far as I am 
personally concerned, is absolutely untrue, and I 
say that that statement was not made on the 
floor of this House by the hon. member on the 
night in question, and, therefore, the report 
which appears at page 1280 of Hansard of the 
hon. member's speech is not a correct official 
report of the proceedings of this Chamber. It is 
on that ground that I challenge the accuracy of 
the report, and it is on that ground-having 
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challenged the accuracy of the official report
that I demand that an investigation shall be 
made into the circumstances surrounding the 
taking and publishing of that report. I 
have referred this matter to many members, 
and under other circumstances it will be 
possible to obtain further evidence on this 
matter ; and every member I have spoken to, 
without exception, in this House has maintained 
that he did not personally hear the hon. member 
for Cook charge me with that offence on the 
floor of this House. He said" An hon. member." 
He did not indicate me personally, for, if he 
had, the Chairman of Committees would 
promptly have called him to order for making a 
charge of that description ; and, if the Chair
man had not done so, I-who was listening 
intently to every word the hem. member said
would have promptly risen to my feet and 
drawn the attention of the Chairman of Com
mittees to his statement. It matters not what 
attitude I assume towards many members on 
the other side of the Chamber in political 
matters, whoever I fight I fight openly, and 
members always know on which particular side 
I stand. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! 
Mr. LESJNA: I do not resort to any con

temptible actions such as the hon. member indi
cated I was guilty of in approaching his waste· 
paper basket-I honestly and conscientiously 
declare I do not know where it is situated. I 
never saw it, and I was never inside the hon. 
member's room in this building. I therefore beg 
to move the motion standing in my name. I 
move that motion as a matcer affecting the privi
legeo of this Assembly. I believe that once you 
impugn the veracity or the accuracy of our 
official records, you might just as well abolish 
Hrwsard altogether. It is a m:1tter which affects 
every member of this Chamber, for, if it can be 
done in my case, it can be done in the case of 
any other hon. member of the Chamber sitting 
on any side of the House; and, therefore, in the 
interests of the House in a fair and accurate 
Hansard, setting forth the proceedings in this 
Chamber without any malice or bias, and with
out any inaccuracies of any sort, I hope that 
this House will consent to pass the motion either 
in its prP~ent or in such altered form as it may 
think fit and necessary, in order that a proper in
vestigation may be made into this charge which 
has been made against me, and so that any 
suspicion respecting the veracity and accuracy of 
our official report of the proceedings may be 
done with once and for ever. 

The PREMIER (Hon. R. Philp, Town.'t·il/e): 
\Vhile I wish to have this matter thoroughly 
probed for the sake of Hansa>Yl. and for the sake 
of this House, I am not disposed to let the motion 
go through in its present form. 

JYir. BROWNE : Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER: I do not think this is a 

question of a breach of the privileges of this 
House. 

Hon. A. S. Cm\'LEY : That might be raised 
every dav. 

The PREMIER: The point might be raised 
that it is not a question of privilege, but I do not 
take exception to your ruling, Mr. Speaker, and 
I am not going now to try and stop further in· 
quiry into this matter. I think the proper plan 
would have been to ask for a select committee of 
this House. 

HoNOURABLE l'riE;IIBERS: Hear, hear! 
The PREMIER: Not to inquire into the 

quarrel of the hon. member for Clermont and the 
hon. member for Cook. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The PHEMIER: l do not think that this 

House should in any way consider that at all. 

But a charge has been made with regard to the 
accuracy of our Hansard. Xow, if there is one· 
thing in Queensland that we are proud of it is 
the accuracy of our Hansard. 

HoNOURABLE MEMllERS : Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER : n order to set that at rest, 

I have no objection to the hon. member moving 
that a select committee be appointed to inquire 
into the correctness of this report. 

Mr. BROWNE : Hear, hear ! That is the best 
plan. 

The PREMIER : But this motion is a chal
lenge, saying that the official report is not a true 
report. 

Mr. ::\IAXWELL: Not in this case, anyway. 
The PREMIER: If the hon. member chal· 

lenges the correctness of the report, and asks for 
a select committee to inquire into it, then I am 
quite agreeable that a select committee should be 
appointed to inquire into the charge that has 
been made. But this motion I could not enter
tain for a moment. I hope the whole afternoon 
will not be wasted--

ii:Ir. BROWNE: Hear, hear! 
The PREMIER : Over any quarrel between 

two members of this House, because we know 
the rule of the House is that, if a member makes 
a charge ogainst another member, and the other 
member denies it, the House must accept the 
denial, and there is an end of it. But this is a 
much more far-reaching question. The Hansa1·d 
report is certainly the one true account we have 
of what happens here. If there is any doubt 
thrown on the truthfulness of the report, it 
certainly should be inquired into ; and, if a select 
committee is appointed, I shall not oppose it. 

Mr. BRO\V:t\E (Croydon): Like the Premier, 
I hope there will not be much time wasted over 
this matter. Most certainly I do not intend to 
waste any time. I agree with the Premier 
that it is a thing that requires the most searching 
inquiry, and I believe with the hon. gentleman 
that a select committee is the best form that 
can be adopted for conducting that inquiry. I 
may say that I am authorised by the hon. mem· 
ber for Clermont to say that he is quite prepared 
"'nd willing to accept the motion in that hrm, 
and I am also inf<:>rmed by him that an hon. 
member on the other side has already sugge8ted 
that course, and is prepared to move an amend
ment in the direction of referring the matter to 
a select committee. 

Mr. J. HAMILTO:t\ (Cook): I think that 
would be a highly desirable course to adopt, but 
I would like to make a few r<emarks referring to 
what the hon. member for Clermont said just 
now. On the thirG. occasion, I charged him I 
made a statement which does not appear in 
Hansa?'d. It was that "any person who would 
be guilty of such conduct would, of course, deny 
it." Of course, if that statement had been made 
by him in any other place except this House, my 
reply would have been very different. He states 
that it was untrue, and was not made on the 
floor of this House. I will show that neither of 
these statements-the first statement I cannot go 
into exactly since there will b& an inquiry-at 
any rate, I will show that it Wics made on the 
floor of this House. On Tuesday, the l:3th, I 
made a statement regarding the hon. gentleman, 
and on \V ednesday, I, in common with others, re
ceived the proofs which all members are supposed 
to correct before they are issued as a H ansa.rd on 
the following Thursday morning. \Vhen I went 
through them I •aw that my speech was naturally 
cut down, being made in committee. For instance, 
I made a number of statements regarding the 
St1·eet, but of course I thought it unnecessary to 
have them in the report, realising that it was a 
committee report, but the report of what I said 
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regarding the hon. member for Clermont, though 
jumbled, was accurate in the whole. I then 
a! tered that report to read thuR-

However, be had been very much amused for the last 
few months at the way in which the hon. ll)ember for 
Clermont had insisted that he C\Ir. Hamilton) was con
nected with the Stre! I-

I put "hon. member," but I have been informed 
that that was wrong. Of course, we know very 
well that when an hon. member corrects his 
speech, if the shorthand writers see that his 
speech does not tally-if they see that the correc
tion does not tally with the notebooks, they alter 
it. I put '' hon. member," and thPy put "Cler· 
mont "; therefore I suppose I said it. At any 
ratEo, the bon. member knows that whether I did 
or not I replied to him, and it could have no 
application to anyone but him-

But he wm1ld Jet hon. members into a secret as to 
how the hon. member got this information. Hon. 
members might recollect that some time ago he had 
told ")fr. An near and ;Jfr. GlaR,.ey-that he had caught 
the hon. member for Clermont viecing together bits of 
paper out of his (l\ir. Hamilton's) waste~ paper basket, 
and he decided "!:>y virtue of the waste-paper basket to 
publicly proclaim that they were shareholders, in addi
tion to himself, in this paper. He accordinp:ly wrote 
out a sham agreemeut, in which the names of Mr. 
Story, :\fr. Annear, l\fr. Glassey, and his own name 
appeared as shareholders. He then tore it np and thrmv 
it in the waste-paper basket, and strange to say these 
names were published, not in the Stteet, but !in the 
Worlct:r. 

. \-lr. L.~<:srNA: Wba.t issue of the 1VoJ•ker-what date~ 
:!Ur. J. HAJ'IIIJTO~ said he did not know; hon. mem

ber~::~ could look that up for thernselve~. 
}lr. Lr;srNA: Another invention. 

He again stated that it was absurd. I have 
looked it up my£elf, and I find it is on the 28th, 
1900. .Jack Annear--

'fhe SPBAKEl:t: Order ! 
Mr. ,J. HAMIL'l'ON: If they read that they 

will see that thP names are duly printed. 
The SPBAKEJ:t : Order ! 
Mr. J. HAMILTON: I did that to prove that 

the statement he made was not correct. 'fhe 
hon. membPr stated that my aHsertion that their 
names were printed in the Worker after that 
time was not proved, and I was going to prove 
by the Worker that they were printed. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! 
Mr. J. HAMILTON: \Yell, I won't do it. 

ThB point the hon. member for Clermont wishes 
to make is that if he had known that he had 
been referred to on Tuesday night he would 
have given the Rtatement the lie. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
Mr. J. HAMILTON: I can show that it is 

substantially correct. I wish to explain, also, 
that I made the same statement-exactly the 
same statement, almost word for word-on the 
30th .Tuly, in the member's hearing, and if I am 
not out of orde,r I will quote from Ifansard--

The SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. J. HAMILTOX : The hon. gentleman 

stated the other night that he would be agree· 
able to let the country put my word beside his. 
I was going to say I would he only too delighted 
and give reasons why. vVell I don't wish to go 
into personalities unless it is desirable. If it is 
necessary to move an amendment on this motion 
in reply, I may do so; but at present I shall 
simply sit down stating that I shall only be too 
happy for this to go to an inquiry and then I can 
pro,·e everythinll". I may say I saw Mr. Glassey 
on Thnrsday-I was not aware that he was in 
town-I showed him the report and he said it 
was perfectly right. He said, " I recollect you 
telling me in Queen street." And the hon. mem
ber for Maryborough has a distinct recollection 
of it. 

Mr. BBLL (Dalby) : I think a number of rea
sons could be advanced as to why this motion is 
not properly one of privilege at all. It is very 

often a debatable point-it is almost invariably 
a debatable point-as to what constitutes pri
vilege ; and I am of opinion that a great n1any 
reasons could be given against this motion being 
properly a matter of privilege. But there can 
be no question that though it is not a matter of 
privilege it at all events relates to a subject 
sufficiently important to make it worth the while 
of the House not to put it aside as a merely per
sonal quarrel between two members. It seems 
to me that there is a question involved in it 
which relates to the efficiency and to some ex
tent to the probity of the Hansard staff attached 
to this Chamber ; and as it seems to me that we 
are not likely to arrive at any definite or satis
factory conclusion by a di,cussion upon the mat· 
ter on the floor of this Chamber, I think the 
intimation of the hon. gentleman at the head of 
the GovArnment, and adopted, I understand, by 
the leader of the Opposition, that the matter 
should be referred to a select committee, points 
to the most satisfactory way of dealing 
with the matter, and I therefore submit 
this amendment to the motion moved bv 
the hon. member for Clermont. I beg to move 
to omit all the words a.fter the word ''That" 
with the view of inserting the following words:-

The complaint. of the hon. member for Clermont 
respecting the report of the proceedings of this House 
appearing in Hr.msarll 'Xo. 27 of the current seS<•don be 
referred for the cons1deration and report of a select 
committee . 

2. That the committee have power to sPnd for per~ons 
nnd papers, and leave to sit during any adjournment of 
the House. 

~i. 'rhat the committee consist of ::uessrs. Cowley, 
Stephenson, Jenkinson, Airey, aud Bell. 

The PREMIER : I cannot accept th1s amend
ment, becsuse by it We would condemn Hansanl. 

The amendment says that the 
[ 4 p, m. J report is not a true report of the 

circumstances. \Ve cannot say ihat. 
\Ve want to hold an inquiry to find out if such 
is the case. \Ve propose to appoint a committee 
for that purpose, but this amendment condemns 
Hcunsnrd. 

Mr. BROWNE : But those words are all left 
out. 

The PRE::\1IER: Xo, they are not. After 
stating that the report in Hansard is not a true 
report, the amendment goes on to say " and that 
a select committee be appointed." 

Mr. BELL: K o. I move to omit all the words 
after the initial word " that." 

'l'he PREMIER : I did not understand that. 
It is my mistake. Under the circumstances I 
have no objection to the appointment of a select 
committee. 

Mr. LESIN~l..: I shall be very pleased to 
accept the amendment moved by the hon. 
member for Dalby. I believe now, on recon
sideration of the matter, that that would 
undoubtedly be the best plan to adopt for the 
purpose of obtaining evidence challenging t.he 
correctness of the report. As I am not desirous 
that this matter should occupy any great length 
of time, I have much pleasure in accepting the 
amendment of the hon. member for Dalby, and 
express my pleasure n,t the constitution of the 
committee. I believe they will do justice to the 
matter. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIOLJLTURE: 
(Hon. D. H. Dalrymple, lVIackay): I desire to 
point out, without entering into the question of 
whether an incorrect report is a breach of privi
lege, that the error, if any, occurs on page 1280, 
whereas, according to the resolution of the hon. 
member for Clermont, the error occurs on page 
1208. 

Mr. LESINA: That was pointed out and cor
rected. 

TheSECRETARYFORAGRIOULTURE: 
I am quite in favour of the course which the 
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House is about to pursue. The hon. member 
for Cook says he did what membors very 
frequently do when proofs are furnished to 
them-he made a correction. 

Mr. LESINA: He made an indefinite charge 
in the E;ouse, and then definitely fixed it upon 
me. It 1s cowardly. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
I should like to say that I was sitting in close 
proximity to the hon. member for Cook when he 
spoke, and he appeared to me to allude specific
ally to the hon. member for Clermont. 

Mr. LESINA: That is a charge against the 
Chairman of Committees. 

TheSECRETARYFORAGRIOULTURE: 
:Fortunately perhaps for hon. members, the 
Chairman does not hear every word that they 
say. It is not always possible when hon. mem
bers are addressing the House to hear distinctly 
every word they say. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : They do not 
speak luud enough. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Quite correct. Hou. members do not speak loud 
enough. Very frequently from the Ministerial 
bench it is impossible to hear all that hon. mem
bers say, and when the hon. member for Clermont 
says he did nut hear the hon. member for Cook 
say something to which he admits he was listen
ing very attentively, it does not at all follow that 
the hon. member for Cook did not say something 
which the hon. member for Clermont did not 
catch. In this particubr case I was listening-
not very intently, I admit, as it did not affect 
me--

Mr. BROWNE: You are inviting everyone to 
di•cuss this. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
I do not know why the hon. member should 
object to someone i ho sits in the vicinity of the 
hon. member for Cook--

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: Leave it to the 
committee. 

The SECRETARY FORAGRICULT"GRE: 
Saying that his impre~sion of the speech is what 
Hrmsnrd actually records. Indeed, the hon. 
member for Cook has already admitted it. 

Mr. PLUNKETT (AlUu-t): I would like to 
know what day of the week this is? I think it 
shows very bad taste on the part of the Secre
tary for Agriculture to make such a speech after 
the Premier has agreed to accept the amend
ment of the hon. member for Dalby. ·what he 
has to say he should say before the committee. 

Mr. J. HAMILTON: Speaking to the 
amendment, the hon. member for Clermont 
stated just now that I did not make a definite 
charge against him to the House. I made a 
definite charge on three occasions. On the 
:first occasion the hon. member did not object in 
any way, and it was made so definitely that it 
was referred to in the papers. 

'rhe SPEAKER : Order ! 
Mr. J. HAMILTON : He also says that in 

the report I inserted "the hon. member for 
Clermont." I may say that when the proof 
came to me for correction "the member for 
Clermont" was in, and, not being sure whether 
I s:tid so, I struck it out, and Hnnsnrd has 
repeated it again. vVhen I saw that, I saw that 
I had made a mistake, and they must see on 
referring to their notes that I did say "the hon. 
member for Clermont." 

Mr. LESINA :You have written in whole lines. 
Mr. J. HA::YHLTON: We know very well 

that in committee the reports are abbreviated, 
and when they are abbreviated they are altered 
to a certain extent. On the following day when 
Hansa1·d came down to the House, I corrected 
the proofs and they went back, and I will let 
hon. members decide for themselves whether the 
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corrected proof is not exactly what I stated in 
the House. I should like to say that if the com
mittee is going to make inquiries into the correct
ness of the report, it should make inquiries into 
my charges against the hon. member at the same 
time. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 

(Hon. ,J. Leahy, Bulloo) : I will not take up 
a great deal of time. The hon. member for 
Albert certainly astonished me in making the 
statement he did on a question of this impor
tance. A question of privilege is one of the 
most important questions that could be consi
dered by this House, and that is the reason, I 
presume, why it takes precedence over all other 
questions. In a matter that has taken about 
fifteen minutes, and upon which only some six 
members have spoken, the hon. member gets up 
and protests against waste of time. I say this is 
a most important question. I will not discuss it, 
although I submit that I would be in perfect 
order in doing so, because the House has not yet 
decided that this matter shall i!O to a tribunal at 
all. If the House had decided that it should 
go to a tribunal, it would then be bad form 
to discuss a matter which was suo judiGe. But 
that has not yet be8n decided, and therefore 
if I wish to go into the question, at what
ever length I choose, I should be in order in 
doing so. \Vhat I rose mainly to say was 
that if we were to take notice from a privi
lege point of view of everything that occurs 
in the Chamber in the way of alterations in 
speeches, however great or small, I do not know 
where it would lead to. The usual practice I 
have noticed is that if anything is wrong in 
Hansa1'Cl opportunity is taken before formal 
business is disposed of to correct the report. Of 
course I admit at once that this is a more serious 
statement than usually appears in Hansnrd. It 
is a statement which reflects seriously on the 
hon. member for Clermont. I am prepared to 
admit that. If that statement were made about 
me by the hon. member for Cook I should feel 
very sore, but it is the very irony of fate itself 
that the hon. member for Clermont should be 
the hon. member to get up in this House and 
protest against things that are said. A great 
many things are said in this House under the 
protection of privilege that would not dare to be 
said outside, and I say that no one has made 
more use of it to make charges than the hon. 
member for Clermont. 

MEMBERS on the Government side : Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. LESI::-< A: I rise to a point nf order. 
Are we discussing the charge that the hon. 
member for Cook has made against me, or are 
we discussing the important charge of the cor
rectness of Hansard! 

The SPEAKER : Order ! The Secretary for 
Railways is quite in order. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I 
do not think I was saying anything reflecting 
upon the hon. member for Clermont at all. I 
was saying that if everybody about whom re
marks of this kind were made were to get up and 
move that a similar course be pursued, there 
would be nothing else done in this Chamber. It 
is unprecedented, and the last man to complain 
of a thing of this kind should be the hon. mem
ber for Olermont. I venture to say there are a 
dozen members of this House holding important 
positions about whom he has said a great deal 
worse things than the hon. member for Cook has 
said about him. 

Mr. LESINA : I denv that. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

The hon. member has called them thieves and 
robbers. 

The SPEAKER : Order 
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Mr. LESINA: I most emphatically dAny that 
I ever called them thieves and robbers. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : 
The hon. member does not understand me. I 
am glad he has taken the course he has, because 
he would not be doing that unless he disapproved 
of such charges being made. 

Mr. LESINA: I say that the report in Han· 
sa1·d is not correct. 

The SECRETARY lWR RAILWAYS: 
I am very glad that the hon. member has taken 
the couf'e he has. I rather approve of the 
action of the hon. gentleman, and I hope that his 
actions and sayings in future in this House will 
be tempered with a sense of responsibiiity, ttnd a 
sense of the keenness of feeling, which is now 
upon him. 

Mr. LESINA: That is not the point at all. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

That is the point. I have no objection to the 
motion. I Pay that it is a most important 
motion, and I ao not think it is a motion that 
any hon. member should cavil at. 

Mr. BURROWS (Cha1·tecs Towe1·s): It has 
been said by hon. members on that side that 
the error, if an error has been made, has been 
caused by condensation ; but the majority of 
members on this side think that it is an inter
polation and addition, and not condensation at 
all. 

Mr. LESINA; HPar, hear! 
The HO:\IE SECRETARY (Hon. J. F. G. 

J<'oxton, Carnan·on): I may say I intend to risk 
the condemnation of the hon. member for Albert. 
(Laughter.) l'\ow, my inclination is to vote 
against-and I am S[Jeaking purelv personally
the amendment and against the original motion, 
because I think it is giving a great deal too 
mnch prominence to what, after all, is a very 
trivial matter, and that is-the question whether 
a few words have been omitted from the Hansard 
report or not. 

Mr. MAXWELL: It is not what was omitted, 
but what was inserted. 

The HOME SEC!tETARY: If hrm. mem
bers think that they are aggrieved, the usmtl 
course is to get up in this Chamber and announce 
that they have been misreported, and the matter 
ends there. Now I am correcting the proof of 
my speech last night, and I find that there are 
several omissions, an cl one or two slight additions
is it to be considered that I am at liberty, and it 
is a precedent to be followed that I am to move 
that a selt-ct committee be appointed to inquire 
into whether the statements which are put into 
my mouth by the Hansard reporters are abso
lutely and strictly correct as a verbatim report? 
I say that that is bringing the whole thing into 
ridicule. 

Hon. A. S. COWLEY : Hear, hear ! 
The HOME SECRETARY: It may be, for 

the hon. member who introduced this motion, a 
matter of considerable interest, inasmuch as he 
is personally affected, but that, as he himself has 
pointed out, is not the question that we are dis
cussing, and it is not the question that this select 
committee will have to deal with. It is merely 
a question whether a few words have or havf' not 
been imerted or omitteri in the report of a speech. 
Under these circumstances I consider that to 
table a motion of this sort, especially describing 
it a.s a matter of privilege, is too absurd to 
warrant this House in passing either the motion 
for the select committee, or t<' have, as the 
original motion requires, the chief of the Hansard 
staif brought to the bar of the Hou"e. J;'or these 
reasons, and because I believe it would be a 
pernicious precedent to establish, my present 
inclination is to vote against both the amendment 
and the original motion. 

Mr. BRO\VNE: Just a word on this amen::l
ment. I am not going into the other question at 
all. I only rise to say that I hope there will not be 
manv hon. members who will follow the exampl& 
of the Home Secretary in his objection to the 
appointment of this select committee. If the 
matter were purely a personal one between 
members on this side of the House and the 
other, I would feel that we should not give any 
prominence to it, but as waB truly said by the 
hon. member for Dalby, in moving his amend
ment, this is a very serious matter indeed. 
There has been a very serious charge levelled 
against a m ern ber on this side of the House-a 
ctlarge of mean, paltry prying into some 
member's private affairs-and it is reported in 
Hansard. I think the Home Secretaq will see 
that that makes a great deal of difference. The 
hon. member for Uook is prepared to have this 
in<]niry. I think that much the better way, 
instead of having all these matters gone into 
over and over again by hon. members, is for hon. 
members to agree to the appointment of this 
committee, and allow that committee to hear 
what there is to be said on the matter. It will 
be much better to do that than that all those 
statements shall appear in Hansard again, for it 
is all repetition over and over again. I hope 
that hon. members on both sides of the House 
will vote for the appointment of this select 
committee. 

Mr. G IVEJ'\S (Cairns): The Home Secretary, 
in speaking on this matter, has misjudged the 
case and its importance. He says that it is a 
very trivial matter. I say that it is a matter 
involving the personal honour of one hon. mem
ber in this Chamber. 

The Honm SECRETARY: l'\ot at all It is a 
question whether certain things have been or 
have not been omitted from Hansa1·d. 

1\fr. GIVEJ'\S: I submit that it is a matter 
which impugns the honour of a member of this 
Chamber. as well as the accuracy of the Hansanl 
report. Kow, I think the personal honour of a 
member is one of the most serious matters that can 
be brought under discnssion. The honour of a 
member has been called in question by a state
m~nt which has been made, and it i:; disputed 
that that statement was made. I consider that 
that is one of the most serious matters that could 
be brought forward. Of course, as a matter 
of personal honour, it may not be a matter of 
very deep concern to the Home Secretary. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
Mr. GIVENS: But I think it is a matter of 

very deep concern to almost every other membel.' 
in this House. The Home Secretary also said 
that there was a way in which this coulri be 
corrected without going to any of this trouble. 
For instance, he said that the hon. member 
could get up in the House and announce that he 
had been misreported. That is quite true 
with regttrd to an hon. member's speech, but he 
could not get up and make a correction in some 
other member's speech. 

The HmiE SECRE.rARY : What is to stop him? 
Why not? 

Mr. GIVENS: He may challenge the truth 
of an hon. member's speech, but he cannot 
queotion the accuracy of what he is reported to 
have said. 

The Hmm SECRETARY : \Vhy not? 
The SECRETAllY FOI\ RAIL\YAYS: Of course he 

can. 
Mr. GIVENS: How is he going to prove that 

it is inaccurate? It has been said that such a 
statement was never made on the floor of this 
House, as appears in Hansard, and we are now 
asking for the appointment of a select committee 
to find ont whether it is trne that such a statement 
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was made on the floor of this House, as 
appears in Hansard on the page in question. 
Now, the Home Secretary said boo. memben 
had an opportunity of correcting their proofs, 
but what has that got to do with the matter? 

The HoME SECRETARY : A lot. 
Mr. GIVENS: The hon. member for Cler

mont never got a proof of the speech of the hon. 
member for Cook; he is not supposed to get 
that, and I don't suppose be wants to get it. I 
think when the Home Secretary makes uee of an 
argument like that he is simply throwing dust in 
the eves of hon. members and' the public who 
re:>d Hansard outside. 

The HoME SECRETARY : You are misquoting 
my argument. 

Mr. GIVE~S: I am not misquoting the hon. 
gentleman's argument at all. 

The Hmm SECRETARY: Then have a select 
committee appointed on it. 

Mr. GIVE:\fS: The hon. gentleman said that 
hon. members had an opportunity of cort·ecting 
their proofs. A great deal has been said about 
it which would have been better said before the 
select committee, notably by the Secretary for 
Agriculture. That beems to me to be an 
attempt to prejudge the case--

The SECRETARY Jo'OR AGR!CCLTUHE: The whole 
motion is an attempt to prejudge the case. 

Mr. GIVENS: To prejudice the case, for 
evidence is being given on the matter before 
this tribunal is properly appointed. I think that 
is doing something that is calculated to prejudge 
and prejudice the case. I was present during 
the whole of the debate referred to in this motion, 
and if I wanted to prejudge the case, I might 
speak in such a manner as would prove that the 
contention of the hon. member for Clermont is 
correct, and that hi<~ challenge as to the accuracy 
of the report is correct ; but as the matter is 
proposed to be referred to a select committee, I 
shall refrain from taking that course 1.vhich I 
think would be an improper one u'nder the 
circumstances, and also a course which would 
show very bad taste. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the question-put and 
negatived. 

Amendment put. 
Mr. AN::\'EAR (i11aryborough): I am very 

glad the motion has been moved for the appoint
ment of a select committee to inquire into the 
charge' which have been made. I agree with 
wbat other hon. members have said-that 
Hansard, our official record, should at all times 
truthfully report what hon. members say. But 
up to the present I have never known but that 
Hansard has carried out that duty most 
faith fully. 

HoNOCRABLE i\IE)!BERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. ANX J<;AU : All that is said in this House 

is not heard at all times, not e•,-en by the Chair
man of Committees and you yourself, Mr. 
Speaker. Now that the matter is going to a 
select committee for inquiry, I trust that the 
parties interested will not indulge in language 
such as has been indulged in this afternoon by 
the hon. member for Clermont. I dare say very 
few hon. members heard what the hon. member 
said. 

Mr. LES!NA: What is that? 
Mr. A:!S'NEAR: I took down what the hon. 

member for Clermont said. He said : " When 
you saw me at the waste-paper basket, why ::lid 
you not take me by the collar"-and he put his 
hand to the collar of his coat-" and turn me 
out; you are big enough and ugly enough." 
Language of that kind is not going to tend to 
create that harmony amongst hon. members, which 
I feel sure we all desire to see. I regret that the 
whole of the charges which have been marle are 
not going to be inquired into by this proposed 

select committee. I have no desire to cast any 
reflection on the hon. member for Clermont, or 
on any hon. member of this House. If the 
statement made by the hon. rr.ember for Cook is 
not true, it is not a f"ir statement to make 
against any hon. member. 

J\fr. LEEINA : Hansard contains a statement 
which was never made on the floor of this 
House. 

Mr. ANNEAR : I have seen some of the 
reports taken by the shorthand reporters, and I 
believe they never report the words " hon. mem
ber," for we are ~11 hon. m em hers--

An HONOlTRABLE J\lE!>!BEll : Are you a short
hand reporter? 

Mr. ANNEAR : They only report the elec
torate, such as " J\Iaryborough," or "Clermont," 
and so on. I suppose that the shorthand writers' 
notes will be produced before this committee, 
and if the word " Clermont" appears on them, 
then it must refer to the hon. member for 
Clermont. 

An HoNOURABLE l\IE)!BER : Can you read 
their notes? 

i\Ir. AN NEAR: I have no desire to take up 
the time of the House, and I am not like the 
hon. member for Cairns. It seems to me that 
that hon. member has the feeling that he must 
on every occasion speak or die. (Lau~hter.) I 
recollect on one occasion, a certain hon. member, 
who is not now a member of this House, told 
his constituents that if they would elect him he 
would speak on every matter that came before 
the House, and he did, whether he knew any
thing about it or not. I quite agree that the 
constitution of this committee is a good one. I 
believe that the members of this committee will 
conduct this inquiry in a fair and impartial 
manner, and we can rest satisfied that they 
will arrive at the right result. 

HoKOullABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. \V. HAMILTON (G•·ego•·y): With refer

en<Je to what the last speaker and to what other 
hon. members have said, this is not merely a 
question of the accuracy of the Hansa1·d report. 
1 say that if this report is true, and that the hon. 
member for Clermont was caught doing what he 
is accused of doing in Hansanl, he is not fit to be 
a member of this House, and if the statement is 
found to be false, then the hon. member for Cook 
is not fit to be a member. 

Mr .• T. HAMILTON: Hear, hear l That is my 
opinion. 

The SPEAKER : Order l The question be
fore the House is that the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inserted-that is for the appoint
ment of a select committee. 

Mr. BARTHOLOMEW (Maryb01·ough): It 
is not my intention to say anything against 
Hansard. I would draw attention to the fact 
that if this select committee is appointed I pre
sume the chief of the Hansard staff will be 
called as a witness. I do not think we should 
pass any reflection on our Hansard reporters in 
any shape or form, and perscmally I shall object 
to a select committee being appointed as a 
tribunal of this House simply for the purpose of 
washing the dirty linen of one hon. member. 
I hope the House will throw out the amend
ment. 

Mr. J ACKSON (Kennedy) : This is a very 
serious matter, which I think a select committee 
should be appointed to inquire into. But I 
think the comrr.ittee should also inquire into 
another matter-a much more serious charge
the most serious charge of all. I understand the 
hon. member for Clermont does not mind that 
charge being made again, and that he is willing 
that the hon. member for Cook should make it 
again. This is the most serious charge of all. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! 
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Mr. JACKSON: If I am ruled out of order, 
I shall not pursue that matter any further. I 
cannot help saying that this is a very serious 
business. I am quite willing to support the hon. 
member when he asks for the appointment of 
this select committee. That is a very proper 
thing to do. Seeing that this is such a serious 
matter, and that it is stated that hon. members 
may correct the proofs in the manner suggested, 
it simply means that for the future menwers of 
this House may correct the proofs of other hon. 
members as well as their own. However, I 

think it is a very proper thing 
l4'30 p.m.] that a select committee should be 

appointed, though I should prefer 
to see such committee inquire into the other 
ch:1rge which has been made. 

HoN. G. THORN (F(t,sijern): I a.gree with 
the hon. member for Maryborough, Mr. 
J3artholomew, that it is not w•wth while occupy
ing the time of the House with this matter. 
There is a blank created in the motion, and I 
move it be filled up with the words "that the 
House do now pass on to the next business on 
the paper." 

Mr. J3ROWNE : I really hope hon. members 
will not allow this motion to be carried. I think 
the matter should be referred to a select com
mittee. The Premier has said that he is willing 
to accept the amendment of the hon. member for 
Dalby, and other hon. members have expressed 
their approval of the .amendment. It will cer
tainly be more satisfactory to the House if this 
matter is inquired into, but if the majority of 
hon. members are of opinion that it should not 
be inquired into, surely they have the courage to 
vote against the amendment without shelving it 
in the way proposed by the hon. member for 
Fassifern. I think hon. members should vote 
either for an inquiry or against it and not nass 
the matter on and keep it hanging over by pass
ing to the next business. I do not believe that 
the hon. member for Fassifern has proposed his 
motion with any connivance of :Ministers, for 
I feel certain that Ministers were not ;>ware of 
the hon. member's intention to move his motion. 
The hon. member for Dalby has moved an 
amendment and the Premier has said that he has 
no objection to it, and I ask hon. members to 
dispose of the matter by deciding whether they 
will or will not accept that amendment. 

The PREMIER: I can assure the House that 
I never spoke to the hon. member for Fassifern 
on the subject. I think it is well that a com
mittee should be appointed to inquire into the 
charge against Hansard. Personally, I believe 
that Hansa1·d is-I will not say the only true 
publication in Queensland, but is the most correct 
publication in Queensland. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. LESlN A: I trust that the House will 

not adopt the suggestion of the hon. member for 
Fassifern, as it will simply bnrke any inquiry 
into this charge. You, Sir, pointed out, when I 
made my personal explanation the other day, 
that there was another way of getting an inquiry 
into this charge. I challenged the correctness of 
the report, and if Hansard reports may be 
altered in the way suggested, they may be cooked 
to any extent. Hon. members appear to be 
under the impression that what I want is an 
inquiry into the charge against myself. I do 
not, and this motion is not for that purpose. I 
would not walk the length of thi8 Chamber to 
get an inquiry into any charge made against me 
by the hon. member for Cook. What I do want 
is an inquiry into the report of a statement, as 
reported in Hansard, at page 1280, which I 
quoted at page 1332. That statement is attri
buted to the hon. member for Cook, and I say it 
was not uttered on the floor of this Chamber. 

Mr. J. HAMILTON: I will repeat it again. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
is not speaking to the question before the House, 
which is a motion that the House pass on to the 
next business on the paper. That must be first 
decided. 

:\fr. LESIX A : If the House passes to the 
next business on the paper that will simply 
burke inquiry into this matter. It will simply 
prevent the statement made publicly in this 
House, which I shall repeat over and over again 
whenever opportunity offers, being inquired into. 
That is not the <).esire of the Premier, or of any 
responsible member of the House, or of any 
members who are not animated by mere personal 
or party bias. 'What appears to b15 the desire of 
every fair-minded member on either side of the 
Chamber, who is broad enough to consider the 
matter on non-party lines, is to have an 
inquiry into the matter. If those members vote 
against the motion of the hon. member for Fassi
fern, we can then vote for the amendment of the 
hon. member for Dalby. Certainly, if inquiry 
into the matter is hurked, there will be left 
behind a certain amount of suspicion which no 
later inquiry and no amount of criticism will 
allay. 

Mr. MoMASTER (Fortitude Valley) : I agree 
with the Premier that it is desirable that a 
select committee should be appointed so that 
Hcmsarcl may be cleared. It is not a question 
as to whether what is said by the two hon. 
members concerned is correct or otherwise. I 
should like to see it placed on record that the 
Hansarcl people are clear. \Vhether it is in 
Hansrtrd or not the statement was made--

. The SPEAKER: Order ! 
Mr. MAXWELL: No such thing. 
Mr. Mc:i'.IA8T.ER : If we go on to the next 

business as proposed by the hon. member for 
Fassifern, Hansarcl, as the hon. member for 
Clermont says, may be cooked ; it will be ever
lastingly said in the lorrie" and at the street 
corners that thP Hansm·d staff allow hon. 
members to qualify their statements, and put 
statements into Hansa1·cl that were never made 
in the House. I believe that a committee should 
be appointed so that the Hansard "taff may be 
cleared. 

Question-That the House now pass to the 
next business on the paper-put and negatived. 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY (Hc1·bert) : It appears 
to me that what is actually involved in this case 
is that certain words not used by the hon. 
member for Cook were inserted in HansaTd. I 
should like the work of the committee to be 
better defined, because the amendment distinctly 
refers to the charges which have been made in 
the motion. Now the charge which has been 
made, and which the committee is to inquire 
into is-

That inasmuch as a certain chargP against me, which 
appears at page 1280, Hlmsar(l, purporting to have been 
uttered on the floor of the House by }lr. John Hamil
ton, the hon. member for Cook. on the 16th October 
instant, was not so uttered, and in so far the record in 
Hansard is not a true report of the circumstances, and 
consequently is a breach of the privileges of the House. 

I should like the hon. member for Dalby to 
clearly define what the committee has to inquire 
into. What are the actual words-because the 
only thing I could gather from the hon. member 
for Clermont was that he did not wish the com
mittee to inquire as to whether the charges 
against himself were true or whether they were 
untrue--

Mr. LESINA : That is not the business they are 
asked to do. 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY: No, that is not the 
question. But I should like the House, and the 
committee especially, to know exactly what they 
are to inquire into, and what are the words. I 
understand that certain charges were made ; bun 
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the hon. member does not want the committee 
to inquire into those charges, but whether those 
charges were connected with his name--

Mr. LESIXA: In the House. Whether the 
cJ:arge was distinctly made against me or 
distinctly against some hon. member. ' 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY: I understand that 
what the hon. member wants to arrive at is this: 
'Vas it statt'd distinctly by the hon. member for 
Cook that the hon. member for Clermont was 
guilty of those charges? 

Mr. LESINA: That is the point. 
HoN. A. S. COWLEY : Well, would it not 

be. better that the committee should have some· 
thmg definite to go upon, because the amend
ment of the hon. member for Dalby is based 
upon this resolution, which will disappear? I 
would like the resolution of the hon. member for 
Dalby to assume a definite shape and form, and 
to state that the committee are to inquire 
whether the name of the hon. member for 
91ermont was mentioned-because I believe that 
IS all the hon. member for Clermont wishes to be 
inquired into. 

Mr. LESINA: Yes. 
HoN. A. S. COWLEY: There is no question 

as to whether the other part of the statement of 
the hon. member for Cook was made or not. 

Mr. LES~NA: No, I h~ve I,'Ot raised that point. 
I have dehberately demed It, and that denial is 
supposed to be taken. 

HoN". A. S. COWLEY: The only qtte>tion 
then IS whether the hon. member's name was 
mentioned. There is no question as to whether 
the charge was not made against someone. 

Mr. LESIXA : And, if it was not made how it 
got into Hansard. ' 

Hox. A. S. CO\VLEY : The only information 
the bon. member wants to obtain is whether his 
name was actually used in connection with this 
charge, or whether it was not. 

1\Ir. MAXWELL: And how it got into Hansard. 
Hox. A. H. COWLEY: If that is the case I 

should like it distinctly stated. If that is do~e 
the committee's labours would be confined to ~ 
definite object, and I think it would be much 
better if the words proposed to be inserted 
should be amended in that direction. It is not 
proposed that the committee shall inquire 
whether the hon. member for Cook actually used 
every one of those words which appear inHansard 
or not. I quite agree with the Home Secretary 
that the proper course for the hon. member was 
to rise in hi' place and utterly disclaim the 
statement, and insist upon a correction being 
made in Hansard. 

Mr. LESTXA: I did that, and then I challenged 
~he hon. member for Cook, and the Speaker 
mformed me that I must pursue another course. 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY: I should like that 
the matter to be inquired into should be dis
tir:ctly stated, and it appears to me that the only 
thmg the hon. member for Clermont wants to 
know is whether his name was used by the hon. 
member for Cook, and, if it was not, wbv it ap
pe~rs in H((nsm·d. I should like that ·clearly 
define? as the scope of the inquiry of this select 
committee. 

Question-That thfl words vroposed to be 
inserted be so inserted-put and passed · and 
motion, as amended-providing for refere~ce to 
select committee-put and pa~sed. 

INTERSTATE FREETRADE AND AGRI
CULTCRAL RAILWAY RATES. 

Mr. KATES (Cunningham), in moving-
That, in view of the shortly expected interstate free

trade, and in the face of recent substantial reductions 
made in New South '\Vales in respect to railway freight 
on grain and other agricultural produce from up 
country districts to ports, it is not only desirable, but 

absolutely necpo;;sary, that to save our now rapidly 
rising grain industry from injury, our agricultural rail
way rates be brought into line with those of New South 
Wales-
said : The necessity for this motion arises from 
two different causes-first, the abolition of the 
protective duties on agricultural produce; and 
second, the action of the New South Wales Go
vernment-which, I contend, is selfish, hostile, 
and unfriendly-in trying, not only to filch away 
from us the trade from our own border dis
trict, but also to flood our markets with their 
produce. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : 8erveb you right. 
Mr. KATES: Then it serves the whole 

country right. The duties hitherto existing on 
our agricultural produce were :-Bacon, 3d. ; 
barley, !Jd. ; bran and pollard, 4d. ; buttPr, 3d. ; 
chaff, 15s. a ton ; cheese, 4d.; flour, 20s.; hams, 
3d.; bay, lfls.; honey, 3d.; maize, Sd. a bushel; 
malt, 4s. 6d. a bushel ; oats, Sd.; potatoes, l5s. a 
~.on; and wheat, 4d. a bushel. Now, the question 
IS fts to whethP.r it is worth our while protecting 
our agricultural industry. \Ve have heard hon. 
members saying in this House-like the hon. 
member for Balonne and the hon. member for 
Carpentaria--that the pastoral industry is dying 
out. l do not believe it is possible for it to rlie 
out. The great pastoral companies may have 
their holdings reduced, and their places may be 
taken by fifty small squatters, but I say that the 
production then will be greater, and that the 
industry will never die out. \V e are also told 
that the sugar industry is going to be wiped out. 

Mr. GIVENS: ·who said that? 
1\Ir. KATES: \VPII, if you look at the papers 

you will see colmnn after column every morning 
to show that the sugar industry will be wiped 
out and will be a thing of the paet. 

1\fr. CURTIS : "Trust the people." 
1\fr. KATES: \Vben we are losing our sugar 

industry, when our pastoral industry is in 
such a bad way, and when our mining industry 
is going back also, there is nothing left but the 
agricultural indnst.ry to save the colony from 
retrogression. (Hear, hear!) I was pleased to 
hear from the Premier yesterrhy that we are 
likely to receive an influx of desirable people 
from Besse,rabia and the southern colonies. I 
think t.here is plenty of room for them. The 
vVide Bay district, East and \Vest Moreton, and 
the Darling Downs are capable of sustaining 
2,000,000 people. 

Mr. BARTHOLmiEW: And another 1,000,000 in 
the Burnett. 

Mr. KATES; I contend that agriculture 
will be the salvation of this colony. I know the 
1\Iinister fnr Rail way;; will tell you that if we 
look at the agricultural rates and compare them 
with the rates in Victoria we shall find that 
the Victorian rates are higher, and even the 
passenger rates are higher ; but it is not Vic
toria that we have to fear-it is our nearest 
neighbour, Xew South \Vales. As far back as 
fifteen years ago I had to move the adjournment 
of the House when the Narrabri-Moree railway 
was before the New South \Vales legislature, 
when the statement was made there that if that 
line was extended to the border they would get 
the whole of the Queensland trade along the 
horder. Since that time they have been extend
ing their railways, and arranging their rates to 
get the trade ; and are we to be idle and 
see our trade going away? The difference of 
rates between here and New South Wales is 
comiderable. We find that in New South 
Wales they are carrying produce for nearly half 
the price paid in this colony. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG : Do you mean produce 
generally? 

Mr. KATES: The important produce. 
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : 'What pro
duce is it? 

Mr. KATES: Chaff, hay, fodder, and wheat. 
Our railways are not made to pay ; they are 
made to develop our resources and establish close 
settlement until we have such a large number of 
people that they will be paying naturally on that 
account. In Queensland hay and chaff are 
·carried for £1 12s., the same distance as they 
are carried in New South \V ales for 1~s. 6d. 

The SECRETARY }'01\ RAILWAYS: \Vhat dis
tance is that-between what places? 

Mr. KATES: From \Varwick to Bundaberg, 
371 miles, the rate on flour is £1 2s. 2d., and in 
New South Wales the rate is 13s. for the same 
distance. \Vheat and maize are carried at £1 
7s. 6d. a ton in {lueensland, ancl the rate is 14s. 
in :!'rew South \Vales. From \Varwick to Mary
borough, 321 miles, the rate for wheat and maize 
per ton is £1 0,;. ld., and in New South \Vales it 
is Us. 6d. for the same distance. And so on all 
along from ·warwick to places like Gladstone 
and Brisbane. It would take me a couple of 
hour< to give the whole list. 

J'I:Ir. BARTHOLOMEW: Give the rate for sugar 
from Bundaberg to Brisbane. 

Mr. KATES : I ca.nnot give that, but I can 
give the rate for coal. I was informed by the 
ban. member for Burnett that the Commissioner 
carries coal from Ipswich to Maryborough at 
ls. 6d. a ton. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: We will bring 
it for you the same distance, under the same 
conditions, at the same price. 

Mr. KATES: If I want a ton of coal brought 
from Gowrie to Allora, a distance of 50 mile,, I 
am charged 6s. M. The di,tance in the other 
case is 250 miles. To show the value of the 
agricultural industry and the rapid rate of pro
gre;s in that industry during the last few years, 
I shall refer to the report of the Commissioner 
for Railways. He says it will be observed that 
there is a decrease of 77,000 tons compared with 
last year in the carriage of agricultural produce; 
at the same time he tells us that it does not 
arise from the agricultural district of Darling 
Downs or \Vest :\1oreton, but that the deficiency 
arises from the sugar district of Bundaberg. 
The return of agricultural produce imported for 
the last three years at the three principal pnrts 
of the State will give a !l'ener"l idea of the effect 
of the seasons upon this traffic. Last year has 
been a fairly good one for agriculture in other 
than the sugar districts, as may be seen from the 
decreased importations of maize, wheat, bran, and 
pollard. He gives a very <>nconraging report 
which shows last year a great decrease in the im
portation of wheat and other agricultural pro
ducts, because our agricultural industry has 
taken such a rapid stride. I am glad to see the 
Attorney-General in the Chamber, because as 
member for Maranoa I am sure he ought to be in 
sympathy with this motion. It is not long since 
a deputation from Roma came to Brisbane asking 
the Commissioner to reduce the rate on wheat 
from the Maranoa district to port to en:thle them 
to send their surplus wheat to BriRbane, Mary
borough, and Rockhampton. I have received a 
sample of wheat from Roma, and it is one of the 
best samples of wheat in the Commonwealth. 
The CrJmmissioner charges 7d. a bushel for 
bringing wheat down from Roma to Brisbane, 
while in New South Wales the Commissioner 

carries it over the same distance for 
[5 p.m.] 4d. a bushel. From Roma to Bris-

bane it is £1 2~. a ton, and in New 
South Wales for the same distance it is lls. 2d. 
a ton. We have also a report here from the 
Minister for Agriculture. He says-

Much more encouraging are last year's figures relat~ 
ing to wheat. The area under that crop for grain 
rose from 52,527 acres in I899 to 79,30! acres in 1900, 

And this year, I am pleased to say, they will have 
120,000 acres under wheat. I should he v~ry 
glad if hon. members would come to the Darlme
Downs and see for themselves the wealt~ of 
wheat produced there this year, some crops yreld
ing as high as 40 bushe!s to the acre: In a very 
short time we shall arrr ve at the pomt when we 
shall not require to import any wheat at all. 

Mr. KERH: Is it good quality? 
Mr. KATES: First-class quality. If wheat 

cultivation has advanced in such a rapid way, 
the dairying industry has ad,·anced much mor<> 
quickly, and the Secretary for Agriculture says 
in reference to it in his report :-

Hone of onr agricultural pnrsuits seems to h~ve 
made more rapid or enduring prog-ress than tlw dairy
ing industry. The very last of them t.o establish a 
footing, it is already one of the most Important of 
them. In 1900 there were at work fifty-three butter an~ 
cheese factories, and 146 creameries, emE~oy1ng 59<> 
per8ons. The output that year was 3.8,a tons of 
butter and 886 tons of cheese, valued altogether at 
£658,li7. 
This year, with the large quantity of fodder we 
are growing we shall be able to export a great 
deal more. There are a million cows in Southern 
{lueensland waiting_ to be I?ilked, and we h"' ve 
not got the populat1;m to mJI!< tb~m. Look at 
the mine of wealth m that drrectwn alone ! I 
will now give some authentic information in 
regard to the difference in rates between _thi_s 
colony and New South \Vales, because my prmm
pal object is to induce the Go\'ernrnent to reduce 
the rates on agricultural produce. I wrll not 
touch upon the flour rate•, but refer to chaff and 
green fodder. For 20 miles, with 6-ton loads, th<:Y 
charge in New South \Vales ls. Sd., _and m 
Queensland 3,, :ld. less 20 per cent.; 2;:, mrl_es, 
New South \Vales 2s. 4d., Queensland 4<. ;:,d. 
less 20 per cent.; 40 miles, New South \Vales 
3s. 3cl. Queensland Gs. 5d. less 20 per cent.; 
60 mil~s ·Is. 1d. in New South Wales, against 
Ss. \)d. id Queensland; 100 miles1 4s. Hd. in New 
South Wales, against 13s. !Jd. m ~,)ueensla!ld; 
l.'iO miles lis. Gd. in X ew South \vales, agamst 
17s. lld.' in Queensland; 200 mi_les, Ss. 
1d. in New South \Vales, agamst £1 
2s. ld. in Queensland ; 250 miles, Ss. lld. 
in New South \Vales, against £1 5s. 3d. 
in Queensland; 400 miles, lls. 2d. in New 
South Wales, against £1 ~4s. zd. in Queensland; 
and 500 miles, 12s. 6rl. m ::'\ew South \Vales, 
against £2 O_s. 9d. in Quee;nsl.and. . That is an 
enormous drfference. It rs rmpossd1le for our 
farmers to compete with the people in the south, 
and moreover we are a younger colony than New 
South \Vales. In that colony they have 
2 000 000 acres under wheat, wherea; we have 
o~ly l20,000 acres ; and we all know that if a 
man culti,·ates 1,000 acres of wheat, he can sell 
his produce cheaper than the man who only cl!l
ti vates 50 acres. I hope the Secretary for Rail
ways will see the correctness of my ~tatement. 
The X ew South \V ales neople are trymg to get 
our trade from us. They are carrying flour 
from Newcastle to Bourke, GOO miles, for 19s. a 
ton whilst in Queensland, for the same distance, 
we ~harg-e s<>mething like £4. 

Hon. G. THORN: There is the water carriage. 
l\Ir. KATES: No, there is no water carriage. 

The hon. gentleman has forgotten his geography. 
Now we are losing our trade between Roma and 
Cun~amulla. Hitherto we had to pay £1 a ton 
duty on flour. Now it is coming across without 
duty and the trade from Roma is all gone. 

A,; HoNOURABLE ME~IBER: You ought to have 
thought of that before. 

Mr. KERR : You voted for federation. 
Mr. KATES: \Ve are not at all afraid of 

federation. \Ve can hold our own as far as the 
import duties are _conce_rned, but on th.e top of 
that we have hostile neighbours attackmg us in 
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two directions. They are attacking us on the 
border and by sea. \V e cannot stand a double 
blow, and I call upon the Secretary for Rail ways 
to help us in that respect. I am sure he will 
lose nothing by it. It is much better to carry 
truck loads to Brisbane at a lower rate than half
truck loads at a hi;:;h rate. Take a truck con
taining 10 tons. If that is carried at Ss. a ton 
that is £4, but if 6 tons are carried for 12>,. a ton 
that is only £3, and the Government lose £1. 
Very often I have seen train trucks coming 
down half empty, and I should say it is better to 
have them filled up at a lesser price. It is not 
VAry long since deputations from the Chambers 
of Commerce at \Varwick and Toowoomba, and 
a deputation from Aliora, asked the hon. gentle
man to grant concessions in this direction, and I 
am sure he will lose nothing if he enables people to 
send their wheat and corn to Brisbane at the same 
rate at which they are sent in Xew South \Vales. 
The hon. men~ ber may say that it is only3s. or os. a 
ton, but that is 2d. on the bulk of the wheat that 
comes down here from the mills of Brisbane, 
J\laryborough, and Rockhampton. It may be 
said that that is very small, but if the millers 
find that they can get wheat from Sydney at ~d. 
cheaper they will let the Darling Downs wheat
growers slide and get their wheat from Sydney. 
I say that that is not the wish of hon. members, 
nor do I think it is the wish of the Minister for 
Railways. I expected the lYiini,;ter for Agricul
ture to be here. It was his business to bring this 
matter before the House. He is the guardian 
and protector of the farmers, and it is he who 
ought to have moved this motion instead of me. 
I am really surprised that they have not found 
out that this last year or two our agricultural 
industry has taken such rapid strides and done 
more than has been done. Of course I must give 
the Government credit for what they have done 
in that direction more than previous Govern
ments. I must also give the Minister for Railways 
·credit for what he has done so far. I am sure his 
sympathies are with us, and if he would allow 
this motion to be passed, and sympathise with it, 
and promise me and every member representing 
agricultural districts, that he will on 1st December 
bring our rates in line with the rates in X ew South 
\Vales, I am sure he will not lose by it. I will not 
ask him for anything else, except to press on with 
the border line as soon as he can. This border 
.line ought to have been built forty years ago--

The SPEAKER: Order ! 
Mr. KATES : I have not much more to say. 

I can give other items to show the differences 
between the agricultural rates in Queensland and 
X ew South Wales. I am willing, if the Minister 
desires, to give him the whole list, for I have a 
big list which I can read. I know bon. mem
bers will say that we carry dairy produce here 
cheaper than in New South \Vales, and cheaper 
·than in Victoria. I have nothing to say in 
respect of the dairying rates. I am quite 
satisfied with those rates. It is the rates on 
grain, and especially on fodder, which are twice 
as high as they are in New Sonth \Vales, that 
I wish to have altered. If the hon. gentleman 
desires me to give him any more information--

The SECRETARY .B'OR RAILWAYS: No; I am 
quite satisfied. 

Mr. KATES: I am glad to hear the hon. 
gentleman say so. I hope that he will give us 
his word· that he will attend to this question of 
rates on grain and other agricultural produce. 

Mr. BRIDGES : What do you consider our 
ports? 

Mr. KATES: Brisbane, Maryborongh, Btm
·daberg, Rockbampton, and Ipswich. 

Mr. BRIDGES: Ipswich-is that a port? 
Mr. MACKINTOSH: It used to be in the old 

days. 

::\Ir. KATF.S: As I said before, I hope the 
Attorney-General, who represents the Jl;laranoa, 
will give us a little assistance in connection with 
this matter. I am sure that be will, and I am 
sure that his constituency will be very glad if he 
will aesist me in getting this motion accepted. I 
do not wish the motion to be talked out, and 
having said this much I will conclude by moving 
this motion. I shall have something to say pro
bably in reply 

'fhe SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon. John Leahy, Bulloo): The motion pro
posed by the hon. gentleman is a very important 
motion indeed. 

JY1r. DuliSPORD: It will secure fifty votes. 

The SECRETARY :FO.lt RAILWAYS: 
I do not know ; I have not considered that 
question as closely as the hon. gentleman. It is 
possible that he has a greater insight into those 
matters than I have. I do not pose as an expert 
in those matters. To go into a question which 
the bon. member has given his lifetime to con
sider-that is the agricultural relations between 
the Darling Downs and the ports of the colony
would be rather too large an order for me to 
undertake. Besides, I do not think the Hcm 'e 
can deal with this matter. This House, or the 
members repr8senting the different electorates of 
Queensland who met here years ago, discovered 
that it was a very bad thing for the interests of 
the colony generally that the railway rates of 
this country, and the railways generally, should 
be managed by the politicians of the House. 

HoxouRABLE 11Eii!BERS: Hear, hear ! 
The SECRETARY :FOR RAILWAYS: 

It was for that reason, in their wisdom, the 
House in 1889 passed what is known as the 
principal Rail way Act. That principal Act made 
the Commissioner absolute master, or master of 
the rates and freight on produce and passeng~rs 
within this State. ='Jot only can the Commis
sioner, as has been suggested by an hon. member 
in an interjection, defy me, but he can defy the 
whole J\linistry in fixing the mtes for the Darlmg 
Downs or any other portion of Queensland, if he 
thinks fit to do so. 

Mr. DuNSFORD: He would have a bad time 
if he did. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
The Commissioner is a servant of Parliament ; 
be is not even the servant of this House. He is 
the servant of both H0uses of Parliament. If 
there are any grounds for disagreeing with the 
Commissioner, of course Parliament may get nd 
of the Commissioner altogether, but this House 
itself cannot do it. It requires the resolution of 
both Houses to do it. If we get rid of the Com· 
missioner we should only get back to the con
dition of things which we desired to get rid of 
years ao-o. Do I understand from this House, 
or the !~on. gentleman who proposed this motion, 
that he wishes to take the management of the 
railways out of the hands of the Commissioner 
and put them into the hands of this House? If 
he does not mean that, what is the object of this 
motion? Of course the Commissioner cannot 
alter the present current rates without coming 
to the Government to have his by-laws or rates 
approved, but the Government are absolutely 
powerless to alter those rates, unless the initiative 
is taken by the Commissioner. That is the position. 
The Government only approve of them. lam just 
laying down a preliminary, and I am telling the 
hon. member for Cunningham and the country the 
exact position which the Minister for Railways 
and the Government are in with regard to these 
railway rates. I know that a great deal of politi
cal capital is being made ont of the lowering of 
these rates, bnt no one can come to me and ask 
me to prostitute my position and the position ?f 
the Commissioner by forcing on him certam 
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things which he may not deem advisable to do. 
No one is going to squeeze me into bringing 
infl u~nce to bear on a man in such a responsible 
position. If hon. members think that, they are 
very much mistaken, and I think the House will 
support me in that. 

HONOURABLE ME>IBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

Leaving that aspect of the question alone, I now 
come to the details of the resolution, and to see 
how the different lines of products in Queensland 
compare with the same lines in New South 
"'ales and Victoria :n the matter of rates. The 
hon. member will see that he is wrong in the 
conclusions he has drawn. 

Mr. KATES : I am not. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

I do not say the hon. member is wrong in all 
respects, but I say he is wrong in some of his 
deductions. The arguments and generalisations 
he has arrived at in this way : He has selected a 
certain lot of figures and from them he has 
arrived at certain generalisations and deductions, 
and I may point out that the value of dedllc
tions and generalisations depends on the merits 
of the figures or facts selected, and the inference 
should be compared with the figures not-elected. 
The hon. member selected two or three isolated 
cases of no importance, and he showed that the 
matters on w hi eh he based his deductions were 
very insignificant. The great bulk of thE' figures 
available he rejected. I do not think the hon. 
member has made out a case at all ; he has not 
reasoned properly. The hon. member dealt with 
chaff and hay mainly, and I will admit at once 
that there is a comiderable difference between 
Queensland and Xew South \Vales with regard 
to the rates for these lines of produce. C~ueens
land farmPrs would not be put to very much 
disadvantage if they sent this stuff in bulk, but 
they send it in a loose form. 

1\Ir. K.UES: There is a great difference in 
grain, too. 

The SECRETARY }'OR RAILWAYS: The 
hon. member referred particularly to the car
riage of chaff from \Varwick to Gladstone, and 
to Bundaberg, and to Maryborough, and he 
quoted New South \Vales in this connection. 
But it must be remembered that New South 
\\'ales has a very much smaller seaboard as corn
pared with Queensland. They have only one or 
two ports there. I have always contended that 
the districts in this country-everyone of them 
-Rorna, Toowoomba, \Varwick, 1Iaryborough, 
or Gym pie-each one has a right to get every 
benefit from its geographical position. Roma 
and \Varwick get the benefit of their geographi
cal positions, and why should not Maryborough 
get the benefit of its geographical position? I say 
it should, and the rates have been so devised 
that it gets that benefit, the same as Roma and 
\Varwick. I don't want to disparage Rorna or 
\Varwick or Toowoomba, for I think they are 
some of the most important centres in Queens, 
land-that is, in connection with the productive 
line-and no person has a higher opinion of 
the importance of those centres than I have. I 
do not wish to be misunderstood. The hon. 
member for Cunningham only singled out two 
or three isolated cases. \Ve have to con
sider the producers and growers of the agricul
tural products all over the colony, and see how 
they stand comparerl with the same class of 
people in the other colonies. I say that their 
position, with regard to railway rn,tes, is much. 
better than the positions of the similar class of 
people in the other colonies, and the hon. mem
ber knows that. The hon. member had particu
larly touched on one line of products. 

Mr. KATES: A very important line. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : He 
said that one article of produce was carried in 
the south at half the price for which it was carried 
in Queensland. 

Mr. KATES : From Rorna to Brisbane-wheat. 
The 8ECRETARY l<'OR RAILWAYS~ 

Roma has not sent much wheat to Brisbane yet 
this year, and the rate for this product has been 
reduced. When wheat has to come in a certain 
direction and cannot find a local market it will 
be time enough to consider the matter. The 
Railway Department deals with contingencies. 
as they arise. I say that Roma has not yet been 
able to more than supply the local demands. 

Mr. KATES : They do so now-thiR year. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

\Ve have net yet arrived at the state in which 
they have done that, and if they can do it thi>; 
year, I shall see that they will have an equal ad
vantage with regJtrd to get.tmg their produce to 
market as people in other districts have, and 
that they will equally benefit by their geo
graphical position ; and I think then they will 
be perfectly satisfied. The Attorney-General 
was pre"ent at the Roma deputation, and I 
think he will bear me out when I say that that 
deputation was perfectly satisfied that they 
were m ot in a fair and reasonable way. 

Mr. KATES : "Why not give the same conces
sion to the Darling Downs? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 1i 
will come to the Darling Downs directly. I 
want to deal with \Varwick and Toowoomba by 
themselves, and I want thereto he some sequence 
of argument. I am perfectly willing to meet the 
hon. member in argument in this rnatt.er. . I 
recognise the great impor.tance of the d1s~ncts 
he refers to, and everythmg that the· Railway 
Department and the Government can do for the 
encouragement of industries in those districts 
will be done. I may say that the rates for 
wheat and flour are the same. The rates from 
\V arwick to Brisbane for these products are 12s. 
2d. per ton. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: How many miles? 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I 

don't know the exact distance. These figures 
were prepared for me by the Rail way Depart
ment. For the same distance in New South 
\V ales the rate is 10s. 4d. per ton, and in Victoria 
it is lls. Sd. per ton. 

Mr. KATES : I am not talking about Victoria. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
The hon. member's motion is-

That, in view of the shortly expected i_nterstate 
freetrade and in the face of recent substantutl reduc~ 
tions made in :Sew South 1Vales in respect to railway 
freight on grain and other agricultural prod ne~ from 
up-country districts to ports, it is not only desirable, 
but absolutely necessary, that to save ou! now rapid:y 
rising grain industry from injury, our agncultural rail
way rates be brought into line with those of New South 
Wales-
and he says it is necessary to ~o certain thin!JS to· 
meet the wishes of the people m the South. :Now, 
the great bulk o~ the~e products come f:om S011th 
Australia and VICtona, and I am talkmg about 
Victoria now. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : The whole Com
monwealth? 

The SECRETARY l<"OR RAILWAYS~ 
Yes. The hon. member for Cunningharn, by 

some method of the most extra
[5'30 p.m.] ordinary arithmetical reasoning, said 

that 12s. 10d. was twice 10s. 4d. I 
don't think it is. l!'or a ton of wheat we pay 
exactly 6d. a ton more in Queensland for a dis
tance from \Varwick to Brisbane than they pay 
in Victoria. 
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Mr. KATES: I rise to a point of order. My 
motion says distinctly that "our agricultural 
railway rates be brought into line with those of 
New South \Vales." 

The SPEAKER: There is no point of order. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

The hon. member must be mistaken in his con
tention. In his motion he say", "In view of the 
shortly expected freetrade "-that includes 
\V estern Australia and Tasmania-" and in the 
face of recent substantial reductions made in 
New South \Vales." The whole motion refers to 
freetrade between the colonies. If flour from 
the "outhern colonies has to come to \Varwick, 
look at the protection which is given to the 
Queensland article. vV e charge a higher rate on 
flour going \V est, for the simple reason that it gives 
totheToowoombaand \Varwick men the benefit of 
their geographical position. Let me illustrate 
the ad vantage that the rate for flour going \Vest 
is to th~ local man. Suppose it costs £3 a ton to 
carry flour from Brisbane to Charleville, and the 
man at Toowoomba, which is lOO miles on the 
road, has the benefit of £1 per ton ; and sup· 
pose we reduce the rate from Brisbane to Charle
ville by 10s. a ton, then the man at Toowoomba 
will be in a worse position by 10s. than he is at 
the present time. In connection with wheat and 
flour exported from the south, we have to con
sider that the wheat is not grown in Collins 
street, :Melbourne, or in George street, Sydney. 
It would cost a man in Victoria £1 or £1 fis. to 
send a ton of chaff to Brisbane. But I will 
continue my argument with regard to flour. 
It costs 15s. to send a ton of flour from Victnria 
to Brisbane after it is brought down from 
the 1\Iallee cc>nntry to Melbourne, and has paid 
freight and charges and other things. Compared 
with the Darling Downs man the producer has 
only an ad vantage of 6d. per ton in the carriage 
of his produce from the place where it is grown 
to Melbourne, and the freight. from Melbourne 
to Brisbane for a ton of flour is 15s., in addition 
to which there are wharfage chan;es, harbour 
dues, and such like, so that the Victorian man 
sending flour here is at least 15s. a ton worse off 
than the local producer in Queensland. Xowwe 
comP to New South \Vales, and we find that a 
similar argument applies there. \Vith the ex
ceptional rate for flour in force in New South 
\V ales at the present time they charge 10s. 4d. a 
ton for the same di<tance as 12s. 2d. is charged 
in Queensland, that is a difference of ls. lOd. a 
ton in favour of K ew South \Vales for a distance 
equal to that from \Varwick to Brisbane. The 
New South \Vales man sending flour to Brisbane 
would have to pay 10s. 4d. a ton carriage in New 
South \Vales, also freight to Brisbane and 
wharfage charges, etc., so that he would be Ss. 
2d. a ton worse off than the grower in Queens
land. In other words the New South \Vales man 
would be handicaped to the extent of Ss. 2d. a ton. 

.1\Ir. KATEol : \Vhat about Killarney? 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

Does the hon. member dispute those figures? 
Mr. KATES : Yes. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

If the hon. member disputes them, he can con
sult the Commissioner for Railways, who is in 
the gallery, and has got all the printed regula
tions from which the statement I hold in my 
hand is prepared. This statement is signed by 
the traffic auditor, J. Davis, as being absolutely 
correct. \Vhat is the use then of the hon. 
member saying that he disputes the figures? 
.._d.._ny hon. n1ember can go and see tho regulations 
if he choosas. So much for flour. The rate for 
wheat is exactly the same as that for flour, and 
there is the same rate for maize, potatoes, and 
other produce from \Varwick to Brisbane. But 
the great maize district is not W arwick-it is 
Laidley. 

An HoNOURABLE ME1IBER: And Rosewood. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

And Rosewood. For 50 miles frum Brisbane, 
which covers the Laidley district, the rate for 
maize is 4s. 7d. per ton; for the same distance 
in New South Wales it is 4s. 9d. per ton, and in 
Victoria 5s. per ton, so that our rate for maize 
from the maize field is the cheapest in Australia. 

Mr. KERR: Maize is grown on the rivers in 
New South \Vales. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It 
is grown on the land in Queensland, and our 
maize is much better than the weedy maize 
grown in New South .\Vales, which must be 
saturated to a certain extent with water. It 
costs them fls. a ton to bring their stuff up to 
Brisbane, so that there is an ad vantage of at 
least os. a ton in favour of the local producer in 
Queensland. But I know that they grow only a 
very small quantity of maize in New South 
\Vales. The same argument as I have used with 
regard to maize applies to several other articles. 
I admit that there is a considerable difference in 
the rate for chaff and hay, and that the difference 
is against Queensland. That is one article in 
regard to which the producer in <-lueensland 
dues not stand in as favourable a position 
as the producers down south, but at the 
same time the statement made by the hon. 
member is outrageous. The hon. member quoted 
a certain rate from \Varwick to Gladstone, 
and asked why we did not give a similar reduc
tion for that distance to that given inN ew South 
\V ales, so as to enable the \V arwick farmer to 
send his produce to Gladstone. If we did that 
we should be wiping out the geographical advan
tage which belongs to Maryborough and other 
places. It would be inferred from what the hon. 
member said that a quantity of chaff comes to 
Gladst.one tram O\ ersea, and that our farmers 
would supply that if there was a cheaper rate by 
rail. \Vel!, I have gone into the matter, and I 
find that {i tons of chaff were imported into 
Gladstone last year from oversea. If it did not 
come from oversea it must have come from some
where on land, and if it did not come from vVar
wick, it must ha,-e come from some other place 
which was entitled from its geographical position 
to supply that chaff to Gladstone. vVhy should 
we deny to that other place the advantage of it 
geographical pogition ? 

::\fr. KATES: Take from \Varwick to Bris-
bane. . 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I 
will take every place which the hon. member 
mentioned-1\laryborough, Bundaberg and Glad
stone. I am not going to ?.kip anything, but I 
am going to tie the hon. member down. Let us 
take 1\Iaryborough. Last year there were 
imported into Maryborough 206 bushels of maize. 
Now, supposing we carried maize from \Varwick 
for nothing to supply that market, what \yould it 
amount to? \Vbat is a case worth that IS based 
upon a fabulous thing like that? I suppose that 
market is supplied by local growers, and surely 
they are entitled to it ? Now, take chaff. In 
the year 180!l-Ul00 there was imported into 
Maryborough 1 ton of chaff ; and there was 
imported in the year ending 30th June last, nil. 
That 1 ton disappeared. It is supplied by local 
growers, and the hon. member wants me to des· 
troy the local growers for the benefit of other 
people. I am not going to do that. It would 
not be a proper thing to do. There is no market 
there. 

Mr. KATES: The rates are too high-that is 
the reason. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : 
It must have come from somewhere. It did not 
come from oversea. The rates from Sydney to 
Maryborough are the same as the rates from 
Brisbane to Maryborough-they may be 2s. 6d. 
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more, but no rates that we could give them could 
compete with ocean carriage. If we carried it 
for nothing, the handling of it would cost more 
than it would cost to take it by sea ; so that this 
matter which has been raised really does not 
€Xist, except in my hon. friend's imagination. 
There is no market there to cater for. Now I 
<lome to Bundaherg. There were imported into 
Bundaberg oversea last year 11 bushels of maize 
'1nd 22 tons of chaff. I have dealt with Glad
stone, Bundaberg, and Maryborough. 

Mr. KATES: "\Vhat are the rates from "\Var
wick to Bri"bane? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The 
hon. member has selected \Varwick, and I will 
meet him on his own ground. Taking the distance 
between \Varwick and Brisbane, the rate is Gd. 
in favour of the Victorian grower for the same 
distance from Melbourne, and ls. 10d. in favour 
of the New South \Vales grower for the same 
distance from Sydney. But to equalise that, 
you have to add 15s. from Victoria and 10s. from 
Sydney, because they do not grow agricultural 
produce in either George street or Collins street. 

sir. KATES : \V hat is the rate in Queensland, 
from \Varwick to Brisbant>, for hay and chaff? 

The SECRETARY FOR l:tAILWAYS: 
The rates for hay and chaff for 50 miles in 
Queensland is 6s. a ton, and, if it is dumped. the 
ratP is 4s. 7d. In ::\T ew South "\Vales the rate 
for 50 miles is 4s. a ton dumped or undumped, so 
that the difference is only 7d. a ton if they like 
to dump it. 

Mr. KATES: \Vhat is the rate for L)O miles? 
It is 14~. Sd. in C~ueensland and 63. Sd. in :\few 
South \Vale". 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: In 
(.jueensland it is lls.-not 14s. Sd.-undumped; 
and, as I have said, if they like to dump it, they 
·can get it carried at a considerably reduced rate. 
I prefaced my remarks by saying that we had 
to take everything together. l'\ow, let us take 
cream, for instance. Cream is carried for ~d. a 
gallon in Queensland for 50 miles; in New South 
Wales, for 2d. a gallon ; and in Victoria for 1~d. 
For 100 milee, in Queensland the rate is 1J'd. ; in 
New South Wales, 2d.; in Victoria, 2~d.; and 
for 200 miles the Queensland rate is 2d., New 
South Wales 3d., and Victoria 4!ld. Milk is the 
.same. 

An HoNOURABLE ME~IBER : It is too low. 
The SECRETARY :FUR RAILWAYS: I 

do not think it is too low. I believe that dairy
ing is going to be a gre::tt thing in this colony 1n 
the near future. I was reported in one of the 
Darling Downs papers to have said the other day 
that dairying would take the place of wheat on 
the Darling Downs. I did not say anything of 
the kind, although I believe it will to some 
extent.. What I said was than dairying would 
take the place of chaff-growing and that their 
che>ff would come to market in the form of butter 
and cream to a very large extent, and that it was 
much more necessary and desirable in the 
interests of the railways of the State generally, 
and of the Treasury, that people should be 
·encouraged to send their chaff to market in a 
manufactured form. We have constructed our 
railway rate, on that principle. Let me give 
some other examples. \Ve carry butter, honey, 
eggs, and cheese 200 miles in Queensland 
for 17s. Sd. a ton; for the same distance 
i!l New South \Vales they charge £1 lls. 4d., 
and in Victoria £3 Ss. 9d. Those are very im
portant articles in the daily life of the country, 
and it will be seen that we do not charge one
third of the rates charged in Victoria for the 
same distance. The people up country have a 
right to be considered-we have to consider the 
ra.tes both ways. If a man is living-, say, in the 
district of the hon. member for \Varrego, it is 
desirable that he should get cheap rates for the 

necessaries of life. Let us compare the rates on 
potatoes and produce generally for 100 miles, or 
200 miles if you like. In Queensland we charge 
per ton for this class of article from port west
ward, for 200 miles 15s., and in New South 
Wales they charge 1Ss. Hd. 

:Mr. KERR: The people up country are not 
complaining. 

The SECJ:tETARY:FOR RAILWAYS: No; 
but I sav we have to take the country as a 
whole. f say these people are entitled to con
sideration. 

HOKOURADLE :MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Of 

course, I cannot accept the principle for a moment 
that we should alter our rail way rates every day 
because ::'-Jew South \Vales alters hers. I pre
sume New South \Vales alters them in the 
interests of New South Wales, but if we altered 
ours whenever New South \Vales made an 
alteration it would be running Queensland in the 
interests of New South \Vales. I want some 
better reason than that the ::\T ew South \V ales 
Commissioner does it. \Ve do not want a 
Commissioner at all if that is the position we are 
going to take up. I can give hon. members the 
figures for New Zealand if they like. There they 
reduced their rates six months ago, and even with 
their present rates the Queensbnd rates taken all 
round are cheaper for the producer than the X ew 
Zealand rates. I shall he pleased to show the 
New Zealand figures to the hon. member. 

Mr. KATES : New Zealand has not such a bad 
neighbour ~s we have in New South \Vales. 

The SECRETARY }'OR RAILWAYS: I 
say that the Queensland rates, with the excep
tion of those on chaff, are cheaper than in any 
colony in Australasia. Our railways are not 
built for the producers only; they are run in the 
interests of the people generally. If a man 
wants to go from \Varwick to Brisbane fir3t-class 
be pays £L Ss. 9d. single or £2 3s. 2d. return ; if he 
wanted to go the same distance in New South 
\V ales he has to pay £113s. single or £210s. return. 
'l'he second-class rates for the same distance in 
Queensland are lSs. 8d. single and £1 Ss. return; 
in New South Wales they are £12s. single and £1 
13s. 3d. return. I quote this distance bemmse the 
hon. member referred particularly to "\Varwick. 
If we take Toowoomba as a centre, the rates 
will compare more favourably in Queensland--

!Vlr. KATES: Toowoomba is not the centre. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It 

is an important centre. The carriage on wheat 
or flour from Toowoomba to Brisbane is Ss. !Jd. a 
ton; in ::\ew South \V,.,les for the same distance 
it is Ss. a ton, and in Yictoria it is Ss. -id. 

Mr. KATES: Take Killarnev. 
The SECRETARY l<'OR RAILWAYS: 

Yes. I am glad to meet the hon. gentleman on 
his own ground. Our passenger rates are lower 
than in :!'\ew Zealand, and workmen's tickets 
are infinitely cheaper here than in any other 
country. There is only seven minutes left, and 
I cannot go into all these things in that time. 

Hon. A. S. CmvLEY: You can continue 
another time. It is too important a subject 
to he hurried. 

The SECl:tETARY l<'OR RAILWAYS: I 
have a good deal to say on the question, and I 
think it will be very instructive to the country, 
and perhaps it will be as well for me to r;<o into 
it somewhat more fully. (Hear, hear.') \Ve lost 
£500,000 odd on our railways last year, and I 
want the House to understand that this has been 
lost to a large extent on the lines on which we 
are asked to make a further reduction now. I 
am pmpared to do anything I can if it comes to 
a fight with the other colonies, and they want 
to destroy the agricultural industry of this State. 
The Commissioner is prepared to deal with it 
when the time comes, but the time has not come 
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yet, and in the meantime I ask hon. members to 
follow me over some of the principal lines the 
reduction would apply to if we made a rPduction. 
Let us take for instance the line from \V arwick 
to Killarney. In 1896-1897 there was a loss of 
.£451 on the working of the Killarney line. There 
was no interest paid, The year afterwards there 
was a loss of £438, in the year 1808-189\1 there 
was a loss of £545, in the year 1899-HJOO, .£88!!, 
»nd in the year 1900-1901 there was a loss of 
.£990. There is an increasing loss every year. 

Mr. KATES : I challenge those figures. 
Mr. CuR~'IS : The line does not pay expenses. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

Not by a long way. I am told that this will 
brinq tmffic to the main line. 

Mr. KATES: You have been debiting the 
Killarney branch with losses on the main line. 

Mr. ToL;\IIE: The main line pays .£4 odd per 
·cent. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
'The hon. member will excuse me, but it does not 
pay anything of the kind. The hon. member is 
speaking about the line from Toowoomba to 
Brisbane, not the line right through. It paid 
£1 5s. 5d. per oent. this year from Gowrie 
,Junction to \V allangarra, last year .£1 4s. Gd., 
and 16s. 7 d. the year before, that is with the 
traffic from Killarney thrown in. If you take 
the line from Toowoomba to Brisbane, which 
does pay interest on the cost of construction, 
that must be averaged with the traffic over the 
line right through to Charleville and Cunna
mulla. The traffic between here and Toowoomba 
by no means belongs to that particular part of 
the line. It is ,-ery interesting to go over the 
table and compare the losses on the different 
lines. The hon, member for Cambooya has no 
line to his electorate. I have no line to my 
electorate. Some of the farmers in the Cam
booya electorate have to cart their produce 
20 or 25 miles to a railway station, and that is a 
.great disability. \Ve cannot be charitable alto
gether with regard to our railways. Hai!way 
construction is costing the 'country .£500,000 at 
the present time and is likely to cost more next 
year, so that we c"'nnot afford to be charitable 
·even on the eve of a general election. Before 
we are politicians we have a right to be states
men. If we cannot be statesmen as much as we 
would like we c<Ln be statesmen as much as pos
•ible under the circumstances. If I never come 
into this House again I will not give way to the 
pressure of any person to do something I do not 
think for the general advantage of the State. 

At 7 o'clock the House, in acc01·dance with 
Sessional Order, proceeded ~vith Government 
'business. 

MINING ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
LEGISLATIVE COlJNCIL'S A~IEND~!EN'IS. 

CO~DIITTEE. 

The SECRETARY FOR MI:t\ES {Hon. R. 
Philp, Townsvillc) moved that the amendment in 
dause 3, substituting a new clause amending 62 
Vie. No. 24, s. 2, be agreed to. It really had the 
same meaning as the clause sent up to the Council, 
but expressed more neatly the intention. 

Mr. BROWNE (Croydon) agreed with the hon. 
.gentleman that the clause bore the same meaning 
as the one sent to the Council, but he thought it 
rather a bad state of affairs when they had 
almost a new Bill returned to that House. It 
was a case of lawyers differing. Two lawyers 
drafted the Mining Act of 1898, one of whom 
was the author of the amendment under discus
sion. The Parliamentary Draftsman had drafted 
the clause which the Council rejected, and 
.another lawyer introduced a new clause bearing 

the same me::ming. He could see nothing to be 
gained by such action. He was not objecting to 
the amendment, because there was no harm in it, 
but there was no good in it either. He might 
point out that if a member on that side intro
duced an amendment he was told that the 
Government had had the best possible ad vice. 
The Secretary for Railways had told them 
repeatedly, when discussing another Bill, that 
he had had the opinion of the Parliamentary 
Draftm1an, and that that must be final; but 
directly another lawyer introduced an amend
ment, although the difference was a mere matter 
of words, m em hers were at once asked to accept 
it. He thought that was a very bad state of 
affairs, more especially as the author of the 
amendment had been addressing party political 
meetings, mentioning the Bills that he was going 
to oppose, and saying what he was going to do 
with them.. It was something new for a member 
of a,nother Chamber to take action nf that kind. 

The SECRETARY FOR :L\II::\'ES said they 
could not take notice of a matter of that kind. The 
author of the amendment was a very able min
ing lawyer, and he did not care where the amend
ment came from so long as it was a good one. 
The amendment expressed the same idea as the 
original clanse, and w:1' much shorter. 

1\lr. MAXWELL (Bm·!.e) sa.id the Bill had 
been altered to such an extent that its own father 
would not know it. It might not be ont of place 
to refer to the previous clause which dealt with 
the definition of the word "drive." There was 
considerable difficulty likely to arise in connec
tion with that matter over a case pending at 
Charters Towers, and he thought it would 
be better to clear it up now than leave it to be 
settled hy law. 

:;\Ir. DUKSFORD (Ch~:,·ters Ton·crs): It ap
peared to him that clause 2 was clear enough, 
but they were not dealing with that clause. Some 
men would go to law no matter how clear the 
matter was. They delighted in bw, and nothing 
would stop them taking legal proceeding-s. In 
connection with clause 3, he certainly thought 
the amendn,ent an improvement, because the 
same meaning w::ts conveyed in fewer words, and 
that was an advantage. 

Question put and passed. 
The SECRETARY FOR :\liKES moved that 

the Legislative Council's amendment on clame 5 
be disagreed to. He thought the intention of 
the Act was better expressed by the clause as it 
st<Jod. 

Question put and passecl. 
The SECUETARY FOR MIXES moved that 

the amendment of the Legislative Council on 
clause 6 be agreed to. There was no objection 
to this amendment, because section 42 gave the 
:Minister power to grant or refuse leases. 

Mr. 1IAXWELL asked the Minister if he 
could not move an amendment in the previous 
clause to deal with the reservation of the surface 
area? 

::Ylr. BHOWKE : He thought that this would 
be a very good time to introduce that amend
ment of the mining law. The hrm. gentleman 
had promised to introduce it at the earliest pos
sible opportunity, and he thought he might now 
add to clause 5 a proviso similar to that in the 
Mining Act with regard to coalmining, seeing 
that this clause dealt wholly with mineral leases. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : He 
thought it would be as well to leave the m<ttter 
as it was until they were amending the 1Iining 
Act. 

Mr. BROWNE: \V e are amending the Mining 
Act now. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Yes, but 
if he made this amendment every member in the 
House could bring in amendments if they wanted 
to do so. 
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Mr. MAXWELL: It ia the only one we will ask 
you to make. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He did 
not think there was the urgency about this that 
some hon. members thought. 

Mr. MAXWELL : You can see the urgency in 
the case I referred to. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He 
thought that was through the action of the 
mming surveyor. If he had surveyed a lease 
over a Jot of allotments and did not show them 
on his plan, there was something wrong. He 
intended to hold a very strict inquiry into it, and 
he had given instructions to that effect. 

Question put and passed. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved 

that the amendment of the Legislative Council 
on lines 17 and 18 of clause 7 be agreed to. 
The amendment would not prevent anyone 
mining on the surface, provided he paid for any. 
damages which occurred. 

Mr. BROW NE: He thought that this clause 
was decidedly better the way the Minister .had 
it whm it left the Chamber. It gave the nght 
to mine to the miner, but at the same time it 
respected the rights of the tramway people, and 
if the miner caused any damage he had to pay 
for it. Now, this amendment seemingly g-ave 
the right to do what they liked. They might 
mine on the surface or anything, but there was a 
condition attachPd that they must first of all 
lodge the estimated coRt of the deviation of the 
line. That would be all right if the width of the 
line was fixed by the Act, but it was not ; it was 
like everything else in the mining laws, it was 
left for regulations. "When the first regulations 
came out after the passing of this Act, one of 
them-regulation 94-provided in subsection 
(iii.)-

A lease of land for the purpose of cutting and con~ 
strncting thereon water-races or tramways to be used 
in connection with mining, may be applied for in ar1y 
shape approved by the ~Iinister, but the width ?f the 
area so applied for ~hall not be less than one cluun. 

Since that we had fresh regulations issued. On 
the 19th of January of this year tbere were regu
lations issued, in which it was provided w1th 
regard to subclause 3 of section 94, tbat the 
words "one chain" were repealed, and the words 
"fifteen feet" were inserted. It was just pos
sible that for some reason they might widel) this 
to 1 chain or more. There was nothing in the 
Act to prevent them doing that ; it was all left 
to the regulations. In that case it would be a 
different thing to give miner,; or pro,;pectors 
the right to look for gold, if the line was 1 cham 
wide, and they were not allowed to go on that 
without paying down a sum likely to be Hnffi
cient to pay the cost of the deviation of the 
line. That would make a great deal of difference 
-it would simply block them from going on 
the line. He thought the clause was better 
as it stood, as it gave the right to men to mine 
under the tramway, but fenced them in with 
restrictions, so that they could not run over 
it and do as they liked. That was a better 
protection to the tramway people, and it was 
better for the miners. If they caused any 
damage they had to pay for it ; bet if t~e strip 
on which they were not allowed to mme was 
widened, they would not bP. able to do anything 
-they could simply raise an objection and se'!d it 
in to the warden, and the warden would cons1der 
the whole case and the damages that were likely 
to occur. He thought tJ,e Minister should stick to 
the clause as it was originally in the Bill. That 
would be better for the tramway people and the 
mining community generally. 

TheSECHETARY FOR MINES also thought 
that it would be better for the tramway people 

if tbe original clause was left in. . He did_ not 
think any miner would see.k to mme on either 
side of a tram way 15 feet w1de. 

An HONOURABLE ME~JBER : There is no guar
antee that the distance will not be widened at any 
time. 

TheSECRETARY FOR MINES: It depended 
on what they wanted. He was quite indifferent 
as to whether the Council's amendments were 
accepted or not. 

Mr. BROWNE: It was provided~ now t.hat 
the tramway should not be less than lo feet w1de, 
but they could make it much wider if they 
chose, and in this clause a man would have ~o 
plank down a certain sum of money. He d1d 
not think this provision would be as good as the 
old law. The clause as it originally stood wculd 
be very much better for the mining community 
and the tramway people. He would like. t'? see 
this amendment disagreed to, for the MmJSt~r 
recognised that hid own clause was better as It 
originally stood. 

Mr. DUNSFORD agreed with what the 
leader of the Oppo;ition said--;tha~ i.t would be 
better to retain the clause as It ongmally stood. 
Although at a first gl~nce it mf'IY be !bought that 
it would he a good thwg to g1ve mmer.al lease
holders the right to the surface also, st1Il, when 
the matter came to be analy"ed, he thought the 
poor man would not be able to go inside the 
fence of the tramway and break the surface with
out having to pay for so doing. The operation of 
the clause would not apply to the small man, but 
it might apply to a big company. 

The SECRETARY JWR MINES: There 
were at present about 3,000 miles of railways in 
the State, and he had not ~nown of. anyone 
breaking the Rurface on these lme0 for mmerals. 

Mr. DuNSFORD: If the tramway is kept to a. 
reasonable width, there will be no trouble. 

The SECRETARY J<'OR MINJ<:S: He had 
not known of anyone seeking to mine on these 
lineo. 

Mr. BROWNE : Very close, though, tbey are 
working, in some cases. 

The SECRETARY FOR MIKES: By the 
Mining Act it was provided that min~rs must 
not go within a certain distanc.e of a !me .. In 
some caHes it would not matter 1f people mmed 
within 10 feet of a line on account of the rock 
being very bard. In other cases, if ;nen .wor~ed 
for minerals witbin lOO feet of a !me It might 
endanger the safety of the line. A provision 
had been put into the Mining Act tbl!'t the Corn. 
mi,sioner and the Inspector of Mmes should 
decidewhatwa" dangerousground-thatwas done 
more particularly with regard to the Croyd<;n 
line-and if there was any damage those who d1d 
it were compelled to pay for it. It would be 
better to leave the clause as it originally stood. 
He begged to withdraw his motion, and he moved 
that the Council's amendment on lines 17 and 1S 
be not agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
The SECRETARY FOR l\IINES moved 

that the Legislative Council's amendment on 
lines 24 to 31 be not agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
The SEC HE TAR Y EOR MINES: There was 

another amendment to the Legislative Co;mcil's 
amendment in subsection 4 of clause 7, whwh ~e 
thought might be agreed to, that wae, to om;t 
the word "estimated " and insert the word 
"the." He moved tbat the amendment with· 
that amendment be agreed to.· 

Question put and passed. . 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved 

that all the other amendments of 
[7'30 p.m.] the Couneil in clause 7 down ~o 

the end of subclause 6 he dis
agreed to, 

Question put and passed. 
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The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved 
that the amendment of the Council omitting sul>
clause 7, which provided that "Nothing in 
this Act shall confer on any holder of a tramway 
lease the rights or privileges of a common 
carrier," etc., be agreed to. 

Mr. BRO\VNE: This was a most important 
part of clause 7. The subclause which the 
Council proposed to omit was inserted in the 
JBill when it was passing through that Com
mittee, and it was agreed to on the voices. He 
thought it was a very necessary provision. Since 
it had been passed by the Assembly, the matter 
with which it dealt had been repeatedly dis
cussed in the House, and in some newspapers. 
He did not regard the Bill or any of the amend
ments as in any way a party question. It was 
purely a mining question, and members on either 
side could take their own view of the matter. 
HA h~.d !'~ad. v-ery -2arefully the a.rg·umeuts that 
were used in another place when the amend
ment was proposed. He had since spoken to 
several mining men, some of whom agreed with 
it, but they had not looked at it from the point 
of view that he was about to place before hon. 
members, The contention was that it would 
lead to a monopoly if people were allowed tu 
build those tram ways and carry for other people. 
Until within the last few years there was no 
notion of building mining tramways for such 
lengths as they were now. The original inten
tion when the Act providing for the construction 
of mining tramways was passed was to provide 
a cheap and easy means of transport for ore 
from the mines to the crushing, smelting, or re
ducing works, and the intention was that the 
companies should not be cumbered with any un
necessary expense, and so they were allowed to 
use any sort of locomotion or material that they 
chose. He did not think they were even sub
ject to inspection by the Inspectors of Mines 
under section 195 of the Mining Act. Other 
tramways or railways, or even vehicles, that de
sired to carry passengers or goods for hire were 
subject to all sorts of inspection, and had to take 
out licenses. It would be unfair to other pri
vate railways or tramways, whose construc
tion they bad authorised, if these mining 
tram ways were allowed to act as common 
.carriers. In addition to that, they had to consi
der the safety of the travelling public. During 
the last two years several private railway Acts 
had been passed, the owners of which had been 
put to a great deal of expense in getting their 
Acts passed, and they were bound down by their 
Acts in all sorts of ways with regard to the gauge 
of the lines, the rolling-stock, and so on ; and 
they were sabject to the supervision of the Com
missioner for Rail ways. Of course, it might be 
argued that it was right to compel the owners of 
tramw~tys to come under the juri6diction of the 
Commissioner for Railways ; but that might 
defeat the original intention of the legislature 
with regard to these tramways, which was to 
provide miners and mining companies with a 
cheap and easy system of transit for their ores 
and mining appliances. There might be anum
ber of small companies, or bodies of poor 
men, who were able and willing to build a light 
tramway for their own purposes, but who had 
not the money to go in for a railway which 
would pass the inspection of the Commissioner. 
He saw that the l'!Iinister had an amendment 
to propose fixing the rates, and that the hon. 
member for Kennedy had another amendment 
to propose, but they did not deal with the 
question of the inspection of the tramlines. He 
thought that the clause might be so framed 
as to meet all requirements. Some of these min
ing companies had no desire to become com
mon carriers, so that the Secretary for :Mines 
might leave the clause as it originally stood, 

and have another clause drafted providing that 
if any company wanted to come under the 
provisions of the Act they could apply to the 
Minister, and could then be brought under the 
jurisdiction of the Railway Commissioner. It 
might be made permissive for a company to 
come under the Act, and it might also be 
provided that if the people in that part of the 
country found that a monopoly was created, 
they could send a requisition to the Governor 
in Council asking that the company might be 
compelled to come under the supervision cf th(; 
Commissioner for Railways. It would be de
cidedly unfair to everyone in the country to 
allow anyone to construct cheap lines of tram
way without any restrictions, and then allow 
those people to become common carriers. Even 
a draymun, or men in the outside districts 
who had teams, had to be licensed, and were 
::;u'ujecL to supervision, and, if tramway com
panies acted as common carriers, it was only 
right that they should be subject to the same 
restrictions that were imposed in the private 
railway Acts. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Of course, 
the amendment opened up a big question. In 
accepting the amendment moved in committee 
by the leader of the Opposition, he bad been 
thinking of the time when the owners of the 
tramways did not wish to carry passengers, but 
only wanted to carry their own ore. Since 
the Bill had passed through Committee he 
had had visits from people interested in the Her
berton district, who said that they wanted to 
build a tramway to join on with the Stan
nary Hills tramway. They were building a 
tramway now to \Vatsonville. The divisional 
board of Irvinebank wanted to connect with the 
Stannary Hills tramway. He thought all those 
mining tramways would come under the In
spector of ::\Iines, and the Minister would take 
care, before he gave them permission to become 
public carriers, that there was proper rolling
stock to carry passengers. 

Mr. GrVENS: \Vhy not give the Minister 
power to make regulations for tho carriage of 
paRsengers? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He would 
not object to that. He was sure the people in 
the districts where tramways were constructed 
would be very glad to use those tramways, and 
they would open up districts sufficiently for the 
Government to come in some day and build a, 
railway. If tramways could settle 4,000 or 
5,000 people in a district, there was nothing to 
prevent the Government constructing a proper 
railway. If there was no law in connection with 
the carriage of passengers and goods on these 
tramways, people would travel on them at their 
own riek, and they would have to pay almost 
any price. And the owners of tramways would 
very likely buy goods themselves and sell them 
at a bigger profit than if they were compelled to 
carry traffic on the same terms as private rail
ways. 

Mr. BROWNE : 'If the owners of a tramway 
obtained permission to carry goods and passen
gers under certain restrictions, it should also be 
subject to the inspection of the Commissioner's 
officers. If people constructed a tramway for 
their own traffic, and if they had their own 
stores, it was not likely they would ask permis
sion to carry stores for the public. They would 
stick to the monopoly. He maintained that it 
should be made compulsory for the company to 
come under the regulation if the public wanted 
to have the use of the tramway. It was very 
much better to leave the clause as it was, and 
provide that as long as the tramways were only 
mining tramways they could remain so, !:>ut as 
soon as the owners asked to be allowed to carry 
for the public, or as soon as the public requested 
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the Government to compel them to do so, then 
they should be subject to all sorts of inspection, 
both for the benefit of the public as well as them
selves. Another thing, it would be hardlv fair 
to allow tram way•, without any inspection, to 
be running in competition with private railways 
which cost a great deal of money. 

The SECRETARY FOR 1\fiNES : If a man 
wanted to run a tramway 3 or -! miles long, and 
there were no passengers to be carried, why 
should he have to apply to the Commissioner to 
put on carriages for passengers? If there was 

any traffic at all he felt perfectly 
[8 p.m.l certain that if there was money in it 

the company would carry passengers 
and goods, but who would compel them to do so 
if there was no one to be carried? 

Mr. BRO\YNE : If there is no one to be carried 
the public will not ask. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: If there 
was anyone to carry the company would be only 
too glad to toke them, but an obstinate Minister 
might say, "I will compel these people to put on 
a lot of c.trriages," when there might be no one 
to occupy them, Mining companies did not build 
tramwftys for the purpose of carrying passen
gers; they built them >imply to carry the pro
ducts of their mines, but if they could oblige the 
neighbourhood by carrying goods and passengers 
he was perfectly certain they would apply for 
permission to do so, and no 1\'Iinister would refuse 
that permission. He thought the clause would 
work very well. The wants of the miners would 
be well 'erved if the amendment was agreed to, 
a?~ he was willing_ to accept an amendment pro
Vldmg for th~ makmg of regulations. 

Mr. J ACI'-SON (Kenncdy): It certainly was 
very satisfactory to know that the hon. gentle
Inan was willing to agree to making regulations 
in connection with the traffic on tho"e tram
ways. The leader of the Opposition had pointed 
out th;;t an inspector under the Mining Act 
would not have power to inspect tramways. 

Mr. BROWXE: I said I doubted whether he 
would. 

::\Ir. J ACK80N: The hon. gentleman was 
one of the oldest miners in Queensland, and 
there was no better authority on the mining 
laws, but he thought, with all due respect to the 
hon. gentleman, that he had uot looked into the 
matter sufficiently. He would refer the hon. 
gentleman ta the interpretation of the word 
"machinery" in the Act of 1898. He was 
rather astoni.shed to think that the hon. 
member had missed the interpretation of that 
word. It seemed to him, while section 1!)5 of the 
Mining Act did not specially give the inspector 
power to examine or supervise tramways, yet on 
referring t0 the interpretation of "machinery," 
a tram way would, in his opinion, come under the 
inspector's supervision. The definition of ma
chinery was as follows :-

" 1'lachinery"-::5temn or other engines. boilers, fur
nac~s, stampers, rollers, winding and pumping gear, 
chmns, trucks, tramwa~·s, taekle, blocks, ropes, tools, 
and all appliances of whatever kind used in or abont 
a mine. or in or about any works used for the treat
ment of metals or minerals. 

It wa~ quite clear, therefore, that the Inspector 
of Mmes would have power to see that those 
tramways were kept in proper working order; 
but whilst contending that, he would not 
contend that it was sufficient. It was another 
matter altogether whether the Inspector of 
Mine.s would have sufficient knowledge to super
vise these tramways, or whether he could 
po3sibly do it and attend to his other mining
duties. Seeing that they had made a good many 
provisos in connection with private railway 
Bills, he thought they should have some more 
>;afeguards than even this, as it was proposed to 
give the lessees of tramways the right-or to 

give the Minister power to permit them-t(} 
carry goods and passengers. HP did not know 
whether that was the proper place to move the 
amendment of which he had given notice--

The SECRETARY FOR Mr~ES: Not yet. 
Mr. JACKSON: The Minister's amendment 

was before the Comn1ittee, and he would move 
his later on. 

Mr. DUJ'\SFORD: The speech of the Minister 
showed to him how very dangerous it ,.as to 
build any line of railway or tramway-after all 
there was very little difference between a railway 
and a tramway-eJ.cept under Act of Parliament. 
especially when that tramway was to Le U8ed fu~ 
public c>trrying purposes. That was just wherg 
the danger came in. They were now bringing 
into existence a third system of rail ways carry
ing for the public. They had already the State 
railways and a private syndicate system of rail
ways under the control, to some extent, of the 
Commissioner; and now they were bringing into 
existence an entirely new lot of public carriers, 
who would not be under the control of the 
Commissioner-who would be slightly, perhaps, 
under the control of the Minister for Mines, but 
not under any ordinary railway control. He 
thought that was a very dangerous system, and 
should teach them how very foolish it was to 
build tramways or railways on any general 
principle. They should take every application 
on its own merits, and deal with it by Act of 
Parliament. He was, of course, speaking of all 
tramways and railways which were to be used 
for public carrying purposes, and not of tram
ways which were to be used only for mining 
purposes. As the Bill left the RouHe before, it 
clearly stipulated that those tramways were to 
be only used for mining purposes, and could not, 
under any condition at all, be used for public 
carrying purposes. \Vith that he entirely agreed, 
because that carried out the principle of the 
:\lining Act when it was originally paseed. He 
would refer bun. members to the J\Iining Act. 
Clause 2-! of the Mining Act provided that leases 
might be obtained among other purposes for 
tramways to be used in connection with mining. 
A lease might be given by the Minister for the 
construction of tramways in connection with 
mining. There was no provision that the lessees 
could act as public carriers, and it appeared to 
him that to go beyond the purposes laid down 
in the Mining Act would be dangerom. It 
would be much better to provid" that tho"e 
who wished to construct a private railway or 
tramway should have to get separate and dis
tinct Bills introduced into the House for that 
purpose. Clause 2-! of the Mining Act also 
provided that leases might be granted for build
ings, machinery, or roads. It would be absurd 
for the Minister, because it was possible for 
him to grant a mining lease for the purpose 
of a road, to come down and state that he 
would grant a mining lease for a main road. 
1'he expression "purposes of a railway or for 
carrying purposes" assumed something larger 
than the narrow intention of this Bill. Accord
ing to the provision in the Mining Act, the tram
way could only be used for the purposes of 
mining, which he took it meant for the convey
ance of material or ore from the mine to the mill 
or smelting-works. That clearly was the 
original intention of the Act, and if they wenll 
beyond that they would be introducing a danger
OUR innovation. 

The SECRETARY FORJ\IINES: Of course 
the hon. member for Charters Towers was think
ing of Charters Towers. If he would leave that 
and go to a mineral district he would find that 
there were mines that wanted to build tramways 
to get their ore to the mill. At the present time 
they knew there were any amount of tramways 
that had been built able to carry passengers and 
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goods for which there was no Act of Parliament 
at all. Look at the tramways in the sugar 
districts. 

::\Ir. DUNSB'ORD : The Commissioner has no 
control over them. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No. He 
{the Secretary for Mines) had travelled on those 
tramline,:, and he had not heard of any accident 
occurring. You could get from Lucinda Point to 
Ingham by tramway. 

Mr. GrVENS: They carry passengers for 
nothing. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : He 
beliPved that there was an arrangement with the 
divisional board, whereby th~y charged for the 
carria~r~ of goods, but not for passengers. He 
thought that this tramway had been a great con
venience to the people in that district. He 
knew that at one time going up the Herbert it 
used to take two days, whereas now you could 
land :1t Lucinda Point, and you were at Ingham 
two hours afterwards ; and if any attempt were 
made to pull up those lines, and prevent the 
tramways being used to carry passengers, there 
would be a great deal of trouble in that part of 
the world. At the present time there was a 
company-the Stannary Hill• Company-which 
had spent from £30,000 to £10,000. He supposed 
that seeing the trouble experienced in the House 
in getting private railway Bills through they 
decided not to ask for a Bill themselve•. They 
applied instead for a number of mining leases, 
for which they paid 10s. an acre, and they were 
paying more money than the private railway 
companies were-they would rather do that than 
come to the House and be called hard names 
by some gentlemen. That company had built 
a very substantial tramway. The divisional 
boar<l wanted to join with the Stannary Hills 
tramline, but they could not carry goods and 
passen?er" on that line. It was to satisfy this 
demand that this clause had been put in. He 
could see no harm in it. Quite the reverse; 
he thought it would open up this district, and 
some day it would pay the Government to 
build a line there, and they would do it. 
The Government were not abrogating any of 
their powers, but at present it would not pay 
them to build a rail way there. That being so, 
they ought to be glad for people to come here 
aud construct tramways which could be used in 
this way. If they would carry goods and pas
sengers at the same rates as the private railways, 
he did not think the public would complain. 

Mr. GrVENS : At cheaper rates than the 
private rail ways. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Well, at 
50 per cent. higher than the Government rates. 
"When they remembered that the Stannary Hills 
people had to pay the Government for the 
carriage of rails for their line, and they had to 
pay the Chillagoe Company for taking them over 
their line, he thought if they only charged 50 per 
cent. more than the Government lines thev would 
be only charging moderately. He thought this 
clause would be a benefit to that and other dis
tricts. The Government were anxious to see 
that country opened up. There were plenty of 
people looking for work, and the more work they 
could find for them the better. He hoped the 
clause would now go through, and they would 
have a discussion again on the subject of private 
railways. He thought the membere for the dis
trict would see that it would be to the advantage 
of the district. It would hurt no one, and it 
would benefit the people who lived in that par
ticular part. 

Mr. H YLAND { Gympie): The argument against 
this :.mendment was that it would give the owners 
of a tramway in a minera-l district a monopoly. 
Other people who had mineral leases in the 
district, and who wished to have their goods or 

ore carried, would be entirely at the mercy of 
the company which owned the tramway. They 
would either have to agree to their terms or 
build a tramway for themselves. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! The hon. mem
ber is under a misapprehension ; the question 
before the Committee is the consideration of the 
Legislative Council's amendment omitting sub
clause 7. 

Mr. J. HAMILTON (Cook): It would be in 
the interests of the public if these tramway people 
were allowed to carry for otber people, and it 
would, he thought, be detrimental to tl1e public 
interests if they were not allowed to do c;o. The 
people of one particular district were up in arms 
already becau"e the tramway people there were 
not allowed to carry for the public in that dis
trict, and he could quite understand that. This 
tramway wuuld be about 90 miles in length, and 
if the owners were not allowed to carry for other 
people the result would be that the company could 
carry their own ore at 7H. 3d. per ton at the 
highest ; whereas other miners having small 
mines would have to pay £5 per ton ; but if the 
ore of the small men was allowed to be carried 
on this line, instead of paying £5 a ton, they 
would get it carried for 15s. a ton. The line 
passed through nineteen stations, and there were 
120,000 head of cattle in that district, and there 
were meatworks six miles from l\1areeba, and at 
one time sixty or seventy men were employed at 
these works at good wages, but they had been shut 
down because they could not get sufficient cattle. 
If they had the tramway these sixty or seventy 
men would be working at good wages instead of 
the works being shut down. 

::\Ir. DuNSl<'ORD: That does not disprove the 
necessity for an Act of Parliament dealing with 
this tl'atter. 

Mr. BROWNE did not think anyone would 
deny that it was a benefit to a district to get 
cheap carriage, but it was the system he and 
other hon. members were going on. The Premier 
said that he {Mr. Browne) was illogical, because 
he wanted to compel the company to do what be 
suggested, but he thougbt he was perfectly 
logical. He would allow the company to build 
the line as cheaply as possible. 

Mr. J. H.U!ILTO!'(: And allow them to carry 
ore for otbers? 

Mr. BRO\V!\E : They could make any 
armngements with others that they liked. 
There was nothing in this Bill about them 
acting as public carriers. Supposing some per
sons had a mine in the vicinity of that tramway, 
they could get permission from the company to 
make branch lines, and use their own trucks, 
and pay so much towards the maintenance of the 
line. His argument was that as long as tbis 
tramway was used only as a mining tram
way they should allow them to build it as 
cheaply as they liked ; but immediately they 
became public carriers they should compel them, 
even as they compelled cabmen, to come under 
certain supervision. The Minister for Mines 
had nothing to do with regard to rp.gulations 
concerning rolling-stock. If this company were 
going to become public carriers the public 
should have a say in the matter as well as 
the company. Immediately they wanted to be
come public carriers tbey should be dealt with 
the same as other public carriers were dealt 
with. Tbe Premier said tbat the company 
might make application to act as public carriers, 
and if they wanted to, let them do so. Instances 
had been gh·en where a monopoly had been 
created in this connection-in ailowing such a 
company to choose whether tbey would do this 
or not. If that company had a monopoly they 
could carry their own goods without coming 
under the Act at all, but if a large section of the 
people in the district were crying out for the 
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company to come under the Act, and they 
refused to come under it, then he thought it was 
the duty of the Government to compel them to 
come under the Act, whether they liked to or 
not. There was nothing illogical in that. In 
fact, the Minister proved that in the case he had 
alluded to. He thought his suggestion was a 
good <me. This company should be allowed to 
become public carriers with certain safeguards
under special reguhttions--
. Mr. J. HA>IILTON : That will·be hardly neces

sary if they only carry their own ore. 
Mr. BROWNE: That was so. The company 

should be compelled to come under the regula
tions if they acted as.public carriers. If there 
were only one or two people there, that would 
not be neces;,,,ry. He agreed with the hon. 
member f"r Cook in what he said about the 
Mareeba :JYieatworks. This clause, as it was 
drafted, would not compel the company to come 
under the provision he referred to. If the public 
wanted the company to act as public carriers, 
and the company did not care about doing that, 
the public had a right to get up a requisition and 
apply to the Governor in Council to compel them 
to do so. The private railways which had been 
passed were fenced in with a gre.o.t many safe-

guards for the travelling public, and 
[8·30 p.m.] those sending goods over them. All 

those rail ways were under the 
supervision of the Commissioner for Railways, 
but if the proposed amendment in this Bill were 
adopted they would have a system of private 
railways over which there would be no control 
whatever, with the exception of an occasional 
inspection by the Inspector of Mines. Even 
admitting that the Inspector of Mines did under
take that work, the extent of country over 
which be had to travel in mining districts was so 
great that he would have very little time to inspect 
tramways. He hoped the Minister would accept 
his suggestion, and make two classes of tram
ways-one of which should be restricted to the 
carrying for the owners, and the other of which 
should be under certain control and carry goods 
and passengers. 

The SECRETARY :FOR MINES: If the 
condition suggested by the hon. member were 
imposed, he was satisfied that mining lessees 
would not build tramways, except such as would 
be sufficient for carrying their own ores, for it 
would cost double the money to build a tramway 
such as would be required to comply with the 
conditions the hon. member desired to see 
adopted. At the present time people could 
build tramways under the Mining Act without 
any authority under that Bill, and could carry 
their own ore and could also monopolise the 
whole trade of the district by erecting their own 
stores and carrying their own goods. They 
would have to buy the ores of other persons, 
because they :Jould not carry them unless they 
were their own property. 

Mr. DuNSl!'ORD: Your amendment will not 
prevent that. 

The SECRETARY FOR MI::-fES: It would 
prevent it ; but if they compelled those persons 
to carry passengers under certain restrictions 
they would say they did not want the tramways 
under the provisions of that Bill. In the sugar 
districts tramways were carrying goods and 
passengers, and there was no law to regulate 
them. About 1,500,000 tons of cane were carried 
over these tramways in one year, and they also 
carried passengers and goods. So far, nothing 
but good had resulted from the building of these 
tramways, and be was sure that the same result 
would attend the building of mining tramways. 
But if they hampered lessees with obnoxious con
ditions they would say that they would not apply 
to the Minister at all, and they would simply carry 
their own ore and do the whole trade of the dis-

trict. He was prepared to accept an amend
ment from the hon. member for Cairns to the 
effect that the Commissioner for Railways should 
regulate the charges for goods on the tramways, 
and that before the Minister granted a permit 
the line should be inspected, and that after it 
had been inspected a mining inspector should 
periodically inspect the locomotives. 

Mr. BROWNE : Suppose there are a large num
ber of people in a district, and the company 
declined to ask permission to carry passengers . 

The SECRETAH.Y FOR MI::\'ES: That was 
the condition of things now, and he wanted to 
obviate it. 

Mr. BROWNE: But You are not obviating it. 
The SECRETARY FOR MI::\'ES: The 

amendment would give them permission to carry 
goods and passengers. 

Mr. BRO\VXE: Suppose the owners of tram
ways do not avail themselves of that permission? 

The SECRETARY .FOR MI::\'ES : He sup
posed they were dealing with common-sense 
people. Anybody who had a tramway and could 
make a little more money by carrying goods on 
it would do so. 

Question- That the Legislative Council's 
amendment omitting subclause 7 be agreed to
put; and the Committee divided:-

AYES, 29. 
:\ir. Armstrong :\1r. J,eahy 

Barnes Linnett 
Bartholomew Lord 

, Boles :\IacartneY 
, Bridges :\iackintOsh 

Cowley }Ic~Iaster 
., J. C. Cribb :\ewell 

T. B. Cribb O"Connell 
, Dalrymple , Philp 

Forrest Plunkett 
, For~yth , Rn tled.ge 
, Foxton , Stephens 

J. Hamilton , Stephenson 
Kates , Tolmie 

, Keugh , Tooth 
Tellers: Mr. Barnes and Ylr. Bridges. 

l:Ir. Airey 
Barbsr 
Bowman 
Browne 
Burrows 
Dibley 
Dunsford 

, Fitzgerald 
, Fogarty 

Givens 

Mr. W. Hamilton 
, , 1-Iarclacre 

Jackson 
Kerr 
Lesina 
}1axwell 
11ulcahy 
Rvland 
Tiu·ley 

Tellers: Mr. Dibley and )I,. W. Hamilton. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved th<tt 

subclauses 7 and 8, inserted by the Council, be 
disagreed to, with the view of inserting a new 
subclause. 

Question put and passed. 
The SECRETARY :FOR MINES moved the 

insertion of the following new sub-clause 7 :-
The lessee of any tramway mining lease who desires 

to carry for hire upon his tramway passengers, n!" 
goods, live stock, or material for the public, shall make 
application in writing to the :Minister for a permit so 
to do. 

The :I\Iinister may grant such permit : 
Provided that no lessee to whom such pRrmit has 

been granted shall be entitled t1J demand or recover 
for the carriage or any passengers, goods, live stock, or 
material as aforesaid any tolls, fares, rates, or charges 
exceeding 50 per centum more than the amount payable 
in respect of similar services on the Government railways 
of the State under by-laws in !orce for the time beillg 
of the Commissioner or other officer charged with the 
control of such railways: 

Provided further that the lessee shall not make or 
give any undue or unreasonable preference or advan
tage to or in favour of any particular person or class of 
persons or any particul~r description of traffic, or 
subJect any particular perSon or class of persons or any 
particular descriptjon of traffic to any undue or un
reasonable disadvantage in any respect whatsover; 
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and this provision may be enfol'Ced by the Supreme 
Court upon the application of any per~on a~grieved, by 
the issne of an injnnction or other process accowUng to 
the practice of the said court. 

Mr. BROWNE would point out again to the 
hon. gentleman that, while he wished to prevent 
a monopoly being created, he was not doing a 
little bit to prevent it. In the first place, it was 
entirely at the option of acornpany whether they 
asked for permission to r'1rry for hire. If they 
did not choose to apply for permission, they 
could get a whole district under their thumb. 
Tbey could decline to r>rry stores or ore for 
other people, and in that way they could obtain 
a virtual monopoly. 

The SECRETARY POR Y1INES: They cannot 
carry passeng-ers unless they get permis,ion. 

Mr. BRO\V)J'E: They could cany them free 
if they liked. ·with regard to stores and every
thing, they were not required to come under that 
subclause unless they ,;pecially aske:i to be 
brought under it. Another thing, they were 
not to be responsible to the wardens. If the 
company made rlifferen'ial rates, or refused to 
carry goods or passengers, they 01uld only be 
proceederl ag>1inst in the Supreme Court. 

The SEORE'rARY FOR MINES: \Ve can alter 
that to the warden's court or the District Court. 

Mr. J. HAMILTON: He alwavs understood 
it to be the policy uf hon. members opposite to 
prevent these tramways co,rrying for the public 
under any conditions, but now the leader of the 
OppoRition contended that they ought to be com
pelled to do so. It might retard mining if a 
man who built a tramway to develop his own 
mine were eo m pelled to carry for others; at the 
same time, if it would be for thR benefit of other 
miners in the district to take advantage of the 
line, he thought the owners of the tram way 
ought to be allowed to carry for other,;. U ndt>r 
this provision they must not exercise any dis
criminating policy ; and if they once :JCcepted 
the c·mrlitions to carry for anyone they must 
carrv fnr a 11. 

J\l{r. J ACKSOX : The contention of the leader 
of the Opposition wc.s, he thought, that as syndi
cate;; would have the right to ask for permits to 
carry for the public, the Government should have 
the right to insi,t on the tramway people c:.trrying 
for the public if the public so desired; but the 
tram way le,sees only had the right to ask for the 
permit, and the Minister need not give it unless 
be wishPd. At the same time he was in favour 
of the hon. member's contention. He thought 
this was a favourable opportunity to move the 
amendment of which he had given notice. He 
therefnre moved that after the words "The 
Minister m·•y grant such permit" the following 
words be inserted :-

On the recommendation of the Queensland Railway 
Commisc•ioner ~ but thf~ -:\Iinister may, at any time, in 
the public intel'est, cancel such permit, and on any 
RUCh cancellation, or on the Government constructing 
and maintaining any line of raihvay or tramway 
adjacent to any tram \va.r mining Jease, the lessee of such 
tramway mining lease shall not be entitiell to claim 
any compen .. mtion 1rom the Government for any losses 
that may accrue to such les"lee from the action of the 
Minister or the Government. 

He thouf!'ht this was a valnahle amendment, and 
he hoped the Minister would see his way to 
accept it. They could not put in everything 
they would Jrke into the Biil ; he thought there 
should have been a separate Bill to deal with this 
que.stion. \Vhen the Minister saw that the 
Legislative Council proposed to give the owners 
of tramways the right to carry for the public, he 
thought the hon. gentleman should have intro
duced a. separate Bill dealing with the matter. 

The SECHRTAUY FOR N1INES : I was not asked 
to do so. 

Mr. JACKSON: No; still the hon. gentle
man could see the difficulties confronting him 
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when he proposed to give lessees the right to 
carry for the public ; and it was necessary to 
safeguard the interests of the Government at,d of 
the public. He admitted that a little while ago 
the hnn. gentleman said he would not object to 
power being given to make regula~ions, b_ut they 
<lid not know what those regulatwns nnght be. 
They might be held to be ultra vires, and some
body might fight the Government on them; 
but if it was put into the Bill it could not be 
disputed. In what the hrm. gentleman proposed, 
the interests of the public were safeguarded 
in only two respects- namely, with regard 
to the rates and with regard to discrimina
tion. Of course those were important matters. 
Still, while recognising they were improvements, 
there were many other safeguards that ought to 

be provided, and he had pn,vided 
[9 p.m.] two or three in the interests of the 

public. Hon. members would recog
nise at once the reasons for his amendment, and 
would see that it was necessary that the permit 
should only be on the recommendation of the 
Hailway Commissioner. It might seem stran!'e 
to give the Minister power to grant a permrt, 
aud not give him power to cancel one, and it 
might be argued that it followed as a matter of 
course; but he was not prepared to admit that, 
and it should be specifically dealt with in the Act. 
Then another safeguard that he proposed was that 
in the event of the Government making a railway 
or tramway adjoining the mining tramway, the 
lessee'' should not be able to come along and 
claim compensation. That was a proviso that 
had been inserted in other railway Bills that 
the House had passed, and it seemed very 
reasonable to inclurle it in the Bill. He would 
point out that the Premier himself during the dis
cussion alluded to the fact that townships might 
spring up, and the Government might want to 
build a rJ.ilway, so that the hon. gentleman had 
given the best possible "'"'on in favour of one 
portion of the amendment. If the townships 
were going to spring up, and the Government 
thought it desirable to build a rail way, then, if 
the amendment was accepted, the lessee, of the 
tramway would ha.ve no good case for compensa
tion. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: There 
was no reason to object to the latter portion 
of the hon. member's amendment; but the first 
portion wa.s rather a Reriou:-:; 1natter, once baYing 
given permission to the lessee to carry goods and 
passengers. Under the :\lining Act the Minister 
had power to make regulations about anything 
he liked. 

Mr. BROW~E: That is the worst of it. 
The SECR:h:TARY .FOR MINES: They had 

a great many regulations under the Mining Act, 
and the clause giving power to make regulations 
wound up by saying "and for all other matters 
and things necessary to give effect to this Act." 
It would therefore be seen that they had power 
to make regulations for any purpose, and if they 
were not observed heavy fines were imposed. 

Mr. GIVENS: Under whatclauseoftbeMining 
Act have you power to make regulations for 
tramways? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Under 
clause 247. 

Mr. LESINA : \Vhat did you put a similar 
clause in tbe Cloncnrry Bill for? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: The 
Cloncurry Bill was a railway Biil, and the clause 
they were discussing referred to tramways. The 
J\finister could make as stringent regulations as 
he pleased. He hoped they would not be over 
stringent, but he had all the power necessary to 
make the carriage of goods and passenger" as 
safe as on the Government railways. Any 
reasonable Minister would see that if the lessees 
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carried goods and passengers they must adopt 
due saf• guards, and he thought the leader of the 
Opposition must be satisfied that they could 
make regulations to govern the traffic on the 
lines. 

Mr. BROWNE: I am satiofied that you can, but 
I am not satisfied that you will. 

The SECRETARY JfOR Mll'\ES was sorry 
the hon. gentleman bad such a bad opinion of the 
Government. He thought the hc.n. gentleman 
might give them credit for desiring to protect the 
lives of the passengers on trarr:ways as well as on 
the State railw:1ys. 

Mr. BROW.:\'E was sorry the hon. gentleman 
could give no stronger reason for not accept· 
ing the amendment than that the Government 
had power to make regulations. Ever since 
he had been iu Parliament the desirability of 
giving the Government power to make regu
lations had always been strongly contested, the 
great majority of hon. members not believing 
in government by regulation. Govermnent by 
regulation had certainly been the curse of the 
Mine" Department for many ye,rs, and it had 
never been a worse curse than since the passage 
of the Act of ltl98. One Under Secretary suc
ceeded another, altering the regulations and 
giving a totally different interpretation to them. 
The hon. gentleman quoted a number of 
different things which, under the Mining Act, 
he had power to make regulations for. They were 
now dealing with forty or fifty different things 
under the Mining Act, but apparently that was 
not enough, and they must now have railways 
in as well. 

here, but they would march into the Chamber 
without knowing what they were voting for, 
and vote to saddle the Northern miner with 50 
per cent. or 75 per cent. higher rates tl:an the 
farmers were paying down here at the present 
time. This showed that there was not very 
much danger of the Government constructing 
line·.; alongside these tramways and railways in 
the North, or of buying them back; and if there 
was any outcry in any of these districts to con
vert a private line into a Government railway 
they would have a large number of members in 
the House from all parts, who wanted a railway 
in their own districts, crying out why should they 
spend money in building railways up there, 
where the people already had certain means of 
communication? They would say, "\Ve want a 
railway to Dove Creek or to Gomnbungee ; we 
have no railway at all, but up there they have 
some sort of railway." That would be the argu
ment that would be used, and he did not say that 
hon. members would not be justified in using it. 
But at the same time it would only be staving 
the matter off, and although he intended to sup
port the ttmendment of the bun. member for 
Kennedy--

l\1r .• JAOKSON : It cannot do any harm. 
Mr. BROWNR: No ; it would do a certain 

amount of good. :Matters were so mixed up now 
in connection with the railways that he did not 
know where they would have to look for the 
various Acts relating to them. They had private 
railways up in the North; they had little private 
lines down here ; they had State lines under 
different rules and regulations; and now it was 
proposed to have another system of railways 
administered by the Minister for Mines, under 
regulations framed under the Mining Act. He 
thought the more they curtailed the power of 
the Ministers to make regulations, and kept the 
power in the hands of the House, the better it 
would be for the country. 

Hon. A. S. COWLEY: Aboriginal reserves, too. 
Mr. BRO\VNE: Yes, aboriginal reserves and 

all the rest of the3e things were put under the 
Mining Act. There had been Bills passed in 
favour of building light lines into agricultural 
districts, and the Government had expressed 
themselves as highly in favour of them. He 
wondered if they would bring down an amend- ; 
ment of the Lands Act, or place the whole con
cern of these light lines in agricultural districts 
under the control of the Minister for Agriculture 
instead of the Minister for Railway,. 

Mr. J·. HA1HLTON: He did not think that 
the hon. gentleman had any right to insult 
members of the Hou•,e by saying that they 

! would flock in and vote for the things they did 
not know anything about. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: There are ' 
hundreds of miles of these light railways now 
running. 

Mr. BROWNE: There was nothing of the 
sort. 

Mr. BROWNE: I did not say anything of the 
sort. 

11r. J. HAl\IILTO:::\: Then he apologised to 
the hon. member, but that was what he under
stood him to say. 

The SECRE'rARY J<'OI\ AGRICt:L'l'cRE : I am 
talking about the sugar lines. 

Mr. BROWNE : They had had a lot of things 
introduced into this mining discussion, but he 
objected to the hon. member introducing sugar. 
He was referring to the light lines proposed to 
be constructed in the agricultural districts. If 
the reason the Secretary for Mines had given 
against accepting the hon. member for Kennedy's 
amendment was the only one he could advance, 
he thoug-ht it was the very one that should make 
members vote for it. With regard to the latter 
part of the amendment, he thought it would 
be very valu<tble in some cases ; but, generally 
speaking, he did not think the amendment 
would do much good, even if the hon. mem
ber for Kennedy got it in. He thought that, 
for the simple reason that it was evident, now 
they had these private railways, that it was 
the determination of the Government not to 
spend any money on any railways in .:\'orthern 
Queeneland for many and many a long day. 
There was a provision that the mining tramways 
were to be allowed to charge 50 per cent. higher 
rates than were charged on the State railways, 
and members had voted for that who only that 
afternoon had joined in urging the Minister for 
Railways to reduce the already low rates charged 
to farmers in Southern Queensland. Thooe hon. 
.members would cry out for reduced fares down 

:VIr. BROWNE: T said that members, who this 
afternoon were asking the Minister for Rail
ways to reduce the rates on agricultural produce, 

. without hearing what had been said on the 
! question, would march in and vote for saddling 

those higher rates on the Northern miners. 
Mr .• J. HAMiLTON: Ffe did not think it 

was fair for the hon. member to say that the 
Government did not intend to make any railways 
in the North, or to give the North their due 
share of railways, because they allowed a private 
company to make a railway to Cloncurry-a 
railway which, in the first place, no member 
in the House had suggested the State should 
make. 

Mr. GrVENS: Ob, yes, they did. 
Mr. ,J. HAl\IILTOi\': The late member for 

the district said it would not pay for the State 
to build such a line. He did not see why a 
wealthy company which built a line of tramway 
should not be allowed to extend the ad vantage" 
of that line to poor miners who were in their dis
trict. The hon. gentleman suggested that they 
might become p:utners in the making of portion 
of the line. Say a line of tramway 50 or GO 
mile" in length ~,-as to be built by- a wealthy 
company, there might be a lot of miners in tbat 
district who had nothing at all. Tbey might be 
quite unable to mise the money which would be 
necessary in order to become partners in the 
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construction of the line. The proposal was 
ridiculous. He had known the time in mining 
when he could have given his labour, but could 
not have raised a pound to put into the building 
of a line. \Vhy should he and the company he 
deprived of the advantages of rail way carriage 
in consequence of his want of money? 

Mr. RYLAND thought hon. members should 
accept the amendment before the Committee 
in the interests of the country. \Vhy should 
not the J\1inister have power to cancel an 
agreement if it was not carried out satisfactorily. 
If a company had the monopoly in th~t district, 
and 1f the Government proposed to build a light 
railway or a tramway in the same district, the 
company would claim compensation. He would 
support the amendment. 

Mr. NE WELL ( Woothakata) thought that it 
should be made compulsory for a company to 
-carry generally--

Mr. GIVENS : I intend to move an amendment 
to that effect, and I hope you will support it. 

Mr. NE\VELL : There was already a tram
way to \Vatsonvi!le, and a lot of the working 
miners in that district had asked him to do his 
best to get the Government to see thvt they could 
make use of that tramway. He hoped the 
Government would see their way to do that, and 
that they would see that there was Rufficient 
rolling-stock there to meet the requirements of the 
district. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inserted-put ; and the Committee 
<:livided :--

AYES, 20. 
)fr. Airey .'Hr. W. Hamilton 

, Barber , Hardacre 
Bowman , Jackson 

,, Browne Kerr 
, , Burrows L~sina 
, Dibley J.Iaxwell 
,, Due.sford , :J.Iuleahy 
, Fitzgerald , Plunkett 
, Fogarty , Ryla'ld 
, Givens . , rl'urley 

:Pellf:'rs: J.lr. Burrows and Mr. Ryland. 

KoEs, 28. 
:Mr. Armstrong 

Barnes 
Bartholome\Y 
Boles 

, Bridges 
Cowlev 

" J. c. rribb 
, T. B. Cl"ibb 
, Cnrtis 
,. Dalrymple 
, Forrest 

J. II::tmilton 
Hanran 

, Katv·.;; 

Mr. KPogh 
,, Leahy 
, I.~innett 

Lord 
, :\lacartney 

l\fackintosh 
, , l\Ic::\Iastcr 

Newell 
, O'Connell 
, Philp 
, Rutledge 
,, Stepbens 
,. ktephenson 
, Tolmie 

Tellers: J.:Ir. 1\~ewell and 3:1r. Stephensou. 

Resolved in the negative. 
Mr. G IVE::\"S moved that after the words 

"The Minister may grant such permit" there 
'be inserted the following:-

Provided that the :\iinister may 1nakc regulations t'or 
the proper working of the tramway. 

It was very necessary that such regulations 
should be made, otherwise the com

[!J·30 p.m.] pany might run a tramline or roll-
ing-stock in a perfectiy unsafe con

dition. It h>Jd been Raid that there was no 
necessity for this amendment, becauce the prin
cipal Act gaYe the Minister power to make 
regulations. Section 247 of that Act defined a 
large number of subjects on which th<> Minister 
might make. regulatious, but among those subjects 
·the working of tramways W8s not included, and 
if they werR going to give the companie" who 
owned tramways the right to carry ]JUhlic traffic, 
it was necessary that the Minister should have 
the power to make regulations for the proper 
·working of the trarrways. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: He had 
that power now, and it was not necessary to 
give it him a second time in this Bill. The 
principal Act did not specifically mention the 
working of tramways, but there was a drag
net clause under which regulations could be 
made on almost any subject. He accepted the 
amendment, though he did not think there was 
any necessity for it. 

Amendment agreed to. 
:ii!Ir. GIVENS had another amendment to 

propose, which he considered was of vast impor
tance. It was one which he brought forward at 
the express wish of the local bodies in the dis
tricts especially concerned. The amendment 
was to the effect tbat a company owning a tram
way for which a permit was gr:<nted Rhould be 
compelled to make the necessary provision for 
c~rrying public traffic and to carry such traffic. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : That will he in 
the regulations. 

Mr. G IV ENS: He contended that it need not 
necessarily be in the regulations. Under the 
proposed new clause a com]Jany might apply for 
a permit to carry public traffic, and such permit 
might be granted, but there was no power given 
to compel the company to carry public traffic. 
It was sctid that the nersons who owned these 
tramways in the 1'\ortl;Arn portion of the colony, 
if they were not compelled to carry traffic for 
the public, would have a practical monopoly of 
the trade in the di,trict, because they could 
open stores at the end of the line or elsewhere, 
and carry goods over them and refuse to carry 
for the public, or not provide proper facilities 
for carrying good' for the public, and by that 
means they would be able to undersell every 
other individual at the end of or along the 
line. The Premier had pointed out that there 
was a danger now of companies becoming mono
polists in the districts served. But that danger 
would be quite as great in the new subclause 
unless a provision 'vas inserted giving the 
Minister power to compel the companies to carry 
public traffic. The amendment be intended to 
move was copied from the Calli de Rail way Act 
so that there cou'd be no cavil at its phraseology, 
and not because he could not draft a better 
amendment himself. A simiLr provision was 
contained in all the private rail way Bills that had 
been paRsed, and if it was neces.,ary in those Bills 
it was equally necessary in this mining Bill. He 
propo.,<~Jd that the following paragraph be added 
at the end of the proposed new s•1bclause :-

Provided that the leSc-.,ees shall at all re::tsonable 
times, after the permit has been granted. maintain and 
keep the tramway fit and ready for pulJlic tralfie. 

Provided further that the lessee•3 t.hall, nnless for 
any just reason excused by the Commissioner. in every 
month during such term 11111 so many trains eaf'h v. a'<;· 
throughout the length of the tramway with sumewnt 
accommodation to provide for the general requirements 
of the pnblic trRffie as the Commi.':!~ioncr, after making 
due allowanee for the carriage by the company of its 
own prod nets an(t mater1als. from time to time pre
scribes, and if in nny month it fails or neglects so to do 
shall forfeit to the Commissioner. by "·a:v of penalty, a 
sum of £,)0, to be recovered by complaint before ally 
two ju!'ti~es. 

Provided further that every person, without dis
tinction, who compli<~s wit.h thi..- regnlations and by
laW:". for the time being jn force for the regnlation of 
trnft.ic on the tr;unway shall be entitled to u&e the tram
way at all reasomtble times. 

If the Minister ohjectcd to th8 word "Oom
n1issioner, ':and im .. isted that the word HlVIinister" 
should be inserted instead, that was a mere 
verbal matter, which could be altered without 
difficulty. He thought the amendment was 
absolutely necessary to prodde for the efficient 
working of the >ubclause which the Minister 
had proposed, and, without it, be was certain 
that th6 hon. gentleman's amendment would 
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be a dead letter. It had been found necessary 
to insert ~uch a provi,;ion in all the private 
rail way Bill> they had passed, and what was the 
good of permitting the own,Ts of a tramway to 
carry goods and passengers if tbAy did not make it 
compulsory that they should carry the traffic? 
All the local authorities and various representa
tive bodies throughout the districts mainly 
affected by the operations of the clause had asked 
for such a provioion. They considered it did not 
go far enough to merely provide that the co:n
panies should be pern,Itted to carry the traffic. 
Tbev aeked that th'Y ohould be compelled to 
carry it, otherwise a monopoly was likely to be 
created, and he thoug·ht it was a reasonable 
reauest. 

The SECRETAHY J<'OH 1\II~ES: They 
already had the ! •ower to regulate the traffic, 
and there was not the slightest occaRion 
for the amendment. On looking up the report 
of the special meeting of the Cairns Chamber of 
Commerce, he found the following paragmph :-

.J.Ir. \Yalsh then proposed the motion in support of 
the rl ,olution just carried-'rhat the Progre,,_.;;; Assochl
tions and bodies arting for the public in the Etheridgc, 
Croydon, Burke, Tratsh, Tiuaroo, and Cairns mining 
disincts be reqnesh 1 to urge on the Government, 
through their members. the Ul'gcnt ncce.--Bit\ of inclllll
ing in the :Jiining Act Amendment BEl, at, prc.-;ent 
before the Jionse, a clan~e permitting versons who h{)ld 
tramways under mining lease to carry public tr~tne, 
snbiect to rules and regula.ti0ns made by the GoYernor 
in Council for the due canying on of the .vtme. 

They had done that, bnt he was certain that 
they h>td power alrP.<dy under the Mining Act. 
He.had e,ccepted the previous amendment of the 
hon. member for C<tirns, and he thought that 
was all that w;Ls wanted. They had ample 
power. They dicl not want to import the Com
mi.,ioner for Hailw<tys into the Bill at all. 
'\Vhen a con: pan~' <'Sked for permL,ion it would 
get that pennission on c~rtain Ci>nditions, and 
those conditions would he that they must carry 
goods and passengers. There must be regula
tbl» duly drafted, and no doubt the Secretary 
hr :VlineR would seek the advice of the Commis
oioner for Rail ways. He though c they c"nld 
trust the Oornmi,sioner to provide all the regu
lations necessary so that the public in the 
different districts would be convenienced by the 
tram ways. \V hat more the hon. gentleman 
wanted he did not know. If there was any
thing in the amendment he would not object to 
it, but there was nothing more in it than they 
had g-ot n"w. They had the power without the 
previous amendment, but to make doubly sura 
the hon. member for Cairns put it in ag-ain, and 
now he propose'l this third proviso. There was 
not the slightest necessity for the amendment, 
and be could not accept it. 

Mr. BRO\YNE: With respect to the resolu
tion T1assed hy the Cairns Charn t1er of Commerce, 
he did not think too much importance should be 
attached to resolutions emanating from a 
chamber of commerce, because it was a body of 
practically self-elected men. If the people con
structing a tramway applied to tlw Jlilinister, he 
might grant the permit; hut they need not apply 
unless they liked. And if hey got a pPrmit and 
did not like the conditions, they simply wonld not 
carry for the public. He thought provision 
should be made that in the event of a permit not 
being applied for ttnd a demand being made by 
the public that they 'hould have the benefit of 
the tramw~ty, the Minister should have power at 
any time to compel them to act as public 
ca;-riers. The resolution read hy the hon. mem
ber for Cairns h•1d been communic<ted to the 
Croydon Mm.icipal O.mncil, and they wired to 
him and asked him if he would support it, an~ he 
gave the same reas •n he was giving here-that 
he could not support it unless there were certain 

restrictions placed on them the same as otheF 
common carriers, and everybody had a say in it 
as well as the company. 

The SECRETARY J<'OR AGRICULTURE 
(Hon. D. H. Dalrymple, .~faclcay) : The hon. 
member said, in connection with the same Bill, 
that if the persons who build thPse tramways 
were allowed to becon1e common carriers it 
would be the thin end of the wedge, and he 
wanted to prevent them under any circum
stances :cctiog as common carriers. lf the 
country had any sense of humour it could not 
help laughing at the P"sition. The very bon. 
member wh•l talked about tbe thin end of the 
wedge now said they must be compelled to 
accommodate the public whether they liked or 
not. He '-'/as now going to use coercion to make 
those companies carry for the public. 

Mr. TUHLEY : That should be satisfactory to 
you. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
It was; but it was not sati>,fa,tory to the hnn. 
member for Crowlon. and it must be painful to 
the hon. m em be~ for Charte• s Towers to find 
himself given away by his leader. He con
gratulated the hon. member for Cairns on hadng 
judiciously yielded to pres"ure in connection 
with this matter. They had been told by hon. 
members opposite that if they gave any kind of 
monopoly they would ruin the C'lUntry and sacri
fice the heritage of their children, 'lnd now those 
hon. members would compel people who did not 
want to become monopolists or octopi-who did 
not want to gmsp the whole of the country in 
one huf!e mt-they would compPl thn~e people t•> 
do it. It showed that their talk on the part of 
the Act they were now amending was either 
thoughtless and ill-considered, ,,r was assumed. 

)fr. GIVE:\S: \Vill my amendment of the Bill 
compel the lessees to do what you were >aying? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
·when the Bill was going through, the conten
tion on the other side was that these people 
should not 1e allowed nnrler any circumstances 
to carry for the public. Kow, the hon. member 
for Croydon said that companie,; were not 
anxious to do those sinful acts, but pressure 
should be put on them to compel them. The 

public, so far from objecting, had 
[10 p.m.] grasped the hon. member fnr Cairns 

and sh,ken him up and made him 
do somethin!' totally opposed to all that he 
had previously advocated in regard to buch 
companies. Here v;as what the bon. member 
said before hb constituents got hold of him--

He took it that the amendment would serve a very 
useful object, inasmuch as it wonld mHke clear the 
exact terms on \\'hi eh the right to build a tramway was 
given to any company. It was admitted on all hands 
that the~' had only the right to carry for themselves, 
but H was not elearly stated. All the leader of the 
Opposition wished to do by the amendn ent was to 
make it clear, and he failed to see why the amendment 
should excite the opposition it had excited. 

And now what was the ~tmendment ?-
Xothing in this Act shall confer on any holder of a 

tramway lease the rights or privileges of a common 
carrier, or shall exempt. any holder of such lease from 
any of the pr()visions, other than t.hose specified, of pre
sent or any subsequent mining or railway Acts. 

Hon. meml:>ers said that if that was once yielded, 
the rights of the public wonld be trampled under 
foot. That was what the hon. member for 
Gympie had practically said. He apparently 
was the only logical member of the Labour party, 
and he knew how grossly inconsistent his col
leagues were, because they were compelling 
people to do something which a very short time 
ago they said under no circumstances should be 
done. The whole question was whether the 
public should travel on those lines or whether 
they should not. The constituents of the hon. 
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member for Cairns said they wanted to travel, 
and therefo~e t~e. hon. member took up exactly 
the oppos.tte pos1twn to that which he took up 
on a previOus occasion. The s~me thing appli~d 
to the hon. member for Croydon. Now he 
did not see why the company should be com
pelled to do that thing, which, accordin" to hon. 
members opposite, was so improper ai':d which 
would be attended with such terrible conse
quences to the public. He was not going to say 
that they should be compelied at all, but he said 
they should be permitted. It would be a grossly 
unjust and preposterous thing if men who simply 
wanted to run trucks from their mine to a 
crushing machine were compelled also to provide 
accommodation for the public as passengers or to 
act as carriers. Hon. members opposite "·ould 
compel the company to double the cost uf their 
tramway or call upon the shareholders to pay 
twice as much as they otherwise would be called 
upon to pay in order to provide accommodation 
which might not be wanted at all. · 

Mr. LES_INA: They are not compelled to apply 
for a permit. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
If he understood hon. members, they wanted to 
compel the companies to carry for the public. 

Mr_. GrvENS : After they have applied for a 
permit. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
The whole tenor of the argument had been that 
they should be compelled to carry for the public, 
and if the hon. member for Cairns did not admit 
that, then everyone who read would see that 
that wa; what his constituents wanted. 

Mr. GIVENS: Your leader said two minutes 
ago that my constituents did not want anything 
of the kind. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Probably the hon. member did not know what 
his constituents wanted or did not want · but 
what he wished to emphasise was that ~hile 
hon. members opposed strenuously the right of 
tram way companies carrying for the public, they 
now turned round and said that if they did not 
carry for the public they would be monopolists 
of the most terrible character. 

. Mr. BROW:NE: The hon. gentleman always 
n;troduced a ht_tle amusement into every discus
siOn. The pos1t10n was perfectly plain. He 
moved the clause because he did not believe it 
right to turn the Mining Act into a private rail
way Act, and he had acted up to that. He did 
not know whether the hon. gentleman knew wh"t 
he voted for, but the majority decided that the 
clause he endeavoured to put in the Bill should 
be accepted, believing as they did that mining 
tramways should not be allowed to hec:Jme 
public carrier_s. The majority reversed his action 
on that occaswn, and what he said was that it 
was perfectly logical, when he found that the 
majority had overruled his objection to this being 
granted, that he should follow up his action and 
try to safeguard the public as much as he could. 

The SECRF.TARY JWR AGRICUL'l'URE: The Act 
~nder which the mining tramways exist has been 
m force for four years, and you helped to pass it. 

Mr. BROWNE: Let him tAll the hon. gentle
man that the tramway clause under the present 
Act was in the Mining Act of 1874. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICl.:LTUHE: Then 
so much the worse for you; you were represent
ing it as something new. 

Mr. BROW:'I!E: He was not; but the hon. 
gentleman, in his ignorance, though he had been 
acting Minister for Mines, had talked of a clause 
being passed two years ago, when it was passed 
in 1H74. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The ques· 
tion is the Act, not the date on which it was 
passed, and besides that, it has been altered 
since. 

Mr. BROWNE : It had not been altered 
SlllCe. 

.Mr. J. HA~IILTON: There was some altera
tion. 

Mr. BROWNE: There was no alteration in 
the Act. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : No alteration 
in the Minin_g- Act ? 

Mr. BRO\YNE: Just a word or two had been 
added, but so far as the tramways clause was con
cerned, the JYlinbter for .i\Iines knew, and every
one else knew, thott the alterJtion was in the 
regulations. Before that tramway sites were 
supposed to be taken up just the same as ordi
nary leases, but in the regulations, two years ago, 
it was providei that a mining tramway lease 
could be taken up in a continuous length not 
less than 1 chain wide. Since then there bad been 
another regulation reducing the width to 15 feet, 
but that did not concern the matter at ,.]], He 
had been overruled by the majority in his 
efforts to deal with the matter, and he bowed to 
the will of the majority. He did not think t.bat 
it was a good thing to allow mining tram ways to 
be used as railways, but the majority of the 
Committee decided that it was. He believed 
that it would have bad effects. Surelj he had 
the right, and it was his duty as a mining mem
ber to endeavour to minimise those bad effects as 
far as possible? The House had decided that 
the owners of these tramways might carry as 
public carriers, and be maintained that they 
should not leave it to the sweet will of the com
pany to say whether they would carry for the 
public or not. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUW'URE: Your 
argument wao that the more they carry for the 
public, the worse for the public. 

Mr. BROWNE: It was nothing of the sort, 
and the hon. gentleman knew it. His argument 
was that the company having been granted the 
right to carry for the public they should compel 
them to do so. They should not leave it to the 
company to say if the conditions of the permit 
did not suit them that they would not carry for 
the public. He wanted to compel them if the 
public demanded it. He could not see anything 
inconsistent in that. He was doing now as he 
had done with regard to the Cloncurry Railway 
Bill. He was opposed to the principle of that 
Bill but when he and his sicle were beaten they 
did their best to make the Bill as beneficial to 
the public as they could. He objected to these 
mining company's tramways being converted 
into railways, but when it was decided that they 
were to be converted into railways he wished to 
provide that the public should have the use of 
them and the company should be the servants 
of th~ public instead of the public being their 
servants. 

Mr. GIVENS: He maintained that there was 
nothing inconsistent in the action of hon. mem
btrs on his side of the House, in 'eeking to com
pel a company, when they had obtained a P~':'n;it 
to carry for the public, to provide proper faCilities 
for carrying for the public, and to insist that they 
should carry for the public. It was true that they 
were opposed to private railways; that they 
believed in State rail wavs ; but in this case they 
had to deal with a railw:>y which was already 
built, and railway> which might be built, ,md it 
was for them to say whether the owners should _or 
should not be compelled to carry for the pnbhc. 
Now under the provisions of this section as it 
was proposed to amend it by the Minister, the 
lessees or owners could apply for a permit ~r n':t 
as thev pleased. No injury could be done 1f h1s 
amendment was accepted. The provisions of 
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the clause were entirely permissive, and the 
company would have to take the initiative as to 
whether they would come under it or not. He 
contended that if tl•e company was going to 
carry for the public, they should provide proper 
facilities for so doing. That was all he asked. 
He pointed out that iL was the exvress wish of the 
representative,; bodies, as far as his knowledge 
went of the district.< which would be mainly 
affected by the operations of thi.; Act, and by the 
tramways con<tructed under it, that the company 
should be compelled to provide proper facilities 
for the C\lrrying of public traffk, and that they 
should carry for the public. He had rnoYed the 
amendment in accr,rdance with their wishes. 
The Minister, when speaking a little time ago, 
said he was willing to move an amendment in 
this section-that ''as the insertion of the word 
"Warden's" instead of the word "Suprerne," so, 
with the permission of the Committe~, he would 
temporarily withdraw hie amendment for the 
purpose of allowing the :Minister to mm-e the 
amendment he had promised. 

The CHAIHMA::'<: Is it the pleasure of the 
Committee that the amendment be withdrawn? 

HoNOURABL}J rviEii!BERS : Hear, hear! 
Amendment withdmwn accordingly. 
The SECRETARY FOR rvHNES moved the 

omjssion of the word '( Suprerne" with a view of 
inserting· the word "\Varden's.'' 

'-.luestion put and passed. 

JI.Ir. GIVENS then moved the amendment 
which he had temporarily withdrawn, which he 
hoped would be accepted by hon. members on 
both sides of the Committee. 

The SECRETARY FOR :'\fiNES said he 
could not accept the amendment. There was no 
necessity for it. 

Question--That the words proposed to be 
added be so added-put; and the Committee 
divided:-

AYEs, 18. 
Mr. Airey )fr. W. Hamilton 
, Barber , Hardacre 
, Bowman Jackson 
, Browne Kerr 
, Burrows IJesina 
, Dibley Maxwell 
, Dunsford ~ulcahy 
, Fitzgerald ., Ryland 
, Givens , Turley 

11ellers: Mr. Hard acre and Mr. Kerr. 

:lioES, 22. 
Mr. Armstrong 1\Ir_ Linnett 
" Bat·nes , Lord 
, , Bartholomew ::VIacartney 
, :Bridges ::Yiackintosh 
, Cowley Mc:vraster 
, J. 0. Oribb , Newel! 
, 'f. B. Oribb , o~connell 
, Dalrymple Philp 
, , J. Hamilton Rutledge 
, llanran Stephens 
H Leahy , Stephenson 

Tellers: Yfr. J. C. Cribb and Mr. Armstrong. 
Resolved in the negative. 

Mr. JACKSON moved that the following 
[10'30 p.m.] words be added at the end of the 

new subclause :-
Provided further that if the G<>vernment should at 

any time con_struct and maintain any line of ra.ilway or 
tramway adJacent to any tr:.nnway mining lease, the 
lessee of such tram \V ay mining lease shall not be 
entitled tu claim any compensation from the Govern
ment for any losses that may accrue from the action 
of the Government. • 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY (Herbert) asked if the 
propo~ed amendment had not already been 
negatn'ed? He was under the impression that 
it had . 

.!Hr. JAcKSON: It was mixed up with another 
matter before .. 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY : The words the hon. 
member had read formed part of a'\ amendment 
which had already been negatived. 

The CHAIRMAN : I think the amendment 
is in order. 

Amendment agreAd to; and subclause, as 
amended, put and passed. 

The SECRJ<~TARY FOR MINES moved that 
the Chairman lea,·e the chair and report to the 
House that the Committee had agreed to some 
amendments of the Legislative Council, had dis
agreed to others, and had a<;;reed to c>thers with 
an1endrnents. 

Mr. BURROWS said he had an amendment 
to move in subclanse 8. 

The SECRETARY FOH lYIINES: It is too 
late now; we have di,;posed of subclause 8. 

(c2uestion put and passed. 

The House resumed. The CH.\IHMAN re-· 
ported that the Committee had agreed to some 
of the am~:ndrnents of the Legi,]ative Council, 
had di,agreed to other&, and had agreed to others 
with a1nendment><. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES moved that 
the Bill be returned to the Legisbtive Council 
with the following message:-
Mr. PRES1DENT, 

The Legislative A._,~embly, having had under consi
deration the Legislative Council's amendments in the 
}fining Act ..._i_mendment Bill, beg now to intimate that 
thcy-

Disagl'ee to the omission of clause 5 and to the new 
clan;-;e proposed to be substituted therefor, because the 
new clause does not provide that a 1P.at:'e granted for 
the purpose of mining shall specify the mineral to be 
mined. 

Disagree to all amendments in subsections 2, 3, 4 and 
5 of clH.use 7, becmu;e it is not desirable that mining 
should bt:: permitted on the line of rail\'<; ay. 

Ag1·ee to the omission of subsection 7 of clause 7, but 
dis:-tgree to the new subsections 7 and 8, because it is 
desirable that application should be made to the Min
ister for permission to carry passengers and goods. 

And propose to insert a new subsection 7 :-
The lessee of any tramway mining lease who desires 

to carry for hire upon his tramway passengers, or 
goods, live stock, or mate1·ial for the public, shall 
make application in writing to the J.Iinister for a permit 
so to do. 

The Minister may grant such permit: 
Provided that the Mini•ter may make regulations for 

the proper working of tbe tramway. 
Provided that no lessee to whom such permit has 

been granted shall be entitled to demand or recover for 
the carriage of any passengers, goods, live stock, or 
material as aforesa.id any toils, fares, rates, or charges 
exceeding fift.y per centum more than the amount pay
able in respect of similar services on the Government 
railways of the State under by-laws in force for the 
time being of the Commissioner or other officer charged 
with the control of such railways: 

Provided further that tbe lessee shall not make or 
give any undue or unreasonable preference or advantage 
to or in f:t vour of any particular person or class of 
persons or any particular description of traffic, or 
subject any particular person or class of persons, or any 
particular de!<cription of traffic to any undue or un
reasor:able disadvantage in any respect whatsoever; 
and this _provision may be enforced by the \-Yarden's 
Court uron the application of P.ny person aggrieved, by 
the issue of an injunct.ion or other process according t(} 
the practice of the said Court: 

Provided further tbat if the Government should at 
any time construct and maintain at'y line of railway or 
tramway adjacent to any tramway mining lease, the 
lessee of such tramway mining lease shall not be 
entit.Jed to daim any compensation from the Govern
ment for any losses that may accrue from such action 
of the Government. 

And agree to ail other amendme11ts in the Bill. 

Question put and passel. 

The House adjourned at ten minutes to 11 
o'clock. 




