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Port Alma

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

THURSDAY, § DECEMBER, 1909,

The Spraxer (Hon. J. T. Bell, Dalby) took
the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

MINING ON PRIVATE LAND BILL.
THIRD READING.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
MINES (Hon. J. G. Appel, Albers) this Bill
was read a third time, passed, and ordered to
be transmitted to the Legislative Council, by
message in the usual form.

PORT ALMA RAILWAY BILL.
SECOND READING.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon, W. T. Paget, Mackay): With regard to
this Bill, which I have to move the second
reading of this afternocon, I understand there
is likely to be some slight diversity of
opinion amongst members of the House as to
the desirableness of the Bill being passed or
not; but I would like to point out to hon.
members that this is a Bill to validate an
agreement entered into between the Rock-
hampton Harbour Board and the Commis-
sioner for Railways for the building of a rail.
way from a point on the North Coast Line
about Bajool Junction to connect 'up the
wharf that is at present, and has been, in
existence at Port Alma, I believe, for some-
thing like twenty-five years, The object of
this Bill—and the cobject of the Rockhampton
Harbour Board--is to give Rockhampton, and
especially the producers of the Central dis-
trich, access to deep water. At the present
time, we know that the whole of the cargo
inwards and outwards, which amounts to
quite a considerable number of thousands of
tons a year, as I will point out later, has to be
transhioped in Keppel Bay into lighters, and
then taken some 40 miles up the TFitzroy
River, and landed and rehandled again at the
wharves in Rockhampton. Any of us who
know what it is to suffer under the disabilities
of having cargo and passengers transhipped
into lighters

The PrEmMiEr: The Mackay people know
something about it.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: As
the Premier interjects, the Mackay people
know somecthing about those disabilities. It
must be patent to every hon. member that
this is not the best method by which the trade
of practically a province should be handled.
Of course, it may be contended that there has
been a railway down to what is said to be
deep water at Broadmount for quite a num-
ber of years past, but that port has not been
availed of.

Mr. BRESLIN:
it be?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:

he hon. member for Port Curtis says,
“Does the harbour board let it be?’ I will
let the hon. member know, as doubtless he
does know, that that line was built some time
before the harbour board came into existence.

Mr, Bresrin: What sum was spent on main-
tenance during the last twelve months?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
I will tell you that by and by. At that port
there is a depth at low-water springs, I believe,

Does the harbour board let
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of 17 feet, and the reports which are available
show that the channel leading to the wharf at
Broadmount is anything but straight; it has
been dredged to something like a depth of
17 feet, but, in order to make it available for
vessels to enter in at any state of the tide—
as it is reasonable to expect that a deep-water
port should be in such a state as to allow
vessels to enter at any state of the tide and
to go out—it will cost, as I shall show hon.
members from the report directly, a very con-
siderable sum of money. There is another ob-
jection. I am given to understand, with regard
to vessels using the port of Broadmount, there
are very often fogs in the vicinity of that port,
and pilots object to taking vessels in there
except In the daytime. At Port Alma, on the
other hand, the reports will show that there
is a constant depth of 26 feet at low-water
springs; that there is a straight run in from
the deep-water channel in Keppel Bay; and
there is a mud bottom, so there is no necessity
for dredging. The report also shows that at
the wharf there is ample room for the swing-
irg of the largest vessels that are likely to use
that port. There has been a very great deal
of contention, I understand, in Rockhampton
and (iladstone as to whether this line should
be built or not. Probably members represent-
ing those electorates will be able to give their
views, and the views of the various parties, a
great deal more plainly than I can, so that it
is not my intention to enter into any of the -
warfare that has been going on for some years
past respecting either the facilities that Broad-
mount offers or the very much better facilities
that Port Alma wili offer. This, I would like
to say, is not altogether a Railway Depart-
ment matter. This railway, or branch rail-
way, is being introduced by myself, as Minis-
ter for Railways, and is to he built by the
Railway Department at the instance of, not
the people in a benefited area in a rallway dis-
trict, but at the instance of the Rockhampton
Harbour Board, who desire to do away with
the expensive and uneconomical system of
lighterage up the river, and who desire to give
their clients—those who pay the harbour dues
«—increased facilitics for the import and export
of their goods. I would like to ask hon. mem-
bers to turn to a report which was handed to
them yesterday—the report of a board of in-
quiry ‘‘to consider the making and maintain-
ing of a deep-water port at Broadmount or
Port Alma.” Hon. members, if they will cast
their minds back, will remember that during
the second session of 1908 this Bill was tabled
in this House, and for certain reascns it was
not gone on with.

Mr. CoyNE: At whose instigation was this
report submitted?

The PREMIER: The late Mr. J. D. Campbell
suggested the report.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The late hon. member for Moreton suggested
that it might be advisable to get the report
of a board of experts in these matters, with
the result that a board was formed, consisting
of Messrs. A. B. Monecrieff, who is the Har-
bour Engineer for South Australia; Mr.
ragan, Chief Engineer for Railways in Queens-
land; and Mr. Cullen, our Chief Engineer for
rarbours and Rivers; and they presented a
report in January last, which hon. members
have in their hands, and which was published
in the Press about April this year.

Mr., BrENNAN: The 1st of April

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Although the hon. member for Reckhampton
North suggests that it was published on the

Hon. W. 7. Paget.]
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Ist of April, it does not by any means sug-
gest that it was a foolish report. (Laughter.)
1 would ask hon. members to turn to page 2
of the report—I do not intend to refer to the
whole of the report—under the heading
‘“ Financial.” In the 8rd paragraph, the
gentlemen who formed this board say—

A railway line to Port Alma whart, vi¢ Broadmount,
would cost £100,000. Accommodation for traffic work-
ingin a second approach would ultimately he neces-
sary, allowing for run-rousd sidings and lighting, and
would cost, asin the previous case, £7,000. An effi-
cient water supply would cost £12,000. In this case
there would be no danger of tratfic being stopped by
floods. The anpual maintenance would cost (say)
£1,000, and the annual additional outlay for working
3‘3112% 6%Wing bridge over the Filzroy River would be (say)

oy,

These gentlemen put the cost of connecting
the wharf at Port Alma with the wharf at
Broadmount by a railway across the Fitzroy
River at £149,000. I think this would prove
exceedingly inconvenient, and it is & scheme
that the Rockhampton Harbour Board does
not father. The scheme they desire is the
original scheme of a branch line from Bajool
Junction to Port Alma. I will now read the
“ Conclusion” of the board—

The marine and nautical advantages, due to the
gitnations of these two ports, remain most unquestion-
ably in favour of Port Alma, while the shore conveni-
ences are in favour of Broadmount, but most of these
can be utilised if the approach across Casuarina Igland
is made. By the selection of Porl Alma, and the
adoption of this route, permanent deep-water ap-
proaches to the wharf would be secured, which would
‘be capable of improvement if required, risk of aelay by
fiood would be obvialed, the possible abandonment of
the Broadmount railway line wounld be avoided, and, if
the annual cost of maintenance is eavitalised at 4 per
cent., the scheme would be found the most economical.
Reading the report, and trying to read be-
tween the lines, it seems to me that the three
members of the board found themselves to be
between the horns of a dilemma, and tried to
bridge across the horns by recommending the
building of a railway across a tidal river and
a mud island—which I believe Casuarina to be
—from Broadmount to Poirt Alma; and I
think if this question is looked at disinter-
estedly one must come to the conclusion that
it is not a good thing to bridge across a tidal
river which has a very big traffic on it, for
even after this railway is built from Bajool to
Port Alma the smaller coastal boats will
always use the river to take their cargo to and
from the wharves at Rockhampton. Now, I
will ask the consideration of hon. members to
the rival schemes of Broadmount as against
Port Alma, and their cost. The members of
the board on page 2, after giving their
reasons for one port or for the other, say the
capital outlay necessary to make Broadmount
such a port as is required—dredging to 24 feet
at low-water springs, 2 feet less than Port Alma
is naturally—would be £280,500, and the annual
maintenance would be £3,000. Their estimate
for everything in connection with the Port
Alma seheme from Bajool Junction 1is
£135,000. Now, I will ask hon, members to
consider what this means. Let us consider
the cost of .deepening the Broadmount ap-
proaches and the cost of plant at £275,000
and the extension of the wharf at £15,600, or
a total cost of £290,500. The annual interest
and redemption of a forty-year loan of that
amount at £5 1s. 1d. per cent. would mean
£14,682 7s. 1d., and there will be an estimated
outlay of £3,000 to keep the channel clear.
For this expenditure, and an annual cost to
the board of £17,682, the board will have no
actual cash return, for the reason that this
money is to be spent in the deepening of the

[Hon. W.T. Paget.
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approacher. # the Broadmount wharf and the
extension of the ‘wharf, while the wharf be-
longs to the Railway Department, so that the
board will have no right to collect any of the
wharfages for the goods that may come over
the Broadmount line. On the other hand, the
cost of the railway from Bajool Junction to
Port Alma is put down at £72,000-—the esti-
mate of the Commiissioner is £70,000; the
extension of the Port Alma wharf, £30.000;
water supply at Port Alma, £26.000; and the
run-round siding, £7,000; making a total of
£135,000. At £5 1s. 1d. per cent. interest and
redemption there will be an annual charge of
£6,823 2s. 6d., but the £72,000 of that money
will be earning wages all the time. It is to
be expended in building a railway, and the
rates and fares collected over that railway will
go towards paying the interest on that amount
of money; so we may, for purposes of com-
parison, put that on one side and say that the
extra cost of £63,000 on the improvement of
the Port Alma wharf itself is that which the
Rockhampton Harbour Board would have to
find interest and redemption on—a charge of
£3,284 1s. 6d. annually.

Mr. Harpacre: Would not the Broadmount
Railway be earning that money if the Port
Alma Railway were not built?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: No;
because the Broadmount line does not belong
to the Rockhampton Harbour Board, but to the
Government, The Rockhampton Harbour
Board does not guarantee 3 per cent. on the
£185,000 the Broadmount line cost to build
from Nankin Junction, but it does guarantee
3 per cent. on the £70,000, or £72,000, on the
line from Bajool Junction to Port Alma.
Although I am trying to put the case per-
fectly fairly from the report of these gentle-
men, I would point out that the Rockhampton
Harbour Board has a cheaper scheme for ex-
tending the wharf at Port Alma, and pro-
viding a water supply. There is £56,000 put
down as the cost of this; and they propose
in this cheaper scheme to convey the water
by means of barges. )

Mr. HARDACRE: Absolutely ridiculous!

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
1t is all very well for the hon. member for
Leichhardt to laugh; but I say the Rock-
hampton Harbour Board must know their
business when they bring forward a scheme
such as this. (Hear, hear!) T am often told
by members of this House, and by other gentle-
men who come to see me on railway deputa-
tions to build a railway, that it is easy to put
a railway in such and such a place, where
they even admit the country is slightly ridgy,
if not mountainous. The only reply I have
is that I prefer that the railway engineers and
surveyors should say whether the scheme is
practicable or not. And, in this instance, 1
very much more rely on the knowledge of the
Rockhampton Harbour Board engineer than
on what a good many hon. members say on
this question. It is his business; and it is bis
business to report to bis board. Summarising
these figures, the cost of opening up Broad-
mount wharf to a depth of 24 feet is such a
sum that the annual cost will be £17,682, a
direct charge on the revenue of the Rock-
hampton Harbour Board, and with no direct
recelpts from that expenditure. On the other
hand, the net ahnual cost, excluding the rail-
way, of the Port Alma scheme is £3,184, and
the cost of working the wharf, with a direct
revenue from the wharfages collected. I do
not wish. to refer to any remarks that have
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been passed at any previous time in the session
on this question, but I would point out that
1t has been stated here that the Rockhampton
Harbour Board, if the passengers and goods
are not transported up and down the Fitzroy
River by tender, will lose the greater part of
their revenue. I think that is a statement
which is not quite correct, for the reason that
the board has nothing whatever to do with
the ocarriage of goods and passengers by
tender to and from the boats. Their revenue
is derived from the harbour dues and from
the wharfages collected on the Rockhampton
wharves,
collected whether goods are landed on or ex-
ported from the Rockhampton wharves or
from Port Alma.

Mr. GRANT: It was only the hon. member
for Leichhardt raised that question.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
am only desirous of trying to put the case as
piainly as I possibly ¢an, and in as few words

as possible. The revenue of the

[+ p.m.] Rockhampton Harbour Board can-

not decrease, but if increased deep-
sea facilities are given to shipping. then the
harbour dues and revenue generally must in-
crease,
agree with me when I say that when a vastly
wealthy district such as Central Qucensland
has better shipping facilities direct to deep
water that its prosperity must be greater than
it is at the present time. There can be no
question about it at all after a comparison of
the economic value of the Port Alma scheme
as against that of the Broadmount scheme.
The Rockhampton Harbour Board are acting
for their clients, the payers of harbour dues.
They are their constituents practically, and
they must, I think, favour a scheme that will
malke for lesser expenditure with direct revenue
as against the scheme with a verv much
ereater expenditure—two and a-half tinfs
the expenditure, in fact—which will bring
them in no greater revenue. I ask hon.
members to consider that if this House does
not approve of the Bill which they desire shall
be approved of—that is, the linking of the
railway at Port Alma with the Bajool junction
—will the Rockhampton Harbour Board go to
the expense—this enormous expense—of
dredging the channel into the Broadmount

wharf? I do not dexire to quote all the tables -

relating to Broadmount, although there are
many that I could quote. But I have figures
showing that the coastal boats that travel from
Melbourne to Cooktown draw 23 feet and 24
feet of water, so that it is quite necessary, if
these boats are to go alongside the wharf at
Broadmount at any time—as they go into
Keppel Bay at any time of the day or night—
it is quite necessary that there should be 24
feet of water there.

Mr, HARDACRE: You are referring to fully
loaded boats and the biggest of them.

_The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Surely we may hope that the prosperity of
the Central district and of Northern Queens-
land is going to continue to be such that the
boats will continue to be fully loaded up and
down. That has been the complaint for the
last five or six years. We consume so much
Southern goods, and so much has been taken
up North that the steamers have not always
been able to take away what is offering at
those ports,

Mr. FIARDACRE: There is only cne steamer
that draws 22 feet.

[9 DEeceEMBER. ]
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
do not wish to quote all the figures I have
got, but if hon. members wish I will quote
them. I am quoting from figures which have
been supplied by the shipping companies with
regard to their boats, and I must take their
word for it as they know more about it than
I do. I have already heard that the Rock-
hampton Harbour Board is insolvent. I have
heard quite a number of times that the Rock-
hampton Harbour Board is insolvent, and
that, therefore, they should not take the re-
sponsibility on their shoulders of guaranteeing
3 per cent. interest and any loss in the work-
ing expenses. 1 will quote the figures relating
to the harbour board for the year ended on
the 31st of December, 1808. The harbour
board’s indebtedness to the Government was
£230.029 15s. 8d., and their other habilities
amounted to £1,102 0s. 1d., making a total
indebtedness of £231,181 15s. 9d. The board’s
revenue from wharfage and harbour dues for
the year was £22,197 17s. 8d., and from other
sources £1,413 8s. 9d., making a total revenue
of £23,611 4s. 5d. The board’s expenditure
on river improvements—they paid their office
expenses oub of revenue-—was £16,220 17s. 9d.,
and their interest and redemption amounted
to £11,017 10s. 3d., making a total expenditure
of £27,238 8s.

AMr. LENNON: Against a revenue of what?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
will quote that again. The amount due to the
Government each year is £11,017 10s. 3d., and
the board is not in arrears. I point this out:
That although the board spent something like
£4,000 last year—the actual figures were
£3,600—more than they received in the twelve
months, that was after paying their interest
and redemption as well, a large amount of
that money was spent in river improvements.
Instead of spending their loan money on the
river improvements, they spent some of their
revenue as capital expenditure.

Mr. Graxt: They put it into loan account
from revenue.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The board’s revenue exceeded their liability
to the Treasurer for interest and redemption
by £12,594.

Mr. Harpacre: Net revenue?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Yes, net revenue.

Mr. LENNON: It exceeded their interest and
redemption by that amount?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Yes.

Mr. LesxNox: What about their office ex-
penses?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:

The office expenses can amount to but a tithe
of that £12,000. The balance of that money
was spent on river improvements.

Mr, HarDACRE: You are very vague indeed.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It
is quite impossible, I fear, to convince the
hon. 'member for Leichhardt. I give the
plainest figures, and he says that they are
vague.

Mr. Harpacre: They are indefinite.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
say that my figures are particularly definite
and my statement is particularly clear.

Mr., MuLcarY: Are they accurate?

Hon. W.T. Paget.]
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The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
Yos, absolutely accurate. These figures were
got for me from the Treasury.

Mr. GraNT: He can see the annual report
of the bhoard.

The SECRETARY TFOR RAILWAYS:
‘When the Rockhampton Harbour Board took
over the charge of the Fitzroy River there was
only 6 feet 6 inches at low-water springs. The
present depth in the Fitzroy River is 16 feet
at low-water springs. (Opposition laughter.)

Mr. RvaN: The Treasurer, in answer to my
-question the other day, said the depth was
12 feet.

The PrEMIER: It has improved.since then.
(Laughter.) )

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
The figures which have been supplied to me
show that the depth is 16 feet at low-water
springs. I am given to understand that the
depth of the Fitzroy River is now, or will be
in i;he very near future, 16 feet at low-water
springs.

Mr. Ryan: Will be?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
ask the members who represent the con-
stituencies in this locality to fight it out
amongst themselves. .

Mr. BarBER: That is the depth in certain
places.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: To
show what the trade has reached from the
Central district, I might quote from the
Rockhampton Bulletin of Saturday, 6th No-
vember. In a leading article headed ** The
Trade of the Harbour,” it says—

The figures are most satisfactory, llere are the dues
actually charged for the first ten months of 19058 and

£ sod
1909 ... L. 2053914 9
1998 .., ..o 1861315 5
Increase in 1909 1,800 19 4

i This is an increase of 10 per cent. and will make the
inerease for the year somewhere about £2,200 or £2,300,
That is the increase for the present year over
Jast year. Now, about the trade of the port,
further down in this leading arsicle it says this—

It has just been said that the tonnage of the trade is
not made up till the end of the year. But here are the

figures for the port of Rockhampton for the last eighteen
years—that is, from 1891 till 1908, inclusive.

Then all the figures are given in tabular form,
and I will quote a few of them. It shows that
in 1901 the bay trade amounted to 25,272 tons
and the river trade to 82,029 tons, making a
rotal trade of 107.301 tons. The percentage
of the bay trade on the total trade for that
year was 28, These were goods that were
transhipped in the bay, I presume, and taken
up the river.
39,509 tons and the river trade 209,853 tons,
making a total trade of 249,361 tons, or two
and a-half times as much. ‘That speaks
volumes for the way the trade in this district
has 'increased, and it alsc speaks vclumes in
favour of the harbour board having the means,
if they desire, of placing the Central district
trade In direct communication with deep
water. Now, taking the Bill, this is a Bill to
validate an agrecement giving the harbou
board special powers to enter an agreement:
it a'so autherises the construction of the line.
and transfers the wharves from the (Gowvern-
ment to the Rockhampton Harbour board—-
that is, the warves at Port Alma. It is not
to be a private line. It is to be a public line,
not only built by the Commissioner, but the

[Hon. W.T. Paget.
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traffic will also be run by the Commissioner,
and will be worked by his officers. The board
has to make good any deficiency of earnings,
and under the 1906 Act they must pay 3 per
cent, interest on the capital. If there is any
deficiency, that deficiency is to be the first
charge on the revenue of the board after pro-
viding for the interest and redemption on
prior loans. If the koard refuses or neglects
to pay this deficiency, then there are certain
clauses in the Bill by which the board may be
sued, and a receiver appointed. When the
earnings have been sufficient to pay 3 per cent.
on the capital for three consecutive years, then
the board is released of its responsibilities.
The Railways Act of 1906 is not to apply in
the usual manncr, for the reason that the
board is guaranteeing the interest under the
1906 Act, und there is to be no benefited area,
The schedule consists of the agreement, and
as hon. members have the Bill. they will see
that the railway is to be constructed by the
Government, and is to be manned and worked
by the Commissioner’s staff. The Govern-
ment agres to hand over the Port Alma wharf
te the harbour board, and all approaches te
the wharf will be constructed at the cost of the
Government. The hoard is to repair the
wharf and control the wharf, and there is also
a provision about the freights and fares. Pro-
vision is made that th2 rate shall not exceed
i0s. ner ton from Lake’s Creck, and an agree-
ment mway be entered into by the Commis-
sioner as o rates and fares with any shipping
firm or company, and there are other provi-
sions for the proper working of the line.
Clanse 14 of the agreement says the board is
to influence shippers to use the line and the
wharf. The reason of thai, of course, is—as
a matter of facl, the shippers desire to do away
with the present system of lightering cargo.

Mr. Ryax: The clause is unnecessary.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYR:
Probably 1t is unnecessary, but it is in the
agreement, and I suppose 1t is not superfluous.

Mr Alvncagy. What are they going to do
with Broadmount?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I
do not suppose for a moment that Broadmount
wharf will be abandoned. Ships that take
away frozen meat, I dare say, will go to Broad-
mount wharf, as they have done in the past,

“but only one steamer in twelve has gone to

Broadmount wharf.
Hon. R. PuirLr: For frozen meat?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: No,
not for frozen meat, but of the total number
that go to the port. In conclusion, I wish to
say that I trust hon. members will very
favourably vonsider this Bill. The Rockhamp-
ton Harbour Board desires to give better
facilities for goods and passengers either leav-
ing the Central district or entering the Central
district, by oversea ships and by the coastal
boats. I have very much pleasure in moving
the second reading of the Bill

Ay, LENNON (Herbert): The very first
idea that occurs to one’s mind, on a proposal
of this sort that is before the House, is its
audacity. when we consider that Rockhamp-
ton is already amply provided in the way of
accommodation—(hear, hear!)—and the hon.
gentleman, in introducing the Bill this after-
toon. has informed us a very considerable sum
of money was expended last year by the
harbour board in improving the river. When
we had the shipping agreement before us some
time ago, it was noticed that Port Alma was
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mentioned as a port of call for some occult
reason. At that time it was allowed to pass
without very much comment, but now the
reason is self manifest. It is for the purpose
no doubt of benefiting the British-India
Company, Mellwraith, McEachern, and Co.,
and Walter Reid and Co.—all this large
-expenditure of money is to be entered upon
for that purpose, and for the purpose of
2iving Rockhampton no less than three
strings to its bow. Port Alma wharf, erected
wome twenty-five years ago, is standing there
in its lonely grandeur surrounded by acres of
mud and miles of water. It is well known
that Sir Thomas McIllwraith was a very strong
man—a man who carried things with a very
high hand—and he spent £40,000 in erecting
a wharf at Port Alma, and it has remained
there ever since, and probably by this time
has depreciated in value 75 per cent.
Mr. GraxT: No, no!

AMr. LENNON: The present Government
proposes to go to the trouble of relieving the
Rockhampton Harbour Board of a good deal
of its responsibilities for the purpose of doing
away with the lightering system. Instead of
the lightering system they want to assist the
harbour board to get this railway constructed,
which they propose to guarantee under clause
7 as referred to by the Minister. I will just
read that clause. It says—

If in any year the board neglects or refuses to

vay the amount of any deficiency, the Commissioner
may recover the amount of such deficiency from the
board by action in any eonrt of competent jurisdiction,
or, if such neglect or refusal continues for thirty days
after demund made by the Comrnissioner, the Commis-
sioner may, at his optinn, by writing under his hand,
appoint a receiver of the fuands and revenues of Lhe
board.
They will go on receiving that so long as the
board remains a board; but another clause fol-
lows that which is also of vital importance. It
states—

8. Whenever the earnings of the railway, as estimated
in accordance with the agreement, have for euch year
-during a peviod of three consecutive vears been of such
amount that no such deficiency as aforesaid has
arisen, the Commissioner shall by his certificate declare
accordingly, and thereupon the board shall be released
from alllinbility to make good to the Commissioner the
amount of any deficiency which may thereafter ocenr.

It is quite an easy thing for the Rockhamp-
ton Harbour Board to so regulate its business
that they can take precious good care there
would be no deficiency during the first three
vears; and, after getting over that critical
period of three years, by and by they might
allow the whole thing to drift, as they had
aone in regard to the Broadmount scheme. I
would like to remind hon. members opposite.
who are very fond of insinuating by inter-
Jection and otherwise, that this Bill was made
a party measure by this side of the House—
I would like to say here that when the Bill
was last introduced, it was quite an open
secret that no less than three hon. members
now sitting on the Treasury bench were
opposed to this railway; and had it been
tabled in that House, I am satisfied those
three gentlemen would have opposed it. 1
would like to ask whether, after careful inquiry
ind due consideration, they have decided
that Port Alma Railway is the proper thing,
or are they swallowing their convictions and
voting as the party instruct? Or are they
supporting this railway out of deep conviction?
I leave that for the hon. members themselves
to tax their own consciences with. The board
appointed to make a report on this scheme
was a very eflicient board. and I would not
for one moment suggest that they had any
-sinister object in bringing in such a report
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as this. I would like to point out that, judg-
mg by the wording of the report, they were
evidently informed that it was absolutely
necessary to provide a port with at least
24 feet of water at dead low-water spring
tides. T maintain there is no necessity for
such a condition as that, and that very con-
dition was hampering those men, and was
unconsciously driving them to favour the Port
Alma harbour, where there is a minimum
depth of 26 feet. There are few harbours
in the world that provide a continuous depth
of 24 feet of water at dead low spring tides,
and there are very few harbours in the world
where steamers of a deep draught do not have
to wait for the tide. Why, even on the famous
Clyde they have to_wait for the tide; and at
ine port of Townsville, which is also becoming
a very splendid port, they have only 17 feet
of water in their channel at low water, and
all the large steamers that trade to Australia,
or, at any rate, to Queensland, can find en-
trance to that harbour, and lie there in
safety. If the Townsville harbour were only
weepened to 20 feet, I am satisfied the harbour
board there would be content to go on for the
next forty or fifty years. But here it is pro-
posed to provide a continuous depth of water
of 24 feet. I say it was unnecessary to have
that impressed upon that board as was done.
The Secretary for Railways quoted a lot of
figures to show that the Port Alma scheme
will be very much cheaper and much more
effective than the Broadmount scheme can
possibly be. But he should have added the
cost of the Broadmount Railway, because that
will practically be abandoned, gnd the value
of that railway reduced 80 per cent. or. 90 per
cent., and that cost should be added to the
cost of the Port Alma scheme to have a fair
comparison. He has ignored that, and he has
quoted a whole lot of figures that appear to
nave very little bearing on the question at all.
The Broadmount Railway scheme must have
cost originally something like £200,000, and
there has been expended in the river on im-
provements something like £300,000. We
know there must have been a considerable
sum expended, because already the harbour
board is indebted to the Government for a
sum of £230,000, on which they have to pay
nterest, and no doubt they expended money
out of their own earnings, which will not
ngure in the amount at present due to the
Government. Here is a board so fully in-
debted to the Government simply going on
trom hand to mouth—I would not for a
moment suggest they are insolvent; I do not
think they are—but they have considerable
difficulty evidently in meeting their liabilities.
Mr, GrANT: No, no!

Mr. LENNON: I do not say they are in-
solvent—I would not suggest such a thing—
but they have a very heavy burden to carry,
and here they propose to give a guarantee of
3 per cent. on the cost of this railway, and the
question very naturally arises: Who is going
to guarantes the harbour board? Because, if
they are not guaranteed, there is no guaran-
tee that it will be able to continue its pay-
ments with the increased taxation that will be
necessary. While the harbour board is
elected on its present absurd constitution, I
think it is a. very unfair thing to ask the
taxpayers of the country to saddle themselves
with the expense of constructing this railway
for the benefit of the coterie of Rockhampton
merchants who practically constitute that
Rockhampton Harbour Board. Before this
Bill was introduced, it would have been very

Mr. Lennon.]
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much wiser if they had reorganised the Rock-
hampton Harbour Board entirely—improved
it, and broadened its constitution, and given
it a very much wider franchise, and allowed the
whole of the people in Roclkhampton and the
Central district to have a voice in this scheme,
because the inland people will have to con-
tribute to the taxation just as much as the
people in the port itself. It is understood at
Broadmount, at the present time, there is
maintained there 17 feet of water at dead low-
water spring. tides, and when you take into
account the fact that they have such an enor-
mous rise and fall in the tide at Broadmount
—there are countries where they must of
necessity have a continuous depth—but when
you consider that Broadmount has a rise and
fall in the tide of 16 or 18 feet, I maintain
that a depth of 20 feet would be ample for all
requirements for the next fifty years.

Mr. GranT: What would that cost?

Mr. LENNON: IXf that be admitted. the
cost would be very much lessened.
Broadmount Harbour would be suitable for
the trade of that port for the next fifty years,
and it would cost very much less than the esti-
mate of the commission of experts. When
you consider that there are other ports in the
world which are content to let the ships wait
for the tide. I do not think it is too much to
argue that the Rockhampton and Central djs-
trict people should suffer a like disability, I
would like to quote a list of steamers that
have entered the harbour of Broadmount dur-
ing the year 1908. There is no return for 1909.
I say these figures are supplied by a Rock-
hampton paper, which seems at variance with
the Premier at times, nevertheless these are
the figures and no aspersion is cast in any way
in regard to them. These are the steamers
that have entered Broadmount during 1908-—
that is, the large vessels—

Whaipara, Changsha, Carpentaria, Taiyuan. Glenlyon,
Jessie Burns, Thuaru, Changsha. Timara. Guif of Venice,
Canara, Nairnshire, Taiyuan, Vine Branch, Drayton
Gravge. Banffshire, Changsha, Hornby Grange, Bunin-
yong, Taiyuan. Zeyhyrus, Gulf of Venice, Changsha,
Carpentaria, Cintra, Taivuan. Gulf of Venice, Changsha,
Ayrshire, Chyebassa, and Orange Branch.

Then there is a footnote which says—

The Taiyuan and Changsha came in on one tide and
left next tide on the same date. The Ayrshire (11,000
tonts gross) is the largest steamer trading to Queensland
waters,

When a boat of that size can come in on one
tide and go out on the mext, I think it is
excellent testimony in favour of the Broad-
mount Harbour. When we also consider that
the Lake’s Creek Company, the largest meat
company probably in Australia, ships very
large quantities of tallow, hides, preserved
meats, wool, and all its byv-
[4.30 p.m.] products from Broadmount with-
out any difficulty whatever, you
could not have better testimony than that
Rockhampton is already very well served with
Broadmount, and with a very moderate ex-
penditure Broadmount could be made the
harbour for Rockhampton for all time.

Mr. GranT: What do you call * moderate
expenditure” ?

Mr. LENNON: About a fourth of what is
recommended here to get a depth of 94 feet.
Take the Townsville Harbour administration,
where a very considerable sum, running over
£300,000, has been expended in making that
harbour. If anyone proposed that they should
practically abandon, that harbour, throw away
that expenditure, and run a railway down to
another place for the purpose of making a
new port, there would be such a howl through-
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out Queensland that any Government whiclh
proposed such a thing would not be tolerated
an instant. But the Chief Secretary seems to
have made up his mind that he will have this
harbour at any cost. He had a very clear
indication when he last tabled the Bill that the-
House was opposed to it. The House is not
very different now, except that certain gentle.
men have been promoted to the Treasury
bench, and if these three gentlemen are now
going back on their principles to support this.
line. it ill becomes any one on the other side
of the House to charge this side with taking
up a party attitude on the matter. I have to
say that the Bill is not opposed from a party
standpoint at all: members can vote as they
please, but probably some of them will vote
with the majority.

The PrEMIER: You know how the majority
will go. (Laughter.)

Mr. LENNON: The hon. gentleman per-
haps knows better than I do. T would like-
to say that considerable indignation is ex-
pressed in Rockhampton regarding this mea-
sgre. Of course, the little coterie, better
known as the Rockhampton Harbour Board,
have their own particular axe to grind, and
they disregard the opinion of the people abso.
lutely. I will read a telegram sent to me by
the mayor of Rockhampton, dated the 7th of
this month—

The following resolutions were carried at a public-
meeting held last evening in school of arts Tirst that
in the opinion of this meeting of citizens of Rockham.p-
ton the construction of the proposed Port Alma Rail-
way is absolutely unnecessary an d would be an un-
justifiable waste of public money and calculated te
divert the trade from and seriously injure the future-
prosperity of Rockhampton without conflerring any
benefit upon the community at large second that the
Government be asked to arrange through the Com-
missioner for Railways to quote proportionately the-
same rates per mile for the carriage of goods from
Broadmount to Rockhampton as those quoted from
Port Alma to Rockhampton third that this meeting
requests the Governmeut to immediately amend the
Rockhamptorn Harbour Board Aet by abolishing the
electoral power of the so-called payers of dues, and.‘
placing the whole of the electoral power inthe hands of
the ratepayers.

Mr. Corsgr: How many were there at the-
meeting ?

Mr., LENNON : Four hundred. You surely
would not ask anyone to believe the Brisbane
Courier’s account. (Laughter.) I have got a
telegram also from the mayor of North Rock-~
hampton, dated to-day. He says—

Amn instrueted by my council convey following reso-
Iutions passed by eight votes to one their meeting las®
night that inview of the fact of the large amount of”
public money that has been spent on the Alexandra
bridge Broadmount Railway and Broadmount whart
this couneil is of opinion that the construction of the-
proposed Port Alma Railway is absolutely unnecessary
and would be ap unjustifiable waste ot public money as
well as being against the best interests of this munici-
pality and district generally. >

OpposITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

AMr. LENNON: I do not think any better
evidence could be afforded to members of this
House. Many of them are, perhaps, not fami-
liar with the surroundings at Rockhampion.
with all the inner schemes at work there.
Leyond the broad knowledge they have of
Broadmount and the river, upon which, in the-
aggregate, I supposc something exceeding
£600,000 of public money has been expended.
They know nothing more than that, but here-

" we, have the assurance of the mayor of Rock-

hampton and the mavor of North Rock-
hampton,
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Mr. Graxt: No, Fou have not the mayor of
Rockhampton; he is simply sending the reso-
lutions on behalf of the public meeting.

Mr. LENNON : This is a public meeting over
which his worship the mayor presided, but
the citizens of Rockhampton, who are above the
mayor, arc opposed to this railway, and criti-
cise it in very strong terms indeed. From the
neighbouring council of North Rockhampton
a similar testimony is sent by telegram, and
I think members who have not made up their
minds how to vote for this railway should be
guided more by what these men. who are
particularly interested, who have local know-
ledge, and who have lived there for many
vears, say, than the opinion expressed in an
off-hand manner by the Minister for Railways,
who perhaps himself twelve months ago was
not an ardent supporter of this line. I would
like to say that when we consider the way in
which measures have been rushed through
this Flouse without sufficient consideration,
how the session is to be brought to a close at
a very early period, it would have been much
wiser on the pari of the Chief Secretary if he
had withheld this Bill until a more opportune
season. Kven now I would like to offer him
the advice, and ask him whether, after further
consideration, he would not consider it wiser
to act in the same way as he did when the Bill
was previously submitted to the House—with-
draw it, think over it awhile, and give the people
up there a chance of reconsidering it. And if in?
the meantime he could arrange to transform
the Rockhampton Harbour Board and make it
a little more liberal, I think we can get a
fairer and more reliable expression of opinion
from that body than under present conditions.
But the Port Alma Railway scheme is his one
darling. It does not matter about the other
Bills tabled this session; they are of no value.
This is the one precious item on the Kid-
stonian ship of State, and the others may be
thrown over so that he can push on with Port
Alma this session, and then by and by he wiil
zet his reward.

Mr, RYLAND : Even in England he was talk-
ing about Port Alma.

Mr., LENNON: It is only since his trip to
England that he has taken the thing up.
Other hon. members will be able to give more
information on this than I can. Within very
recent years—not more than five years ago—
the hon. gentleman was strongly opposed to
the Port Alma scheme.

Mr. Muvrcany: He said it was very bad.

Mr. LENNON: No doubt he will be able to
give us some explanation as to the reasons
which have led him to alter his mind, but I
think it can be shown to-day that he was not
always so strongly in favour of this line as he
is now. I could give more figures, but I do
not wish to tire the House. I do not want
to be branded later on as one who can be
deemed unnecessarily contentious. I desire to
say that this is a project which need not have
come before the House, particularly in this
hurried session. We are proposing, I under-
stand, to devote eight weeks to this session,
and the Premier’s Rockhampton programme,
of which we have heard so much, contains
measures of very great interest to the people
of Queensland, and on the inclusion of these
measures in the Governor’s Speech no’ doubt
a great deal of support was obtained by the
Government. But they are dropping these
Bills overboard one by one, such important
Bills as the Trades Disputes Bill, State Insur-
ance Bill, Public Service Superannuation Bill,
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and the Licensing Bill. All these were pro-
mises, but it appears the Port Alma Railway
Bill transcends all these Bills put together in
the opinion of the Hon. the Chief Secre-
tary, and he pushes them aside in order
that he may foist this measure upon the
country. I enter my emphatic protest against
doing for the portgpf Rockhampton what no
other port will expect to have done—to give
them practically three ports: They will have
the Broadmount port, the river port, and now
Port Alma. I think it is an unfair advantage
to give to Rockhampton over all the other
ports of the State, and I must enter my em-
phatic protest against the Bill.

The PREMIER (Hon. W. Kidston, Rock-
hampton) : The bon. gentleman who has just sa$
down has said something that I think quite
unworthy of him, and unlike him. For in-
stance, he said that this was the one precious
Bill of the session for which everything else had
to be sacrificed. I think hon. members know
that that is nobt true without my dilating on it.
He said that this was being brought up for the
financial benefit of McIlwraith, McHacharn, and
Co. at Rockhampton, or some other company
which he named. )

An OpposiTion MEMBER: You said nasty
things yesterday.

The PREMIER : Statements of that kind are
absolutely unworthy of the hon. member. Itis
not necessary to refute such statements; they
should be supported by evidence.

Mr. HARDACRE : Anybody kncws it.

The PREMIER : Anybody does not know it,
but anybody can say it.

Mr. HARDACRE : They can prove it, too.

The PREMIER: And anybody can say it

~ over and over and over again, but their saying it

over and over again will not prove it.
Mr. HARDACRE : We can prove it.
Mr.*Graxt : Why don’t you do it.
Mr. MUrpHY : That is how you came to speak
of the Bank of Australasia yesterday.

The PREMIER : He also told us that 1t was
introduced for the purpose of relieving the Rock-
hampton Harbour Board. Now, there are three
purposes that it is being introduced for. If thereis
onething that thisagreement does, it is to tie down
that harbour board to pay interest on that rail-
way.

Mr. LeNxoN: For three years—during three
years, :

Mr. MacarTNEY : Three consecutive years.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RAILwAYs : All railways
under the 1906 Act are under the same provi-
sion.

The PREMIER : That is why three years are
named there. The number of years is imma-
terial. It was simply considered, when we
passed that Railways Act of 1906, that if & rail-
way paid continuously for three, years there was
not rmauch further risk to the Commissioner,
taking it by and large. There is another aspect
of this thing which the hon. gentleman men-
tioned, which I will deal with later on. As the
Minister pointed out, this Bill is not for the pur-
pose of passing the railway, but for the purpose
of ratifying an agreement, making the railway
possible on those terms ; but it has been deemed
desirable to put the plans of the proposal on the
table of the House, so that members will have
the wholé thing before them when discussing the
second reading of the Bill, becaunse it is to be
assumed that if the House passed the second
reading of the Bill it is likely to pass the pro-
posal for the railway. Ihope thatthe matter will
be quite fully and frankly discussed now on its

Hon. W. Kidston. |
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businessmerits, leaving party or personal questions
out ofaccountaltogether—thatthe real interestsof
the districts concerned and the producers of
‘Central Queensland will be the consideration
which will actuate members on both sides of the
House.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

_ The PREMIER: No Rilway that we can
introduce in this House could be so handicapped
‘with party quarrels and party misrepresentations
as the Port Alma Railway is,

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: Why is this?

The PREMIER : For twenty years there has
been strife raised in Ruckhampton about the
question of a deep-water port. Party and per-
sonal animosities have been engendered to such
an extent that there is danger of the real merits
of the question being put out of sight. The
personal recriminations and party differences
-over this question may be compared to the strife
between the Guelphs and the Ghibellines in
Europe. We have a little crowd of mono-
maniacs in our district in connection with this
‘matter, I regret to sav—I am not saying they are
all on one side of the question—and they are
forgetting what the original quarrel was about.
Tt is too much to hope that none of that party
animus has found its way into this House—that
there will be no party feeling shown; but I
propose simply to deal with the business merits
of the question, 1 propose, when railway pro-
jects come before us, to judge them as impartially
as I can on the merits of the question, irrespective
of whether the member for the district supports
me or not.

Mr, BRENNAN: Tt is a real good confession of
faith.

The PREMIER - I wish I could get this ques-

tion settled in this House on absolutely non- °

party lines.
HoxoUraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The PREMIER: I wish I could get every
member te go into the facts for himself, and
give his vote absolutely on non-party lines and
simply on the merits of the case.

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS ; Hear, hear!

The PREMIKR : I may be right or wrong
but I am convinced that if that was done practi-
cally all the members of the House would sup-
port the proposal. (Opposition laughter.) At
vhe same time I cannot disguise the fact that my
-colleague and myself are pledged to our con-
stituents to bring forward this measure before
the House. I no not disguise the fact that our
opponeats at the election made it a kind of test
‘question, and worked it for all it was worth
against us because we promised to do this.

. An HonoUraBLE MEMBER : Did you also treat
it as a test question?

_The PREMIER : I do not think at any elec-
tion I ever attempted to get votes on local ques-
tions, Idid not bring up this question at all,
but our opponents put up Mr. Willis to ask a
question, and this is what he said—

Mr. Willis: The questions I wish to aslk Mr. Kidston
are two that I put to him on two occasions two years
ago in the Taeatre Royal. The first is: Is it the inten-
tion of the Government to still proceed with the Port
Alma Railway Billt (Laughter and applause.)

Mr. Kidston : Mr. Willis asked me if it is the inten-

tion of the Government to proceed with the Port Alma
Railway Bill,

Mr. Bluett : Yes or no.

Mr. Kidston: Yes. (Loud applause.)
Mr. Willis: T like 2 straight-out answer.
Mr. Bluett : That means 200 votes to us.

[Hon. W. Kidston.
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Here is what one of our opponents, Mr. Allen,
said, speaking at Depot Hill on the 22nd Sep-
tember—

If Messrs., Kidston and Grant were returned, they
would do their utmost to have the Port Alma line
built. If he (Mr. Allen) were elected, he proposed—and
the party with which he waus associated proposed-—that
Broadmount should be made the port of Central
Queensland.

There is nothing doubtful about that. Mr.
Purnell, the Labour candidate, was even plainer.
Speaking the same night at Allenstown, he
said—

What did it mean if they returned Messrs. Kidston
and Grant as their representatives? It would mean
that, by their votes. they would be giving sanction to
the Port Alma Railway,

So there is no doubt as to how my colleague and
myself stand in regard to this matter with our
constituents. They elected us, knowing that, if
elected, we would try to get the Port Alma
Railway introduced and passed.

Mr. RyaN: They did not think you could get
the railway through.

The PREMIER : These same people who did
their best to get the electors to vote against us
got 200 people to protest against the railway in
a hall where we had 1,200 or 1,400 people. Do
they imagine that is likely to influence our
opinions, or our actions, or the opinion of any
impartial man in this House? Any member
who has had any trouble in his district about
rival routes knows how a little crowd can work
up a thing ; and I am surprised that the leader
of the Opposition should get up and seriously
make the statement he did about that meeting.
I am sure he knows it has nothing to do with
the opinion of my constituents. The hon. mem-
ber talked about there being no party feeling on
that side of the House. Does he not know that
if the hon. member for Leichhardt succeeds in
getting the Bill defeated, he will go to Rock-
hampton and boast about having defeated the
Premier, (Opposition laughter.) And would
not the hon. member for Port Cartis do the
same thing ?

Mr. BrEsLiy : No.

The PREMIER: I merely refer to that
matter to show how I stard in regard to my con-
stituents; but I really want the matter con-
sidered, not in relation to that, but in relation
to the merits of the guestion. Most members
know that Sir T. Mecllwraith built the Port
Alma wharf, and proposed to connect it with
Rockhampton, and Sir Samuel Gritfith’s party
opposed it.

Mr. LexNon: The two members threatened
to resign if he went on with it.

The PREMIER : Quite true. At the elec-
tion of 1838, when Messrs. Pattison and Archer
stood, the Port Alma party was strong. Un-
fortunately, those two candidates were afraid
they would not be returned as supporters of the
Port Alma Railway, but the result showed that
they would have been returned with an over-
whelming majority. They were both in favour
of the Port Alma line, and both supported Sir
T. Mecllwraith, but they both promised that
they would not support a railway to Port Alma
if returned. When they came to Brisbane and
told Sir T. McIlwraith what the position was—
they were both honourable men in that respect—
Sir T. McIlwraith said, “If that district does
not want a railway, I know a number of districts
that do want railways.” I have no hesitation in
saying that the people of the Central district
have been excessively fuolish over this question,
and they have paid for it with the constans
handicap there has been on the shipping trade of
the district. In spite of all that, the question
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before us this afterncon is a simple question.
"Central Queensland has the choice of two deep-
water ports, and much can be said and has been
said in favour of both, and much can be said and
has been said against both. Speaking generally,
the advantages of Broadmount are on the land-
ward side, while those of Port Alma are on the
sea side.
Mer. Leyxox: You could not get a drink of
{resh water there to save your life.

The PREMIER: If you want a drink of
fresh water in this House you have to bring it
into the House, but this Parliament House is no
worse on that account. The first thing yon want
at a deep-water port is not a drink of fresh water
but deep sea water. If hon. memberslook at the
lithograph that has been supplied with the report
of the commissioo, they will see that from the
anchorage at Sea Hill there is a straight course
into Port Alma wharf, and if they look at the
crooked red line leading to the wharves at
Broadmount they- will see how difficult that
tortuous channel must be for large ships to
navigate. Both ports can be improved ; either
of them can be made to fit the requirements of
the Central district. Both of them have advan-
tages as well as disadvantages; either can be
made available for the trade of the Central dis-
trict ; the only question is as to the relative cost.

am going to disregard the reams of party
literature that have been circulated on the ques-
tion, and just deal with that aspect of the matter ;
and I ask hon. members not to allow their minds
to be distracted from that aspect of the question.

Mr. Rvax: What depth of water do you
require? It does not require 24 feet,

The PREMIER : I think we do, and I will
tell the hon, member why.

An HoNoUuRABLE MEMBER : What about Glad-
stone ? :

The PREMIER: Here I may state that
Gladstone does not come into this question at
all. I domnot particularly blame the hon, mem-
ber for Port Curtis for showing his zeal in this
matter, because a membler has to pay some
regard even to the prejudices of his constituents.
Gladstone has been connected with the Central
Railway for ten or twelve years, and yet people
have not sent their trade there. Gladstone has
all the railway facilities this House could give,
and yet she has not got the trade. If I may say
so without offending the people of Gladstone,
they would be much bester employed in trying
to develop their back country in the Boyne
Valley. ’

Mr. BrESLIN : What chance did you give us?

The PREMIER: I am only saying what the
policy of that town ought to be. At present
they are simply playing the dog in the manger.
They cannot eat the bay themselves and won’t
let anybody else get it. And I would like to add

this: Some one interjected—I think

{5 p.m.] it was the hon. member for Gym-

pie—that I formerly opposed Port
Alma and advocated Broadmount, I would
therefore like to put clearly before the House
the attitude I have taken up in this mat-
ter since I bave been in a responsible position as
Minister. I told the peopleof my distriet, when
they came to me first on the matter, that they
must distinctly understand that whatever was
done—whichever of these ports was approved—
the local revenue of the district would have to
bear the cost—that I would only help to get the
scheme which was likely to cost least, and
which they wouid be best able to finance.
I was given figures at one time to show
me that the cost of opening up Broadmount
would be very small as compared with Port
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Alma, and I therefores advised them to take
the lesser cost and open up Broadmount. And
I further promised to spend the money if it was
necessary to do it. But I made it quite clear
that the Treasury would not finance the scheme,
and that the local revenues must finance it.
Now, when I was shown that a mistake had been
made in claimiong that it would be cheaper to
open up Broadmount than Port Alma, I acted
upon the very same principle and advised them
to take Port Alma as the cheaper of the two.
My attitude on this matter is simply this:
The local revenunes—that is, the local harbour
revenues of that district—ought to pay for
whatever scheme is adopted, and wy advice to
them was to take the scheme which was going to
saddle them with the least cost.

Mr. HArRDACRE : What made you change your
opinion?

The PREMIER : It was suggested last year
by the hon. member for Morston that as there
were a number of members on this side of the
House who were very unwilling, owing to not
being well informed on the matter, to deal with
the question, we should get an independent com-
mission, who would give us an impartial report.
I got that independent commission appointed,
and hon. members have the report of that
commission and have seen the lithograph at-
tached to it. In appointing that commission,
I asked them to do this: To disregard en-
tirely ‘all the party statements they inight
hear in Rockhampton—to disregard them en-
tirely whatever side tbey were on. I put the
Government steamer *° Fitzroy” at their service,
and asked them to make a thorough investiga-
tion into all aspects of the question, and to tell
me not this policy or that policy—what this
one or that one said—but to give me the facts in

- relation to the engineering difficulties in both

cases, the financial burdens either scheme would
impose on the district, and the facts of the case
from anavigation point of view. I asked them
to secure the opinion of the old harbour-master,
Mr. Sykes, who had been working in these
waters for over thirty years, and the opinion of
the new harbour-master, so that the matter might
be considered from a sailor’s point of view.

Mr. LENsON : Would you define the depth of
water you consider necessary ?

The PREMIER : Twenty-four feet at all
states ot the tides, so that a ship could go in at
any time during night or day. As for the facts,
they are related in this report by these three
competent engineers, and hon. members can
form their own judgment about them. But let
me say why I asked for 24 fees of water at low
tide. 1t is the general policy of the Government
on this matter to try and get for all our ports
along the coast a minimum depth of 24 feet of
water at low tide. The three main aspects of
our development policy are: To extend our rail-
ways to open up new country ; to improve our
ports so that we will be able to give to
our producers the advantages of the largest
class of ships trading to Australia ; and to bring
out immigrants as this development proceeds.
Hon, members know just as well as { do that
this policy has been pnreued with every port
along the coast froin Brisbane to Thursday
Island., There is not a port, with the exception
of Maryborough and Buuwdaberg, that has not
benefited from that policy. Of course a port
with only 12 feet of water cannot be given 24
feet to-morrow. You can only work up to an
ideal, but every port has been improved, and
the tacilities for the produce of the country
being disposed of bettered. Ihad a deputation
the other day with regard to a deep-water port
at Urangan Point. This was from the Wide
Bay members, and I may say that I am just as

Hon. W. Kidston.]



796 Port Alma

much in sympathy with their project as I am
with the project now before the House. It is
just as necessary that the producers in the Wide
Bay district should have deep-water facilities for
their trade as the producers in the Central dis-
trict.

Mr. LENNON: They all have our sympathy.
We join with you in that.

The PREMIER: 1t is no use subsidising
large steamers to come to Queensland if you do
not make your harbours avaitable for them. You
must not suppose that because a ship can wait
in Brisbane or in Glasgow, she can do the
same on the coast of Queensland. The ships on
the coast of Queensland are passing down the
coast as a railway train passes through a number
of wayside stations. When they come to the
final port it is quite another matter. And you
will find that the ports of the old country—
Glasgow, Liverpool, London—have spent millions
of pounds in making docks into which ships can
sail and lie at all states of the tide. I think it
is an essential thing for the development of this
country that we should steadily pursne a policy
of giving all our main ports from here to Cairns
24 feet of water at low tide. (Hear, hear!)
Let me take the case of Broadmount, Ouly one
ship in every twelve that have come to the ibay
have gone into Broadmount. Around the wharf
at Broadmount there is abundance of water,
but the difficulties of a narrow, tortuous channel
and the small depth of water—17 feet—are such
that as & general result eleven out of every twelve
ships that go there lighter in the bay. I distin.
guish hetween the big sea ships that go there and
the ships that go up the river to Rockhampton.
Let me mention one thing here. It is said that
to make a port at Port Alma will relieve the

Rockhampton Harbour Board from work in the

river. That is not correct. It will only relieve
them from the work in the estuary of the river.

Mr. Ryan: But they don’t spend anything
there.

The PREMIER : T refer to the entrance to
Broadmount, and theaverage cost of maintaining
that entrance is £800 a year. I think that
Broadmount has been dredged out six or seven
times since it was first opened. It means con-
tinual work to keep it even at a minimum depth
of 17 feet. ’

Mr. Ryax : They only spent £21 15s. in two
years—not £800, as you say.

Mr. GrRaNT: That is ridiculous.
is &£800 a year. ’

Mr. RYan: No, £21 15s.

The PREMIER: The average cost of main-
taining it for the last five years has been £800 a
year. .

Mr. Ryax: Into Broadmount?

The PREMIER : Yes, the channel between
the bay and Broadmount.

Mr. GRANT ; The Middle Channel.

The PREMIER : The point I wish to make
here is this : That the thing I am trying to get
done for Central Queensland I am also trying to
get done, and have been trying to get done, for
other ports in the State equally. Let me call
attention to several things that occurred here the
other day. The Minister for Mines, in answer-
ing a question asked by someone on the other
side of the House about 100 tons of Dawson coal
that was sent away as a sample somewhere, gave
the particulars of the cost, and [ noticed, when
he was reading, that one of the itewns of cost in
sending away that coal was £41 some odd shil-
lings for lighterage in the bay. Just imagine
what that means to that particular centre—the
Central district ! Think of that. Why should
that great district—one-third of Queensland—be

[Hon. W. Kidston.
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saddled for all time with that handicap on its
trade? Do not members of this House think
that it i3 a fair thing for the members of thas
district to ask this House to consent to some
better method of handling their shipping there?

Mr. LENNON : Why was that coal not shipped.
from Broadmount ?

The PREMIER : The hon. gentleman re-
minds me of an incident that took place the other
day, and probably you all saw it in the papers.
A ship was going into Broadmount for some
horses, and the flood tide happened to be early
in the morning, That morning also happened to-
be foggy, and the pilot refused to take the re-
sponsibility of taking the ship in there.

Mr. HarDACRE : He said there was no reason
why he should not go in.

The PREMIER : I know that a gentleman
like the hon. member for Leichhardt would take
it in at once, but, untortunately for the owners
of that vessel, the hon. member for Leichhardt
is not the pilot, And the pilot, who knows the
channel there and knows the situation quite
well, did not care to risk it.

Mr. HarpAcrE : The pilot said there was no
reason why he should not go in.

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

The PREMIER: The pilot said that he
would have to wait till next morning as it wounld
be ebb tide later on in the day, even if the fog
cleared. But it did not suit the captain of the
vessel to wait until next day,  If hon. members
will look at the plan, they will see that across the
North Channel, at the entrance into Broad-
mount, there is a cross current which makes it
difficult for large ships on the ebb tide.

Mr. GRANT: There are seven leads going in:
there.

The PREMIER : As a matter of fact, that
ship went to Gladstone, They went ashore and
sent a wire up to the owner of the horses, asking
him to ship the horses at Gladstone, and the
ship went down to Gladstone and got the horses
there. And that very morning, when that ship:
was waiting outside Broadmount and could not
get in owing to the fog, the ‘“Wodonga” sailed in.
and out of Port Alma.

Hon. R. Puitp: And the captain of the
‘“ Wodonga” could have gone into Broadmount,
too.

OrposITION MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The PREMIER : I am telling hon, members.
what the facts are. I am not_explaining it at
all. (Opposition laughter.) I am giving the-
facts, and hon. gentlemen can explain it for
themselves. .

Mr. BARBER : Read the statement of the pilot
himself. He is the man to explain it.

The PREMIER : The action of the pilot him-
self is quite enough for me.

Mr. BARBER: You are not quoting his state-
ment.

The PREMIER : As I havesaid, of the 2,000+
ships which have come to the bay during these
years, only one in twelve has been taken into
Broadmount. As a matter of fact, it is only one
particular kind of trade that ships come there-
for—a wmeat ship, for instance, that does not
mind whether she has to wait a day or two longer
or not, or a ship of that kind, Those are the
only ships that have gone in, except on rare-
oceasions.

Mr. .JJ. M. HuNTER : I suppose that sometimes-
they do not want to lose time.

Mr. BARBER: Over 200 vessels have called at
Broadmount in the last seven years, including-
vessels up to 11,000 tons and drawing 24 feet
2 inches of water,
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The PREMIER : That is quite true—230, I
think, is the exact number. There is no trouble
about the water at Broadmount if you only wait
for the tide. There is a big 1ise there, if a ship
will only wait for the tide. It will takein a
ship drawing 24 feet of water if she will only
wait for the flood tide,

OrrosiTioN MEMBERs: Hear, hear !

The PREMIER: I think that hon. gentleman
will understand that I have no reason to mis-
represent the facts of this case on either side.

. Mr. LexNoxN: You would not do it. {Oppo-
sition laughter.)

The PREMIER : T have no reason to do it.
Mr., MuLnax : You want the railway ?
The PREMIER: Certainly.

Mr. MuLnaN: Would not that justify you in
exaggerating it abit? (Laughter.)

The PREMIER: No. I do not care a snap
of the fingers whether the deep-water port is
made at Broadmount or at Port Alma—not a
snap of the fingers. But I do not want to see
that district saddled with a larger expenditure
to got that deep-water port than is necessary to
saddle it with, I think that it should be saddled
with the full cost, but I do not want it to be
more than is necessary. I bave done my best to
give members of the House the very fullest and
most accurate information on the subject. I
disregard myself, and I ask hon. members to
disregard many partisan statements on both
sides, and to consider simply this one question :
Are they wanting to get a deep-water port for
that district ?

Mr. Lunvox: Certainly.

The PREMIER: And if they want to do
that, are they wanting to get 1t at the least
possible cost ?

Mr. HARDACRE : Yes, 20 feet at Broadmount.

The PREMIER : The interjection of the hon,
member is the most complete condemnation of
the Broadmount schewme that can be made—20
feet on Broadmount., Is the Central district
never to have more than 20 feet for their deep-
water port ?

Mr, HARDACRE: In time to come.

The PREMIER : In time to come they will
have to spend £290,000 to get it. I think that
even such a friend of Broadmount as the hon.
member for Leichhardt does not consider that
the Central district should do with 20 feet in its
deep-water port.

Mr. HarpAcRE: It is ample for all require-
ments for some time,

.The PREMIER : Another argument in this
direction. The deputy leader of the Opposition
said so much money had been spent ou Broad-
mount, and were we to lose all that money? I
ask hon. members just to think for themselves,
Is that the question ? :

Mr. LENNON : Part of the question.

The PREMIER : Is that the question hon.
members ought to be impressed with? Is not
the question this: Not what has already been
spent. on Broadmount, not what has already
been spent on Port Alma, but what will be
required to be spent to make either of them
available as a proper deep-water port? Is that
not the question? Are we going to spend
£100,000 extra because we have already spent
money somewhere else? Do not imagine that I
am adopting a particular policy for my own
district other than I have adopted elsewhere.
Let me give one instance. When we were
negotiating with the Orient Company that
when the subsidy ceased next month that they
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should contiuue their service for the next ten
years, they wanted us, because of the increased
size of their ships, to give a better entrance tn
the Brishane River. They wanted a channel
400 feet wide instead of 300 feet wide, and they
complained of the turns in the channel. Hon.
members can readily imagine, if they just think
for a moment, that a ship 400 feet or 500
feet long, coming up a narrow channel 300 feet
wide—a channel whose edges are submerged—
they cannot see the edges of it—a long ship
coming up a narrow channel 300 feet wide is in
a very difficult situation. She cannot turn, and
she knows she cannot turn. She cannot even
stop j if aghe stops and loses way and will not
answer the helm, there are a hundred chances to
one she will be on the bank at once. They,
therefore, asked us to widen the channel, and
the Fngineer for Harbours and Rivers, Mr.
Cullen, brought before the notice of the Trea-
surer and myself, and showed us that from the
West Beacon at the mouth of the river the
present channel went off at a slant towards the
Pile Light—almostatright angles—and he pointed
out that the wisest thing to do was not to deepen
that channel, on which something like £100,000
had been spent, but to go straight across to deep
water, so that we would have practically a
straight channel from deep water up to Pinkenba
400 feet wide. Although the channel, that had
cost over £100,000, was disregarded, I venture to
challenge any person who knows anything at all
about it whether we did not do a wise thing in
providing the straight channel.
HonoUuraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

The PREMIER : I appeal to the hon. member
for North Brisbane, Mr, Forrest, who knows
something about that locality, whether the
Governmuent did not act wisely in that matter.

Mr. Ryax: It was Mr. Cullen’s recommend-
ation,

The PREMIER : It was Mr, Cullen’s recom-
mendation. You donot imagine that the Minis-
ter took on the work of aun engineer.

Mr. Ryax : Mr. Cullen recommended Broad-
mount. :

The PREMIER : If T had brought that pro-
posal before this House, the very same thing
would have been said then as is being said now :
Why did you give up this channel, which cost
£100,000?

Mr, Ryan: Ob, no!

The PREMIER : In any case it is best.

Mr. Hainron: You took Cullen’s advice
then, but you refuss to take Cullen’s advice now.

The PREMIER : I submit that hon. mem-
bers, if they are wise, will disregard all question
as to what has been spent on Broadmount, but
will simply consider what must now be spent to
give the Central district an adequate deep-water
port. While I admit that Brisbane has pre-
ferential claims in the matter of time, consider-
ing the importance of the shipping which comes
here, I do not admit that Brisbane should have
a deep-water port 400 feet wide and 24 feet deep,
and that the Central and Northern districts have
to set their minds that for all time they will only
have a 20-feet channel.

Mr. HarRDACRE : They should be left to please
themselves.

The PREMIER : It is not necessary. Why
should they be content with a 20-feet channel
when we can get a 24-feet channel at Port Alma
—when there is a 24-feet channel there ready,
and has been lying there untouched by a dredge
for twenty-seven years, and there is 26 feet of
water in it, coming from the open sea as straight
as a string, day or night, at any state of the tide.

Hon. W. Kidston.]
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All that it wants is a railway costing £70,000 to
connect with the main line, and there is all the
port Central Queensland requires. I ask hon.
members to look at the report of the commission
—1I think I may say a perfectly impartial report
—and they will find—the Secretary for Railways
has already given them the figures—that it will
cost £290,000 to make Broadmount, and it will
cost, i connection with Port Alma, only
£135,000, X think in both cases—although the
expenditure would not take place at once—in
both cases, until the place is developed, you
could do with less, but if you are setting about
now to give the Central district a port suitable
to her present and future requiremepts, then I
say you ought to set your policy to give her a
port 24 feet deep at the least.

Mr. Ngvirr : Why did you not take advan-
tage of that before ?

The PREMIER : I recommend this House to
adopt the scheme that will give a perfectly ade-
quate port af the least cost. A very important
matter in this counection is whether the harbour
board is undertaking a responsibility which is
beyond them. The hon. member for Leichhardt
has denounced the harbour board, and he has
denounced the franchise of the harbour board.

Mr. LENNON : We all do.

The PREMIER: But it they had been elected
on the electoral roll, would there have been any
difference ? - It is a very peculiar thing that Mr.
Grant and T were elected on the electoral roll,
and we duite agree with the harbour board.

Mr. LEXNON : It is one of those strange things
we meet with.

The PREMIER: In regard toan engineering
and financial question of this sort, it is quite
absurd to talk about the franchise of the harbour
board. The best way is to judge the harbour
board by the work it has done, whether they
have made a gnod harbour there or not. Now,
there is no better financially nianaged local body
in Queensland than the Rockhampton Harbour

Board, and very few local bodies

[5.30 p.m.] have done better work than that

board. The Government of Queens-

land messed about with the Fitzroy River for

many years, and at the end of their time, when

the harbour board took it over, the minimum

depth of water in the Fitzroy River was 64 feet.

To-day, or at any rate within three or four months

of to-day, there will be 16 feet of water from the
bay right up to the wharves at Rockhampton.

Mr. BARBER: There are several spots with less
than 16 feet.

The PREMIKR : T have not measured it for
several weeks back, but that is the position, I
am surprised that the hon. member for Bunda-
berg has got such an accurate knowledge of this
subject ; hut let me tell him that there are not
several spots with less than 16 feet ; there is only
one spot at the Upper Flats, where the dredge is
uow making it 16 feet. The work will be done,
as Isay, in three or four months. Somebody
said something about_the average depth in the
river. The average depth is a great deal more
than 16 feet, but the average depth does not mat-
ter anything to a ship when her bottom touches
ab 16 feet. It is the shallowest part of the river
that determines the depth of the whole river, so
far as the ship going in or out is concerned. 1
know something about the work they have done,
and the difliculties they have had to encounter,
and I covsider that the Rockhampton Harbour
Board have done excellent work for the Fitzroy
River and for the producers of the Central dis.
trict. But the real question is not how the
board were elected ; it is not even whether it is
a_good or ® bad board; the question for this
House to consider when they are asked to vali-
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date this agreement is: Is the board financially-
able to stand at the back of that agreement ?

Mr. Lexxox : That is doubtful.

The PREMIER : The Minister in moving the-
second reading of the Bill showed clearly that.
the board was in a sound financial position.
They had a revenue of some £23,600 last year.
and I would like hon. members to notice that
the harbour board had proposed a scheme for a:
deep-water port which they are able to finance.
The harbour board recognises that they are not
abls to finance Broadmount. £17,600 a year,
without -2 peany of revenue resulting from that
expenditure, would cripple the resources of the
board.

Mr. CorsEr: They would lose the wharfage,.

too.

The PREMIER: Out of the 4£23,000 of
revenue which they have at the present time
they have to pay £11,000 for interest and
redemption on existing loans. Now, if you
saddle them with another £17,600 they will not
have money to meet it. They know they will
not have money to meet it, and they do not
propose that. They propose a scheme that they
know they have money to meet, a scheme giving
a deep-water port that will cost them anything
from £3,000 to £6,000 a year—indeed, anything-
from £2,000 to £6,000 a year. That is a scheme
which the board is in a perfectly sound position
to stand at the back of. There is no question
about the financial position of the board or their
ability to finance the scheme which they put for-
ward. I claim that the credit of the board for
what they have asked is unimpeachable, and, as
the Minister pointed out, if the board either
neglect or fail in any way to meet their liability
to the Commissioner, the Commissioner has
ample power to take over their revenue until his
claims are satisfied. I do not think that that is
a thing that is likely to happen. Now, I would
like to put this question to hon. members: Do
they not consider that the person who pays the
piper ought to have some voice in determining
what the tune is to be ?

HoNouraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. Harpacre: There should be a more
liberal franchise—alter the franchise,

The PREMIER : Whatever the opinions of
this House may be about certain engineering or
financial difficulties, I submis that if they expect
the board to iinance the scheme, then they ought
to let the board say what scheme they are to
finance. (Hear, hear!) If this House will find
£290,000 for Broadmount—first deepening it to
20 feet, and afterwards to 24 feat—that will be
all right if they do not ask the board to stand
at the back of it; although I should vote
against such a proposal myself, because I should
prefer to see whoever the money belonged to
that it was not wasted on one port when one-half
of the amount would give you an equal if not a
better port. But the board comes forward with
a proposal which it is prepared to stand at the
back of, which it is prepared to finance. I put
it to hon. members that it is a fair thing that the
opinion of the board on this matter should be
given some weight, Surely the taxing authority
—the board that not only has to pay the money,
but has to raise the money—should have some
weight, and their opinion as to where the deep-
water port should be, and what it is to cost,
should, I think, weigh very considerably with
hon. members. Now, when I said that thuse
who paid the piper ought to call the tune, it was.
inferred that the people of Central Queensland!
paid the piper.

An OpposiTioN MEMBER : The consumer.

The PREMIER : If any one class in Central
Queensland pays the port fees in this matter, it is-
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the payer of dues, Anyone who knows anything
about the matter at all knows that on many
classes of gords the merchant pays himself ;
wherever possible he puts it on to the consumer,
and quite properly ; but in many classes of goods
the price he gets does not make the slightest
difference, and if anyone should have a voice in
the matter it is the payer of dues. I do not
want to detain the House, and I have avoided
all partisan statements on this matter. I have
tried to deal only with the essential part of the
question, and although I know that members
will doubtless be provided with a good deal of
partisan literature and long extracts on this
subject, I thought it was much better to
leave it alone, and I ask wmembers to try
to keep to the essentials of the question.
The essentials of the question, I think, are these.
Is it desirable that the producers of the
Central district should be relieved of the burden
of the lighterage by providing them with a deep-
water purt open at all states of the tide, and
which can be entered day or night? Asthe
harbour board, who have managed so well the
improvement of the river, are not prepared to
face the expense of making Broadmount such a
port as is required, and as they are prepared,
and are financially able, to make Port Alma
available, I think this House should come in and
help them. I have tried to show that the policy
the Government is pursuing in the estuary of
the Fitzroy is the same policy we have been pur-
suing where we have done any work in Queens-
land, and I claim again that the board which is to
pay the piper ought to have a large vuice in deter-
mining the tune, So far as I know this is really
the position. It is really a question of permitting
the producers of Central Queensland to remain
bandicapped and saddled with the expensive
charges and the attendant inconveniences of
lighterage in the bay, or helping the board to
make this deep-water port at Port Alma, and
connect it with Rockbhampton, There is not a
man who knows anythiug abhous the matter,
whatever he may say about Broadmount, but
knows quite well that if this railway is not
passed matters will remain in stafu quo. I
took some trouble to get the British-India
steamers on the coast of Queensland. I am
trying now to make additional ports available

for these ships going straight into them, and.

I think it would be hard if any considera-
tion, apart from the merits of the case, pre-
vented Lhe people of the district I represent
from getting the advantage of this service.
They cannot get it if they have to lighter goods ;
they can get 1t as soon as a railway is made to
Port Alma. As T said before, there are disabili-
ties connected with both ports, but when the
men who know the matter best, the men who
are responsible, the men who are prepared to
pay—when they say they prefer Port Alma—
I appeal to hon. members to have some regard
for the opinion of those men, who are managing
the business of the people of Central Queens-
land, and pass the second reading of this Bill.
It will end a trouble that has been a running
sore in the district for twenty years, It will
remove a considerable disability from the pro-
ducers in our district, and I am convinced that it
will be an unmistakably good thing for Central
Queensland.

HoxoURAPLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !
Mr. BRESLIN (Port Curtis) : 1 listened with

considerable amusement ance interest to the
Minister for Railways in introducing this Bill,
He 1s like the young gentleman in a debating
saciety who is allotted to defend a proposition to
which he is opposed. The Premier has rather
belittled the Minister for Railways. The bon.
gentleman referred to me personally as being
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anxious to go back to my district and boast that
1 was able to down the Premier. What has the
Premier to do with this Bdl? The Minister for
Railways is introducing it, consequently the
Premier would lead us to infer that the Minister
for Railways is only a doll worked on strings as
the Premier chooses to pull the strings. 1 con-
sider that is a great reflection on the Minister
for Railways and on the district of Mackay,
which he has the honour to represent. More-
over, the Hon, the Premier in referring to my
district tried to be sarcastic. It is one of his
characteristics to endeavour to be sarcastic.
He spoke of the wonderful things he had
done for the Gladstone people—how he had
built the Boyne Valley Railway for them—but.
he did not speak of the 4}-mile peg. If he had
been genuinely anzious to benefit Port Curtis,
he would not have insisted on the Boyne Valley
Railway junctioning with the Gladstone Rail-
way at the 4%-mile peg. Hverything seems to-
centre in Rockhampton, and the Premier in-
sisted that the Boyne Valley Railway sbould
junction at the 43-mile peg. If he were acting
tairly for the benefit of Port Curtis, why did he
not let that railway come into Gladstone? It
would have cost £28,000 more, and the Premier
said, “I am a Scotchman, and I must never
waste a shilling or a sixpence.” He started on
that principle, but it only lasted as long as it
suited him. We now have a proposition that is
going to involve an expenditure of perhaps
£500,000, but he is not saving shillings and
sixpences now, He would like to pose as the
best friend of Port Curtis—as its God and
Saviour—and he did it by trying to cut its
throat, Port Curtis has advantages which were
given to it by Nature. Port Curtis will in the
future come to the front in spite of Pors Alma
or Broadmount, but at present, unfortunately, it
has not the power or authority of members who
sit on the front Treasury bench. The Premier
would try to insinuate that I was actuated by
personal objection to himself, but that is not so.
I have no personal objection to the Premier,
and no personal desire to down the Premier,
and no personal obhjection to Broadmount or Port
Alma. But I fail to see how this question can
be thrashed out when old members possibly, and
new members certainly, have been afforded no-
chance of obtaining necessary information in
connection with the matter. Since yesterday I
have studied the report and plan submitted to
us concerning Port Alma and Broadmount—the
report -of the commission. Having done so, I
quite understand the objection of the Chief
Secretary to submitting this repmt and this
diagram to the House at the earliest date, as it
should have been. It should have been one of
the first papers laid before the House, but it
was not, because when members bad time
to understand the plan they realised that
they were pragtically asked to support a pro-
gramme of mud, mud, nothing but mud.
The plans give you nothing. You are simply
given a prospect. You are shown a plan, and
wherever you look on this plan t is mangrove
swamp or mud, Where it is not mud flat it is
mangrove swamp, and where not a mangrove
swamp it is mud, The Minister for Railways
adduced a theury in support of this railway that
you would get a mud bottom. You could not
escape & mud bottom when you have nothing
but mud for miles around. At Port Alma you
have no protection whatever against the wind or
against the heavy sea which the ocean creates
under the wind to which the port is very liable.
1fa vessel is moored broadside against the wharf at
Port Alma, and there is a north-east wind, then
that vessel is unsafe and must beremoved. You
have the open sea, the broad Pacific, rolling in
against you, and no vessel is built strong enough

Mr, Breshin.)
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to resist the impact of that ocean on one sideand
the wharf on the other. There is no protection
whatever, When this board of experts were
appointed, they were appointed not to consider
the suitability of either port, but solely and
simply to recommend Port Alma. They were
given two men whose advice they were to take,
two men who we might say were protégés of their
Premier, who had already given their opinion
and who had stated what they thought. They
thonght what the Premier wanted them to think,
and they were given as the authority by which
the board of experts were to be gumided. And
what did the board of experts do? They got, as
the Minister for Railways has said, on the horns
of a dilemma. They were told to report favour-
ably on the port, and when they gov there they
found their professional feelings would not
allow them to do so; and then to save
themselves they recommmended a railway to he
built from Broadmount across the Fitzroy to
Port Alma., They actually condemned the line
of rajlway which it is now intended to foist on
this House. This board of experts reported on
this matter, and the Premier bas tried to show
what a wonderful saving it is going to be to build
this Port Alma Railway. You are going to lose
the £300,000 sunk in Broadmouunt, but it 1s going
to be & wonderful saving. There is no expense
required. All you bave to do is to build therail-
way, and there you are. This board of experts
recommended that if you have to build this rail-
way, build it vi¢ Broadmount, because there is
land at Broadmount—solid land ! At Port Alina
there is a story—although I do not vouch for its
correctness—that when the board of experts was
there they wanted to find the depth, and sank a
weight at the end of a rope. They counld find no
depth, for the weight went right through the
mud, and is still sinking. (Laughter.) The
board say, by the selection of Port Alma
and the adoption of the route they recom-
mend, permanent deep-water approaches to the
wharf weould be secured, which would be
capable of improvement if required, risk of
delay by flood would be obviated, and the possible
abandonment of the Broadmount Railway line
would be avoided. That is a supposition, This
board of experts was sent up with the sole
intention of reporting favourably on Port Alma
from Bajool Junction. They came back to
say they could not possibly report favourably
on that. All they can say is, “ Build a
line across Casuarina Island, and, if it is a
failure, you still have Broadmount.” We will
come back to see what a wonderful saving
this Port Alma is going to be. They have
a wharf there. Twenty-tive years ago it cost
£20,000, and when we deal with the report of
this board of experts we will leave out the ques-
tion of what has happened to that wharf during
the last twenty-five years. It is a wooden wharf
with wooden piles, but we will not discuss
whether the crabs in that locality have enormous
appetites or not. We will consider that that
wharf is as good as it was twenty-five years ago.
The board say—

The Port Alma wharf should be inecreased in length
by 500 teet and widened. This would cost £30,000. A
railway line to junetion with the main line near Bajool
across the flonded flats would necessitate an outlay of
£72,000. Accommodation for traffic working in asecond
approach to the wharf, allowing for ran-round siding
and lighting, would ultimately be ncecessary, and cost
£7.000 more. An efficient water supply would cost
£26,000. There would still be danger of tratlic being
stopped on this branch line by abnormal floods in the
neighbourhood of Bajool, but how often this might
oceur cannot be foretold. The annual cost of main-
tenance of this line would be (say) £1,500, and the
annual additional outlay at the interlocked junction
would be £500,

That is in connection with the port which was
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going to cost nothing whatever after you built
the Port Alma Railway. That report does not
deal with the breakwater that would be neces-
sary, and which would probably cost as much
again as the figures I have quoted. Another poins
is the question of fogs., The hon. senior member
for Rockhampton referred to the fogs at Broad-
mount. We were given to understand that no-
where on earth were there such fogs as there are
at Broadmount. The hon. senior member for
Rockbampton has never seen a fog at Port Alma
because he has never been there, because he is
content to take the words of those men who want
Port Alma. If there are fogs on one side of the
river, surely there are fogs on the other side!
With reference to the fuss made some days back
about the ““Santhia” and ** Wodonga,” I am not
going into the reasons why the
[7 pm.] “Santhia” did not berth at Broad-
mouns. Reasons have been given
for and against. I am not going into that, but
I point ous that there is a wide difference be-
tween ths *‘Santhia” and the * Wodonga.”
The “Wodonga” was in the port, and the
“Santhia” wanted to come in. There is & wide
difference between entering a port and leaving
it. The ‘“ Wodonga” was at Port Alma, and
had only to leave the port. That was very
simple—~it was too simple—because Port Alma
at high tides is just plain ocean; it is no har-
bour at all. The mud banks are covered, and
it is plain ocean with the ocean swell coming
in, whereas Broadmount is a real harbour.
There is another matter which no one on the
Government side cares to recognise, and thab is
that while the ¢ Wodonga” is a coastal steamer
the *“Santhia ” is an oversea steamer. They had
totally different drafts and totally different
cargoes, and there is no comparison whatever
between the two vessels. Yet the Premier, the
senior member for Rockhampton, the Rock-
hampton Bulletin, and all this little ring who are
trying to foist Port Alma on us, quote the
“Santhia” and * Wodonga” incidents as a
strong and valid reason, and as a great point
why the Port Almsa Railway should be built.
When I took up the Bill with reference to the
Port Alma Railway, I was struck with one point -
in the Commissioner’s report, which says—
Much ot the route is over flooded country, owing to

- the overflow from 6-vile and 8-Mile Creeks, which

‘extends from about 2 miles to 6 miles, and practically
nothing is known as to the height and direction of the
water, nor how long the floods last.

T ask hon. members was ever a railway intro-
duced into any House of Parliament and the
members asked to support the propvsal when
the Minister in charge of the Bill could not tell
them how long the line was likely to ‘be flooded,
how often the line was likely to be flooded, and
how long the floods would last ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:
been flooded for twelve years.

Mr, BRESLIN: The Minister says that there
is no knowledge practically, and nothing is
known as to the height and direction of the
water nor how long the floods will last. Now,
can it be called anything but a waste of public
money to propose to build a railway over a por-
tion of country in which it is said that nothing
is known as to the height and dircction of the
water nor how long the floods last.  Surely it is
the first business of the surveyor and the first
business of the engineer to know if this country
is likely to be flgoded, and what steps can he
taken to prevent the traffic being interrupted by
flood, or is it worth our while to build a railway
over that part of the country when we do not
koow the height and direction of the water, and
when we do not know how loog the flcods last,
1 consider it is an insult to the intelligence of the

It has not



Port Alma

House to ask members to pass a railway under
such circumstances -when the Minister in
charge, the Commissioner, and the Chief
Engineer cannot tell us how long that line is
likely to be flooded in the wet season, the height
to which the water is likely to rise, or how much
-damage is likelv to be done, That is the situation
at present. We are asked simply to pass this
Bill, and yet that is what the Minister for Rail-
ways tells us. He does not know how long it is
likely to be flooded in the wet season.

THE SECRETARY FOR PuBrLic Lanps: The
same argument was used in connection with the
building of the railway to Rockhampton in 1902.

Mr. BRESLIN : When the railway was built
into Rockhampton in 1902 it was a crime against
‘Western Queensland, and the present Premier
was one of the Labour men that supported it,
because then, as now, he had only one interest,
and that was to make a little stir in the town he
represented. I spoke in Committee yesterday
about waiting until we got the Rockhampton
Record with the account of the meeting held at
Rockhampton. I asked that the proceedings in
connection with this Bill in this House should
be delayed until we had an opportunity of getting
the Record and seeing the account of the meeting
held on Monday night ; but the Ministers were
not in favour of that. Possibly the Pre-
mier had a premonition of what was going
to appear in the Record. Possibly he had
a premonition that the Recor? wasgoing topublish
the remarks made by the Premier in 1903, when
he was not in favour of Port Alma. Possibly the
Premier knew, and possibly it was also known
by the Minister for Railways, whom the Premier
led us to infer is only a dancing doll to dance
when the Premier pulls the string —possibly they
knew the Record was going to expose the
Premier in connection with Port Alma. Possibly
they remembered that the Premier said in 1903
that he could see no. reason why Port Alma
should be built while they had Broadmount.

fghe PreMIER : That is not what the Premier
said.

Mr. BRESLIN : Possibly they could remem-
ber that the Premier said that, until there was
unanimity in the harbour board, and until the
members were unanimous, he would not take any
steps towards opening up Port Alma. Are they
unanimous now on the Rockhampton Harbour
Board ? I ask the members of this House if they
are unanimous? XNverybody knows that the
harbour board have only a majority of one in
favour of Port Alma, and that majority was
obtained only by underground engineering some
months ago. Sonie time back—practically twelve
months ago—one of the Rockhampton sailing
clubs decided to hold a big regatta to show that
the people of Rockhampton had more to depend
on for its shipping than the paltry river. They
wanted to have a big regatta and make a big
showing. Did they go to Port Alma? Not
much ! They wanted to impress the people, and
they went to Broadmount. There was a big
regatta held either on Boxing Day or New Year’s
Day at Broadmount, and it was an immense
success. An excursion train was run from Rock-
hampton, special steamers went down from
Rockbampton to Broadmount, and everybody
was highly impressed with the possibilifies of
Broadmount.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Those boats
did not draw 20 feet of water.

~Mr. BRESLIN: The gentlemen managing
the regatta did not take the people to Port Alma
so that they could geta good broad she-t of water
with safety to themselves. No, they took them
to Broadmount, Some time ago the Premier had
a trip down the coast in the ‘ Lucinda.” When
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he got to Rockhampton—he was there about a
week, and the  Lucinda” was offered for various
purposes, picnics, ete., every day. In view of
this present development, we should have ex-
pected to read in the Rockhsmpton Bulletin
every morning that the Premier had entertained
a party of his supporters yesterday ata river
picnic, and the party landed at Chersonese
Point, and enjoyed the view immensely, and
were iImmensely struck with the possibilities of
Port Alma, Did that bappen? Not much.
The Premier was too wise to take anybody to
Port Alma. Again, we have the senior mem-
ber for Rockhampton. He impressed upon us
the wonderful possibilities of Port Alma—what
a wonderful spot it is, what a beautiful spot it is,
and what wonderful things can happen there!
I have read both the Rockhampton papers for
some time—the Bulletin and Record—and I bave
never seen in the social columns where the hon.
member for Rockhampton entertained his friends
at a motor launch pienic to Port Alma, giving
them afternoon tea on Balaclava Island, and that
they were immensely struck with the propensities
of the mosquitoes. I never read anything about
that. But when the hon. member went down
the river he took very good care to go to Broad-
mount. Again, we have the hon. member for
Clermont. He has declared himself as in sup-
port of the Port Alma scheme, because, he says,
that, while the Clermont Town Council declared
against it, the local divisional board—T did not
know we had a divisional board in Queensland
now—he applied to the local divisional board, and
though they bad not a meeting, one member of
the board took it on himself to say that he did
not think they objected to it. That is one of
the reasons why the hon. member for Clermont
is supporting the scheme. Again, he quotes the
Black Ridge Workers’ Political Organisation. I
have had considerable dealings with workers’
political organisations, and I never knew them
to interfere with any railway scheme., I think
it takes the Black Ridge Workers’ Political
Qrganisation all its time to watch the hon. mem-
ber for Clermont. He then refers to the Cler-
mont Town Council. I happen to have a paper
giving that discussion—he says it was by three
to two. He does not refer to the fact that the
two did not declare thewselves in favour of Port
Alma. What they did was to declare themselves
in favour of giving the member a free hand to da
what he thought fit.  This is a report of the dis-
cussion—

Alderman Behr and Griffin thought the feeling locally
was against the line, in the interests of the people they
represented they should vote against it. Alderman
Griffin said other lines were wanted more urgently than
Port Alma. Alderman Madge said they should not tie
the hands of their member. There was oo much of
that sort of thing done.

That is the instruction the hon. member for
Clermont has, He quotes the local divisional
board which did not have a meeting, and he
quoted the Blackridge Workers’ Political Organi-
sation. But I do not think they had any right
to give any opinion on the matter, and he refused
to recognise the Clermont Town Council. He
said the decision was practically unanimous,
while three of them said he should vote against
it and two gave him the option. Rockhampton
has been granted Broadmount. Years ago this
proposition was carried. There was an immense
sum of money spent on the wall, and an immense
sum of money spent on the railway and on the
Alexandra Bridge across the Fitzroy. The land
was cut up, a township created there, and every-
thing was done to give Rockhampton a good
deep-water portforalltheirrequirements. Atthat
time the people of Rockbampton unanimously
approved of Broadmount, The Bulletin published
no sensational articles against Broadmount.

My, Breslin.]
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When the Broadmount Railway was opened the
Bulletin published very laudatory articles aboat
it. Hveryone was in favour of Broadmount.
The Premier, who repiesented Rockbampton at
that time, was in favour of Broadmount. The
hon. member for Townsville and the hon. mem-
ber for Oxley were algo in favour of Broadmount,
‘What more can the Minister want? Those hon,
members were not boys at the time—they had
formed their opinions; they knew what they
were doing, and surely there is no reason why
they should be forced to change their opinions
now. When the Port Alma Bill was introduced
previously, surely the hon. member for Bulimba
and the hon. member for Mackay knew what
I.:_\eg were doing when they opposed a Bill of that

ind.

The SrecrETaARY FOR RAItLwavs: They did
not do anything of the sort.

Mr. BRESLIN : T cannot speak of the hon.
member for Mackay.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RaInways: Not a word
was said about it.

Mr. MAaXYN : There was a word said about it.

. Mr. BRESLIN : The money had been spent
in Broadmount and a railway built down one
side of the river. The Lake’s Creek Meatworks
is the principal tirm exporting from Rockhamp-
ton, and they are quite prepared to use the line
to Broadmount, and ske directors say that if the
line was built to Port Alma they would not use
it. They are quite prepated to u-e the line to
Broadmount, and they douse it. They are quite
prepared to send their products over the Broad-
mount line, and if the exports are there the
ships will come to take them away. The har-
bour board say : **We want more money spent.
It does not matter how much you have spent on
Broadmount, we are tired of that, and we want a
new port. Give us Port Alma and let us
see how mmuch money we can sink in that.”
Now, practically £300,000 has been spent on
the river, on which amount the harbour board
had to pay interest and redemption, We
are told that the harbour board is a solvent
body. When a body is solvent its assets should
be at least equal to its liabilities, And what
assets had the Government for the £300,000
sunk in the Fitzroy River? If theriver improve-
ments are to be allowed to go, what is to become
of this £300,000? The Premier this afternoon
boasted of the income of the harbour board.
They have a big income, but it must be remem-
bered that £8,000 of that income comes from
Mount Morgan, which has been drawing a
tremendous amount of ironstone from Iron
Island. On the 31st of next month, that will be
totally unnecessary, as Mount Morgan will then
be drawing all its fluxing ore direct from Many
Peaks, by train. It will not pass over the
. wharves at all. The port can certainly expect
a much less amount of revenue than it at present
derives from iron ore which is brought in by
steamers, and then taken by train to Rockhamp-
ton. With reference to this Port Alma line, we
are only told what the railway is going to cost,
The proposed railway is 164 miles in length, and
will run over mud flats,

Mr. HarDACRE : No benefited area.

Mr. BRESLIN: No benefited area, coming
right along over the mud flats, so that the Min-
ister does not find it necessary even to puta
fence up. We are told this is going to cost
£72,000. There is no question of the enlarge-
ment of the wharf or of a water supply. What
is the use of bringing boats alongside a wharf
when you have to bring water 30 miles away
down to the boats? So, perhaps, there will be
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an expensive water system. At Broadmount
you are on land, not on a mud flat; you have
water, and there is no expense for carriage of
water. Hverything points to Broadmount. At
Port Alma we have nothing ahead of us but un-
limited expense. We want a water supply, we
want a jetty, we want breakwaters after that,
because the north-east winds would come in
and smash up any boats that berthed against
the jetty ; and then, finally, when it is proved
to be an unmitigated failure, we will be requested
to allow the Government to take it over, because
it was a mistake to build it. That is the ulti-
mate result, and I do not see why members
should be asked to countenance it. We are told
that the Rockhampton Harbour Board is a
solvent body, and that it only owes £300,000,
and pays the interest. There isa certain amount
of imports to Rockhampton. It is proposed to
incur another tremendous increase, and practi-
cally double the liability, and you are going to
split the imports up between the two schemes.
The Port Alma advocates at present will not
admit that they are going to abandon the river,
but at the same time they are gaing to take
all the cargo from the Port Alma wharf. They
are going to maintain the river, which is costing
them £15,000and interest at the present time, and
they are going to keep on paying that, but they
are not going to do anything for it; the river 1s
not going to earn anything, it is only going to-
spend. If the harbour board is solvent at pre-
sent when it owes £300,000, which is doubtful,
when it owes £600,000, and has only the same-
income, it is prefty hard to see how it is going
to be solvent. That is what we are told. Pos-
sibly the Premier, as a financier, may resign his
position and go up to manage the railway at
Port Alma. Some years ago, on the Financial
Statement, he exp’ained that while he borrowed
£3,000,000 hg was ouly paying interest on
£2,000,000. Possibly he means to do the same
with Port Alma and make the income, which at
present can pay the interest on £500,000, fulfil
the same duty when the liability will be £600,000..
Again, we are told that this is not drawing on
Government funds at all. It is only going to
be a loan to the harbour board. At present,
when we are 1eally pressed for money in
many ways, and want different things done, if
we want a railway station fixed up we are told
the Treasury cannot afford the money. I had
the pleasure of going on a deputation with the
hon. membher for Mitchell some weeks ago to ask
that Longreach Station should be improved and
made respectable, We were told there was
no money for that purpose, that there were
requests from all over the country; and yet
the Government is expected to find £200,000-
to sink in this scheme. It ig all very well
to say that this money is going to be lent;.
the Government has to find it, even if it is
only lent a day, with no prospect of ever getting
it back. Now, the Minister for Rallways
referred to the two ports and said that he would
have only one seét of dues. As I just said,.
we are really going to make the dues, which are
sufficient to pay theinterest on a certain amount,.
pay the interest on twice that amount. There
are financiers on the other side, and possibly the
Treasurer should be able to work it out to the
satisfaction of the Minister, but to an ordinary
person it seems impossible to carry out. We:
are told a lot about Broadmount. 1 have a list
here of the vessels which went into Broadmount.
The Premier spoke this afternoon about the
Torres Strait service, and why a port had to be
provided at Rockhampton where these vessels
could enter. I was considerably surprised, on
looking at this list of vessels which had been:
into Broadmount during the last two years, to
find that the Torres Strait steamers have been
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going into Broadmount regularly, and yet we are
told that we must provide a place for them to
goin.

Mr, HARDACRE: At all hours.

Mr. BRESLIN : Three of the vessels, the
““Carpentaria,” the ¢ Banffshire,” and the
¢t Drayton Grange "—every vessel that is really
connected with the Torres Strait service—-have
been going in regularly to Broadmount, yet the
Premier holds out as an inducement that we
must spend hundreds and thousands of pounds,
that we must provide a place where these boats
can go in. Why is it necessary to provide
another place? They do not want to go into
two places, If they are going into Broadmount
they certainly have no intention of going outand
putting intc Port Alma to oblige the Premier.
If they could not go into Broadmount there
would be something in it. I find that on the 20th
October, at 630 p.m., the *“ Avrshire” went into
Broadmount and loaded 6,000 bales of wool.
The ¢ Ayrshire ” is a vessel of 11,080 tons gross,
and is the largest steamer trading to Queensland.
On the 23rd she went out at 7.30 p.m. Again,
there is the *‘ Orange Branch.” If I remember
rightly, about two years ago I was in Rockhamp-
ton and I saw the *‘ Orange Branch ” up against
the Lake’s Creek wharf, and if there is an
argument for the river it should be that.
‘We are told by the Minister shat the object of
this is to do away with lightering. T think the
object of the Rockhampton Harbour Board
should be to improve Broadmount first for big
steamers like the ‘“ Ayrshire,” and then toimprove
the river, so that, instead of the “Orange Branch”
going up once, she' could go up every time,
and every vessel like her also. There is no mud
at Lake’s Creek wharf, In 1908 we had con-
flicting opinions about this railway. Are they
any different in 1909? Why should these
opinions have altered ? It is the samerailway, to
the same place, and the same junction, with the
same opportunities, and the same advantages or
disadvantages. Why should this be forced on
the House again? We were told all these things
before, and the Bill was withdrawn, and I hope
the Bill is going to bs withdrawn again before
we have a forced division. In conclusion, I wish
again to remark that I repudiate the idea that
I am actuated by personal animosity to the
Premier. As I said before, I regard this dispute
between Port Alma and Broadmount as quite im-
material to the port in my electorate, because
they are both harbours which have to be
improved by the ideas of men, whilst the
port in my electorate has been created by
Nature. We would be distant 30 miles further
than Port Alma, and within a few years I do
not see why that difference should not be over-
come, Meanwhile, I intend to speak and do my
best in this matter to defeat the Port Alma
Railway. I consider it is totally unfair to Rock-
hawpton. There was a big meeting in Rock-
hampton last Monday night, presided over by
the mayor. It certainly had not the illumina-
ting presence of the senior member for Rock-
hampton, but there was a number of representa-
tive citizens, and a prominent member of the
harbour board spoke. These citizens were dead
agajost Port Alma ; they asked for Broadmount,
To bring the thing into concrete shape, I would
not ask the Premier to resign—that would be too
much to ask—because he would probably lose
his seat, but if the senior member for Rock-
hampton is really in earnest, suppose he resigns
his seat~—-

An HonoUrRABLE MEMBER : Will you pay his
expenses ?

Mr. BRESLIN: Oh, no! Iam not support-
ing the Port Alma Railway. Let the Bill be
pustponed ; let the senior member for Rock-
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hampton resign his seat, and contest the election
solely on one issue—the Port Alma Railway.
Let an opponent be brought out—not a Labour
man, not a supporter of the Independent Oppo-
sition, not a Government man, but simply an
opponent of the Port Alma line.
[7.30 p.m.] Then we would have some idea of
the feeling of the people of Rock-
hampton on the question. I sincerely hope
the Bill will be withdrawn. It has been brought
forward at this late stage of the session, when
we are asked to sit five afternoons and five
nights, and sometimes five mornings, a week
to put the Hstimates through and pass neces-
sary measures. It is at a time like this that
we have the Port Alma Railway sprung on us.
If the Government were so keen on it, why was
it not in the first bunch of proposals? We had
eight railways introduced earlier in the session.
Why was not this one brought forward at that
time? And when Iasked the Minister for Rail-
ways, without notice, whether hsintended to intro-
duce this railway, why could he not say it was to
be introduced the next day? No, in that case
he would have given members another day to
consider it, whereas now it is all burry and
bustle to get the thing through. I enter my
emphatic protest against the Bill, and will vote
against it.  In all fairness and justice it should
be withdrawn and held over till next session, so
that members may have an opportunity of know-
ing what they are doing. There are new mem-
bers on both sides who have not seen Port
Cartis, or Port Alina, or Broadmount, and they
are asked to vote blindly on this question. Why
not hold the Bill over till next session, so that
they may have an opportunity of seeing these
ports ?
An OpposITION MEMBER : Let us go in the
¢ Lucinda.”

Mr. BRESLIN : Let the Premier take us in
the ““Lucinda” to see these ports.

OrprosiTioN MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. BRESLIN: It is dinned into our ears
over and over again that this is not a party ques-
tion, and why does not the Premier give mem-
bers on that side an opportunity of knowing
what they are doing instead of expecting them to
vote like party machines? I appeal to the
Minister for Railways as a Northern member,
and to his colleague, Mr. Swayne, who are the
only Northern members who have not so far
signified their disapproval of the line, whether
the Bill should not be withdrawn. In the mean-
time, members might go and see what there is to
see, and come back prepared to vote according
to the information they have obtained, and not
in a certain way just because the Premier wants.
a railway built in his pocket borough. After
seeing the different places with their own eyes,
let them exercise their own intelligence and vote
as they think fit without fear or favour.

Mr. BRENNAN (Rockhampton North): I
have received some wires asking me to vote
against the Port Alma Railway. The deputy
leader of the Opposition read a telegram from
the mayor of North Rockhampton, from whom I
received a similar telegram. I also received one-
from the clerk of the Livingstone Shire Council,
who says—

Livingstone Shire Council passed following resolution
to-day :-—* That it strongly objects to the building of
the Port Alma Railway as it is detrimental to the best
interests of this shire and the public generally and
further as existing railway to the port of Broadmount
is sufficient for all purposes providing a few thousand
pounds are expended in opening up channel into that
port also that the Government be asked to grant same-
treight concessions for the Broadmount Railway as
already promised to the Port Alma Railway.”

These two bodies—the North Rockhampton
Mr. Brennan.]
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Council and the Livingstone Shire Council—take
in all Rockhampton North electorate, and as the
feeling there is against this railway, 1 consider it
my duty to respect that feeling ; and, even if I
did not see exactly in that way myself, I would
feel bound to vote against this railway. With
respect to the agreement, I have a cutting here
from a paper dated 21st March, 1908, giving an
account of a meeting held by Mr. Thallon, Com-
missioner of Railways, and the harbour board at
Rockhampton on the previous day. Mr, Thallon
said he estimated the cost of the line would be
£47,000 from Bajool, but there would be an ad-
ditional expenditure of between £5,000 and
£6,000 to build a wharf, and this, he expected,
would be done by the harbour board. "The
guarantee required by the Commissioner would
be to cover working expenses and 3 per cent. on
the capital outlay. What concerned him was
whether the line would pay, and the material
point was whether the Australasian United Steam
Navigation Company, the Howard Smith Com-
pany, and the Adelaide Steamship Company would
undertake to use the Port Alma Railway instead
of using tenders. The Commissioner went into
the matter with the barbour board some week
or so afterwards, and found that a mistake had
been made; and he reported that instead of
£47,000 he should have given the cost as £70,000.
The Commissioner’s report does not say that it
will pay. He merely recommends it because the
State will not lose by it. This railway to Port
Alma is not recommended by the commission of
experts, and, as the Minister for Railways put it,
they were on the horns of a dilemma. There is
plenty of water at Port Alma—in fact, too much
of it—but no land. But at Broadmount there is
at present too little water but plenty of land.
The greatest trouble with taking the Port Alma
line wid Bajool is that the trains could not be
relied on to run with any degree of regularity.
It would be possible for a number of passengers
to be landed at Port Alma, and if there were a
flood, they might have to remain there a day or
two. Mr. Thallon put down his estimate
at £70,000 for the branch line to Bajool;
but Messrs. Moncrieff, Pagan, and Cullen put
it down at £72,000, with an additional £7,000
for accommodation for traffic working in a second
approach to the wharf, allowing for run-round
siding and lighting, which would mean £79,000.
According to this special report of the three last
named gentlemen, the wharf at Port Alma is
500 feet long while the Broadmount wharf is 600
feet long, and the Port Alma wharf would require
extension. It is isolated, there being no land
approaches of any kind in existence. It is 200
feet from land, and the wharf is really out in the
ocean, The commission say that it would be
necessary in this case to construct a new line to
conneet with the railway system, but any
attempt to do so across the flat and flooded
country between the Casuarina and Inkerman
Creeks would be fraught with great difficulties
in construction. Such a line would be 165 miles
long and be liable to interruptions in working in
somse seasons. This the Commissioner looks on as
a serious disadvantage if harbour accommodation
is provided for the express purpose of giving
quick despatch to vessels at all times. For what
purpose is a deep-sea port wanted if it is not for
giving quick despatch to vessels at all times?
This is damning the place without any praise at
all. The only thing they recommend is 2 line
across the Fitzroy River to Port Alma, so as to
utilise both the present railway and Port Alma.
But they do not say one word about the Bajool
line, and the Government, without a single word,
throws over this report. The only use the
Government makes of it is to use the enormous
figures for dredging given against Broadmount.
The rest of these ‘men’s opiniens is not taken for
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anything, and although they say nothing in
favour of the Bajool route, we in this House are
asked to passit. Nothing has been said by the
supporters of Port Almaintavourof Broadmount,
but Mr. Cullen has shown that from 17 to 20 feet
could be provided for steamers at a cost of £19,300.

Mi. Grawnt: No, it will cost £60,000 to dredge
it to 20 feet.

Mr. BRENNAN: I have here a report made
by Mr. Cullen on the 11th December, 1903, and
in that report he says that to increase the depth
of cuttings 300 feet wide from 17 to 20 feet at
low-water springs would cost £19,300.

Mr. MurpHy : There is a lot of difference
between that and £60,000.

Mr. BRENNAN : Mr, Cullen also says in
that report—

Turning to the question of navigation, the Middle
Channel is a very easy entrance to navigate. At the
North Channel fork care is demanded, but any difficulty
—whieh can only oceur on an ebb tide—is probably not
80 great as is experienced under similar conditions at
Rocky Point, in the South Channel; in this respect I
believe that the harbour-master and pilots at Rock-
hampton agree with me. Theproposed depth of17 feet
at low-water springs will practically admit all coasting
steamers without appreciable delay. On the unusual
conditions, when a coasting steamer drawing over 17
feet would arrive at the moment of low water at spring
tides, any delay would be short, owing to the large
range of tide here, and consequent rapid rise. A desire
to provide such depth as would preclude possible delay
is natural, but the great majority of ports have not the
advantages that a low-water depth of 17 feet with a
tidal rise up to 16 feet gives, and any depth over 17 feet
at low water would probably not be required half a
dozen times per annum. I would mention that it is
only about four and a-half years since the depth in the
Brisbane River reached 18 feet below low water, with a
tidal rise of but 4 to 7 feet, andat present the minimum
is only 20 feet. 'The Clyde, even at the present time,
has only 19 feet at low water, with a rise of 6 t0 10 feet,

It seems to me utterly preposterous to build the
Port Alma Railway, which the Commissioner
says will cost £100,000, while Mr. Cullen, the
marine engineer, who has made a number of re-
ports in connection with the harbour at Rock-
hampton, says that the depth at the entrance to
Broadmount can be inecreased from 17 feet to 20
feet at a cost of £19,300. We ought to turn our
minds away from Port Alma altogether and see
what has been said about Broadmwount, I think
that the best thing that the Government can do
is to withdraw this Bill altogether and go in for
Broadmount baldheaded. With regard to the
advantages of Broadmount, I have here a cutting
from a newspaper dated 25th April, 1908,

Mr. MuspHY : What is i, the Rockhampton

Bulletin? (Laughter.)
Mr. BRENNAN : Noj it is the Record. I
says here—

The Branch liner ‘ Vine Branch” berthed at the
Broadmount wharf from the North on Thursday, and
resumed her voyage South yesterday morning. Captain
Ritson, who is well known in this port, is in com-
mand. .

In the course of conversation on Thursday night,
Captain Ritson was asked if he would give expression
to his opinion of Broadmonunt. Captain Ritson said he
was perfectly satistied with Broadmount; he did not
wish for a better port. ‘I have found it very easy to
gat into and just as easy to go out,” said the captain.
“ As for the faeilities for loading and unloading here,
they compare very favourably with those of any port I
have been in. You have plenty of water at the whart
and an excellent swinging basin. The wharfage
accommodation is splendid, and I note that you are
connected by rail with the town. Just let me say, in
conclusion, that I have been np your river with my.
vessel. Well, I never want to do so again, and I shall
always advocate berthing my vessel at Broadmount in
preference to going up the river.”

“ Port Almaf—Well, I have never been to that
anchorage, and never want to go. I have heard of it.”

Then we will take the opinion of Captain
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Peebles, one of the oldest pilots on the coast.
This is what he said about Broadmount, according
to this newspaper cutting—

Just then, Captain Peebles, the well-known coast
pilot. happened to visit the captain’s room, and, re-
newing an acquaintance with the visiting Pressman,
also spoke of Broadmount and Port Alma—

* Broudmount ? Well, I should say that in Broad-
mount yeu have a port that should be good enough for
Rockhampton for many years to come,” said Captain
Peebles. “ You have, first of all, two channels, one
(pointing to Middle Channel; by which you can
come straight into the wharf, and a second (pointing
to the Southern Chanvel) which you can use by a
little dredging. (Captain Peebles here pointed out how
the vessels would be brought to the Broadmount
wharf by the use of either channel.) I think it is a
fine port, and you have an excellent wharf, with plenty
i)xf depth to suit the largest vessel that will ever come

ere.” :

‘“Port Alma? Have I been there? Yes, many
times. And I cannot for the life of me see why the
people of Rockhampton are advocating the construc-
tion of the Port Alma line, when here, at your river
mouth, yon already have a deepwater port connected
by rail with the town, It seems o me that it will be
purely a waste of public money, and I do not think the
people will sit down and see it spent. You have all
;C)het fa,cilities here for a splendid port, equal to the

est.?

The Record also said—

In connection with Broadmount, it has been argued
that the bay vessels could not get in and outon the one
tide. On KEaster Monday the China Navigatiou Com-
pany’s steamer “/Taiyuan,” drawing 20 feet, berthed at
the Broadmount Wharf, loaded a cargo of frozen meat,
which oceupied two hours, and then hadhalf an hourto
spare to enable her to go out. The “Taiyuan’ came in
ay.(\id went out withoul the least difficulty on the one
tide.

It is nlso a well-known fact that alshough many
vessels have entered the port of Broadmount,
yet there has not been one single accident in
connection with any of {he vessels entering or
leaving that port. I have shown from the report
of Mr, Cullen that a sum of £19,300 will dredge
the middle channel from 17 feet to 20 feet. I
would just like to say a word or two about the
Rockhampton Harbour Board and their guaran-
tee in connection with this railway. When the
Railways Act of 1906 was introduced, it was
never intended that a harbour board should be
able to guarantee the building of a railway. It
was a function that belonged to shire counecils,
divisional boards, and such local authorities, I

see nothing in the Bill before the

[S p.m.] Houseabout any person haviog any
right to object tu the construction
of this railway. That is one of the most impor-
tant sections of the Railways Act of 1906, because
the ratepayers are given three months’ time
wherein to call a meeting, and it is open to the
ratepayers to oppose the construction of the
railway. This is what the Act says—

At any time within two months from the first pub-
lication of such npotice any owner or occupier of land
within the said district, and any local authority having
jurisdiction therein, may, by notice in writing to the
Minister, make objections to the boundaries of the said
district, and state the grounds for such objections.

That is the benefited area. There is no benefited
area under this Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILwAYs : It is guaran-
teed by the board.

Mr. BRENNAN : The Act goes on—

The Minister may, if he thinks necessary, authorise
an officer of the Commissioner, or some other person, to
hold an inquiry with respect to such objections or any
of them, and report to him thereon.

The Commissioner may amend the boundaries of the
said district in such manner as he thinks right and
just, aud in such case the map and description afore-
said shall also be amended accordingly.

At any time within three months from the first pub-
Tication of such notice, any thirty ratepayers within
the said distriet may, by application to the Commis-
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sioner, requirs that the question whether such districs
shall be constituted shall be submitted to the vote of
the ratepayers in such distriet.

1t is well known that in this district, served by
this railway, there are thousands of people who
are opposed to this railway, and yet this House
is asked to sanction an agreement whereby the
harbour board shall guarantee interest on the
cost of construction. Who is to bear that loss?
The money does not come out of the pocket of
the harbour board—it comes out of the pockets
of the people in the district, This Government
are supposed to be all democrats, Wehave gone
in for home rule, we have gone in for referen-
dums, and we have agreed to a referendum to
settle the financial agreement. And now we are
asked to build this railway although thousands
of people object to it. I presented a petition to
this House last year, signed by 2,500 persons,
against this railway, and these people have
had no opportunity at all of saying whether
they are willing to bear any loss that may occur.
We are asked to sanction this agreement made
with a harbour board elected on a constitu-
tion which might have been considered liberal
100 years ago, but it is not considered a liberal
constitution at the present tine. Under payers
of dues, there are 333 voters ; these 333 voters
have 406 votes, and they have the privilege of
returning five members out of the nine.

Mr. MurpHY : Disgraceful!

Mr. BRENNAN : The payers of rates are as
follows: Livingstone Shire Council, which has
729 voters, and 913 votes; the Fitzroy Shire
Council, 626 voters, and 792 votes ; Rockhamp-
ton Town Council, 2,772 voters, and 3,223 votes ;
while North Rockhampton has 438 voters, and
466 votes ; or a total of 4,565 voters who have
5,394 votes, and they retura four members.

The TREASURER : They do not object to it.

Mr. BRENNAN: They consume all the
goods on which harbour dues are paid.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : What about
the whole of the Central district ?

Mr. BRENNAN : Under the constitution of
the board 833 men return five members, and
4,365 men, on the same basis, ought to return
sixty-eight members, I think it is preposterous
for this House to be asked to pass an_agresmeut
made by the Commissioner for Railways with
the harbour bhoard when there is sach a large
number of people opposed to this railway, and if
we, who are democrats, have any regard for our
principles, we ought rather, as I have heard the
Premier say—the majority of the people ought
to rule—we ought to allow the people an oppor-
tunity of saying whether they are agreeable to
the proposal or not. We are asked to agree to
the building of this railway and wharf, while
thousands of people in my own district are op-
posed to it, and we are nof giving them the right
to say whether they are agreeable to it or not.
There are thousands of people opposed to it, and
I say it would be most undemocratic on our part
to sanction this agreement, and pass the Bill
without referring it to the people. I shall vote
against this agreement.

* Mr. CORSER (Maryborough) : Having taken
rather a deep interest in harbour matters
during the last fourteen years, I think I may
be pardoned for making a few remarks in
connection with this Bill. I cannot under-
stand the people of Rockhampton, and at the
back of Rockhampton—the people in the
Western districts—opposing a measure of this
kind. I only wish that we in our district had
a similar opportunity, and we would grasp 1b
with both hands. When we look back to some
past history, and see the enormous sum of

Mr. Corser.)
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money that has been spent on the Fitaroy
River and the little that has been obtained
as a return for that expenditure-—and that
which has been attained has been attained
since the harbour board has been brought
into existence—I think members should look
at this straight in the face, and see who are
the right people with whom an arrangement
of this kind should be entered into. I, from
past experience, should say the men who are
<chosen to manage any concern are the people
who should speak with the greatest force, and
should be listened to by the people who have
appointed them to that position. Some hon.
members would say that the scheme has only
been passed by a majority of the board, and yet
on that side of the House we always hear
them say the majority should rule, and if the
majority is to rule in one instance, why should
it not in another? You cannot, in matters of
this kind, decide it upon a franchise, as you
would in other matters; those who pay the
most dues are the people who should have
the biggest say, and it is the payers of har-
bour dues who appoint the board to a very
large extent. They have the control and dis-
tribution of the produce that is going out of
the port and also of the imports. They have
to deal with these matters, and it is for them
to say whether they can deal with them
better at one port, or at one portion of a port,
than another. Just review shortly the posi-
tion of affairs. After they had failed, to a
very large extent, in making a river of the
Fitzroy that would be capable at all times
to bring up deep vessels, it was thought—and
I think wisely-—that they should have a port
established where there was permanent deep
water, and that was Port Alma. A wharf was
constructed there at an expense of £37,000,
and it was made a good permanent wharf,
because the piles were iron and not subject
to cobra as at Broadmount. Through political
influences the connection between this wharf
and Rockhampton was never completed.

An OrposITION MEMBER: It never will be.

. Mr. CORSER.: It should be. In course of
time, influence was brought to bear to make a
i)or]g a,;: Broadmount, and what has that proved

o be?

Mr., BRESLIN: A success.

Mr., CORSER: It has been an absolute
failure in comparison to what the other would
have been.

An OprosiTioN MEMBER: It has been boy-
cotted.

Mr. CORSER.: It was such a failure that the
Railway Commissioner, who has the wharf and
running of the railway to it, gave instructions
that no more expenditure was to be made in
improvements. They wanted the harbour
board to take it over, and the harbour board,
I think very wisely, refused to take it over,
and I will tell you the reason why: When you
know that there are so many sharp turns and
cross currents to get to that wharf, it means a
serious detriment to shipping. It means a
considerable difficulty in steering vessels. We
have it statcd on the best information that we
can possibly find that the fifth and sixth leads
are most dangerous, and we have still further
information here that no less than three large
veasels went ashore—the ‘ Duke of Bucking-
ham,” the ‘“Langton Grange,”” and the ‘“‘Kent.”
That means that a vessel has to pay a larger in-
surance, and the cargo has to pay a larger rate
of freight. If that is nothing to the people of
Rockhampton and the people growing wool to
the west of Rockhampton, I cannot understand
their arguments.

[Mr. Corser.
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Mr, BARBER: The ‘“Kent’® went ashore, but
it was the steering gear which was carried
away.

Mr. CORSER: You can always find
excuses. It appedrs to me that there are three
things to consider: first, to continue the im-
provements to the river so that these large
vessels can come to Rockhampton proper. I
know a little about river improvements, and
I know the risk that you take in trying to
make these rivers navigable to vessels of that
kind. You have not only to find the water
by dredging to a depth, but you have to take
off the corners so as to enable these large
vessels to get round with saféty. That may
be remedied by expenditure, but the great
risk in all rivers is that when you get high
floods no one can tell what is going to be the
condition of the river after the floods subside.
It is quite possible in the Brisbane River, and
the Maryborough, Bundaberg, and Rock-
hampton rivers, that after a severe flood the
condition of these channels would be vastly
different to what it is to-day. It may mean
the stoppage of the trade of the port, and of
the districts at the back of it, by reason of
these floods having interfered with the access
to and egress from Kockhampton, and prudent
men would naturally ask, ‘“Is it within their
means to get communication with the markets
of the world without running the risk of
being interfered with by floods?’ I think
they had two schemes then to consider. One
was Broadmount, and we have it on the best
authority we can possibly get——

An OpposrrioN MEMBER: Who are they?

Mr. CORSER: These three gentlemen who
were sent out to make the report, and I pre-
sume 1t is the best that can be secured. Some
hon. members mentioned the fact that they
could get sufficient water at Broadmount for
all purposes for some years to come. I do not
intend for a moment to dispute that they
could get it, and at perhaps less cost than
set down here. I say that when a large and
important district. like the Central district of
Queensland, goes in for harbour improve-
ments, the least they can do is to go in for
them on a permanent basis.

Mr. MaxN: And to guarantee the railway.

Mr., CORSER: If they do that, there can
be no doubt that they would have to consider
the cost of getting 24 feet, at least, at Broad-
mount or at Port Alma. If you get 24 feet
at low water springs, that is going to cost
290,000 odd, with £3,000 a year maintenance,
and further than that there is a constant
source of expense in connection with the
wharf. With my knowledge of the cobra, I
should not be surprised if within a reasonable
time the wharf will have to be replaced.
Those disabilities, so far as *Broadmount 1s

-concerned, have to be taken into considera-

tion, when there is an alternative scheme to
construct a line of 164 miles to Port Alma on
the guarantee principle. The harbour board
are prepared to guarantee this, because they
see that they can afford relief at the least
possible cost and a permanent deep-water
port with the cost of maintenance estimated
at £1,250 as against £3,000. What would
naturally exercise members 1s this: Is the
burden the board has taken on its shoulders
too great aone for its income? I venture to say
it is nothing of the kind. With an income m
harbour dues and wharfage of at least £20,000
a year. and being relieved to a,tla,r,ae _extent
of the annual increasing expenditure in the
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Fitzroy, they can easily meet their engage-
ments without risk. If the vessels went to
Broadmount the harbour board would re-
ceive no wharfage at all; but in the case of
Port Alma they get all the wharfage. If you
look at the returns, you will find there is
only about £1,000 less per annum in wharfage
than in harbour dues. That is an important
matter, and that amount will considerably
more than meet the interest on the guarantee
of the £70,000. I think the delay in taking
up work of this kind may be fatal. There is
no time like the present if you want to study
the maintenance of business relations with
the markets of the world. You do not want
your trade to be disorganised by floods or
anything of that kind.

Mr. Maxn: This line goes through flooded
-country.

Mr, CORSER: It goes through flat country,

but there will be no rise in the water of suffi-
cient magnitude to more than temporarily
interfere with the traffic. I$ is not like a case
where you may get a river silted up and it
may take twelve months to bring it to 1ts origi-
nal depth. Another matter is the saving of
lighterage, which may become a very serious
tax on the community. You may have strikes
and other disturbances, and may not be able
to get your goods lightered; but if a vessel
cemes alongside a pier or wharf, and the goods
are brought up by train, there 1s no trouble of
that kind. The steamers coming to our ports
at the presgnt time are much larger than those
which came here in the past, and as things go
ahead we may expect a larger tonnage and
_deeper boats, and it would be foolish to legis-
late for the present, or for the immediate
future, when you have an opportunity of
legislating for a future some considerable dis-
tance ahead. It may be considered by some
that the Government are handing over a wharf
that cost £37,000 to the harbour board in Rock-
hampton for nil. At first sight it locks as if
the Government are giving a good deal away.
but taking into consideration the length of
time the wharf has been constructed and the
return the Government receive from it—if the
money invested is lying unproductive, and vou
can get a board to make use of the wharf, I
do not see why we should oppose their scheme,
mcre particularly when the construction of
the line from Port Alma to the North Coast
line will give on every ton of goods from
Port Alma 19 miles of railage charge, which
goes into the Treasury. That may he taken
-as a quid pro quo for having given up the
wharf. I may also mention that there have
already been expended on the Iitzroy River
£170,000 by the Rockhampton Harbour Board.
They have borrowed more than that, but they
have alrcady expended that amount. It is a
big amount, and if these amounts have to be
repeated periodically, of which there is a
danger through foods, it must tax the
people of Rockhampton and the people in
the district at the back of Rockhampton
to meet the interest and redemption. So
I feel quite sure that if hon. gentlemen will
disassociate from the Bill, as I have domne,
any personal feeling, and simply analyse it
from a State or national point of view, they
will not oppose the measure. To me there
seem to be no grounds whatever, unless it is
some little friction between various parties,
who want to occupy a position such as harbour
board representatives, why the Bill should be
opposed. When these men are appointed to
these positions, and the majority of them have
stated that this is the best scheme to adopt,
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this House should be guided to a very great
extent by their views, and not by the views
of people outside who have no practical expe-
rience in the matter,

Hox. R. PHILP (Townsville): The Port
Alma line is no new thing to this Chamber.
It was first brouwght up in Sir Thomas
MecIlwraith’s time, and the two gentlemen

then representing Rockhampton

{8.30 p.m.] told him that if he brought such

’ a Bill into the House they would
have to resign, and like a wise leader he did
not bring in the Bill. For many years it was
a fruitful subject of discussion, until in 1895
the Government of the day brought in a Bill
to build a line to Broadmount and to erect a
wharf there. At that time we took evidence,
and had the opinion of the Railway Commis-
sioner, the Chief KEngineer, and Captain
Almond, the Portmaster. You will see their
reports in the proceedings of 1895, and there
is not the slightest doubt in the minds of
those gentlemen that the port for the Central
district was Broadmount. (Hear, hear!) The
line was put to the House and was passed.
There was no division in the House whether
that line should be built or not. All the then
members of the House accepted that solution
of a difficulty which had been worrying the
Central district for many years. The line and
wharf were built. The Government dredged
the wharf to 17 feet at low water, and why
the Rockhampton people have not used that
wharf more extensively than they have is a
mystery to me. I say, without hesitation,
that at the present time Broadmount is the
best harbour we have on the coast of Queens-
land to-day. (Hear, hear!) You will find
that at the time before Broadmount was built
the most important cargo that was being
shipped from the Central district was frozen
heef. The whole of that beef was lightered
from Lake’s Creek in a steamer called the
“‘ Leichhardt,” and they paid £1 a ton for the
lighterage of that beef. But as soon as the
wharf was built I think that on every occasion
—with the exception of that occasionally car-
ried by one or two small steamers—all the
frozen beef from the Central district has been
loaded at Broadmount. What more proof
should we want that Broadmount is a suitable
port when the most difficult cargo that you
can have is shipped from there? The Premier
talked about the Torres Strait steamers. The
Torres Strait steamers get into the wharf at
Townsville, where there is nothing like the
water you have at Broadmount, and only 10
feet rise at spring tides, while at Broadmount
vou have at least 16 fcet and a 16 fect rise of
the tide. And you must remember that when
a steamer comes to Townsville it is much
deeper in the water than it is when it comes
to Broadmount, for it discharges cargo at
Townsville, Bowen, and Mackay. The
steamers which come from the North could
now run alongside Broadmount and discharge
their cargo just as expeditiously as at Port
Alma. What they do now is to go to Port
Alma and lighter their cargo, come on to
Brisbane, then they go back to Broadmount,
and take in frozen meat. I know if such a
thing happened in Townsville there would be
a revolution—the people would not stand it.
I cannot understand how they stand it now in
Rockhampton, and if it was insisted on that
the stecamers go to Broadmount they would go
there now. I think the Premier made a mis-
take, in an otherwise very good contract, in
not icluding Broadmount. We have the
testimony of men of the greatest experience

Hon. B. Plilp.)
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before wus, and what is that testimony?
Messrs, Moncrieff, Pagan, and Cullen simply
corroborate what Mr., Stanley said in 1895.
They say—

At Port Alma the wharf is only 500 feet Iong, and
would require extension. Itis isolated, there being no
land approaches ol any kind in existence. It would be
necessary in this case to construet a2 new line to con-
nect with the railway system. Any attempt to do so
across the flat and flooded country between the
Casuarina and Inkerman Creeks would be fraught with
difficulties in construction. Such a line would be 163
miles long, and be liable to interruptions in working in
some seasons, This we look on as a serious disadvan-
tage il harbour aceommodation is provided tfor the
express purpose of giving'quick despatch to vessels at all
times. Residential accommodation at Port Alma would
also involve a large expense to obviate light running to
Bajool Junetion, An approach ean, however, he made
by extending the Broadmount existing line ucross the
river over Casnaring Island and Creek, so reaching the
wharf at Port Alma in a distance of (say) 6% miles.
This line would be generally on sounder ground, and
not liable to interruption by floods, but would involve
a4 swing bride, with two 100-feet openings, over the
Fitzroy River for the passage of vessels to Rockhamp-
ton. The counstruction of the rail approach by this
route would utilise the existing railway and appiiances
in eonnection with Broadmount, which would other-
wise be rendered useless, and residential accommo-
dation could readily be found there as at present. The
cost of the necessary running between Port Alma and
Broadmount for traffic purposes would be counter-
balanced by the shorter running of all trains to Rock-
hampton, »ie Broadmount, instead of rie Bajool.

That bears out what Messrs. Mathieson,
Stanley, and Almond said in 1905. These
gentlemen were in no way personally inter-
ested in the matter, and they chose Broad-
mount, giving reasons for their choice which
convinced all the members of the House in
1895, when not so much as a single vote was
given against their recommendation. And
now, ont the evidence of the three gentlemen
whose report we have before us, we would not
be justified in supporting the Port Alma Rail-
way. The Premier asks why Rockhampton
should not have 24 feet at low water. I say
the trade of the Central district at the present
time does not justify 24 feet at low water. In
Townsville. where there is more business.
there is only 17 feet. When they get 20 feet
they will be quite happy, and they have not
the rise and fall of tide there as at Broad-
mount, Without a doubt the harbour at
Broadmount is the best harbour we have on
the coast of Queensland, with ifs present
depth, its present wharf, and its present rail-
way. At Townsville, you will see the trucks
come down to the jetty, and take away the
cargo from steamers into Townsville and out
to Charters Towers and Winton. The same
could be done to-morrow at Broadmount. The
trucks could go to the wharf and goods might
be taken to Rockhampton and Longreach with-
out one shilling being paid. As for the difficul-
ties of the channel, there are difficulties in all
channels, and when the first large steamers
used to come up the Brisbane River—when
the largest steamers that came up were vessels
of 250 feet long—there were complaints of the
difficulties of the channel. I remember when
the ' Wonga Wonga” and *“City of Mel-
bourne” were trading, the captain of the latter
refused to come up the river, When the old
Q.S8.58, Company were ordering the *‘ Barcoo,”
which was to be 300 feet long, the captain of
the ‘“‘Alaranoca’ went home and said it was
mmpossible for a steamer more than 250 feet
fong to pass Kangaroo Point. Now, we have
coasters of 400 feet and we have ocean
steamers 600 feet long coming up the Brisbane
River. And I say the channel at Broadmount
is not more difficult than the channel from the
Brisbane bar to the Brisbane wharf. It is the
same in Townsville, where I remember that
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at first some of the companies said they would
never goin. The largest steamers now coming
to Queensland can now go into the wharf at
Townsville and discharge their cargo. All the
steamers of the last contract, with two excep-
tions, now go into the Townsville wharf.
They discharge their cargo there and some-
times take in frozen meat, and the conven-
iences at Townsville are not so good, so far
as depth of water is concerned, as those at
Broadmount. I say if it is possible to do that
at Townsville, why is it not possible to do the
same at Broadmount? I have no hesitation in
saying that if the Premier were to tell pha.t
company that they would have to go into
Broadmount on their way down the coast and
land their cargo at Broadmount, it would be
done. At the present time the bulk of the
trade at Rockhampton is done up the river

" altogether, and I dare say that when the

Port Alma Railway is finished the trade of
Rockhampton will be done up the river just
the same. At one time all the wool went to
Europe, but now the bulk of it comes to Bris-
bane, Sydney, and Melbourne, and is sold here
instead of being sent to Europe for sale. Any
oversea trade that is to be done in connection
with Rockhampton can be done easily at the
town wharves or at Broadmount. What trade
is there that cannot be done at those places?

Mr. GRANT: There were 39,000 tons of bay
trade last year.

Hox. R. PHILP: I have no hesitation in
saying that the bulk of that, or even the
whole of it, could have gone to Broadmount.
Why, look at the “ Ayrshire.”

Mr. LExNoN: 11,000 tons.

Hox. R. PHILP: Bhe i1s a very large
steamer, because I saw her at Townsville,
and I saw her in Brisbane. She went to
Broadmount, and after loading a cargo of
frozen meat there she loaded 6,000 bales of
wool.

OpposITIoN MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Hox. R. PHILP: The cargo might have
been lightered on the ‘“ Ayrshire” at Broad-
mount for all I know; but if the Government
are prepared to carry the stuff as cheap to
Broadmount as to Lake’s Creek, there is no
reason why a great deal of that business
should not go over the Broadmount line.
(Hear, hear!) It is to be deprecated that a
place with one big seaport should get a rail-
way constructed to another seaport. (Hear,.
hear!) There are plenty of places in Queens-
land now which are languishing for railways.

OrpoSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Hox. R. PHILP: It is no reason because
the Premier promised his constituents on the
‘hustings that he would bring in this railway
proposal that we should pass it. I promised.
my constituents I wou d vote against it.
(Opposition laughter.) I was asked that ques-
tion during the election, and I said, “I am
oppused to the building of the Port Alma
railway.” I am not opposed to this railway
pecause I want to hinder the Premier or the-
Government party. Quite the reverse. If I
could conscientiously vote for the construc-
tion of this line I would do so. (Hear, hear!)
But I cannot see how members, after reading
the reports, can vote for two railways to two
seaports for the one town. (Hear, hear!)

Mr. LexnNoN: And to have the river as well

How. R. PHILP: We have the condemna-
tion of Mr. Stanley, the late Chief Engineer,
and we know that the present Chief Engineer,
Mr. Pagan, also condemms the Port Alma.
line. Our present Marine Engineer, Mr.
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Cullen, also condemns Port Alma, and Mr.
Pagan condemns it just as strongly as Mr.
Sranley did.  On these two reports alone we
are not justified in going on with the con-
struction of this railway. Certainly, we have
a guarantee from the Rockhampton Harbour
Board; but 'if the Rockhampton Harbour
Board are going to pay this guarantee, it will
mean increased dues for the people of Rock-
'éxq.mptou and the people of the Central dis-
Tict. ‘

Mr. GRaNT: No.

Hox, R. PHILP: It is bound to increase
the dues.

Mr. GraxT: No, the line will pay.

~ Hox. R. PHILP: If this line to Port Alma
is built the trade of the Central district is
not going to double. The sheep are growing,
the cattle are growing, the gold is being won
and the copper is being won, all despite
Broadmount, despite Port Alma, and despite
the town wharves. So the construction of this
line will not double the trade of Rockhampton
at all, but it will double the indebtedness of
the harbour board, who have as much as they
can do now to keep the river clear and pay
their interest and redemption. It will cer-
tainly mean that they will have to increase
their dues. If they are wise the harbour
board will make their dues so heavy during
the first three years that it will make the
line pay, and then they will get rid of the
liability altogether. The construction of this
line to Port Alma, instead of relieving the
Clontral district, will be imposing an additional
burden on the district. If the trade is justified
in time to come, let us dredge Broadmount
more. It can be dredged. I remember seecing
a report from Mr. Klliott, engineer, saying
that he could get 20 feet at Broadmount at a
cost of £19,000. If we can get 20 feet at
Broadmount for £19,000, I do not see why we
should spend £240,000 to get four feet more.
(Hear, hear!) I know something about ship-
ping. I may not know much about politics.
(Laughter.) I have been engaged in shipping
all my life, and I know something about it.
I have been up and down the coast of Queens-
land every year since 1874. Since that time
net one yvear has passed that I have not gone
up and down the coast. During my travels
on the coast I have talked with all the men
in charge of the steamers. and they have told
me that there is not the slightest tronble
about getting into Broadmount.

OpprosiTioN MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Hox. R. PHILP: With regard to what
happened the other day about the © Santhia”
and the * Wodonga,” 1 am quite satisfied that
the caprain of the ‘ Wodonga'” could have
taken his vessel into Broadmount at that time
1r1) the face of wind, weather, and everything
else.

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Hox. R. PHILP: I am satisfied that the
Premier would do well to leave this line alone
at the present time. (Hear, hear!) The con-
struction of this line has been a contentious
matter even in his own electorate. We know
that last year five members of the Rockhamp-
ton Harbour Board voted against it and four
for it, and this year there are five membersfor
it and four against if.

Mr., Many: That will be reversed next year.
Mr. Ryan: It will be reversed after June.
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HoxN. R. PHILP: The vessels of the Torres
Strait service will go into Broadmount and
discharge their cargo if the Government com-
pel them to do so. 1f the vessels coming down
the coast are compelled to go into Broad-
mount, then anyone might own the lighters so
far as their trade is concerned. At Towns-
ville they can discharge 1,600 to 1,500 tons of
cargo, and then they will not be drawing so
much water by the time they get to Broad-
mount on sheir way down. Only last week
the ¢ Banffshire”” went up to Broadmount to
load frozen meat: the ** Buteshire” is loading
frozen meat at Broadmount now, and next
week the ** Changsha’’ will go there, Well, if
you can load frozen meat successfully you can
load any other cargo you like for export. I
remember when frozen meat was paying £1 a
ton for lighterage before the Broadmount
wharves were built, and it is paying much less
now. If the lighterage on the 100 tons of
Dawson coal that the Premier referred to cost
8s. a ton, more shame to the man who made
the arrangemcent. He ought to have got the
coal at Broadmount and shipped it from there.
The Railway. Department would not want 8s.
a ton freight for the 26 miles from Rockhamp-
to Broadmount. The distance from Rock-
hampton to Broadmount iz 9 miles shorter
than the distancs from Rockhampton to Port
Alma. (Ilear, hear!)

Mr. ilARDACRE:
shorter.

HHox. R. PHILEP: I hope that the Premier
will also be mindful of the taxpayers’ money.
We have a large sum invested 1n Broadmount
which we want to get some return for. I
am satisfied that there is a feeling against
Broadmount in Rockhampton. Hver siuce °
that line wax bLuilt there was a feeling against
it in Rockhampton, and the people there said.
“TWe will not use it.”’ There is a certain sec-
tion there that will not use the line, but those
who are compelied to use it go in there and
load their frozen meat and do 1t satisfactorily.
Mr. Hopper, of Lake’s Creek, is quite satisfed
with this line and this port.

Mz, Kroes: You mean the line you have
now.

Hox. R. PHILP: Yes, the line to Broad-
mount. Mr. Hopper strongly objects to taking
his frozen meat over the river and carrying it
so much furtber to Port Alma. If you can
ship frozen meat from Broadmount, you can
ship wool, coal, or anything else, because
frozen meat is the most delicate stuff we
export from Qucensland to-day. Although
vessels have been going into Broadmount for
a long time, I have never heard one single
complaint about people being delayed there
for a long time.

Mr., Harpacrs: And there has never beemw
an accident.

Hox. R. PHILP: And so far as I have
heard there has never been a single accident.
Pilot Haynes, in giving evidence about the
ports, said that_Broadmount was the best
port. Our late Portmaster, Captain Almond.
was a strong believer in Broadmount. We
have had his report here before us. Our late
Engineer of Railways and our present En-
gineer of Railways are both totally against
Port Alma, and every member of this House
knows that at the present time Broadmounst
can take any vessel that comes to Queensland.
They can berth alongside the wharf there and

discharge their cargo without any trouble.

Mr. Grant: The proof of the pudding is
that they do not go there.

Hon. B.Philp.]

Nine aund a-half miles
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Hox. R. PHILP: We know that they do go
there. The vessels engaged in the Torres
Strait service go to Port Alma according to
their contract, and lighter their cargo there.
They come on to Brisbane and then go back
and load frozen meat at Broadmount. (Hear,
hear! and Opposition laughter.) All the
vessels coming down the coast go into Cleve-
land Bay alongside the wharves and discharge
their cargo so that they draw less water when
they get to Broadmount, and Broadmount has
got more water alongside the wharves than
we have got at Cleveland Bay. (Hear, hear!)
If the trade of the port in time increases, then
we can dredge deeper. I am satisfied that
dredging will not cost anything like the
amount of money estimated. We have
dredged in Brisbane to a depth of 24 feet, and
the additional 4 feet did not cost anything like
£200,000. We blasted rocks away at the same
time, and we dredged a distance of 20 miles,
whereas there are only 6 miles to dredge at
Broadmount. I think the Premier would be
well advised to withdraw this line, and get
on with business, which, I am sure, will be
muych more profitable to the country than this
railway.

OrpPosITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. MANN (Cwirns): When this Bill was
first broueht before the House. the Premier
tried to give the people outside the idea that
all the hostility towards this line was because
members on this side of the ITouse had an
animus against the Premier. Anyone who has
listened this evening to the speech delivered
by the senior member for Townsville—a speech
which showed quite clearly that Broadmount
should be the port—can quite sce that the
opposition to this line is not because of any
animosity towards the Premier, but because
the proposition itself is a bad one. When
listening to the Premier’s specch this evening,
he reminded me of an old carpenter who lived
in Falkirk. One dav he got a job from a
simpleton to build him a box fo hold his
clothes: this carpenter was rather short of
wood, and one of the pieces used had a flaw in
it, but he covered the flaw up with putty, and
painted over it. When this poor simpleton
came along and saw the putty, he asked why
1t was put in, and this carpenter, who had the
genius of a Kidston, explained that the putty
was even beiter than the wood, and he dwelt
on the matter so long and so fully, that at last
the simpleton said, “Tt is a pity yon did not
build it all of putty.” (Laughter.) It seemed
to me that the simpleton this evening is the
hon. senior member for Maryborough, because
the Premier has convinced him that a mud
port at Port Alma is better than Broadmount.
I am going to prove that there is a very good
port at Broadmount, and the man I am going
to put in the witness-box is the senior member
for Rockhampton. (Hear, hear ]

Mr, RYLAND: We will find him guilty.

Mr. MANN: Hon. members will remember
that in 1966 the Premier brought down a Bill
to increase the borrowing power of the Rock-
hampton [arbour Board. in order, as he said,
%0 give them, right up to the town of Rock.
hampton, a uniform depih of 20 feet of water,
and it was claimed on the floor of this House,
by members who opposed that proposal, that
the Rockhampten Harbour Board was not a
business concern, inasiuuch as they were deep-
ening the river up at Rockhampton, and leav-
ing the water ai the mouth of the river at the
same lcw depth. The member for Rockhamp-
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ton-~Mr, Grant—got up, and these are words
ke used—you will find them on page 1956 of
Hansard for 1906—

The entrance to Broadmount has been deepened to
17 feet for the last four years. There is fully that
depth at all tides from Broadmount to Sea Iill.

Mr. BARBER : How much is there on the bar?

Mr. GRANT : There is no bar there at ail. There is a
rise of 16 feet in the tide as well. That means that
ordinary vessels going into Broadimount, which perhaps
might trade there once a week, would not be delayed
perhaps movre than three times in the whole year, even
if they were drawing 22 fect or 23 reet. At other times
their detention would only be about an hour. I am
pointing this out in answer to the member for Carpen-
taria, and the other members, to show that the hoard is
not negtecting Broadmount.

Mr. BARBER: Another ghost.

Mr, MANN: When we passed that Bill
enabling the Premier—he was then Treasurer
—to give more money to his electorate to
deepen the Fitzroy River, what member of
the House ever thought that two years later
he would come down with a proposition to
spend a further £140,000 to give them another
deep-water port?

Mr. HARDACRE:
river.

Mr. MANN: Yes; abandon the river. All
the money that has been sunk in the river will
now be wasted ; because, in order to make this
line pay, it seems to me that the harbour
board must induce all the traffic possible to
pass over the wharf at Port Alma.

Mr. Corsgr: Not at all,

Mr. MANN: I think you will find if you
read the agreement that they are going to
use all the means they possibly can to bring
about that result. The member for Mary-
borough advocated this Bill warmly before he
had even read it, because if he had read
clause 14 of the schedule he would have seem
that—

The board will at all times by all proper means at its
disposal endeavour to infinence all persons firms or
companies importing or exporting goods of any kind
into or from the port of Rockhampton to make use of
the facilities for the carriage of sueh goods afforded by
the railway in preference to those afforded by any
system of lighterage or other system of water-borne
chrriage.

That is, after they have spent £175.000.

Mr, CorsErR: What influence can they use?
Shippers will do as they like.

Mr. MANN: If you just wait till I read
the speech of the hon. member for Clermont
vou will see what influence they can use. I
just_read that to show that the hon. member
for Maryborough, while advocating this Bill,
has never read the agreement.

Mr, Corser: I read it all right.

Mr. MANN: It has been claimed that the

Opposition, consisting of the Philp party, were
not opposed to the Bill, but hon. members

Practically abandon the

~will remember that when the session of 1908

closed—that is, the session before the Premier
went home—the Hon. Mr. Philp was then
absent and the member for Oxley was acting
as deputy leader, and he got up and said—
you will find this on page 1037 of Hansard
for 1808—he said—

The hon. gentleman knows quite well that the
Opposition was not in favour of the Port Alma line.
Beeause in June next there will be an opportunity
given for the payers of dues to express their views, q.nd
if the payers of dues are in favour of the construction
of this line, then the Opposition have no justifiable
reason to oppose the carrying out of that work,

The Premier: The Opposition does ot
seem to be in favour of it yet.
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Mr. MANN: Some of them are not in
favour of it. That is the reason given—that
if the payers of dues expressed an opinion
-against it, the line would not be gone on with.
In June, the payers of dues did express an
-opinion against it.

Mr. GranT: What did they do6 a month
-ago?

Mr, MANN: That is a very different thing.
he hon. member for Rockhampton will
admit that the people who are forcing this
upon the Premier do not represent the
majority of the people of Rockhampton at all.
The payers of dues, we are told by the Pre-
mier, are the people who should be consulted
in this matter, and are the people who are
really responsible for all the money that will
be required to meet the loss on this line. I
said, while speaking the other” day, that I
thought if the harbour board was saddled with
this further expenditure on the railway,
they would become insolvent, but before this
proposal was ever thought of or brought for-
ward, the member for Clermont, who is an
-advocate of this railway, and who says he has
been told by his electors to vote

[9 pom.] for it—I won’t inflict this on the

House—he read a letter from the
Rockhampton Record saying that the board
was practically insolvent. e summarised the
position thus—

That is precisely the position, IHere is a hopelessly
insolvent institution in the shapeof the Rockhampton
Harhour Board, so deeply involved as to have abso-
lutely no hope at all of anv kind of financial assistance,
and it comes to the Premier, who represents that town
and says: *“ We want money,” and he replies: “ You
shall have it.”” Why does he say that? Because he,
for the time being. is ocenpying a seat on the Treasury
benches, and with the assistance of his supporters he
is able to pass » measure of thix description. and take

-out of the publie fnnds £215,000 for this board—a hope-
lessly imsolvent institution, which has absolutely no
<chance whatever of repaying the money.

Mr. CorsEr: Townsville got more.

~ Mr. MANN: You must recognise that
Townsville has twice the revenue of Rock-
hampton to pay it.

Mr. GranT: Oh, no!

Mr. MANN: T have it on the figures of the
hon. member for Moreton, then the hon. mem-
ber for Carpentaria. The figures are all here.

Mr. GraNT: You must take the report—I
will give you the annual statement.

Mr. MANN: The hon. member for Cler-
mont asked who were the 128 persons who paid
dues. He said—

That roll of pavers of dues consists of 128 persons,
ineluding several Chinamen. The junior member for
Rockhampton will not deny that soft allegation. Those
Chinamen enjoy privileges, and exereise them in con-
nection with this board. He dare not deny it. Neither
will the Premier, his leader and colleague and con-
science-keeper.

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

Mr. LESINA : 128 persons, and a number of them
Chinamen. These persons have a right to return a
majority of five, and some of the Chinamen actually
- exercise more power than 95 per cent. of the white men
who vote. That is why the ameundment was moved—in
order to give the white man a chance. Will the
members for Roekhampton vote against an amendnient
to give a white man a chance against a Chinaman ? 1f
not, then we shall have a clear-cut platform on whiceh
to fight the guestion atthe next election for Rock-
hampton, and when the election comes on we shall fight
it on those lines—the Premier and the Chows versus the
white Europeans of Rockhampton. We shall have some

- of his politieal supporters taking Chinese pictures round
Rockhampton. We may have Chinamen on horsebaek,
and Chinamen in motor-ecars—

{9 DecEMBER.)

Railway Bill. 811

He must have been prophetic !—

with a placard containing the imseription, “ Vote for
the Premier and John Chinaman; vote for Ken. Grant
and Chows.” What a lovelyspectacle! The payers of
dues number 128 persons. and they are directly con-
trolled by one firm in Rockhampton, Walter Reid & Co.

Mr. Grant: That is absolutely incorrect.

Mr. LESINA : I will proveit. In fact, it may be said
that Walter Reid and Co. return five men outof the nine
who constitute the board, and this £250,000 is to he
handed over to Walter Reid and Co.

Mr. J. LEany : Who will support the Premier at the
election ¢

Mr. LESINA : Yes, they are spending money to sup-

port the Premier  Walter Reid and Co. have the Pre-
mier in their pocket,
I could quote yards of this stuff—(laughter)—
from the hon. member for Clermont, yet we
find that hon. member rising in his place and
telling the members of this House that he is
going to vote for this railway, and here, in
1908, he tells us that practically five of the
men of this harbour board ars ncminees of
Walter Reid and Co.

An HONOURABLE MEMBER:
ready to support the railway.

Mr, MANN: There was no word about the
railway at all. I supported the loan to deepen
the river, because the Premier assured us
that if this loan was given to the harbour
board, and judiciously expended, they could
get 20 feet of water right up from Keppel Bay
to Rockhampton. Here we find them a couple
of years later coming down with a proposition
to build a railway from: Bajool to Port Alma—
a railway which even the two Government ser-
vants whom he sent up there—men who may
reazonably be supposed to be alittle under the
influence of the Hon. the Premier—absolutely
refuse to say a word in favour of. They
say something in favour of another scheme
which is not before the House—that is, the
bridging of the IFitzroy River from Broad-
mount—but not a single word in favour of the
proposition to build a railway from Bajool to
Port Alma. The reason is not far to seek, in-
asmuch as every report on that projected rail-
way has been unfavourable. Some embank-
ments were erected there years ago, to see how
they could stand up against the flood and tide
waters, and I have the assurance of the r_a.il-
way officials that these banks are not standing
well, they have been honeycombed by the
crabs and other marine animals—(laughter)-—
and they are practically not fit to carry the
weight of a railway train over those banks.
T understand that it is a serious thing, that the
embankments are bored out, and the tide is
lapping through, and it is only a question of
time when ‘the whole embankment will be
washed away. I am quite in accord with the
hon. member for Port Curtis, when he said
that if the Secretary for Railways had a free
hand be would not be supporting this railway.
I have been told that I ought to support this
railway because it was introduced by the late
member for Barcoo, and an attempt was made
to pass it at that time. The late member for
Barcoo, when speaking on the proposal at that
time, sald—

Mr. KERR : He went into this matter when he was at
the Railway Department, and an estimate was pro-
vided. When the new agreement was drawn up it was
found that a large item had been left out of the esti-
mate of cost—namely, the taking of water to the
wharves. The lesst amount this would cost was set
down at £14,000.

Mr. GRANT: No. .

Mr. KERR: The junior member for Rockhanipton
perhaps knew more about it than the experts in the
Railway Deparlment,

Mr. Grant: I know that is not so.

To-night the senior member for Rockhampton

Mr. Mann.]

And you were
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contradicted the report of Mr. Stanley, as set
forth by the senior mewber for Townsville, and
we find when he is advocating a case—I won’t
say he deliberately misrepresents things, but he
handles the truth very carelessly, Then Mr.
Kerr later on said—

If the hon. member had listened earefully to the
Minister, Lie would have remembered that he had said
that no agreement had been entered into between the
harbour board and the shipping company, but only an
arrangement.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: That is so~—I said an
arrangement.

1 just glanced casually through the Bill this
afternoon; because, owing to the way in
which the Premier is rushing business through,
members do not get time to fully study bills,
and go into all the reports; but I find a con-
dition that if the railway pays for three vears
then the obligations of the Rockhampton
Harbour Board cease. The Premier may take
good care to see that the railway does pay for
three years, because he may make traffic over
that railway. There may be other railway
extensions made in the Central district. The
Premier may hinder the construction of other
railways. and push on with the construction
of this one as quickly as possible, and land a
lot of railway material on the Port Alma
wharf. in order to make this linc pay. If it
pays sufficienf in the first year to make up
any loss in the next two years, then no matter
how bad the trafiic may be, the Rockhampton
Harbour Board is freed from all its obliga-
tions with regard to this line, Tt is just what
the Premier may do; we know him to our
sorrow. I honestly believe that the Premier
would do that to*relieve the people of Rock-
hampton from what would be a very heavy
charge. There is not only being incurred the
expense of the Broadmount line and the
wharf, but there is the expense of deepening
the river at a cost of something like £250,000.
There would be £150,000 to spend on this line
if it is built, and there would be the approaches
to the wharf. The wharves will have to be
exteunded. The hon. member for Mary-
borough said the wharf had cost £87,000; it
had been built for twenty-ive years, and
while the piles are iron there is no guarantee
that the salt water has not corroded the
iron, and that it is practically valueless.
Apparently under this Bill we may be com-
pelled to build a new wharf, but oven if it has
stood the ravages of time—twenty-five vears—
we have to make approaches from the end of
the railway to the wharf, 200 yards, and possibly
more. and that will be a very. costly item.
I believe there are 6 or 7 miles liable to be
covered by watcr at high tides, and I am sure
that we are saddling the people of Rcekhamp-
ton and the Central district with a load greater
than they can carry if they meet interest and
redemption on ti:e money expended in deep-
ening the river and building this railway and
wharves. T would not have so much to say
against that if we had not the assurance of the
senior member for Townsville that there is
already a gcod port at Broadmount. Is it
likely, when there were 22 or 23 feet of water
at Broadmount two yvears ago, that it has silted
up so much that it cannot be deepened again?
And supposing there was not a port at all at
Rockhamyton, when we have a port 30 miles
further on than Port Alma—one of the best
ports in Australia—-why should we build this
railway? We are told that we need not
bother, because the Rockhampton Harbour
Board is going to foot the bill. If there is
such a violent desire on the part of the Central
district to have another port, how is it we do
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not find in this Bill, as we found in the Mary-
vale Railway Bill, that the neighbouring
shires have joined in guaranteeing interest om
the railway? If the people in the Clermont
district want this railway, why does not the
hon. member for Clermont gel up and say that
the people in his district are wiiling to come-
into the benefited avea?! If tho people of
Mount Morgan desire the railway, I hope the
hon. member for IMtzroy will assure the House
tkat the people of Mount Morgan wish to be-
included, aud that he wiil support their, inclu-
sion in the Bill. That is only a fair propo-
sition, because we have no guarantee that the
Rochhampton Harbour Board is going to be a
permanent body. If they see that this railway
is going to be a failure, they may not come
forward for re-eléction.

The SECRETARY FOR RaiLways: Then the
Government witl appoint members.

Mr. MANN: The Government may appoint
men who may refuse to act: and, inany case,
what guarantee 1s there that all the goods will
not go to Broadmount unless the rails of the
Broadmount line are torn up, and even then
they may be taken by lighters. We have been
told by the hon. member for Townsville that
vessels over 600 feet long are coming up the
Brisbane River, which has sharper curves
than are found in the Fitzroy. I repeat that
even if they tear up the rails on the Broad-
mount line and dismantle the wharf at Broad-
mount, there is no guarantee that goods will
be passed over the Port Alma Railway, be-
cause the people of Rockhampton may have
them brought up the river. The Premier and
the senior member for Maryborough dilated
on the fact that the channel to Broadmount is
tortuous, but if the senior member for Mary-
borough gets the same facilities for Mary-
borough as exist at Broadmount he will be a
very happy man. I ciaim that.on a measure
of this kind no pressure should be applied by
the Government to compel their followers to-
vote. We have other districts languishing for
want of railways and lack of deep-water facili-
ties, and something should be done for them.
I ask the senior member for Maryborough
what assurance he has, if he votes for this, that
he will get a deep-water port for Mary-
borough. Has he got it in writing? He is-
silent.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILwavs: You got
your loan for waterworks in Cairns.

Mr. Corser: We do not practise logrolling
in Maryborough.

Mr. MANN: They used to. Jack Annear
was a champion logroller for many years.
The senior member for Maryborough is intel-
ligent enough to understand that the higher
wo pile up our national debt and the more
interest we have to pay the less there will be
for development work in other districts. If
we spend £140,000 on this Port Alma job
there will be less to spend in Maryborough.
which requires a deep-water port much more:
than Rockhampton.

Mr. Corser: We do not want to do an in-
justice to Rockhampton because we want a
deep-water port at Maryborough.

Mr. MANN: There is no question of in-
justice, becauze the hon. member for Towns-
ville, who has as intimate a knowledge of
shipping and harbours as any man, pointed”
out that there was nothing to prevent vessels
calling at Broadmount and discharging or
taking in all the cargo of the Central district.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: That is the-
first good word you ever had to say for him.
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_ Mr. MANN: That is a mistake. I said
last. year I believed he was the best Minister
for Mines we ever had in Queensland. I have
no objection to saying what I think of a man.
t may have some little personal animus or
grudge, but one must recognise good qualities
where they exist, and whatever faults the hon.
member for Townsville has, he has a more in-
timate knowledge of Queensland resources
than any other man in this House. I say that
advisedly. The Secretary for Railways told
me just now, by interjection, that Cairns had
a loan for waterworks. Here we are handing
over to the people of Rockhampton a wharf
which cost £37,000 to build. We have to
lengthen the wharf, to build approaches, and
we are going to hand it over to the Rock-
hampton Harbour Board as a free gift.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS: No.

Mr, MANN: Yes, the wharf will be and the
approaches. That will be a present of £50,000
or £60,000 to Rockhampton. When the
Cairns Harbour Board was appointed all they
had handed over to them was an old dredge.
But the Premier, when it comes to his own
electorate, hands over £50,000 or :£60,000 of
State property.

The SECRETARY For RAILwAYS: Did you not
get a wharf?

Mr. MANN: No.
Mr. BARBER: A superannuated dredge.

Mr. MANN: Yes, a superannuated dredge.
I do not think that any member of this House,
after listening to the senior member for
Townsville, can conscientiously give a vote in
favour of this Bill. Although the Premier
made a very good case for Port Alma, he
made just as good a case when he was asking
for another quarter of a million for deepening
the river. The Premier is a pastmaster in
french polishing. He can get a very bad piece
of timber and by his art as a french polisher
he can put a skin on it that would deceive
an expert. And any gentleman who did not
know him would believe, after hearing him,
that Rockhampton was languishing for want
of a port. The senior member for Townsville
has shown, however, that in the matter of
port facilities Rockhampton is as well off as
any other port in Queensland. She is better
off than Maryborough, Bundaberg, and Noz-
manton.

The SECRETARY FOR RATIWAYS: Not as well
off as Cairns.

Mr. MANN: The only places which have
an advantage over her are perhaps Townsville
and Gladstone. But Townsville has more
revenue than Rockhampton—almost double.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: £12,000
more.

Mr. MANN: The avergge for Rockhampton
for the last five years is £17,000.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: £23,000 last
year.

Mr. GraxT: Last year’s balance-sheet is
£23,000.

Mr. MANN: I am taking the average. One
year it came down to £11,000. It dropped
from £22,000 in 1899 to £11,000 in 1904, and I
was taking the average of the last five or six
years, which is about £17,000. Until other
places in Queensland have got the same
facilities as Rockhampton, I think I am
Jjustified in voting against giving Rockhamp-
ton another port.
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Mr. CRAWFORD (Iitzroy): I can quite
imagine the reasons why the hon. member
who has just resumed his seat bears a good
deal of antipathy towards Port Alma. I re-
collect a few mnights ago some remarks he
made concerning it and the pitiful tale he told
the House concerning his boociless and pant-
less peregrinations on the flats at Port
Alma. (Laughter.) I cannot be surprised that
the hon. gentleman has such a keen and dis-
tinet memory of his painful experience, and I
can appreciate his action in opposing this
measure which the Ministert for Railways
has introduced to this House. A large num-
ber of hon. gentiemen have keen and perhaps
strong recollections of their investigations
into the nature of mud pies, and it is for that
reason that they have dealt at such learned
length upon the mud which nature has placed
arounnd Port Alma. I leave them to the en-
joyment (whatever enjoyment they can de-
rive from the matter) of dilating on this sub-
ject, but personally I would like to try and
elevate myself to a more sublime atmosphere,
if possible, and view this proposal from the
point of view more akin to that which should
be taken by any member of thiz House when
such an important proposal is placed before it.
T certainly did not expect that this proposal
would be placed before us this session, and for
that reason when 1 came in at first 1 had taken
very little pains to acquaint myself in detail
with the rights of the matter bearing upon the
rivalry between Port Alma and Broadmount.
But when I found that the proposal was cer-
tain to assume concrete shape in the form of
a Bill I found it incumbent upon me to lock
into the whole question {rom as many points
as time would permit me. Some of us are
aware that a number of councils and other
local authorities have wired to members with
regard to the atiitude they should take con-
cerning this Bill. Now I myself have re-
ceived certain communications requesting me
to give my support to this Bill. But I will
say this to the House, that I am not in any
way influenced by the communications I have
roceived. Tor I take this attitude, and it is
an attitude which was taken up by one of the
greatest statesmen who has ever lived. Tt
was taken by Edmund Burke a hundred years
ago when he said a memver of Yarliament
should not surrender his right of private judg-
ment to any instruction he might receive from
his constituents. While I was quite willing
to pay every respect to the requests that came
to me from my constituents, and some of
which embodied resolutions passed by local
authorities in my electorate, yet it was still
incumbent upon me to exercise my private
judgment in this matter; because, although
it is a matter that vitally affects my electo--
rate, it also vitally affects the whole of Central
Queensland. Moreover, it vitally affects the
whole of Queensland, and I am here not
merely as a representaiive of one part of the
State but in a general capacity as a represen-
tative of the whole of the State. I am, there-
fore, called upon to consider any proposal of
this kind from the standpoint of how it affects
the whole of the State. And I have, to the
best of my ability and after making use of the
very little time that hag been allowed us, en-
deavoured fo acquaint myself with some of the
details of this measure, the more especially so
that in giving my vote I may be able at the
same time to give my reasons for so voting.
Now, I was astonished to hear when this
matter was introduced to us yesterday after-’
noon some very peculiar judgments expressed
by the hon. member for Leichhardt..

GoverNMENT Menmurrs: Ifear, hear!

Mr. Crawford.]
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Mr. CRAWFORD: I must say I was ex-
tremely astonished that a man of
[9.80 p.m.] his lengthened experience—a man
of his great representative experi-
ence in this Chamber—should give utterance
to such very superficial judgment.
GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. CRAWFORD : There is nothing so easy
in the whole realm of criticism as to give
utterance to superficial statements and to
superficialities generally. (lear, hear!) And
I say I regret very much to hear from the hon.
gentleman, whom I respect very highly, senti-
wents such as those which I am sure do not do
anything to elevate the character of our
debates——-

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr, CRAWFORD : Nor do they contribute
largely to the dignity which ought to surround
all our deliberations.
perfectly well aware, from the reading I have
done from time to time, that scarcely any pro-
posal is ever brought before any deliberative
assembly of an enlarged nature towards which
some hon. members do not feel disposed to
throw 1vsinuations of jobbery-—insinuations
that there are some sinister and untoward cir-
cumstances in connection with it,

Mr. HARDACRE: 1 do not make insinuations.
I asserted that as the truth,

Mr. CRAWFORD: Assertions that are made
as the truth without any possible chance of
proving them simply amount to insinuations.

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. HarpacrE: There is any amount of job-
bery in connection with this iine.

Mr, CRAWFORD: I believe I am endea-
vouring to give expression to my sentiments.
(Hear, hear!) The hon. member for Leich-
hardt says that he made assertions. These
assertions, which to my miad are without the
possibility of being proved, are simply insinua-
tions and innuendoes, which indicate the
paucity of substantial argument.

Mr. GrANT: Hear, hear!

Mr. CRAWFCORD: I would rather have
heard something of a more material nature in
regard to the manner in which a proposal of
this sort ought to be proposcd, and certainly,
after all the argawents which T have heard to-
night—and there has been a good deal of
oratory here—I have not heard one argument
that would convinge me that I am doing wrong
in suprorting this measure. (Hoar, hear!) It
will be within the recollection of some hon.
gentlemen in thizs House that when the pro-
posal to construct the railway to Broadmount
was before the House, the very identical in-
sinuations were used then. The hon. gentle-
man who then had the honour to represent
Port Curtis, insinuated that Broadmount was
beins constructed solely in the interests of
MecEacharn and Co. We have practically the
identical assertions made in this Chamber now
with regard to an opposite proposal—a pro-
posal to build the line to Porl Alma.

Mr. HARDACRE: Ye», it was made in the
Rerord last weck.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I am not here to pay
any attention to what the Record is saying
Just now. I am here to pay attention to what
hon. members are saying, and I am here to
give utterance to what I think in regard to a
proposal so important as this, This parochial-
ism, which unfortunately distinguishes the
attitude which a number of gentlemen have
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taken up with regard to this question, is not
one which conduces to legislative progress.
We ought in this Chamber to endeavour to-
look on all proposals from the point of view
of the State. Then we have had a good deal
of talk to-night in regard to the fact that the
people of Rockhampton are not perfectly
unanimous on this measure. Now, I would
like to be referred to an instance in which a
city of the size of Rockhampton was perfectly
unanimous in regard to any proposal. You
are not likely to have unanimity on this or
any other proposal. Therefore, I attach no
importance whatever to the fact that the
people of Rockhampton are not altogether
agreed on the construction of the line to Port
Alma. Then we heard from the deputy leader-
of the party to which I have the honour to
belong a long series of telegrams which he
received from the mayor of Rockhampton,
telegrams purporting to set out the results
arrived at in a large meeting of indignant
citizens of Rockhampton. Now, what do they
all amount to when we analyse them? We
find that there were between 200 and 300
people at that meeting, where there was a
possibility of having over 2,000. If the indig-
nation which some hon. gentlemen would
have us believe did really exist among the
people of Rockhampton towards this proposal.
then I am sure that meeting of protest called
by the mayor would have been much more
largely attended. Further, there was scarcely
one of those who took a part in that meeting
of indignation who had not at one time or
another advocated the line to Port Alma, so
that we can discount their utterances very
largely from the inconsistencies of their
former conduct. I attach no importance
whatever to the fact that an indignation meet-
ing was held. Now, this proposal has been
spokén of as if it were merely a Rockhamp-
ton proposal. It is not merely a Rock-
hampton proposal. It is a proposal which
affects the whole of Central Queensland, and
it is from that point of view that we should
look at it, and not from the point of view of
a few people who attend an indignation meet-
ing, and wire their assurances down to the
leader of any party in this House, but we
should look at it as it affects a great and
growing and flourishing part of this State of
Queensland. (Hear, hear!) We know per-
fectly well that there is an ever-swelling
volume of traffic in Central Queensland, and’
that traffic requires a great deal of attention,
and it is worthy of the serious attention of
Parliament. It is worthy of being faeili-
tated, helped forward, and encouraged in
every possible manner, and I contend that in
bringing forward a proposal of this sort be-
fore Parliament we are doing something to
expand the industry just now being felt and
which prevails in Central Queensland. We
have only to try to realise the potentialities
of Central Queensland in order to arrive at
a justification of "this proposal to construct
the line to Port Alma. T.et us look at it as it
affects the pastoral industry, We see that it is
growing. As it_affects the agricultural in-
dustry, we see that that, too, is expanding,
and that settlers are going into that part of
the country all the year round. As it affects
the mineral industry, we see that that, too, iz
expanding, and we know perfectly well that
it will expand still further, and that every
vear will see a greater increase in that in-
dustry and in the number of those who are
engaged in it. (Hear, hear!) There is
another consideration which follows on what
I said in regard to the industrial and com-
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mercial possibilities of Central Queensland.
It is this: That we must not forget that the
tendency in building vessels to-day is largely
to increase their size, and especially in the
vessels which trade betwcen Australia and
the older countries, where the distance is so
great. There is a distinctly economic ar-
rangement to have the vessels larger and
larger. Recognising that tendency 1in ship-
building, we must provide for it. I con-
tend that we are providing for it very sub-
stantially by extending our railways to a
point on the sea—by extending the Central
Railway right up to where it will meet the
ships on the ocean and pour into their holds
the produce which is raised by the industry of
our people. We are not an isolated com-
munity. We must have our association with
the rest of the world. We must have our
commerce, and we are entering, 1 am glad to
say. in a larger degree every year into the
trade of the world. Therefore, it is only right
that we should do whatever we can to make
it easier for us to engage in that trade, and to
engage in it with some degred of advantage.
because onee we go from our own shores we
have to compete with the rest of a very great.
flourishing, and competitive universe. We
owe it to the people who are coming here and
settling among us that we should afford them
facilities to send their produce tothe markets
of the world in the cheapest, the best, and the
most expeditious manner possible; and I say
we are doing that in building this line to
connect our railway system with the sea at Port
Alma. We know, too, that there is nothing in
the world of commerce so valuable as time.
All the great vessels must run to time, and
the great shipping companies cannot afford to
run any risk which will involve loss of time
in carrying out their engagements By pro-
viding for Central Queensland a port which
will not cause any delay in the loading or
unloading of vessels we are doing something
which will appeal to the owners of vessels, and
will have a very great effect in inducing a
great and still greater volume of trade to go
in the direction of Central Queensland. There
has been a great deal of talk in regard to what
is called the waste of money involved in
abandoning the 15 miles of railway which
connect the Central Raillway with Broad-
mount. I believe there is a great deal of
platitude in that talk about waste of money,
and—I say it with all deferenee—a great deal
of ignorance which I shall endeavour to correct.
But before doing so, let me refer to those who
were responsible for building the railway to
Broadmount. Who were responsible for lay-
ing down that line? I speak, subject to cor-
rection, when I say that the gentleman who
was largely responsible for constructing that
line was a gentleman who to-night is the most
bitter opponent of the Port Alma Railway.
I refer to the senior member for Townsville.
Yet in the little reading which I have had
time to do of the sacred pages of Hansard, as
they were called the other night, I could not
but see that the prophetic instinet of the hon.
member for Townsville evinced itself very
clearly when he opposed a proposal to remove
the wharf at Port Alma. At the time when
the Broadmount Railway was under eonsidera-
tion it was proposed to remove the wharf at
Port Alma, and that hon. gentleman warned
those who made the proposition that it would
not be advisable to do that because the time
would very likely arrive when it would be cf
great use. That was a prophet’c utterance.
With all the support he was giving to the
Broadmount Railway, he was not convinced
that it would not for any length of time be
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adequate to the growing requirements of Cen-
tral Queensland. Yet to-night the hon. gentle.
man propounded an idea which, if persisted
in, would involve the sink'ng of thousands of
pounds in the Fitzroy River, and in continu-
ing that expenditure without ever receiving
any adequate return for it. From what I
know of that river I am perfectly certain that
however much money we may expend in
dredging it we shall never derive from it that
satisfaction which will enable us to say to the
shipping companies of the world, *‘Here is
a port into which your ships can come at any
time of the day or night despite wind or tide.”
With the increas'ng size of vessels, and with
the increasing vaiue of time, it is impossible
for us to give to shipowners the guarantee
they require in order to provide us with that
continuity of transport which is desirable, if
we confine: ourselves to the port at Broad-
mount, but we can do so if we construct this
line to Port Alma. We can then give them the
assurance that they need have no anxiety
about bringing their vessels alongside the
wharf at any time, and no fear that their
vessels will be delayed waiting for the tide.
We can assure them that they will not have
their vessels sinking in the mud of the Fitzroy
River. When I went up the Fitzroy River
I saw a large vessel of considerable dimensions,
I think it was the ** Langton Grange,” wallow-
ing like a great hog in the mud of that river.
That is a risk which shipping companies will
not contemplate with equanimity.

Mr. HarpAcre: Whereabouts was that?

Mr. CRAWFORD: In the Fitzroy River, in
the part which 15 supposed to be open to-
traffic. There is also some dangerous mud
about Broadmount. We prove the interest we
have in the progress of the country by stop-
ping the expenditure on the Fitzroy River at
once--by stopping this throwing of thousands
of golden sovereigns into the Fitzroy, and by
concentrating our eflorts upon a proper har-
bour at Port Alma. It has been said that the-
building of the Broadmount line was a mis-
take, and that the construction of the wharf
at Broadmount was also a mistake. Let those
works be so considered. Has it come to this,
that the State should be infallible? Has it come
to this, that we cannot by any possibility com-
mit mistakes in our private or public conduct?
Can it be said that there is any party which
does not make mistakes in the building of rail-
ways or the location of wharves? It has been
proved now that the whole affair in connec-
tion with Broadmount was a great mistake,
and the sooner we get out of that mistake the
better it will be for ourselves and for the
whole of Queensland. There is, as I say, a
great deal of talk about the money that is in-
volved—the money that would have to be
obtained in the shifting of railway material.
Let us take a larger view. If a mistake was
committed in the construction of the railway
to Broadmount—if a mistake was committed
in the construction of the wharf—is Queens-
land the only State that has made a mistake?
What has New South Wales been doing
during the last iifteen years? They have been
spending millions of money, and are now
spending millions of money, in rectifying mis-
takes, and we will find as our population in-
creases—as we progress in traffic, as we pro-
gress in commerce, as we progress in trade
requirements generally—that a considerable
number of mistakes have been committed.
Some years ago when I was passing over the
Blue Mountains of New South Wales, in the
humble capacity of an uncommercial traveller, .

M. Crawford.’
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I myself saw the enormous mistakes that had
been made in the early days in railway con-
struction. I saw deviations going out miles
in order to overcome the mistakes of past en-
gineers. It is only a few years ago that there
was a zigzag on the Sydney side of the Blue
Mountains which trains had to negotiate in
their passage towards Bourke. That zigzag
was cut out, and it cost no end of money. On
the other side of the Blue hMountains they are
now constructing eleven tunnels in order to
do away with the great and costly blunders
in construction which occurred many years
ago. So I say we should view the mistake in
the construction of the line to Broadmount in
the light of mistakes that are inevitable. Mis-
takes of that sort occur in almost every State.
1 say it is not possible for any State to carry
on a constructive policy without at times
making mistakes.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILwavs: People who
never make mistakes never make anything.

Mr. CRAWFORD: In regaid to Broad-
mount. I say we need not worry ourselves
greatly about it. We will gain more by the
immediate construction of Port Alma line than
we are likely to gain by continuing this
blunder at Broadmount, Let us at once stop
the throwing of money into the Fitzroy River.
It may be that hon. members in this House may
change their views in regard to the construc-
tion of harbours. I attach no importance to
them changing their views. Members of this
House are not necessarily experts in harbour
construction. They may be—some of them
presunie to be—experts in legislation and in
the making of laws, but in the construction of
harbours, as in the construction of railways,
they must rely upon those who are experts in
those occupations.

Mr. Maxn: Mr. Stanley condemned this
proposal.

My, CRAWFORD : And experts themselves,

like the hon. member for Cairns. very often
commit fearful blunders. (Laughter)) Con-
sidering further the idea which has changed
the minds of several hon, members in regard
to the tremendous waste of money involved in
continuing Broadmouut as the port, what is
the Commonwealth doing just now? They are
engaged upon the perpeiration of a national
and gigantic blunder in the selection of a site
for the Federal capital—a blunder which we will
in future bitterly regret and dearly pay for.
There are even mistakes all along our coasts.
It might be alleged—I do not know whether it
has been done—that those who came to Bris-
bane first should have selected a site nearer
the coast. A great blunder may have been
created in building it here. One of the
greatest mistakes, I consider, is the mistake
which the senior member for Townsville is
responsible for—that is, the spending of large
sums of money in building a harbour at
Townsville. because the harbour should have
been built at Bowen. That is tne natural port
for that part of Queensland, and I challenge
the hon. member to deny it. Anyone who
looks at 1t in his mind’s eye can see that a
trewendous biunder was there created.

Hon R. Puarie: What o wonderful man you

are !

AMr. CRAWFORD: I am a most wonderful
man, and I am becoming increasingly so.
{(Langhter.)

Hon. E. B. ForrEST: What do you think of
the central port of Gladstone?

Mr. CRAWFORD: I am going to deal with
Gladstone before I am finished. I simply say
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this, in passing, that the old residents of Glad-
stone, like the public men of the day, were not
free from mistakes—they were not free from
the error of regarding the land as being very
valuable and creating a monopoly in it. I am
going to deal at some length with (iladstone
when I come to that part of my speech. Re-
viewing the mistakes that have been made,
we ought to profit by our experience. We
ought to stop the expenditure in regard to
Broadmount at once. At the very best, what
does the Fitzroy River amount to? No matter
how much money you put into il dredging. it
is simply a tidal river, and subject to floods.
You might spend no end of money in dredging
it, and down comes a flood and undoes the
work of years Ly silting it up. It has been
done before.
Hon, R. PuiLr: What is the Thames?

Alr. CRAWFORD : The Thames is not to be
compared with the Fitzroy, nor is the capital
served by the Thames to be compared with the
capital served by the Fitzroy.

The Premier: More mud comes down the
Fitzroy in one flood than comes down ihe
Thames in ten ycars.

Mr. CRAWFORD: In the old country there
are docks on the Thames, but I do not supposze
the hon. member for Townsville, in his gene-
rosity, will propose to build docks alongside the
Fitzroy. However, that is a matter for con-
sideration by ancther generation. This matter
of the Fitzroy River simply amounts to trouble
all the time. We have 1t in the annual reports
of the harbour board. We have it in the re-
ports which appear from day to day in the
Rockhampton papers and in the papers in that
district. It simply means no end of expense
and anxiety on the part of those who have to
attend to the dredgmg of the river, the bring-
ing of ships up the river, on the part_of those
who expect goods to be brought up the river.
and, as I have already stated, shipping com:
panies, no more than commercial men, can
afford to risk delay. I do not think we can
ever maintain the Fitzroy River at a depth
requisite to meet the great and growing
volume of trade. Then we find that Port
Alma is accessible at all times. The depth of
water in front of Port Alma is sufficient to
meet all requirements and all vessels that
are likely to come there for many years.
That is precisely what we want. That depth
of water is a reliable depth. It is not 6 feet

to-day and 380 feet to-morrow;

[10 p.m.] but, by the knowledge of thirty

years, we know it remains at a
reliable depth, sufficient to provide the accom-
modation necessary for the largest ships that
are likely to come to that part of the world.
We want Port Alma in order to induce large
vessels to go there. We want to give to the
vessels that are likely to engage in Australian
trade a guarantee that they can come into
our harbours and have the accommodation
that is necessary. I am quite certain from
the study I have given this matter—from
the attention I have given to the condi-
tions and circumstances surrounding Port
Alma--that those requirements will be met
by the connection of the Central Railway
system with the wharfage which already exists
there. We want to obviate the necessity for
handling produce two or three times. Those
who are engaged in raising produce in Central
Queensland want to know, when they put
their produce into a railway truck, that it will
go straight to the side of the large vessel that
1s to carrv it to any port in the world. They
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have not that assurance now; and we know
that there are many descriptions of produce
which suffer greatly by being handled too fre-
quently, We want to minimise the handling
of our traffic, and thereby minimise the cost
of placing it upon the market. Port Alma has
been approved of by a considerable number of
those who are in positions of authority to
speak in regard to harbours. I do not regard
myself as an authority on harbour construc-
tion and wharf accommodation; but I do say,
comparing the size of vessels with the accom-
modation now existing at Port Alma, that
shipping companies have nothing to fear from
the faciiities” which will be afforded them
there. Now let me for a moment refer to
the proposal which emanated from those to
whom was entrusted the task of examining the
rival possibilities of Broadmount and Port
Alma. The report, which came out early this
year, contained a proposal for building a
‘ridge across the Fitaroy River from Broad-
mount. Now, in all my reading in regard to
the attitudes which politicians may take up
from time to time, I think there could not
have been any more *yes-noistic” attitude
than that which was adopted by those who
reported in favour of that bridge.

Mr. RyaN: They condemned Port Alma.

Mr. CRAWFORD: They would not report
against Port Alma. and they would not re-
port against Broadmount. They endeavoured
to combine the virtues of both. I simply pass
on from that. I know with what ridicule
that idea was received in Central Queensland.
Nobody received it without the greatest
amount of derision. Nobody took it seriously.
People regarded it simply in the light of a
report emanating from those who had not
=ufficient courage to express themselves on one
side or the other, but wished to straddle the
.fence. I have locked over some reports and
heard some assertions made about this pro-
posal meaning the great enhancement of some
property belonging to the Archer family.
Now, 1 do not regard that as an argument
against the propusal at all. In the present
deplorably backward state of our knowledge
of the laws of aviation, we must build our
railways on_land, and the land belongs to
somebody. It may be Crown land, or it may
belong to the Archer family, but on that
land we must build our railwarvs.

AMr. Harpaore: It belongs to the family of
the chairman of the body which has given the
guarantee.

Mr, CRAWFORD: If the hon. member,
who is such an encyclopaedic genius with re-
gard to everything that appertains to railway
construction and everything else, will tell
us how we can construct this line without
using land, I am sure I shall be very glad to
listen to him, and I am sure the Ministry will
be very glad to adopt his scheme, as it will
mean a great saving to them.

Mr. Harpacre: The relatives of the chair-
man of the body that gives that guarantee
own the land,

Mr. CRAWFORD: I am not taking any
paltry parochial view of this matter. It does
not matter who owns the land. If the rail-
way is necessary, across that land it must go.
I do not consider the Archer family for one
moment. I simply consider the fact that the
railway must be constructed across land. The
irrepressible member who represents Cairns
wanted to know how the Mount Morgan people
regard this proposal.

Mr. Manx: I did not.
guarantee it,
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I said they should
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Mr. CRAWFORD: Well, that is a way of
regarding it. The hon. member need not
endeavour to split straws about nothing. I am
glad to be in the position to say that the
Mount Morgan people are unanimously in
favour of the line,

Mr. Maxy: Did they have a meeting?

Mr. CRAWFORD: They have had meet-
ings for years. They have from time to time
expressed their approval of Port Alma, and
they have good reason for thinking that the
construction of a railway to Port Alma would
be a good thing for the whole of Central
Queensland. 'This is not a Rockhampton pro-
posal, though it emanated from Rockhamp-
ton, and Rockhampton is the name which is
most frequently heard in connection with it.
This is a proposal which affects the whole of
Central Queensland. .

The PrEVIER: Much more than it affects
Rockhampton.

Mr. Maxn: Well, why don’t yvou guarantee
t?

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mount Morgan is one
of the most important places in Central Queens-
land, and the voice of Mount Morgan upon
a proposal such as this is a voice of respect-
able authority, because I cannot be contra-
dicted when I say that the Mount Morgan
Company is not in the habit of bestowing its
blessing upon proposals which are not busi-
ness-like,

Mr. Manx: It did not bestow it upon you.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I am not small-minded
enough to take that into consideration when
I am considering a national proposal. I rise
above that. I am considering it from the
point of view of how it affects the people I
represent, because it is well known that the
Mount Morgan Company has carried out very
good_work very successfully, and js now en-
gaged in most stupendous undertakings which.
I am sure, will turn out very successfully and
very profitably for the whole of Central Queens-
land. It will also benefit the part of the
State represented by the hon. member for
Leichhardt.

Mr. Harpacrn: It will not.

The PrEMIER: If they pay about one-fourth
of the harbour dues, they are very much
interasted in it.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Hon. members who
make a pretence to infallibility say it will nos
benefit their particular districts. Well, I malke
just as good a pretence to infallibility in the
matter, and I say it will be a benefit to the
whole of Central Queensland.

Mr, Maxn: “I am Sir Oracle.”

Mr. CRAWFORD: I am Sir Oracle, and
when I open my mouth, don’t you contradiet
me, (Langhter.) I am legitimately referring to
the criticism which has been directed against
this proposal.

Mr. MaANN : Incidentally abusing members.

Mr. CRAWFORD : Incidentally adopting the
tactics used by the hon. member for Cairns.

Mr. Manx: Imitation is the sincerest form of
flattery.

Mr. CRAWFORD : The assertions which I
am endeavouring to repeat are these: that this is
simply a piece of jobbery, the beginning of a line
which will connect the Dawson Valley with the
sea. I never was successful in the cultivation of
my imagination, and since there is no proposal
beyond this before the House, I simply put such
assertions aside until they assume a concrete
form in the shape of a proposal to build branch

Mr Crawford.)
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lines, and even if there were such a proposal
before the House it would have to stand on its
merits as a business proposal just as this has to
stand on its merits. Mount Morgan is the centre
of a very great industry. An enormous amount
of ore is handled there from year to year, and as
that ore is transformed into metal which must
go upon the market, it is only business-like that
the company, actuated by business principles,
would support a proposal which would enable it
to reach those markets more expeditiously and
cheaply than has bitherto been the case. The
cost of handling ores is a very importans item in
the working of great companies, and the Mount
Morgan Company is now engaged in searching
all round that part of Central Queensland for
mines which»may be developed by the capital
which has grown out of their successful opera-
tions at Mount Morgan.

GOVERNMENT MeMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. CRAWFORD : That aspect of the case
ought-to impress itself on hon. members. What
has the Mount Morgan Company done at Many
Peaks? It is there engaged in opening up a
great mine which otherwise might have remained
closed for many years.

Mr. GraxT: Without Mount Morgan thers
would not be the mine.

Mr. CRAWFORD : The mine that is opened
there is a practical guarantee that the Boyne
Valley line will be a successful one.

Mr, HARDACRE : Who objects to that ?

Mr. CRAWFORD : Y am endeavouring to
extend my own line of argument, and I think I
am doing it successfully. [ am going to look at
this in a way which I think the people of Mount
Morgan would look at it. The Mount Morgan
company in its production of copper enters into
competition with America. America leads the
way in regard to copper, and we are certainly
encouraging the production of copper in this
country if we facilitate the means by which that
copper may be placed upon European markets,
and weare doing so in building this line, and
connecting the Central line with Port Alma,
The Monnt Morgan Company, extending its
capital, asThave indicated, is constantly bringing
in machinery from other parts of the world—
endeavouring to get the best of machinery in
order tu treat ores as quickly as possible—and it
should not be handicapped from bringing that
machinery by having it double-handled, from
larger vessels to smaller. vessels, from smaller
vessels to wharves, and from wharves into
trucks.

.'fhe SECRETARY FOoRrR RAILWAYs: And the
risk.

Mr. CRAWTFORD : And the risk, which be-
comes intensified as the number of times of
handling is increased. This is only a business
proposal, and Mount Morgan or any other com-
pany would prefer to have its machinery placed
direct from the hold of the vessel into the railway
truck which is to convey it to its destination.
In connection with Many Peaks, itis well known
that the company is going to carry a great quan-
tity of ore from that locality to Mount Morgan
to be treated. That itself meansa great thing to
the Railway Department, but if the company is
to be handicapped after it has treated its ore by
having to send it to be double-handled before it
gets into the holds of vessels which are to carry
it to the markets of the world, then I think
such a handicap should be removed, and this
Bill will certainly remove that handicap. The
hon. member for Port Curtis would tell me
that this ore should go back to Port Curtis
and then meet the larger vessels, but look
at the enormous handicap that would be placed
upon the company in first taking its ore
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from Many Peaks round to Mount Morgan, 150
miles, and then bringing it back to Gladstone,
another 100 miles. 'Then, again, the capital
which is being expended by the Mount Morgan
Company means an enormously increased volume
of employment in a remunerative industry in
Central Queensland, and that means a largely-
increased settlement in that part of the State,
and, therefore, the railways are not likely to be
financial failures. To-day I received quite a
number of communications from men who wish
to settle along the line to the Dawson Valley.
They are seeking for land in that direction, and
the construction of that line will mean an
immensely increased traffic all through right
down to Rockhampton, a traffic which will
require the facilitating of embarkation into
vessels, and that is precisely what will be
provided for by this line to Port Alma.
There is a necessity for a direct outlet.
We are not to be contented with any little
siding or wharf, we want to get to the open sea,.
and here is an opportunity to do so. We want
to provide for Central Queensland an outlet to
the ocean, and thereby a direct connection
with the rest of the world, and I am for those
reasons pleased to support a propossl of this.
sort. It is supported by the best business acu-
men in Central Queensland. The hon. member-
for Cairns asked about the guarantee. I am not
here going to enter into that troublesome topic,
but I will simply say that as good a guarantee
as you can get for arailway is a large traffic, and
that guaranteeis practically provided by the readi-
nesswithwhich capital willbe expended in Central
Queensland in the development of our mineral
industry, so far as Mount Morgan is concerned.
The Mount Morgan line is the best-paying line
in the country, and any connection with it is
likely to continue that praiseworthy character-
istic, and that is a substantial guarantee. Glad-
stone has been frequently mentioned, and it was.
mentioned at some length by the hon. member
for Port Curtis, who shows commendable zeal in
the advocacy of its welfare. I say there is room
and necessity for many harbours along the coast
of Queensland. and Gladstone is not lost. Glad-
stone has a bright future before it, but I never:
could come to any proof thas the people of
Central Queensland ever put up a vigorous agita-
tion in favour of Port Curtis as the harbour for
Central Queensland. And I say, in all kindness,
that the people of Gladstone, as far as their har-
bour is concerned, are reaping the results of a
policy of energetic procrastination. They will,
however, recover; and Gladstone, havingcreated a
district which is necessaryfor the supportof agood
harbour, will see before it the pleasing panorama
of many ships destined for many parts of the
world. I wish Gladstone may flourish; but it
depends largely on the virility of the peopleas to
the extent and rapidity with which it will
flourish, and 1 express it as a friendly hint to the
people of Gladstone to be up and doing with re-
gard to the necessities of their harbour. Now I
want to inquire where all the opposition to this.
railway is coming from. Who are the peopls
who are opposing this proposal? We find thas
a great deal of the opposition is coming from
across the river—from those who have been living
a considerable time, and have interests round
them, on the north side of the river. Natur-
ally they are opposed to a proposal which
geems ruinous to them-——which may have the
effect for a time of depreciating the value
of their property. T say it is only for a
time, because when the railway is extended
further north they will reap the reward of their
patience. Some opposition is proceeding from
the wharflabourers in Rockhampton. 1t israther
audacious for me to speak in seeming opposition
to a large body of unionists, but I must not
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forget that I speak here as a represeutative of
the people. A member must consider not merely
the people who now live in Rockhampton, but
the people who are likely to come there and the
interests that are likely to grow up round Rock-
hampton and right through Central Queensland.
Naturally, the wharf labourers are opposed to a
proposal which seems to conflict with their
interests. In the history of mechanical develop-
ment we have seen labour displaced from time to
time in various parts of the world ; but labour has
the happy faculty of being able to adapt itself to
all conditions and circumstances'; and the wharf
labourers at Rockhampton will be able to adapt
themselves to the altered conditions that will pre-
vail when this proposal is carried into effect. And
they will not be the losers, because there will
be a greater volume of traffic at Port Alma, and
they will be kept more constantly at work. A
good deal has been made of the assumption that
the line will not pay. I am not going largely
into the financial aspect of the question, but I
would hesitate to think that the gentlemen con-
nected with this proposal—the members of the
Rockhampton Harbour Board—would be so
wanting in regard for their reputations as com-
mercial men and busivess men as to embark in
an undertaking in which failure was inevitable.
They are not candidates for financial dis-
grace or financial ridicule ; and I take it
that they carefully weighed everything before
entering into the engagement into which they
have entered. For these reasons, and for reasons
that have been advanced by other members,
1 am satisfied that there is no likelihood of this
line being a financial failure. I shall not deal
extensively with the reports, but I will refer to
that part which deals with the possibility of
floods in connection with the line to Port Alma.
Isay that a flood which will obstruct traffic on
the Port Alma Railway will not make Broad-
mount a very safe port at that particular time.
If the hon. member for Cairns has any appre-
hension of being drowned while travelling on the
railway, I can assure him that these floods are
of very infrequent occurrence—floods which
cover so great an area of land. In conclusion, I
think I have dealt with this question on lines
that are practical. I am convinced from the
study I have made of this matter that I am act-
ing wisely and in the interests not merely of my
constituents, but of the people of the State, in
giving my support to this proposal to construct
a railway to Port Alma. (Hear, hear!)

Mr. HARDACRE (Leichhardt): When we
went into Committee yesterday to

[10.80 p.m.] consider the desirableness of intro-
ducing this Bill, I gave expression

to my opposition to it at considerable length,
and I do not—especially after the full discussion
that has taken place this afternoon—intend to
speak at any great length in giving further ex-
pression to my opposition to 16, but will endea-
vour to put my reasons against it as briefly as
possible. I will first bricfly reply to a remark
made by the Premier in regard to a cectain
gentleman in Rockhampton. He said that I was
the agent of that gentleman. The Premier is
exceedingly fond of stating that anyone who
opposes anything bhe proposes is actuated by
personal animus against him. I do not know
any member in this House who carries with him
and continues longer his personal animus towards
anyone who dares to oppose anything put for-
ward by his dictatorial Majesty the Premier of
Queensland for the time being than the hon.
gentleman himself. (Hear, hear! and Opposi-
tion laughter.) The Premier’s remarks yesterday
referred toa gentleman in Rockbampton, and it1s
merely the ontcome of the personal animosity that
he has shown again and again to that gentleman in
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his employment in the company he is engaged in,
without the slightest justification or foundation.
He did it gratuitously at the election, and he did
it again yesterday without the slightest reason
forit. Iam not an agent of that gentleman,
and I do not pay any attention to his opinions
on the matter. I know what his opinions are, of
course, but that does not influence me in the
slightest degree. I am actuated in my own
judgment in this matter by what I know has
gone on in Rockhampton itself, not yesterday,
but for years past, in opposition to this proposal,
and because of the wire-pulling, the lies, the
trickery, and the deceit that have gone on to
try to get this particular proposal passed. I
would like to say a word about the hon. member
for Pitzroy. He went outof his way to sneer
at myself, a member of his own party, without a
single reflection being cast on him in any way
by myself,

Mr. Payxe: It was a reflection on the whole
of Central Queensland.

Mr. MurpEY: He is putting up a battle for
the company.

The PrEMIER : There was no sneer about that.

Mr. HARDACRE: He spoke about the in-
fallibilities of the hon. member for Leichhardt,
and all that sort of thing. I saythat the Mount
Morgan Company does not care what kind of
representative is returned for Fitzroy—whether
he is a Labour man or a man on the conserva-
tive side, because they will hold him all the
same. Why, we know when we put out some
years ago a member who was a representative of
the company, and put in a so-called Labeur
member for the time being, that particular
Labour member was one of the greatest bar-
rackers for the company, as great as the one who
came from the conservative ranks and who was
one of the directors of the company. And the
present member for Fitzroy, who was returned
as & Labour member and put vut the late mems-
ber, Mr. Cowap, is very soon becoming a
barracker for the company in one of the biggess
political jobs that I know of that was ever
brought before this House, and which will bene-
fit that particular company ; and in doing so he
gratuitously went out of his way to sneer at
other members of his party who did not say any-
thing whatever about him.

Mr. MurpHY : Let brotherly love prevail.

Mr. HARDACRE : He might very well have
left members of his own party alone, My first
objection to this Bill is that it proposes to accept
a guarantee of a board that is riding roughshod
over the people of Rockhampton, who will have
to pay for the losses incurred in the working of
that railway. It is riding roughshod over the
ratepayers of Rockhampton,

Mr. PavNE: And of Central Queensland.

Mr. HARDACRE: And of Central Queens-
land. With regard to the jobbery, thishoard is
practically dominated by a financial ring. (Hear,
hear!) This ring has seized hold of this parti-
cular harbour board of Rockhampton on the
basis of what I was going to say was a corrupt,
but one of the most colluded concerns that could
be found in Australia. That board is elected on
a franchise which is reminiscent of the dark ages
in England before the passing of the Reform
Bill of 1832, when a few men controlled the
destinies of England.

At 10.35 p.m.,

The SPEAKER was relieved in the chair by the
Deputy Speaker, Mr, Armstrong.

Mr, HARDACRE : Altogether there are nine
members on the Rockhampton Harbour Board ;
five of them—that is, a majority of them—are

Mr. Hardaere.]
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elected on a restricted franchise solely by the
votes of the payers of dues. The payers of dues
altogether are only 333 persons, and little more
than half of them elect these five members, as
against 4,000 or 5,000 ratepayers of Rockhamp-
ton altogether, who can only send to that board
a minority of representatives. And this majority
of five against four carried the agreement that we
are asked to ratify here to-night against the
whole of the ratepayers of Rockhampton and
adjacent districts. I will say a word about the
way in which it has been done. The payers of
dues recently managed, by a bare majority of
one at the election, to put in a representative
who was against Port Alma, and immediately
after the election one of these institutions—alto-
gether there are about seven financial institutions
controlling 100 proxy votes—they immediately
compelled one of the board’s representatives who
was against Port Alma to retire from his position
on the board in order to have another election.
and so have a majority of representatives on that
board. There is this remarkable circumstance
about this board: that the chairman of the board
—it does not matter what his name is. I have
nothing against the Archer family at all. They
are an exceedingly kind family in many ways,
and respected everywhere throughout the district,
and I have nothing whatever to say against them.
But it is a peculiar circumstance that the chair-
man of the board who signed this agreement is
also the chairman of the Mount Morgan Com-
pany, and it is also a fact that his family own
some 40 square miles of the country around the
very spot where this very railway is going to
junction with the Gladstone line. If thisrailway
proposal is carried, then it is more than likely
that a great city, or at any rate a very large
population, will settle on the land near there, and
it will greatly enhance the value of that land, for
the benefit of the Archer family, and against the
interests of the Rockhampton pecple.

Mr. GRANT: And yet you say it is all mud
flats.

Mr. HARDACRE: Not at that point. I
did not say that that was mud land, The
Jand where this railway will junction with
the Gladstone Railway is good land, and the
railway will greatly enhance the value of it,
The chairman of the harbour board is a member
of the family that owns that land, and it was by
his casting vote that the board decided to enter
into this agreement with the Railway Commis-
sioner to guarantee this railway, and we are
asked to ratify it to-night. With regard to
jobbery, again and again the electors at election
after election have every time cast their votes
against the proposal to construct a railway to
Port Alma. If this is not jobbery, I do not
know what is. I have never heard, even in
America, anything to excel it in its evil character
and aggrandisement of a few persons, particu-
larly a few financial persons, who hold the
Rockhampton Harbour Board. Just as a band
of robbers capture cities in the old country, they
have captured the harbour board in Rockhamp-
ton, and they run it against the interests of
Rockhampton toenrich one person, the chairman
of the board, to enrich also the company, another
financial institution, that are backing them up.

Hon. R. Prairr : Not an ounce of that is true.

Mr. HARDACRE : Tt is perfectly accurate.
This is not a Rockhampton deep-water port at
all. What is this railway? It is the first link
of a line direct from Port Alma vid Bajool and
Mount Morgan to the Dawson coalfield. We
have already passed a proposal to construct a
railway from Mount Morgan to the Dawson
River Coalfield, and now we propose to build a
railway from Bajool to Port Alma. When these
two lines are constructed, the construction of the
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link between Bajool and Mount Morgan will he
inevitable, so as to avoid the necessity of traffic
going round by the Razor Back. The second
objection I have to this proposition is that the
railway is not necessary, because there is already
an efficient harbour at Broadmount. Theevidence
of the senior member for Rockhampton has been
quoted, but I wish to draw attention to another
statement in his speech on that occasion. The
hon. member then said—

Within the last two years I do not know of any
steamers that have been detained hetween Sea Hill and
Broadmount.

That is an important admission. Then we have
the evidence given in that petition of the rate-
payers which was presented to this House in
December in 1908. In that petition they maks
the following statement :—

What is needed is a channel with a depth of not less
than 20 feet, and this, according to Engineer Cullen’s
estimate, can be permanently provided at a cost of
£30,000.

They further say—

With a 20-feet channel, not only would the railway
carry the traffic that now comes to Eeppel Bay, but
the convenience of landing at Broadmount, instead of
the passengers being dumped into tenders in Keppel
Bay, would induce a large share of the tourist traffie,
which in late years has been in suel evidence along the
Queensland coast, to pay the Central district a visit,
and thus enhance railway receipts and generally benefit
the Central community.

Really, after all, what the Rockhampton people
are asking for is a bharbour at Broadmount
deepened to 20 feet at low water, and that will
give them as good a harbour as will be necessary
for many years to come. A list, showing the
number of vessels which were constantly going
into Broadmount at that time, has been read to
the House. That list shows that a number of
vessels of great tonnage, one of them 11,000 tons
burthen, went into Broadmount at all hours of
the day and night. And if a ship of the largest
dimensiouns, drawing, say, 30 feet, went there, it
would only suffer Inconvenience at intervals and
at times when it arrived at low tide, and it would
only have to wait a few hours for the tide to rise.
So that everything goes to show that they already
have as efficient a harbour as is necessary, and a
harbour ax efficient as the Rockhampton people
are asking for. If that is the case, why should
Parliament force upon them at public expense a
harbour which is not necessary ?

Mr. GRANT : Not at public expense.

Mr. HARDACRE : Tt will be at public ex-
pense, because this railway is to be built with
public money, and it is to be built at the dic-
tatorship of a financial ring which has seized the
power of the harbour board. I do not wish to
say much more, but it may be as well to compare
briefly the advantages and disadvantages of the
two ports. Broadmount has not, it is true, the
same depth of water as thereis at Port Alma,
but it has many other advantages. Broadmount
has ample land facilities, excellent land in an
elevated situation, suitable for a township.
Besides that, it has a magnificent water supply.
Not far from Broadmount there has been con-
structed at considerable expense a splendid
reservoir, which will supply water for a town-
ship of 10,000 inhabitants. Broadmount is
also connected with the Central Railway
by a branch line, and is 10 miles nearer
Rockhampton and the pastoral country of the
central district that Port Alma. Port Alma
has the one single advantage of deep water,
24 feet, I think, at low tide, but it has many
disadvantages. It is a mangrove swamp which
is flooded at high tide. The country for some 10
or 11 miles from Port Alma consists of mud flats
and mangrove swamps, which are flooded at high
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tide and after heavy rains. Besides that, the
wharf is too short, and it will cost a great deal of
money to lengthen it. Moreover, the wharf is
placed at the wrong angle in Raglan Creek,
with the result that ships approaching it meet
the current from the creek. It is also exposed
to the ocean on the north-east, and for that
reason a ship refused to berth at the wharf.
Take the expense—just one item in regard to
that. The report undoubtedly makes the ex-
pense of deepening the harbour at Broadmount to
24 feet a greater expense than the construction
of a railway to Port Alma, but the fact remains
that 1t is not necessary to deepen Broadmount to
24 feat. It is not desired ; it is not required, and
won’t be required for probably twenty or thirty
years to come. The report gives the total ex-
peuse of deepening Broadmount to 24 feet as
£290,000. But it must be remembered that in
that £290,000 there is included a large initial
capital outlay for the purpose of a plant to
dredge that extra depth, which afterwards, it
points out, could be sold on the completion of
the work, so that it would not really cost that
large sum of £290,000, even if Broadmount was
deepened to 24feet. There is one other objection
toPort Alma. Not asingle report atany time has
everadvocated Port Alma as adeep-water port for
Rockhampton. The Chief Engineer, Mr. Cullen,
some years ago reported against Port Alma. The
Commissioner’s report as placed before us—it
does not say a single word for its acceptance,
except that the Government will not lose thereby,
because they are going to call upon the Rock-
hampton Harbour Board to pay expenses, and
the special report before us is the most damaging
report that could possibly be obtained. The
board was appointed, as I said before, for the
purpose of blessing the proposal, and it has actu-
ally tuined round and cursed the proposal. It
went so far as to speak in the most damaging
terms of the floods that would go over the rail-
way, the ditliculty of constructing it, the expense
that would have to be incurred, the difficulty of
obtaining a water supply, and finally, rather
than recommend a railway to Port Alma, it
actually went out of its way to recommend
something that was never before suggested
by anyone—that the member for Fitzroy him-
self said was received with ridicule throughout
the Central districts when it was made public—
a bridge railway practically over the mouth of
the Fitzroy River and Casuarina Island. I say
when it has to resort to recommend, as an alter-
native in preference to the Port Alma Railway,
an absurdity of that kind, that ought to be quite
sufficient for every member to condemn the
railway from Bajool to Port Alma. I do not
intend to detain the House at any length, but
to briefly express my objections to it, and I
think, at any rate, enoagh has been said, not
merely by members on this side, but members
on both sides of the House, to warrant every
member of the House objecting to the incurring
of a large expenditure for the purpose of provid-
ing a new deep-water port which the people of
Rockhampton do not want, There is the further
consideration that it will inevitably divert the
traflic from the Fitzroy River, and the trade and
traffic generally from the city of Rockhampton
itself. The agreement itself makes the board
undertake to influence as much tratfic as it can,
not vid the Fitzroy River, but vid Port Almna
and over this railway that we are asked
to accepl an agreement to have constructed,
In that case 1t will injure Rockhampton,
and it is because of that thas the people of Rock-
hampton are opposed to it. It is against their
interests, and it is not a fair thing to accept the
guarantee of a board for a proposal to construct
a railway to Port Alma against its own interests,
and to the injury of the city of Rockhampton,
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which will have to bear the expense, or, at any
rate, a considerable portion of it, if this thing
turns out a failure, or if it does not pay working
expenses. The Premier said that the evidence
that the peaple of Rockhampton were in favour
of this proposal was that it had been placed
before the people of Rockhampton at the last
general election as a distinet and clear issue, and
they returned himself and the senior member for
Rockhampton on that issue. As a matter of
fact, it had a considerable effect in reducing the
number of votes in their favour, but they got in,
in spite of that objection. It was not the only
issue. There were a large number of other
issues before the electors of Rockhampton at
that time, and I venture to say, if that had been
the only issue before the electors at the last elec-
tion, the present two members would not have
been returned to represent Rockhampton. It
has been shown again and again by the harbour
board elections that, whenever the ratepayers
have a chance of expressing themselves, theyhave
always voted against the proposal. 1 intend to
give my vote against the acceptance of this par-
ticular agreement.

Mr. BOOKER (Maryborough): I desire not
to cast a silent vote on this question, but I do
not desire to make any lengthy statement. I
only say this: That if ic was put to the vote in
this full House whether the late Sir Thomas
MecIlwraith was a far-seeing man, I take it that
the ¢ Ayes” would bave it, and if there were by
chance a few *“ Noes” it would indicate that there
were a few callow youths present. The develop-
ment of the Central and Western districts back
of Rockhampton is becoming so great that that
district should have a permanent port, and T
take it that the most permanent port,” where
there is no recurring large annual expenditure, is
Port Alma. I know Port Alma, and I know
Broadmount, and I feel quite confident in
casting my vote for Port Alma. The reports
that 1 have been able to gather point to the
fact that Port Alma, with the expenditure laid
down, will be made a permanent port for the
largest ships that will come to Queensland
waters, and it is a question of low freights to
enable the produce of our country to be placed
in foreign markets, and you can only have low
freights in big ships, and you have got to make
provision for the large ships that are coming
into Australian waters now to carry on our com-
merce. The fact of Port Alma having bad so
much mud thrown at it to-night is a clear indi-
cation that there is a dead set against it. I say,
in all sincerity, there must be something behind
the determination of so many hon. members on
the other side to down the question.

Mr. MurpHY : What about the hon. member
for Townsville ?

Mr. BOOKER : I respect the senior member
for Townsville, perhaps, as much as my hon.
friend. I respect his opinion, but I do feel that
I am competent to cast a vote against the senior
member for Townsville in favour of the deter-
mination of the Government, and I trust this
House is going to support the Government,
am quibe satisfied that the Government are doing
the right thing in submitting this proposal, more

. particularly as there is a determina-
[11 p.m.] tion to carry out the three lines of
policy—land settlement, railway ex-

tension, and port facilities. You have got the
railways from Rockhampton. The connecting
up of all the Western countryis going to increase
the production of all the country from Peak
Downs westward ; and the next thing to dois
to find the very best facilities to carry away that
increased produce, and which will provide at the
same time the best facilities for handling of the
prodnce. In coming to a decision, I weigh the

Mr. Booker.)
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recurring expenditure at Broadmount with the
first and last expenditure in coanection with
opening up Port Alma.

Mr. KEOGH (Rosewood) : Thisisamatter which
has been before this House for some considerable
time. A great amount of money has been ex-
pended from Rockhampton down to the sea, and
I do not see why the country should be called
upon to spend more money in making a railway to
Port Alma, Some time ago I expressed the
opinion to the late member for Port Curtis, Mr.
Herbertson, that I was opposed to this line,
seeing that other ports were decidedly better
than the one now put forward by the Govern-
ment. Seeing that my old and respectetl leader,
the senior member for Townsville, has put the
matter in a concrete form, I see no reason why I
should recede from the position the hon. gentle-
man takes up. However the hon, gentleman
votes on this or on any other occasion, I amn pre-
pared to vote with him, I have always been a
faithful follower of the hon. gentleman, and
shall be to the end. He put the matter as
concisely as it could be put, and it would be
wise of the leader of the Government to with-
draw the Bill, seceing that there are some
members of the party on this side—and especially
the senior member for Townsville—who are
opposed to it It would be far better if the
Government took the course I suggest and went
into the matter next session. If they press the
matter to a division, I shall certainly vote with
my honourable friend and leader, the senior
member for Townsville,  (Opposition laughter.)
I do not think the railway will be of any use
whatever. A large meeting was held in Rock-
hampton a few days ago, where a number of
parties were called together for the purpose of
seeing whether it was advisable that the railway
should be carried out, and they decided against
it. Then we have the hon. member for Rock-
hampton North decidedly opposed to the pro-
posal, Then why should we ram the railway
down the throats of these people when they do
not want it? It would be far better for the
Government to withdraw the Bill, because if they
press it to a vote they will be beaten. TItis
advisable that they should put the matter before
the country, because it is not required, seeing
that they have already got a line down to the
seashore. What more do they require? Do they
require another £100,000, as put forward by the
hon. member for Rockhampton North? 1t is
wrong to do so, and I hope the Premier will
withdraw the Bill. T hope he will do so for his
own sake.

* Mr. RYAN (Barcoo): This is a matter that
should receive the serious consideration of all
hon. members, in the interests of the whole of
Queensland, and particularly in the interests of
the people on whom this guarantee is sought to
be saddled by a board which is in no way repre-
sentative of the people, I refer to the Rock-
hampton Harbour Board, and particularly to
the franchise on which that board is elected.
This is a question that should be dealt with in a
non-party spirit. No hon. member on this side
has dealt with it in & party spirit, and it seemed
strange to hear the Premier refer to this matter
of dealing with it in a party spirit in order to
solidify hon. members sitting behind him, and
get them to vote for it as if it were a party ques-
tion. I have not the slightest personal animus
against the Premier, nor against any hon. mem-
ber of this Chamber., My opposition to the
measure is_a conscientious cne, based upon cen-
viction. I also regretted hearing the Premier
refer to a certain gentleman in Rockhampton,
the manager of the Bank of Australasia, in the
way he did. It was quite unworthy of the hon.
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gentleman to take advantage of the privilege
attaching to his position in this House to say what
he did in connection with that gentleman.

Mr. GraNT : He said it in Reckhampton,

Mr. RYAN: In Rockhampton he did not
name the gentleman, as he did here. He was
particular to refer to him as ‘“the political
banker,” so that there would Le no evidence as
to whom he meant; but on the floor of this
House hereferred to him as ‘‘ the manager of the
Bank of Australasia.” I think that gentleman
has sufficient competency in managiog the Bank
of Australasia, and bas the confidence ¢f his
directors, so that in spite of anything the hon.
gentleman can say on the floor of this House, or
that those behind him can say in Rockhampton,
he will be safe against them. This attitude is
one which has been taken up by the Premier and
those in favour of the Port Alma scheme, and
the success that has attended thewn in the past
and is attending them now leads them to con-
tinue the kind of attack which he made on Mr,
Hall in this Chamber the other night. I felt
that I could not allow the occasion to pass
without referring to it, and condemning his
action in that matter. Now, this question of a
deep-water port for Central Queensland is one
that has been debated in Rockhampton for
the last thirty years. I am thoroughly in favour
of a deep-water port for Central Queensland,
and I think every other hon. member is in
favour of it; but the objection I have is to
allowing them two deep-water ports for Central
Queensland, and saddling the expense of one of
them upon people who have no voice in_saying
whether they shall be saddled with that liability
or not. We have £250,000 or more spent on
making Broadmount a deep-water port. The
relative merits of the two places were considered
at the time the Nelson Government passed the
Broadmount Railway, and, as the senior mem-
ber Townsville said, in that frank, convincing
speech he wade to-night, that railway was
passed without a dissentient vote in this
House. And now, at this late stage, we are
told that it shonld never have been built, that
it is utterly useless, and we are to turn round
and build a railway on the other side of the
river—a railway that is to be guaranteed by
the consumers of the imports at Rockhampton,
and also by thcse who export products there,
There are districts in Queensland that are
languishing for railways, and have not the
opportunity of getting them. I feel that rail-
ways are required in my own electorate of
Barcoo more than is the railway at Port Alma.

Mr. GRaNT: Do you believe in the extension
of the Blackall line ?

Mr, RYAN: I believe railways are required
in the Barcoo electorate much more than this
railway to Port Alma. I represent a con-
stituency on which the burden of this guarantee
will probably fall. Although there are some of
my constituents who are apparently in favour of
this railway, I have to apply my own intelligence
to the facts in order to come to a conclusion. I
think that was thefeeling of the electors of Barcoo
when they sent me here, and I am endeavour-
ing to exercise that judgment. In addition
to spending £250,000 on the Broadmount Rail-
way, there have been hundreds of thousands
spent on the Fitzroy River. Now we are asked
to sanction the construction of a railway which
will be against the interests of the river on
which that amount of money has been spent,
and which, according to the reports of the
experts we have in our hands, will render the
Broadmount Railway useless. There is not one
scintilla of evidence in the reports to justify us
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in passing this railway. The only recommenda-
tion is this in the report of the Cormissioner for
Railways—

I recommend the construction of the line because
the State will not lose thereby.

He practically suggests that someone will loge
thereby, and who are they ? They are the con-
sumers and the exporters at the port of Rock-
hampton. For thirty years this question has
been very much debated in Rockhampton, and
I go back that distance because the senior
member for Rockhampton, speaking on the in-
troduction of the measure the other night, stated
that a commission some years ago had reported
in favour of Port Alma. The commission did
not report in favour of the railway that is pro-
posed to be constructed now, but in favour of a
line which would be a section of the Nsrth Coast
Railway ; that the railway should run from
‘Gladstone and up the bank of the Fitzroy. This
is an entirely different railway which is proposed
now. There were four witnesses examined be-
fore that commission; two of them were in
favour of Broadmount, and two in favour of
Port Alma. To show the reliability of the evi-
-dence of thetwo who were in favour of Port Alma,
one was asked, “ Was there any other channel
into Broadmount besides the South Channel??
-and hesaid “*No.” The other witness in favour
-of Port Alma said that there was, but it could
not be made available except at an enormous
outlay. Time has gone by since then, and to-day
we have all the shipping that passes into Rock-
hampton, and all the coastal shipping that calls
at Broadmount, passing through that other
«channel which they said could not be made
available without enormous cost—I refer to the
aniddle channel.

Mr. GraxT: And it has cost a lot of money,
-and will continue to cost money.

Mr. RYAN: I dispute that, and will deal
with it later. Hon. members seem to think
that if the Port Alma Railway is passed the
expense of dredging in the Fitzroy River will
cease. The harbour board are constantly agi-
tating to have the depth of the Fitzroy River
from the town wharves to Keppel Baya minimum
depth of 20 feet at low water. They borrowed
£150,000 from the Government in 190%in order
to do it, and they have spent of that amocunt
£139,000, and the Rockhampton Harbour Board
and the Premier, and those who support him in
Rockhampton, are proclaiming to the people of
Rockhampton that they are going to have 20
feet of water at low spring tides in the Fitzroy
River. Broadmount is 1n the Fitzroy River,
aud if the Harbour Board are going to deepen
that river to a depth of 20 feet the whole dis-
‘tance, you have Broadmount with 20 feet of
. water at low spring tides without one penny of
-expense but what will be spent on the Fitzroy
River. Hon. members mus) not be gulled with
‘the idea that there is any proposal not to
.continue spending money on the Fitzroy.
The other day I asked the Treasurer what it
would cost to deepen the river to a depth of 20
‘feet at low water from the town of Rockhampton
“to Keppel Bay, and he said £39,000 right from
the town wharves, and Broadmount is only a
few miles in the estuary of the river. So thatfrom
that standpoint, in order to give 20 feet at low
water spring tides into Broadmount, it requires
no expenditure beyond what is intended to be
spent on the river, whether Port Alma is sanc-
tioned or not, and that is a schemne which had
the approval of this House when they advanced
the money. Unfortunately, the Rockhampton
people, when they got that loan of £150,000,
snstead of starting to deepen the river from
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Keppel Bay upwards, started up and worked
down. That was done in order to boycott
Broadmount.

At twenty-five minutes past 11 o’clock,
The SPEAKER resumed the chair.

Mr. RYAN : I say sincerely and conscien-
tiously that I believe what the senior member
for Townsville said-—-that there is not a better
port in Queensland than Broadmount at the
present time. Tt is available for all shipping,
and the fact that it is not used is due to the boy-
cotb in the interests of those who own the lighters
on the Fitzroy River. They have the majority
on the board, and it was through them that the
dredging was started at the town end instead of
opening up the estuary of the river so as to let
ships come up to Broadmount. In short, my con-
tention is this : You have already at Broad-
mount a splendid deep-water port ; at all events,
when you make it 20 feet deep you will have as
good a deep-water port as Central Queensland
requires and as good as they are asking for, and
I have the testimony of the senior member for
Rockhampton to that effeet. It was referred to
to-night by the hon, member for Cairns, when he
quoted from page 1956 of 1906 Hansard, but he
did not finish the quotation. I propose to finish
it. He said—

Ordinary vessels going into Broadmount, which per-
hapsmighttrade there once a week,would not be delayed
perhaps more than three times in the whole year, even
if they were drawing 22 feet or 23 feet. At other times
their detention would only be about an hour. I am
pointing this out in answer to the member for Carpen-
taria, and the other members, to show that the board
is not neglecting Broadmount. The board has not
neglected that end of the river, and it is available now
for practically any steamer trading along the Queens-
land coast.

That is the testimony the hon. member gave.
He can give any explanation he likes, but those
are his words, and 1 fail to see how they can be
contradicted. Wehave the Premier’s testimony,
t0o. In November, 1903, the Premier went to
Rockhamptpn and told them that if they could
agree on a deep-water port he would see that
they got a railway. They agreed on Port Alma,
and the Premier came to Brisbane and suddenly
found—to use his own language—that he was
simply paralysed when he came and saw the
officers of the department who had full know-
ledge of the relative merits of the two ports. He
went back to Rockhampton in December and
was simply paralysed to find tiat Broadmounst
was in every way superior to Port Alma and in-
finitely cheaper. On the 12th December he wrote
to the harbour board and chamber of commerce to
say that they must approve of Broadmount, and
I will give an extract from his letter. Hesaysthe
17-feet channel to Broadmount has silted up
in only one spot,Mackenzie Island, and the rest
of the channel has maintained itself, that the
cost of redredging this is merely nominal, while
the training wall will cost £10,000 to construct,
and then the channel will maintain itself. I
call particular attention to those words. There
is the Premier’s own handwriting. He says the
channel will then maintain itself if there iIs a’
training wall constructed across a little channel
—a training wall recommended by Mr. Cullen—
and afterwards the depth of the water can be in-
creased to 20 feet at low-water springs for
a further £8,300, or £20,000 in all. He said,
further, that there would be no great danger of
much expense being alterwards required for
maintenance. Then he pointed out that apart
from the question of a deep-water port, Mr.
Cullen claimed that the middle channel affords
a better entrance for ships coming to Rock-
hampton than the south channel, and could
be made available for large vessels at much
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less cost. It was exactly the same channel
on which the harbour board has expended
the munificent sum of £21 13s. during the
last two years, There you have the testi-
mony of the Premier himself, in which he states
that for the building of this wall recommended
by Mr. Cullen we can have 20 feet of water at
Broadmount at a cost of £20,000, and the channel
will maintain itself. . I hope hon. members will
seriously cousider aspects of the case like that.
I consider that is the strongest recommendation
from the best authority that Broadmount is the
proper deep-water port for Central Queensland.
Moreover, by having Broadmount the deep-water
port, you are at one and the same time complet-
ing the river scheme which they say they are
going to complete whether they have Port Alma
or not. In other words, the advocates of the
Port Alma Railway in Rockhampton say they
must have the river and Port Alma, too. The
matters I have been speaking of refer to the
sea advautages of Broadmount, and I submit to
this Chamber, in all seriousness and hon-
esty, that the strongest evidence thst could
have been adduced in favour of Broadmount
came from the lips of the Premier himself.
He candidly admitted that there was a splen-
did depth of water at Broadmount after see-
ing the official reports, and no one seeing
the reports could come to any other coneclusion.
‘When the Premier wrote that letter in Decem-
ber, 1903, he said he found he had made a mis-
take about Port Alma, and was in favour of
Broadmount. When he came down to Brisbane
he was paralysed with the information he got.
Buat what does he tell us to-night? That he was
mistaken about Broadmount when he wrote that
letter. Heis paralysed again. I asked him how
did the mistake happen, but he did not deign to
reply—he found it impossible. So he made a
mistake first in favour of Port Alma ; then he
makes a mistake about Broadmount. The fact
is that certain strings are pulled for the benefit
of certain interests in Rockhampton and in the
interests of absentees, and that is at the bottom of
the whole affair. Thisboyeott of the portof Broad-
mount in the interests of the owners of lighters
in the Fitzroy River hes been assisted by the
unfortunate franchise which exists for the election
of members of the Rockhampton Harbour Board.
‘We have five members elected by the payers of
dues, and four elected by the ratepayers. I say

that, taking it by and large—and I
[11.30 p.m.] challenge contradiction—the real

rayers of dues ave the consumers
of the imports, and those who produce the
exports. When the Premier was introducing the
Cairns Harbour Board Bill, on the 7th Novem-
ber, 1905, Mr. Paget interjected—

The payers of dues are eut out altogether.

The Premier, who was then Treasurer, said—

Yes, there will be no fancy franchises under this Bill
—no payers of dues and no Government nowninees.

And a little lower down he says—

It is putting itinto thie hands of the ratepayers of the
district, and taking it by and large they may be said to
be the real parers of dues, the persons who produce the
exports and who consume the linports.

And yet we have him on the foor of this House
telling us that it is the merchants who are the
payers of dues, and not the consumers, and he
was supported in that by an interjection from
the senior member for Maryborough. That boy-
cott has been assisted by the shipping companies,
by a certain section of the Rockhampton Press,
and it is now being assisted by its most powerful
assistant—the Premier and leader of the Govern-
ment, The Premier comes here and endeavours
to induce us to believe that the construction of
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this railway has been recommended by experts.
He appointed a board of experts some time ago
to report on the relative merits of these two
places, Broadmonnt and Port Alma. They have
not recommended it, but, as a matter of fact,
they condemned it, although the Premiersays that
they recommendedit. Let usconsider the kind of
board of experts that he appointed. Resolutions
were carried by the shire council at Longreach.
and the Chamber of Commerce in Rockhampton
to the effect that it should be an impartial in-
quiry, and it should be conducted in public—two
very reasonable requests. Instead of that the
Premier appointed these experts and restricted
their judgment in the matter altogether. He
confines the scope of their inquiry, and he makes
an impossible condition with regard to Broad-
mount, IHe said to them: “Give us a report on
the relative cost of the two places giving 24 feet
of water at low tide into each.” Hon. members-
can see that it was a wrong condition for the
Premier to attach to that board of experts.
He did not stop there. He did not even
say that the inquiry should be conducted in
public. And the experts were to get their in~
formation from two gentlemen in Rockhamptomw
who were well-known supporters of Port Alma
and who were known to be against Broad-
mount, No one else was asked to give any
information at all. I have no doubt their
professional integrity and honesty in the matter
even then compelled them to bring in the
recommendations that they have brought in.
They could not be persuaded, with all that induce-
ment, to bring in recommendations in favour of
building a railway from Bajool to Port Alma,
and yet we are asked to sanction it. Whenthey
were restricted to 24 feet at low water they were
not able toconduct their inquiries properly. It is
amply evident that this board could not see their
way to recommend the railway to Port Alma.
Instead of that, they recommend to construct
a bridge across Casuarina Island and into Broad-
mount, a distance of some 64 miles, andsay it would.
give land advantages and economically would be
the least expensive. Every member in this Cham-
ber will agree that that proposition is ridiculous.
It is regarded as ridiculous in Central QJueens-
land all round, but it is not so ridiculous as the
proposal to build the Port Alma Railway. I
have lived in Rockhawpton for nine years, and
I had an opportunity of judging what public
opinion is there, and I can assure hon, members
that it is not necessary for them to come here
and listen to the senior member for Mary-
borough as to what Rockhampton public opinion
is, 1 have heard speechesin this House to-night
that have astounded me because of their im-
pudence. They were telling us more about our
electorates than we knew ourselves. They were
telling us what the public opinion was in places
we have lived in for years, which they only
passed through and probably never saw. _Tam.
quite satisfied that if the last election in Rock-
hampton had been on the sole issue of whether
Broadmount or Port Alma was to be the port
of Rockhampton, then neither the Premier nor
the senior member for Rockhampton would be-
members in this House to-night.

The HoME SECRETARY : What about the hon..
member for Titzroy ?

Mr. HarpacrE : Mount Morgan is one of the
places that will benefit.

Mr. RYAN: I am not here to deal with the
hon. member for Fitzroy. During my nine-
years’ residence in Rockhampton I was studying
this question, and I was in a better position to
know what was for the benefit of Rockhamptor
than the hon. member for ¥itzroy, who is only
a recent arrival there. Hon., members will
admit that I am moderate when I describe his
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expressions in this House as extravagant, and
some of them in very bad taste for hon. mem-
bers. Broadmount, to my mind, is a magnifi-
cent land-locked harbour, with quite as many
advantages from the sea as Port Alma. Porb
Alma is a place which, when the tide is up, will
be 7 miles out to sea, The water runs in for
7 miles, and it is doubtful if the railway
can be constructed there. It is proposed to
bring water there, When the experts recom-
mended the bridge over the river they had an
idea that water could be conveyed from Broad-
mount to Port Alma by means of pipes, but
we are told now that the proposal is to con-
vey water to Port Alma in barges. This
proposal has evoked a lot of amusement
in Rockhampton, and in the whole of Central
Queensland, and the reply given by the sup-
porters of Port Alma is that they will be able to
bring the water in birges for a considerable
time to come. If we established a deep-water
port at Broadmount, we would have a port suffi-
cient for the requirements of Central Queensland
for a long time indeed, and for a longer time
than the barges will be able to supply Port Alma
with water. Port Alma is an open roadstead
exposed to the winds from the north-east, and
many vessels have refused to moor at that wharf,
The steamer *‘Taroba” went to Port Alma to
take 1,100 bales of wool from the wharf there,
but after loading 200 bales the captain thoughtit
was not safe, and he took his ship out into deep
water, and they had to lighter the wool on to his
ship. What stronger evidence can you havethan
that as to the unsuitability of Port Alma as a har-
bour? I have referred to the remarks of the
senior member for Rockhampton when he spoke
on this subject in 1906 and said there would be
very few delays in getting into Rockhampton,
What he said then was perfectly true. But we
have in this report the statement that this pro-
posed line will be interrupted by flonds. How
often will that interruption take place?

The SECRETARY rOR PuBLIC LANDS : Not often
enough.

Mr. RYAN: I agree with the Minister for
Lands that we do not get rain enough in Queens-
land, but we do not therefore want to build lines
like this over such an extent of flooded country
while there is plenty of high land to build then
cn. I have travelled along the coast and up
and down the Fitzroy River a good deal, and
as this deep-water port question has provoked
a great deal of discussion in Rockhampton and
Central Queensland, 1 have never failed to
consult the captains of those vessels as to what
they thought about Port Alma and Broad-
mount. And I have never found one in favour
of Port Alma as against Broadmount. They
were unanimously in favour of Broadmount,

The PREMIER : How many of them have been
at Port Alma? How many of them have never
seen it ?

Mr, RYAN: Port Alma is too unsafe to go
into. Fogs had been spoken of by the Premier
and some other hon. members on that side of
the House ; but, as the hon, member for Port
Curtis said, we have intellicence to know that
there may he a fog on one side of the river and
not on the other. Thisfog question was broughtup
some time ago as an objection against Port Alma,
and the advocates of Port Alma did not think
that it was expedient to say that there were no
fogs there. They can tell this House that there

_are no fogs there, but they take care not to tell
the people of Roeckampton that, because they
know there are fogs at Port Alma. What they
told the people of Rockhampton was that,
if there was a fog coming up they would
wire down to Sea Hill, and send down the
“ Ethelbert.,” I mentioned that to a captain,

[ DrceupEr.]
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and he said they seemed to think that a pilot
could tell them when a fog was coming up, and
that was something new to him,

The PrREMIER: You seem to have had guitea
number of talks with captains.

Mr., RYAN : Certainly T have; and I think
that when a proposition of this kind is under
consideration it is the duty of any one interested
in it to get information of a reliable nature from
any person who is able to give it. There is
another aspect of this question, apart from the
particular advantages of the two ports, and that
is the financial aspect. We are told that the
estimated cost of this railway to Port Alma is
£72,000. I believe that the railway from Bajool
to Port Alma is more likely to cost £150,000
than £72,000. I should like hon. members to
give attention to the facts I am about to men-
tion. Some time ago the Port Alma Railway
was estimated to cost £37,000, later on the esti-
mate was raised to £49,000, then it was increased
to £70,000, and now it is put at £72,000. What
are the reasons for those increases in the esti-
mates of cost of this railway? The reasons
given are that there is an increase in wages, and
that materials are dearer. Only one railway
engineer competent to form an estimate of the
cost of the railway has been over the proposed
route. I refer to Mr, Stanley.

The PREMIER : That is not correct.
think he was ever over this route.

Mr. GraxT ; Mr. Pagan has been over it.

Mr., RYAN : Mr. Stanley was over 11 miles of
the Port Alma Railway as then suggested.

The PrEMIER : I do not think he wasever over
this route. Bajool was not there when he was,
over it.

Mr, RYAN : Perhaps Bajool was not there,
but the land was there, and Mr. Stanley was
over the route. He was Chief Kogineer of
Railways at the time, and he made a careful
examination of the route, and he estimated that
11 miles of this railway would cost £105,490,
Now we are going to build 16} miles. I presume
the reason given forthe increage of the estimates
1 previously quoted will apply to his estimate,
and that it also should be considerably increased.
The Port Alma Railway will certainly cost more
than £72,000. There is the cost of water supply,
which is put down at £39,000, and there are
various other expenses, which will run the
amount up to £135,000. My opinion is that the
financial position of the Rockhampton Harbour
Board should be carefully investigated before
we are asked to sanction this agreement, and
before their guarantee is accepted. On whom
will this guarantee fall ? In the words of the
Premier, it will fall on the consumers and
upon those who grow our exports. Therefore, it
behoves members representing constituencies on
which that guarantee will fall o go slow hefore
they sanction this railway.

The PREMIER : 25 per cent. of it falls on the
Mount Morgan Company.

Mr, GRANT : And they advocate the line.

Mr. RYAN: Yes, and the hon. member for
Fitzroy made a great speech with regard to the
amount of good it would do to the Mount Morgan
Company. 1 quite agree that the Mount Mor-
gan Company want this railway. But if they
want it, let them guarantee it.

Mr. LExyoN: As they have done the Dawson
River line.

Mr. RYAN : Yes, as they have guaranteed
the Dawson River Railway. The payment of so-
much in dues by the Mount Morgan Company
was attributable to the fact that they were im-
porting a large quantity of ironstone from Iron

Mr. Ryan.]

I do not
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Island, and the necessity of their bringing that
stone up the river will be done away with by
the opening of Many Peaks. 1 know they
brought a lot of iron ore, and they paid a good
deal of harbour dues on it.

Mr. Grant: The charge was very small,

Mr. RYAN: Before this proposal was brought
forward, I contend that the people on whom the
liability will fall should have an opportunity of
saying whether that guarantee should be given
or not, and on the present franchise that elects
the Rockhampton Harbour Board they have
not that opportunity.  As I have said, we have
five members elected by the payers of dues.
You have at present on the Rockhampton Har-
bour Board a majority of onein favour of this
particular schema—one of the ratepayers’ repre-
sentatives is in favour of it—but next June there
will be a majority against it.

The PrEMIER : You are prophesying.

Mr. RYAN: I donot prophesy like the hon,
member.

‘The PREMIER : In June the line will be built.

Mr. RYAN: Wedo not need to look far for
the reason the Port Alma Bill is introduced this
short session. It is to be found in the fact that
they know that at the election in June that rate-
payers’ representative will no longer have a seat
on the Rockhampton Harbour Board. Since
this proposal to build a railwayto Port Alma has
been mooted there have been three elections to
the Rockhampton Harbour Board, and every
single one of those three has been against Port
Alma. The Port Alma advocate has been
thrown out every time, and the Port Alma ad-
vocate will be thrown out in June; and if this
Bill were postponed until after that election,
there would be a majority on the Rockhampton
Harbour Board against it. The Premier poses
as a kind of swaggering democrat who trusts the
people, Now, if he trusts the people, why does
not he see that the people on whom that guaran-
tee will fall will have an opportunity of voting
to say who shall be the members of the Rock-
hampton Harbour Board before he saddles them
with that liability ?

The PreMIER : You know it would not make
a pennyworth of difference.

Mr. RY AN : It would make every difference,
and the Premier is well aware of it. Itisfor
the reasons which I have given—for the reason I
think there are other railways much more
important than this waiting to be constructed,
for the reason that I think Broadmount is a port
that is at present available for all the shipping
on the coast, that it is merely being boycotted
and can be made available to a depth of 20 feet
at a nominal expense, and which may be made to
that depth as part of the river scheme, and in the
interests of democracy, too—I[ think that this
measure should be opposed, at all events at this
particular time. The Premier professes that he
is anxious to bring in a lot of useful legislation.
‘We know there is a lot of useful legislation
that requires to be brought in, but instead
of doing that he occupies the time of the
House on a railway of this kind. He gets
the support of other hon. memkers who are
really supporting it because they are going to
get a quid pro quo, and he is thereby blocking
necessary discussion on the Estimates, There-
fore I think, in order to get an opportunity to
have the Rockhampton Harbour Board elected
on a proper franchise, we ought to wait till
that is done, and allow them to voice their
opinion as to whether they desire to guarantee
this railway or not. In the interests of my con-
stituents, in the interests of the payers of dues
and the ratepayersin Central Queensland, before

[Mr. Ryan.
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I sit down I am going to move as an amendment
that the word ““now ” be omitted with the view
of adding at the end of the question ‘‘on this
day six months.” I think that is an amendment
that no reasonable member of this Chamber can
object to. Ifthe Government oppose it, it is con-
clusive evidence that they are afraid to trust the
people—afraid to allow this harbour board to
receive the opinion of those who must bear the
cost of this guarantee.

The PreMIER: It only means we object to
stonewalling.

Mr. RYAN : Although I am satisfied in my
owa mnind beyond any doubt that it is not desir-
able to construct this line to Port Alma—and I
have looked up all the facts I can—still there are
a few who are in favour of it—a minority, I
believe—~and I am quite prepared, therefore, to
give that minority an opportunity of saying
whether or not they desire to have that gnarantee
given, I wish to give every payer of dues and
every ratepiyer in my constituency an oppor-
tuniby of saying individually whether they are in
favour of the gnarantes or not.

The PrEMIER: It is mere language.

Me. RYAN : It is not mere language.
My, PayxE: It is common sense.

Mr. RYAN: In the interests of all parties
concerned, I move that the word *‘ now” be
omitted, with the view of inserting the words
“on this day six months.”

Mr. PAYNE (Mitchell): Just a few words in
favour of the amendment moved by the hon.
member for Barcoo. I think it is only a reason-
able thing and fair thing, as pointed out by
more than one hon. member, that the people in
the Central district, who, after all, are the real
payers of dues, should have an opportunity of
saying whether they are in favour of this line or
not. Asa matter of fact, in the Mitchell electorate
T think they have taken very little interest one
way or another in the proposal. I have been
trying to get an expression of opinion from thab
electorate during the last few days, and from
what I can gather they are undecided whether
this Port. Alma Railway is necessary in the in-
terests of that particular district. It is all very
well for the Premier to wave his hand and say 1t
is mere words. That is the simplest thing in the
world for any man to do.

The PreMIER : It is very annoying.

Mr. PAYNE: That kind of thing does not
annoy me. It isan easy thing for the Premier
to say a fair thing is nonsense, What does the

amendment mean? If the electors

[12p.m.] of Micchell instruct me to support

this railway, I will come into this
House and support it by all means. Certain
people try to cloud the issue by saying that this
proposal has nothing to do with the electors in
Central Queensland. In the Mitchell district
alone the outward tonnage for the year 1908-9
was 11,438 tons, and the inward tonnage was
11,595 tons, making a total of 23,033 tons, Now,
90 per cent. of that tonnage must have come up
the Fitzroy River, or would have passed over
this railway if it had been constructed. The
question should be submitted during the recess
to the people of Central Queensland, who will
have to bear any loss there may be on the
railway. The senior member for Rockhampton
has stated that the harbour board are the
only people who are responsible, but the con-
sumers and producers will be responsible for any
loss in working the line. Whatever force there
may be in the statement about the dues paid by
the Mount Morgan Company, I am satisfied that
the people throughout Central Queensland will
be pretty hard hit if there is any loss on the
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line. It has been said that the people of Central
Queensland are in faveur of the line. Well, if
the people in the Mitchell electorate are iu favour
of it, ig it not wonderful that they have not com-
municated with their representative on the sub-
ject? I am going to support the amendment,
because in the interval the people of Central
Queensland can determine whether they want
the railway, and if my constituents want it I
shall support it.

Mr. ALLEN (Bulloo): I desire to support
the amendment, because I cousider it a very
reasonable one. T take it the object of the hon,
member for Barcoo in moving it is to give the
people of Central Queensland time to counsider
the position. Although the Bill has besn before
the House on previous occasions, there appears
to be an attempt to rush it through on the pre-
sent occasion with undue haste. I am not at
all convineced that thers is any desire on the
part of the people of Central Queensland, or
even of Rockhawpton, for the line. Judging by
the speeches of hon. members, a majority of the
representitives of Central Queensland consti-
tuencies are opposed to it. On all railway pro-
posals I consider we do not get enough informa-
tion, and, judging by some of the reports which
have come before this House at various times,
they are often made to order. If theamendment
is carried the people in Central Queensland will
have time to hold meetings and discuss the pro-
posal, and hon. members will have time to
visit the district and get information at first
hand as to the wishes of the people, and that
is the best sort of information to get. Judging
by the last Rockhamptou election, it appears to
me that the question of the Port Alma Rail-
way was kept well in the background. It
has been asserted on the other side that the
defeated candidates made the most of it, and
that is the opinion I have come to after, reading
the files of the Rockhampton Bullelin during the
campaign. The Premier’s organ regarded the
Port Alma live, during the contest, as a petti-
fogging question, when his opponents were
trying to make the most out of it. I have
looked up the cards which were issued to
voters in Rockbampton. The electors were
asked to vote for Kidston and Grant, to
secure, amongst other things, the North Coast
Railway. Although the North Coast Railway
wasg placed first on the list, so far we have heard
nothing about it, but the Port Alma Railway,
which the Government is attempting to force
through to-night, was not mentioned, It was
conspicuous by its absence. It is possible that
there Is something in the assertion made, that
in all probability there is a majority against this
proposal. I agree with the Premier when he says
that railways should be non-party cuestions, no
matter what electorate they are in, and so long
as I am convinced that a line will pay, I shall
vote for it, irrespective of how my party vote.

Mr. MuLLaX : Your party do not make rail-
ways party questions.

The SECRETARY rOR RAILWAYS : Except syndi-
cate railways—so called.

Mr. AULEN : For the reasons I have given,
I shall support the amendment, and trust that
it will be carried.

Question—That the word * now” proposed to
be omitted (Mr. Ryan’s amendment) stand part
of the question—put; and the House divided :—

In division—

Mr. KEOGH: I have paired with an hon.

member. I do not know whether he is here or
not.
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The SPEAKER: Order! Close the bar.
The question is put.

Mr. KrogH stood near the bar.

The SPEAKER : Order! The hon. member
must take his seat on one side or the other.

Mr. Prrrie: He has paired.

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : You cannot open the
bar now. ~

Mr. KEOGH took his seat with the ¢ Noes.”

Mr. Prerrie: He has paired with Mr. Roberts,
the hon. member for Toowoomba.

The SPEAKER: I can only repeat to the
hon. member that the question was put. He
was within the bar, and he must consequently
sit on one side or the other.

AYEN, 28,
Mr. Allan Mr. Gunu
., Appel ,» Hawthorn
,, Armstrong ., 1lodge
,,» Barnes, G.P. Vs Hputer, D.
,, Barnes, W. IL. ,,» Kidston
,, Booker ,» Lesina
,» Bouchard ,. Morgau
,, Bridges s I’agqt
,, Corser ,, Petrie
,, Crawford Lo Rankin
., Cribb ., Swayne
,, Denham ,, Thorn
,, Grant ' \&:n{ker
,, Grayson ,, White

Tellers : Mr. Grant and Mr. Morgan.

NOES, 25.
3fr. Allen Ay, Mann
,, Barber . May
,» Brennan ,» Muleahy
,» Breslin » Mullan
,, Collins ,» Murphy
,» Coyne s M(}Lathan
,, Ferricks ,»  O’Sullivan
,, Foley ,. Payne
,, Hamiiton ., Ryan
,» ‘Hardacre o I‘{yland
,, Keogh . 'Lgeodore
,, Land ,» Winstanley
., Lennon

Tellers : Mr. Allen and Mr. Ferricks,

PAIRS.
Ayes—Mr. Somerset, Mr. Macarfney, Mr. Cottell, Mr.
Stodart Mr, Wienholt, and Mr. Tolmie.
Noes—My. Blair, Mr. Maughan, Mr. Nevit, Mr. J. M.
Hunter, Mr. Douglas, and Mr, Philp.
Resolved in the affirmative.

Original question stated.

Mr. MURPHY (Croydon) : The hon. member
for Fitzroy referred to the fact that the hom.
member for Cairns had a good deal to say about
the mud flats in the neighbourhood of this rail-
way.

Mr. GRANT: I rise to make an explanation.
Tn counting the numbers we find that we missed
Mr. Thorn, the member for Aubigny, so that
the division really was 28 to 25.

Mr. MURPHY : One can hardly take excep-
tion to the hon. member for Cairns talking about
the mud flats. Anyone looking at the plan can
see it is all mud, and this is a very muddy pro-
posal. I was always oppesed to giving, Rock-
hampton two deep-water ports and two railways.
There are other parts of the State languishing
for railways, and money might very well be
spent on railway construction in those places.
The hon. member for Townsville showed con-
clusively that the Central district has one of the
best ports in Queensland—namely, Bmadmoun.t.

Several HONOURABLE MEMBERS conversing in
loud tones,

The SPEAKER : Order, order!
Mr. Murphy.]
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Mr. MURPHY : There has been a caucus over
this railway and the Premier has promised that
certain other ports are to be attended to if he
gets this Port Alma Railway through.

The PreMIErR: Not the port of Croydon,
(Laughter.)

Mr., MURPHY : When the Premier did
spend a few thousand pounds in dredging at
Normanton he made the people pay an extra
couple of bob for their goods. He has done
nothing for any port but Rockhampton of late
years, and has been very good to Dalby. Until
we get a Northern Minister on the front Treasury
bench we are not going to get any consideration
from this Government.

Several HoNxoUraBLE MEMBERS continuing to
converse in loud tones,

The SPEAKER: Order, order! I ask
hon. members to remember that when T call
“Order” they are expected to cease any con-
versation in which they are indulging.

Mr. MURPHY : The reports furnished to
this House are all against the construction of
this railway. The senior member for Townsville

says that Broadmount is the best
[12.30a.m.] port in Queensland. The hon. mem-

ber for Barcoo says that the
agitation for this railway is in order that vested
interests may keep their lighterage plant going.
The hon. member for Fitzroy said that we should
discuss this railway from a national standpoint,
but his whole speech pointed out that it was neces-
sary so that the Mount Morgan Company could
get, their goods at a cheaper rate than now.
The fact of this railway not being built has
not prevented the progress of Mount Morgan,
and has not prevented the company from

paying  big dividends.  Instead of giving
Broadmount a show, the Premier inserted
in the agreement in connection with the

Torres Strait service that the vessels must call
at Port Alma, hoping thereby to be able to
compel the House to pass the railway. In face
of the fact that the oldest member of the House,
My, Philp, coudemned the proposal, that the
hoard of experts appointed by the FPremier
absolutely condemned it, that Captain Al-
mond condewned it, that the board of special
engineers appointed by Parliament some years
ago condemned it, I propose to vote against the
second reading. The money could be better
spent in opening up the mineral districts of the
North and other portions of the State.

Mr. MULCAHY ((ympie): I do not wish to
give a silent vote. There is something behind
this proposal that we cannot fathom. It is evi-
dently being rushed through in the interests of a
little coterie, or clique, at Rockhampton. The
people of Rockhampton are opposed toit ; the hon.
member for Rockhampton North and other Cen-
tral members have taken up a hostile attitude to-
wards it ; and the local anthorities there have sent
down their protestsagainst it ; the balance of expert
evidencs is alsn against it. Tt is £200,000 of
public money being wasted which could be
better spent in building lines in the agricultural
distriets. I do not know that any good will be
gained by prolonging this debate, but I feel
bound to say that it is the duty of every member
to see that public money is not expended on a
line of this character when Rockhampton has
already a port which, with a comparatively small
outlay, can be made sufficient for all its require-
ments. The two members for Maryborough areap-
parentlyinfiuenced by thefactthatthe Premier has
partly promised them that he will have a port
made at Urangan Point; but if they think that
promise will be fulfilled they are very soft. I
regret that the hon. member for Fitzroy should
thus early in his career fight for the Mount

[#r. Murphy.
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Morgan Company which opposed him so strongly
at the recent election, and I hope he is not
getting off the track. The Premier and the
senior member for Rockhampton have tried to
make out that the last election at Rockhampton:
hinged on this question of building a railway te:
Port Alma. But that is not a fact. The fight
on that oceasion was against the Labour party
and against socialism, and they kept the Port
Alma Railway in the background as much as:
possible. The people of the Central district do
not want it ; the country generally is against it.
I shall oppose it as strongly as I can at every
stage.

Mr. O'SULLIVAN (Kennedy): I am very
sorry the amendment was deteated, as it would
have been better had the people of the Central
districts had an opportunity to consider the
matter, and give a rational judgment on this
line. It is very sad to see hon. members on the
other side take up a position contrary to what
they have taken up from time to time when the
question of a railway to Port Alma was before-
the House previously. To my mind there seems.
to have been some very hard pressure, or some
Government patronage promised if they gave
their support to the proposed line. This money
could be well spent in developing the latent re-
rources of the North. The Premier said he was
practically returned to Parliament on this ques-
tion of the Port Alma Railway. Just fancy ! all
the great interests of this State subservient to this
Port Alma Railway, which I must term a railway
job. IwasaresidentinCentral Queen-land anum-
ber of years, and I know the Broadmountline wil}
not always serve the residents of that great and
prosperous district, still at the pre:ent time I
maintain that the urgent needs of the State
should have been looked after before pledging
the State to the expenditure of such an enormous.
amount of money that is required to construct
the Port Alma Railway. There isa great need for
railway communication from Ravenswood to the
Clermont district. There are latent resources in.
that district that could be worked at a profit and
which provide a good source of revenue to the
State ; and if thereis any money to be devoted to
the development of the State, these places should
be looked after before providing a double railway-
and a double port for the city of Rockhampton.
I intend to vote against the Bill,

Mr. GRANT (Rockhampton): I think it is.
necessary, as a member for Rockhampton, to
speak. I am thoroughly in accord with the Bill.
A numberof people seem to think that this is going
to be a non-paying railway. When the matter
was discussed with the Commissioner for Rail-
ways, the Commissioner thought that with
18,000 tons the line would pay, but instead of
18,000 tons we have 89,000 tons of the bay trade..
The shipping companies have entered into an.
agreement with the harbour board that a per-
centage of all goods will be carried over the
railway. The hon, member for Barcoo and the

hon. member for Leichhardt have

{1a.m.] seen the letter from the shipping
companies, and they know that
there is no thought of diverting any of the trade
which now goes over the wharves at Rockhamp-
ton.  HEighty-four per cent. of the trade from
Rockhampton goes over the wharves, and will
continue to dc 0. The other 16 per cent. goes
from the bay, and the shipping companies have
guaranteed that that trade will go over this
railway, and that the punts will be done
away with, We are not diverting any of
the Broadmount trade. The hon. member for
Leichhardt and the hon. member for Cairns
know that the hatbour board is not insolvent..
as they said.

Mr., Harpvacork : I did not say it was.
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Mr. GRANT : The balance to the credit of
the revenue fund at the beginning of 1908 was
£7,108, after paying interest and redemption,
and the harbour board transferred that balance
to the loan account for the purpose of making
river improvements. This year the position will
be even better, because the revenue is increasing
by leaps asd bounds, and it will continue to
inerease. At one time Rockhampton depended
almost entirely on the West. If there was a
drought in the West, Rockhampton was crippled.
Things are now entirely changed, Mount Moxr-
gan has gone ahead, and, whether there is a
drought or not, it will continue to go ahead.
One hon. member said, the other night, that
they could not tell how long Mount Morgan
would continue. Well, it has at least twenty
years ahead of it.

Mr. FERRICKS (Bowen): While I have no
-objection to hon. members on this side voting on
the other side on this question, like the hon.
member for Clermont and the hon. member for
Fitzroy, I contend that other hon. members are
-entitled to vote as they think right, If we donot
attempt to prevent the hon. member for Fitzroy
forming hisown opinion, that hon. member should
not endeavour to prevent those who oppose the
Bill exercising thesame privilege, and that the hon,
member did in the case of the hon. member for
Leichhardt. When I spoke about a dozen words
on the introductory stage of the Bill, I was told
that I did not know what I was talking about ;
but to-night the three points that I then raised
have been urged by several hon. members who
have spoken. The Premier and his colleague
have made out that the Port Alma Railway was
the test question at the last election, but we
know it was not. But, assuming that they are
right in their contention, have the 1,800 people
who voted against them no claim for considera-
tion, especially as the hon. mewbersonly gotsome
2,600 votes? The question has not been decided
on its merits to-night. There are fully a
dozen members out of the twenty-seven who
voted with the Government who, if they had
voted according to their own opinions, would
have voted with us., Time after time we
have heard of the evil effects of the dominance
of the Labour caucus, but a hundred Labour
caucuses are nothing to the dominance we havs
seen exercised on the other side to-night.
It was very noticeable that the senior member
for Rockhampton did not speak #ill after 12
o'clock, Was it because of the fact that he had
been confronted by some of his former ghosts,
and it was safer to say nothing till the reporting
had practically ceased? The consummation of
this proposal would mean the duplication of a
national work, and, as an Australian, I am
opposed to the duplication of a railway while we
have a vast territory in the North starved
through want of railways. In my electorate we
have a railway terminating in a wilderness for
want of a short gap to connect it with one of the
most reproductive spots in Queensland. I pro-
test against this duplication of a work in
Rockhampton when there is no need for it and
when the mining industry is being starved.

Mr. ALLEN (Bulloo): I do not desire to de-
tain the House very long, but I wish to give
my reasons for recording my vote against this
railway. Asa rule, I do not like to oppose any
railway, but I consider that the districts most
in need should be first served. During the
election I warned my constituents that the rail-
ways most necessary were likely to be passed
over for political purposes, because members
supporting the Government would need to be
placated, as they would have to have some
excuse when seeking re-election, and my warn-
ing has been justified. I refused to bind my-
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self to any route for a railway in my electo-
rate, but promised to support any line which
justified its existence, leaving the route to be
decided by experts. If there had been mno
necessity for railways in other parts of the
State, I would be prepared to consider the
question of giving Rockhampton an additional
railway, but any hon. member representing a
district like mine, where there 1s no railway at
all, is justified in opposing this measure. There
was no special mention made of Port Alma
during the whole contest. To-night the Pre-
mier read an answer to a question put to him
during the campaign, in which he stated that
he would support the Port Alma Railway,
but at the same meeting he stated that
the Port Alma Railway was not a plank in
the Government programme, and that all rails
ways must be dealt with on their merits as
business proposals. That iz the principle on
which I am considering this railway, and I can
see no reason for supporting it. There are
pastoral districts m the West languishing for
railway construction, but the question of con-
structing railways in those parts of the State is
only talked of at clection time. The money
for railway conslruction is being used to builld
railways in agricultural districts, and there is
none for the pastoral distriets. I look upon
this as a political railway, and every political
railway shall have my strongest npposition.

Mr. RYLAND (Gympic): 1 regret that the
hon. member for Wide Bay should support this
railway, seeing that his own district is starving
for want of railway construction. After the
last division, I think the consciences of some

hon. members must prick them. I

[1.30a.m.] am not going to delay the House,

Lecause I know that members
wish to get home; but I cannot let the oppor-
tunity pass without making my protest against
wasting money in Rockhampten while the
Wide Bay district is neglested.

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

Avrs, 28,
Mr. Allan Mr. Gunn

» Appel ., Iawthorn
,, Armstrong ., Hodge

,, Barues, G. P. ,,» Hunter, D.
,, Barnes, W.IIL. s Kld_ston

,. Booker ,, Lesina

,, Bouchard ,, AMorgan

,, Bridges ,, Paget

,, Corser s I’etme.

,, Crawford ,, Rapkin

,, Cribb ., Swayne

,» Denbham ,» Thorn

,, Grant s Wal_ker

,, Grayson ,, White

Tellers: Mr. Allau and Mr, Bridges.

Noxs, 24,

Mr. Allen My, Mann
, Barber 5 May
,, Brennan ,, Mulcahy
, Breslin ,, Mullan
,, Collins 5 Murphy
,, Coyne ,, Me La(;hlan
,, Ferricks 5 O’Sullivan
,» Foley ,, Payne
,» Hamilton 5, Ryan
,, Hardacre ,, Ryland
,» Land ,» Theodore

,» Lenmon ,»  Winstanley
Tellers: Mr. Mullan and Mr, Winstanley.

PATRS.

Ayes—Mr. Somerset, Mr. Macartney, Mr. Cottell,
Mr. Stodart, Mr. Wienholt, Mr. Roberts, and Mr.
Tolmie.

Noes—Mr. Blair, Mr. Maughan, Mr. Nevitt, Mr. J,
M. Hunter, Mr. Douglas, Mr. Keogh, and Mr. Philp.

Resolved in the affirmative.
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The committal of the Bill was made an
Order of the Day for Monday next.

SPECIAL ADJOURNMENT.

The PREMIER: I beg to move that the
House, at its rising, do adjourn until Monday
next. :

Question put and passed.

ADJOURNMENT.

The PREMIER: I beg to move that the
House do now adjourn. We shall take the
Bills in this order on Monday next: Rabbit
Boards Acts Revival and Continuation Bill,
second reading; Justices Act Amendment
Bill, second reading; Committee stage of the
Workers’ Compensation Act Amendment
Bill; Presbyterian Church Property Bill, Com-
mittee stage.

Mr, LENXNOXN : Any more?

Mr. May: What about the Constitution Act
Amendment Bill?

The PREMIER: Then we will take the
Companies Acts Amendment Bill in Com-
mittee, and then the Committee stage of the
Port Alma Railway Bill.

Mr. Muvrrax: What about Supply?

The PREMIER: I may be just permitted to
hope that I may see all hon. members on the
next Jubilee Day in Queensland. (Laughter.)

Mr. LENNON: I would suggest that we
might sit to-morrow night. There are a lot
of Bills being brought forward for discussion,
and we have had no word about the Esti-
mates. There are a number of departments
to go through yet, and I see that they will be
guillotined at the finish, the same as usual. I
ask the hon. member to let us sit to-morrow
night.

The PREMIER: I should have been very
pleased to come back to-morrow night, as
there is a good deal of business to get
through, but I understood that hon. members
wanted me to do what I have dqne, and as the
House has agreed to the motion that we
should adjourn till Monday, it is rather late
now to discuss the matter.

Mr. MULCAHY : The Premier enumerated
a number of Bills as the business for Monday’s
sitting, but said nothing about the Hstimates.
For some time past the Estimates have been
delayed until the very end of the session, and
have then been put through after midnight,
and sometimes with the aid of the closure. I
protest against that kind of thing, and would
suggest that the Premier drop all Bills now,
and let us devote the remainder of the time
to the discussion of the Estimates, and come
back after Christmas to deal with the Bills.

Mr. RYLAND: As we are nob to sit to-mor-
row, I think we might very well go on with
the Workers’ Compeusation Act Amendment
Bill and one or two other Bills in Committee.

Question put and passed.

The House adjourned at fourteen minutes
to 2 o’clock.

[H on. W. Kidston.





