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MONDAY, 12 DECE1IBER, 1904. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. Sir A. S. Cowley, Herbert) 
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

ROSEWOOD ELECTION PETITION. 

CERTIFICA'l'E OF THE ELECTIONS JUDGE. 

The SPEAKER: I have to announce to the 
House that I have received from the Elections 
• Judge his certificate in the matter between 
Den is Thomas Keogh and Robert Samuel Hodge, 
which I shall now read to the House:-

Supreme Conr~ House, 
Brisbane. 12th December, 1904. 

In the Supreme Court of Queensland. 
Court of Elections Tribunal for the trial of an eler:tiou 

petition for the electoral district of Rosewood, 
between Denis Thomas Keogh, petitioner, aud 
Robert Samueliioclge, respondent. 

To the Honourable the Speaker of the Legislati>e 
Assembly. 

Sir,-The petition of Denis 'J1h0mas Keogh, presented 
on the 8th day of Oct0ber last, complaining of the nndue 
election and return of ltobert Samuelllodge, Esquire, 
as a member to serve in t·hl: Legislative Assembly for 
the electoral district of Rosewood, and claiming that 
he, the said Oenis 'l'homas Keogh, was duly elected and 
ought to have been returned as the membPr to serve in 
the Legislative A;,sembly for the electoral district of 
Rosewood, was tried before the Elections Tribunal on 
tile 7th, 8th, 9tb, and lOth days of December. 

The asse"sors chosen by the pa,rties were Georgc Fox, 
PatrickFrancis Hanrau, \Villiam 11ax\vell .. John ~orman, 
Waltcr 'l'rueman Pa,get, and Thomas Alfred Spencer, 
}~squires, members of the I.Jegislative Assembly. All 
the assessors were present throughout the trial. 

The tribunal determined that :n.obert Samuel Hodge 
gsquire, was not dnly elected or returned for th~ 
electoral district of Rosewood. 

The tribunal_ determined that the petitioner, Denis 
Thomas Keogh, Esquire, was duly eleetecl and ought to 
have been returned as the sitting member for the said 
electoral district. 

The tribunal determined that the parties should each 
pay his own costs. 

The tnbunal ordered and directed that the su1n of 
£100 paid into court with the petition should be paid 
out to the petitio~er, together with such interest, 1f 
any, as may be due 111 respect thereof. 

All whicll I hereby certify. 
A copy of the evidence given at the trial accompanies 

this certificate. 

Dated this 12th day of December, 1901. 
PATRlCK RgAL, 

Elections Judge for HW4. 

The PREMIER moved-
1. That the certificate of the Elections Judge be 

entered on the Journals of the Hou:So, and that the 
Clerk be instructed to amend the return by endorsing 
on the writ the decision flf the Elections rrdbunal in 
the matter of the petition in ((uestion. 

2. That the evidence be printed. 

Question put and passed. 

MARSUPIAL BOARDS ACTS COXTI:i":"G
ATION BILL. 

THIRD READING. 

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR 
AGRICULTURE (Hon. D. IC. Denham, Vx'e!'), 
this Bill was read a third time, passed, and 
ordered to be trammitted to the Legislative 
Council, by message in the usual form. 

DALBY-CATTLE CREEK BRANCH 
RAILWAY. 

APPROVAl, OF PLANS. 

The SECRETARY FOR RA1LWAYS 
(Hon. Arthur Morgan, Wa·rwick) moved-

That the Speaker do now leave the chair, and the 
House resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole to 
consider the following resolutions:-

1. That the House approves of the plan, section, and 
book of l'eference of the proposed branch railway, 
Western line, from Dalby to Cattle Creek, in length 
23 miles 70 chains, as laid upon the table of the House 
on Friday, the 9th day of December instant . 

2. That the plan, section, and book of reference be 
forwarded to the Legislative Council, for their approval, 
by message in the usual form. 

Question put and paKsed. 

CoMMITTEE. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS, in 
moving the above motion, s:1id that the con
struction of a rail way from Dalhy towards the 
Bunya JYiountains was a. very old story. It 
dated back twenty-two or t"·enty-three years, 
and was first submitted to Parliament in 188!1, 
when Sir Hugh-then Mr.-Nelson was Secre
t&ry for Railways. He brought down the plans 
of a proposed line from Dalby to the Rocky 
Point Dam, involving the construction of 14 
miles 58 chains of railway. It was submitted 
as a line that would secure coal, timber, and 
agricultural produce traffie, and it was estimated 
that the cost would be £4G, 000--rather more 
than £3,000 per mile. The line was to run 
almost duG north from Dalby. One of the weak 
points of the proposal-and the point that was 
commented upon most st1·ongly by those who 
opposed the construction of the line-was that it 
would stop at a point still far distant from the 
unalienated Crown lands in the Dalby dic
trict. 1\otwithstanding that, however, so warm 
was the advocacy of Sir Hngh :'\elson-who 
was then, as he was now, scarcely the man to 
recommend a railway unles3 he believed in it
that the House by a majority of more than two 
to one approved of the plans, the voting being 
thirty-seven for and sixteen against. The line 
he was now proposing would be 23 miles in 
length, and was estimated to coqt only £'33,000, 
or £13,000 less than the estimated cost of a line 
10 miles less in length. Though the plans were 
approved of in 188\J t.he work was not proceeded 
with. Premonitory whisperings of the approach
ing financial storm were heard, and difficulties 
of finance were making themselves apparent to 
the then Treasurer, and it was wisely decided 
to shorten sail in regard to the expenditure of 
loan money. The crisis of 1893 followed, and 
the project for the construction of a railway 
from Dalby towards the Bunya ::\Ionntains was 
laid aside, and remained laid aside for more 
than ten years. In 1900 it was revi,·erl, when 
the then leader of the Government-the present 
leader of the Opposition-brought down, to· 
\Vards the close of the se:;sion, 14UpplemPntary 
loan proposals for an expenditure of £185,000 
on a number of railways, the construction of 
which he proposed to enter upon during the 
renudning ~ix months of the financial yea:r. 
Included in those prnposals was the line from 
Dalby to Rocky Point Dam. That proposal was 
submitted tn the House on 21st December, 1!100. 
It h"'ppened, however, that one of the series r,f 
railways, the plans of which had been aprrowd 
of by the Assembly at the instanc'' of the present 
leader of the Opposition, had been rejected by 
the Council-a line from Dartnwuth to Stone
henge, running ,outh-westerly from a point on 
the Central Railway. The rejection of that line 

lion . .A. Jforgan.J 
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by the Council bitterly incensed members of the 
Assembly representing Central Queensland con
stituencies, and they attempted to take their 
revenge by securing the rejection of "ome of the 
other railways from the schedule submitted to 
the House. [Mr. J. LEAHY: Are those the 
lines the Treasurer proceeds upon-revenge'/] 
He did not say that. LMr. J. LK·.HY: \Yell, we 
know it.] If the hon. member knew it, it was 
superfluous for him to ask th·; que>tion. One of 
the first lines that attracted the attention of 
hon. members on that occasion was the proposed 
extension from \V arwick to Th:me's Creek; rmd, 
though the House had previous! y passed the 
plans of that line, it was proposed to wipe out the 
provision the Treasurer was making· then for the 
construction of a section of the line-reducing the 
proYision by£10,000. The proposal wa,; defeated, 
and the attention of the Chamber was directed to 
the consideration of the proposal to vote £1ti,OOO 
for a line from Dalby towards Euny:' J'.1oun
tains, and the hon. member at the he 1d of Lhe 
then Government-the present leader of the 
OppGsition-took the somewhat unusual course
and possibly there \vas nu oLlter cour.se he eould 
t8.ke to get the business through-of moving the 
omission of the vote for the line from Dalby to 
the Bunya Mountains. In withdrawing the 
line, the hon. gentleman told the House that he 
would bring forward the proposal the following 
session and place it again before the House. 
The proposal was warmly opposed. that warmth 
being probably attributable to the resentment 
certain hon. members felt at the Council having 
rejected a railway in which they were deeply 
interested_ He would point out that the 'rrea
snrer, upon whom the hon. membur for Bulloo 
had pnt his finger, said, according to Hansard, 
that "his objection was not so mu.;h to the line 
as to the manner in which it had been intro
duced." 'l'he Treasurer also said: "He was pre
pared to support it, had it Leen introduced as rail
ways were usually introduced in this Chamber. 
Four years had elapsed since then, and the hon. 
gentleman at the head of the then Government 
had been unable to bring the proposal before the 
House again. [Hon. R. PHILP : Did I promise 
to bring that line before the House again the 
next session?] He thought so. [H<JD. R. 
PHILP: I don't think so.] It was a qualified 
promise. According to Ifansa;·cl, page 2880, for 
1900, the then PrEmier, speaking about 3 o'clock 
in the morning of the 21st December, said-

If the House were determined not to vote it within a 
reasonable t.ime, he was not justified in keeping the 
House up at this hour. lie moved that this amount of 
£15,000 he omitted, and he promiRed the House that 
next session, if the Government submitted a programme 
of railways, he would include th~ .... one. 

After that question had been put and pa,;s0d, 
the item of £10,000 for the Dartmouth-Stone
henge line was also omitted. The hon. gentle
man did n0t feel himself justified in bringing 
down the prop0~al in the following year, and so 
the matter had remained in abeyance nntil this 
year. Now the proposal was revived in a some
what different form. The present Government 
proposed to build a line from Dalby to Cattle 
Ureek, which was roughly in the direction of the 
Bunya Mountains; but the line would go by an 
entirely different route to that originally pro
posed. It would go in a north-easterly direction 
from Dalby, and it would open up and serve 
better country, be more conducive to settlAment, 
and would cost very much less than the line the 
plans of which they approved mauy years ago. 
In fact, this line, when completed, would be the 
cheapest 23 miles of railway ever constructed in 
Queensland. He was one of those who opposed 
the line in 1889, for what he considered good 
>1nd sufficient reasons. The line was origin-

[ Hon. A. M organ. 

Brancll Railway. 

ally projected as a line to serve a coal district, 
and he took the point that the coal had not been 
opened up, or its quality tested. He aliw took 
the further and more important point, that, 
although the line had been advocated as an agri
cultural line, there was practically no agriculture 
in the Dalby district at that time. But now 
conditions were changed, and agriculture was 
making rapid strides there. ·whereas in 1t;S() 
there was no wheat grown in the district, 
it wa' estimated that the present season's 
wheat crop there would reach 20,000 sacks. 
And all that was wanted to enable Dalby to take 
its place side by side with Roma, Toowoomba, 
and \Varwick in the march of agricultural pro-

gress was to make the land available 
[-± p.m.] for settlement, and to give the 

people who settled on the lan6. 
railway facilities for getting the produce the·.
grew to market. Those were the two things the 
Government proposed to do-to make the un
settled Crown lands in the district available for 
settlement and to make it possible for the people 
who settled on those lands to cultivate them and 
get their produce to tnarket with profit by giving 
them railway facilities over the black-soil lands 
which intervened between Cattle CrcPk and the 
present line of railway. An area of 5·7,000 acres 
of Crown lands would be made available by 
the construction of this railway. On a pre
Yious occasion he stated that one of the 
things the Government vroposed to do w.,s 
to make areas of Crown lands now unoccu
pied or devoted to grazing only available for 
agricultural settlement by the construction to 
those a1·eas of lig-ht lines of railway, and he said 
the.- would endeavour to find districts in which 
there were not less than 50,000 acres of Crown 
lands available in which to carry out that policy. 
They would build light lines of rail way to those 
districts, and spread the capital cost of those 
railways over the Crown lands, and so recover 
for the loan fund the capital cost of the rail way'· 
That was what they proposed to do in this case, 
as in the case of the rail way from Degilho to 
\V etheron. They proposed to withdraw all the 
unalienated Crown lands from selection, and if 
this line was approved by the House, as he be
lieved it would be, then the land would be 
thrown open for sale or selection at a price equal 
to its present value plus the valne added by 
the construction of the line. The present 
value would be paid into the ordinary revenue, 
and the added value would be credited to 
the loan fund account, and applied entirely 
to retiring the cost of the railway. This was 
the new principle they were endeavouring to 
enforce in connection with these rail ways, and 
if, as he anticipated, the added value was suffi
cient to pay the entire cost, then at the end of 
the period the Railway Department would find 
itself in the posse .. si on of a rail way the entire 
cost of which had been retired. He would invite 
the attention of hon. members to the report of 
the Commi."'ioner on this proposed railway, sub
mitted in terms of the Railway Act. Mr. 
Thallon pointed out that only £1!JG worth of 
land would be required for resumption purposes. 
'That was due to the fact that the rail way tra
versed for a considerable length the main road. 
The estimated cost of the line, including station 
buildings, etc .. was £33,122 !)s. ld. The addi
tional rolling·stock that would be required was 
one locon1otive, one carriage, and seven wagons, 
which were estimated to cost, at second-band, 
£2,500. The working expenses, including traffic, 
locomotive, and maintenance charges, were esti
mated at £110 per mile, or, say, £2,640 per annum. 
The Commissioner went on to say-

The probable revenue which wou1d be derived from 
the traffic on the line is somewhat difficult to answer 
at present, because for nearly 10 miles out of the 
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j-J. it runs through tlw freeholds of Cnmkillenbar (21,000 
acres) and Dalby Downs (li',OUO acre:-;j, which will give 
~ittle or no 1·eturu to the rail·way. 

Those two areas of land would no doubt be 
augmented in value to sorrwthing like £1 per 
acre. :J;'rom them the Government would have 
no means of recovering any of the cost of this 
line, but he eincerely hoped that one result of 
the construction of the nilwa>· would be to 
induce the owners to subdivide the lands them
se! ves, and offer them for sale or selection pur· 
poses. The time was now coming when the 
State would expect owners of land in large areas 
situated as thl ,;elands were situated-between a 
main line and Crown lands which could only be 
opened up by a railway--to subdivide them, and 
make them available for selection, otherwise 
some future Parliament might adopt measures 
to recover a proportion of the cost of the line 
from thnse lands, as was proposed to be done in 
:New South \Vales, not by any system of confis
cation "" forced sale, but by taking the right to 
acquire those lands at a proper valuation with 
10 per cent. added. The Commissioner further 
said-

The line, lwwevm·, is not altogether dependent fm· 
it::; revenue on the tirst 20 miles. It runs through tirst
cla'-.s a,griC'ultural land, whiclt must be <"'losely settled 
on both side~ ~oonPl' or later ; bnt it is the dbtrict. at 
aud beyond tlte terminus that 'vill mo:-;t affect the 
1·evenuc. I,ast year the Pittsworth b1·ancll earned £270 
per mile, and the Killarney branch £263 per mile. 
Putting this branell at the moderate figure of £150, it 
'vould give a. gro"'-' 1·evenue of .£J,600. 

The special advantaget. accruing to the Railway De
partment generally from the construction of this branch 
line are the e_'.tension of close settlement and. conse
quent increased reYenue, and, while in itseH a paying 
uoncern, it would be the means of assisting the main 
line. There are brvond the "Proposed terminus and all 
within its intluence an area of 4.(),000 acres of excellent 
agricultural Crown land waiting settlement, and in 
three years 17,000 acres more will fall in. It is, I 
underst.and, the intention of the Government to offer 
this land at the increased value due to the construction 
of the line-to credit the railway construction account 
with the difference between the 'present and the future 
values-and so pay the entire cost of the Tail way from 
current revenue instead of charging it to loan. 

That was not qnitecorrect. vVhat they proposed 
to do was to charge the cost to the loan fund and 
to retire the amount by the sale of land. \Vith 
regard to the route the Commissioner said-

The proposed branch commences on the main 1Vestern 
line, a few chains beyond Dalby Railway Station, and 
terminates in portion 1,588, 1\laida Hill, near the 
cemetery reserve. For the first 13 miles it runs north
easterly along the main road to Bnnya Mountains, 
thence to the terminus takes a northerly direction 
through surve2:ed portions. rl'he ruling grade is 1 in66. 
Curves of 8 chains (there is one of ti chains 'vhich, I 
think, may be avoided during construction') are adopted 
for the sake of economy. Very few bridges are required. 
and these will be low leveL The permanent way will 
be of 42-lb. rails. No ballast will be nsed, and very 
little fencing-. 

Considering the advantages of thi':1 line to the owners 
of Cumkillenbar and Dalby Downs. I am of opinion 
that a strong ('ffort shonld be made to induce them to 
pay in some form_ or other pa1 t of the cost of con~truc
tion. 

That was the bP.tterment principle which hon. 
members opposite were willing to concede in the 
case of railways. [Mr. J. LEAHY: "Which you 
funked at.] The hon. gentleman had better not 
jump too readily at that conclusion. It was 
convenient for him to make an assertion of that 

. kind, but an assertion o{ the hon. gentlem>m did 
not always establish a fact. [Hon. R. PHILP: 
You eaid you were not going on with the Bill.] 
This was the concluding portion of the report :-

I have not the sllgh test hesitation 1n 1·ecommending 
this branch railway for immediate construction. 

Now, in addition to the report of the Commis
sioner for Rail ways, which was about as strong a 

recon1n1e11dation in favour of a railway as had 
ever been submitted to the House, there was the 
report of lllr. Georg·e Phillips. [Mr. J. LEAHY: 
Y on said ::>on1e of the Commi.-:.sioner's report was 
no~ correct.] He pointed Gut one portion of the 
reporb which w:cs not strictly in accord,wce with 
the'intentions of the GO\·ernment. but he made 
no challenge of the statements in the report. 
They had before them the report of Mr. George 
Phillips, who was employed by the Government 
to mt>ke an e,;:amination of the country to be 
traversed by the railway. He woald not deal 
with it at any lengtb, but \Yonld jnst quote one 
passage-

Should the local authorities pro,·e unwilling to under
take the ''fork. the question shonlrl not be allowed to 
remain nnf.u,~,Nered, for, ir a light railway-or tram
way, as I prefer to term such low-cost lines-eannot be 
suece:-:;~fully constt·netcd and operated betwetn Da1by 
and Bell, then all I can say is, tllat tlw question of 
light railways in Q1~ce-J~ln.ml llrd l)ctter be dropped, 
for I neyu· f. xpc;'t to find n more ::''tYourable locality in 
every respeet tor tlw experimt:-nt. it such. indeed, it 
may be called. where every element of success ex1sts. 

They knew that :Yir. Phillips was a strong advo
ote of light railwaye. and of their construction 
by local authorities; but. in that use, though 
the Governmf'nt were willing to make an experi
ment witb a light line, tbey recognised that, if 
they were to wait for the local authority to 
undertake its construction, they might wait for 
an indefinite time. They thought, therefore, 
that it was wise for the Government to under
take the work in that instance. He was not 
quite sure that it would not be wise for the Go
vernment to undertake the experiment in many 
other cases where there was sufficient Crown 
land available. The Govprnment were not at 
one ·with Mr. Phillip~ that the line should be on 
the :J.feet gauge. They thought that it was of 
such a character as to lead to close settlement, 
and that where the countrv was level it would 
be wiser to build a railway costing only £1,300 
a mile on the standard gauge, and so save the 
cost which would be placed on produce for all 
time of transhipping. He was satisfied that the 
proposal was one which would commend itself 
to the House. It commended itself to the Go
vernment which was in office in 1889, though 
settlement in the district was nothing like as 
extensive as it was now, and the production 
then was nothing compared with the production 
to-day. It commended itself to the hon. gentle
man who led the Opposition when he was m 
office, and it commended itself to the Govern
ment of the day. \Vhen they saw that the pro
posal was one which had secured the approval 
of every Government that had occupied office 
within the last fourteen or fifteen years, it might 
be assumed that there was merit in the pro
posal. The Government submitted it to the 
House on its merits, believing th~t the construc
tion of the line would be justified by results, and 
that those results would be found in the rapid 
extension of settlement on Crown hnds now 
unoccupied, and in the increase oE production 
which would make the line pay at least working 
expenses, and add to the earning e;apacity of the 
main line. 

HoN. R. PHILP (Touwrilie) was a strong 
believer in building rail ways, and he proposed to 
vote for the motion, subject to an amendment. 
It was only a short time ago that the Uovernment 
brought in a Betterment .Bill, which was to give 
the Treasurer of the dav one-half the increased 
value of land, no matter' b~· what means it arose 
-whether by the spending of money in building 
railways, or any other means. [The PREMIER: 
That is not so.] [Mr. J. LEAHY: 1~ per cent. The 
Treasurer said that was one-half, taking money 
at 3 per cent.] Now, here was a railway which 

Hon. R.Philp.] 
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was to be built entirely through freehold land. 
They had had such lands built already by local 
authorities. In the Southern part of the State 
there were not so many as in the Northern 
part, but in the Southern part only a year 
or two ago a line was finished from Beaudesert 
towards Tamrookum, 20 miles in length. The 
whole of thab line traversed freehold land, and 
beyond it there was a considerable amount of 
Government land-good scrub land. In the 
North there was the line from Townsville to Ayr, 
which cost £78,000. The whole of the money 
for its construction was borrowed from the Go
vernment, and the local authorities were paying, 
everv six or twelve months, interest and redemp
tion." Some of that line traversed Government 
land, and after it was built some of the land was 
taken up. Further north, on the Herbert River, 
they would find a line from Ingbam to the Stone 
River, built at the cost of the diviilional board, 
who paid interest and redemption. Further 
north again, on the Jobnstone River, a line was 
being built the terminus of which was, he 
thought, on Government land-splendid land, 
unsurpassed in Queensland. That was from 
Geraldton up the river. [Mr. HAlliiLTON: They 
reserved that land for the JYioravians, and 
a man told me a wallaby could not live on it.] 
Then, again, go to Cairns. £100,000 was bor
rowed by the local divisional board, and they 
built a line from Cairns to the Russell River. 
There was a good deal of Crown land there, and 
the line went through some of it. They bad 
always paid interest and redemption. Going 
further north, there was a line from Port 
Douglas to )fosman. A part of the land which 
that line traversed was Government land. 'fhe 
money for that was al~o locally borrowed. The 

·,,t 'Hackay ; money bad been borrowed for 
a from Mirani to Geddes Creek by the 
diviSional board. He did not see why the line 
from Dalhy to Cattle Creek, which ran entirely 
through freehold land, should not be built on 
exactly the same terms-that was, the divisional 
board to borrow the money and build it at their 
own cost. By charging special rates the interest 
a,nd redemption would be met; with ordin8ry 
mtes, perhaps, it would not. According to the 
map attached to :Mr. Pbillips's report, a good 
deal of it had been "peacocked" already. He 
had not been there himself, and knew nothing 
about the quality of the land, but it struck him 
that the best land was taken up already. [The 
f'iECRE'l'ARY FOR PUBLIC LA}!DS : That is not so. 
There is as much good land left as has been 
taken up.] Selectors generally did not take up 
the worst land. On page 3 of Mr. Phillips's 
report it would be seen that the total estimated 
enhenced value of land due to the line was 
£78,750 on freehold, and only £20,000 on Crown 
land. He submitted that it was not fair to a.sk 
the House to pass a line on such terms ; and that 
it would be far better to follow the system 
adopted at Beandesert and Nnrtb Queensland; 
and with that view he intended to propose an 
amendment. rThe PREMIER : What is the 
amendment'] To insert at the end of the 1st 
paragraph the words " the cost of snch line to 
be borne by the local authorities interested." 
[:Mr. KERR: Are you going to give us better
ment'!] Where a line was to be built which 
would benefit certain freehold lands, those lands 
should pay for the betterment-for the enhanced 
value given to them. The Treasurer introduced 
a Bill the other day which would have affected the 
whole of the land uf Queensland, whether there 
were railways or not. And here he mig-ht remark 
that Mr. Philiips's report was dated the 31st 
December last, and it httd only been presented 
to the House two or three days ago. They ought 

have had it in their possession long ago. ID 
not give them time to debate the 'matter 

[Hon. R. Philp. 

thoroughly. Those who believed in the better
ment principle, be submitted, ought to accept 
his amendment. Those people who were to be 
benefited ought either to pay or to guarantee the 
cost of the line, as had been done in the other 
districts he bad named. fThe SECRETARY FOR 
PuBLIC LANDS : You are coming on ; you will 
accept the Betterment Bill directly.] [Mr. J. 
LEAHY : The Premier was not game to give us a 
chance of voting for it.] The hon. gentleman 
made much of his promise to vote for that line. 
[The PI<Elli!ER : I only stated the fact.] The 
hon. gentleman had not mentioned the whole of 
the fact. Afterwards hard times came on, and 
it was difficult to get the money. The late 
Government wanted to borrow £1,000,000 to 
enable them to carry out their promise. They 
conld only borrow £750,000, and they built the 
lines from Warwick to Thane's Creek and from 
Gladstone to Rockhampton because they were 
more urgent than the others for which sanction 
had been given. His promise was a contin
gent one with regard to the other lines on the 
Government railway programme, and be could 
not carry out his promise. Then there were 
lines built on the guarantee system-to Allora, 
to Pialb>t, to Mount Morgan, and to Enog
gera. Those were built under the Railways 
Construction (Guarantee) Act passed in 1895. 
That was ever so much fairer than the present 
project. Those distri;:;ts had to pay one-half the 
cost and one-half the loss, if any. In this case 
they ought to insist on the local authority 
borrowillg the money from the Government. 
They could borrow it on splendid terms now. 
They could borrow at 4 per cent. and have it 
repaid in forty years. That was, practically, 
that if they paid 5 per cent. per annum they 
would wipe out the whole amount. That was' 
being done in other cases where the lines ran 
through agricultural settlement, such as Beaude
sert and Cairns ; and the hon. member for Cairns 
would, no doubt, bear him out that there was a 
good deal of Government land at the Russell 
River end of the line. [Mr. MANN: The best of 
it is taken np.] It might be in that case ; they 
did not know. Bnt if the people in those 
districts had to borrow money to build their 
lines, it was a fair thing that the people in 
this district should borTow the money, too. 
He thought it was good land-he had seen some 
of it himself-and very likely the divisional 
board might be willing to guarantee it. He 

hoped the Committee would agree 
[4.30 p.m.) to his amendment, especially those 

who agreed with the Betterment 
Bill, because it was carrying out the Betterment 
Bill in a much better way. He was sure nobody 
would say he had ever blocked rail way Bills 
at any time; he had always been strongly 
in favour of railway Bills, but thPy would not be 
justified in building this line with all the know
ledge they had of it. It was qnite true he had 
proposed to build a line lii miles long a few 
years ago. [The PREJ\I!Elt : At a cost of 
£43,000.] The late Government had built 
lines as cheap a• the present Government pro
J:lOSed doing. The line from Hughenden to 
Richmon:l cost something like £1,400 a mile ; 
and if that line could be built for £1,400 a 
mile, then this line should be built as cheap or 
perhaps cheaper. 'fbis line could not get beyond 
the Bunya Mountains; it was only a branch 
line; but if it went northward to a lot of rich 
lands it might become a main line. A great deal 
of the land in this district bad been sold at 2s. lid. 
an acre, and he did not think they were justified 
in putting £1 or £2 an acre on the value of this 
]and. [The SEURETAI\Y FOR PUBLIC LA!\DS : 
The larger portion of it was taken up under the 
187G Act, at 10,;. an acre.l Mr. Phillips said the 
increase would be £78,000, but, of course, he 
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might be wrong, as he was rather inclined to 
take a high valne, and, if he valued freehold land 
high, very likely he. would value Government 
land at a hig-her prJCe, too. The people who 
owned the land along the line would be benefited 
most ; the Crown would not be benefited more 
than one-fifth of the total, and we were not 
justified in finding the whole of the money to 
build the line, and nndertaking the whole of the 
risk of the bargain. He moved, as an amend
rnent, after the worrl "instant,'' the insertion of 
"the cost of such a line to be borne by the local 
authorities interested." 

The SECRETARYFORRAILW AYS hoped 
the Committee would not aecep; the amendment, 
because the only result of the insertion of such an 
amendment would be to defer for another in
definitfl period the construction of the railway. 
The bon. gentleman himself was at the be~d of 
a Government which proposed to constrnct a 
railway from Dalby 14 miles in t?e direction of 
the Bunva l\fonntaing, That ra1lway was to 
cost £10 boo more than tb~ 23 milee of the line 
now proPosed, yet when his successors in office 
came down with a proposal substantblly the 
same--the only difference being that it was 
very much better proposal--the bon. gentleman 
now changed about, and said this line sboulrl 
not be constructed by anybody but the locc,] 
authorities, because the lands in the district over 
which the local authority bad jmisdiction were 
going to benefit. That was not so. [H<~n. R. 
PHILP: I did not s~ty that at all.] He savi the 
local authority could borrow from the Govern
ment, under very favourable ternw, on loans of 
forty years' currency. That was true. Bu·t 
even forty years' loans involvHd t.be payment of 
4 per cent. interest and somethmg over 1 per 
cent. redemption. [Mr. J. LEAHY: And the 
line belongs to them.] :So that the local 
authority would have to pay something like 5;J: 
per cent. of interest and redemption on that 
loan from the State. \Ybat prospect was there 
of their building this linf>, and paying 5t 
per cent.? How many of the main lines 
paid it? And, even supposing there was proof 
that this line would return 5;} per cent., to 
enable the local authority to pay interest and 
redemption, why should the local authority be 
asked to place upon the local landowner" the 
total cost of a railway such as this, when the 
benefit would be shared equally between the 
local landowner and the general taxpayer, 
because every ton of freight that was brou~ht by 
that branch line from the districts the rail way 
proposed to open up would be carried over the 
main line to the ports and markets of the State? 
Why, then, should not the general taxpayer be 
prepared to pay his sharp of the co<t .,f a rail
way the advantages of which be wou: d share? 
The only purpose of this an1endme.nt was to 
shelve this project. The ·ban. gentleman, 
although opposed to the principle of t~xing 
the benefited area, came down with an amend
ment which be hoped would secure sufficient 
support to defeat this propos»l--and S? bring 
discredit upon the Government-a public work 
which would promote se tleruent, increaoe pro
duction, and bring an amount of traffic to the 
existing lines and to the ports of the :State. He 
hoped the Committee would nnt accept the 
amendment. It was a.n amendmRnt, he wa·i 
bound to say-coming from tbA source it did
that was proposed with th'" <mB ohject of defeat
ing the motion. [The 8ECHETAllY FOil PUBLIC 
LANDS: Hear, hear !] 

HoN. R. PHILP: The hon. gentleman had 
no right to say that he wished tn dPfe;ot the 
buildino- of the line. The bon. gentleman voted 
against" the line in 1889, wbil't he (Mr. Philp) 
oelieved he voted for it. He tried to get sut!i-
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cient money four years ago to start the line, but 
he had no notion of building it on the extrava
gant pbns of fourteen years ago .. Tbe:v had 
built lines since then further from Bnobane, over 
more dilflenlt country, and most of the sleepers 
had to be carried further than they would to 
this line, and they had done the work for 
£1,400 or £1,1i00 a mile. Under those CJrcum
stancee, was it likely they would have spent 
£3 000 a n>ile on this line? He took exceptwn 
to the statement of the Secretary for Railways, 
that he was atternptin~ to bring discre.dit on the 
Government. That w'7ts hardly possible. Every 
railway proposal should be brought forward as a 
non-party questio~. \Vb~n members opposed 
lines be brought 10, be d1d not accuse them of 
de3iring to discredit his Government. Every 
bon. member shonld vote a< be pleased. If 
it was a good line, it sho~1ld be built;_ if it was 
not it shonld not be bmlt. He beheved the 
ow,;_ers of the land on both sides of this line 
should undertake its construction, in the same 
way as the people of Beaudese_rt and. places 
in North Queensland had bmlt t~e1r o":n 
lines. If the Government were smcere m 
bringing- in the Betterment Bill, they would 
accept his amendment. He had frequently 
advocated the system of lending money to the 
people who owned the land to build railways, 
and that system ought to be carried out more 
,;xtGnsively. Had the line from \Varwick to 
Killarney been built on those terms, the tax
payers would ha.v0 been sav~d a good deal of 
money. At the last electiou the theme of the 
present occupants of the Treasury benches was 
that the late Government were extravagant, and 
had huilt railways which would never pay, and 
he wished to s'we the present Govemment from 
an accusation of that kind. 'l'he Secretary for 
llailways opposed the amendment because the 
traffic brought by the local authorities to the 
Government lines would benefit the taxpayers. 
Well, if that were so, they could make an allow
ance to the local authorities. An allowance was 
made in the caqe of the Killarney line. [Mr. J. 
LllAHY: Yes, 10 miles.] He did not know of any 
local authority that got a single shilling now for 
tratlic brought by their lines to the main lines. 
There might be some reduction this year, but t.he 
chairman of the Ayr Tramway Board told h1m 
that their engine and trucks had hauled stuff 
down from the Six-mile, on the Northern Hail
way, to the jetty at Townsville, and the Govern
ment did not allow them a penny for it. [The 
TREASURER: \Vhat GovP-rnment was that?] 'l'he 
present Government. He hoped the Committee 
would agree to the amendment, because it was 
the proper course to adopt in a case of this scrt. 
The railway could not be extended beyond the 
Bunya Mountains; and be believed a great deetl 
of the land was already selected, and they 
might depend upon it that what was left was not 
the best. (The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS; 
This is a nice sort of speech to come from you.] 
He bad not made a peroonal attack on anybody, 
but he could if the bon. gentleman wished it. 
[The SECRETARY l"'R PUBLIC LANDS : Y on can 
do whatever you like.] He was not going to 
follow the borJ. gentleman's bad example, and be 
personal. He did not think this was a line that 
,hould be built a,t the present time, and he 
wished to save the taxpayers' money. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
was very eorry that the leader of the Opposition 
had seen fit to deliver the speech ha bad. Re 
was a man who bad always gener,>usly reco;:,
ni>ed the requirements of the district tbn the 
line would go through, and he (Mr. Bell) had 
taken every opportunity-be took it at the last 
election-of paying a tribute to the hon. mem
ber for what he bad done in the past for thA 

Hon. J. T. Bell.] 
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electorate. [Hon. R. PHI LP : Y on will be sorry 
if you make a personal attack on me.] He was 
not going to make a personal attack on the hon. 
gentleman, but he was not going to be deterred 
from criticising the hon. gentleman's actions by 
any mysterious allusions. The hon. g<•ntleman 
had always taken n genmons view of the re· 
quirements of the district in the past, bnt he 
now asked the Committee to agree tn an nmend
ment in order to defe,1t the project ht•, the hon. 
gentleman, hnd already sanctioned. \Vas there 
any tumnber so obtuse in a parlian1ent.~,ry· sen-;e 
as to ima~ine that what the hon. gentle
man was now doing was dictated by motive,, of 
high statesmanshi)J-that th" hon. gentleman 
really had su~h a particular concern for the 
public indebtedness of the State that he was 
nervons to the last degree that they were about 
to add to it" He cnnld tell the Committee 
that, under the cover of the amendment, the 
hon. gentleman was t1.'ying to get in a side thrust 
at him (1\Ir. Bell) because he did not happen 
now to sit behind the hon. gentleman. [Hon. 
R. PHILP: That is untrue.] In 1\)00, the hon. 
gentleman---very rightly, as he considered
brought in a proposal for the e mstruction of a 
line to open up the very country that, this rail
way would OJ.kn up. The hnn. gentleman tried 
to pn's that line, and he (1\lr. Bell) ex
pres,ed his recognition of the hon. gentle
Inan's action then, as he expressed it. now. 
That line ran through two freehold properties 
belonging to different owners, but the line now 
proposed would run through the properties of 
twelve or fifteen different men-freehold land. 
The line proposed by the hon. member stopped 
within a number of miles of the unselected 
Crown land; it was considered an unsatisfactory 
route, and it would have been a comparatively ex
pensive line to build-more expen"ive than this 
line wonld be. 'rhat hon. member had said that 
probably new plans would have been prepared, 
and that the line would have been more 
economically built under the new plans than 
under the original plans, and probably that 
would have been the case. but he ventured 
to say that if the line had been built four 
years ago it would not have been built as 
cheaply as this line would be built now. A great 
change had come over railway construction since 
four years ago. This Government proposed to do 
what their predecessors did not do-that was, 
to throw upon the unselected lands in the district 
the rail way went through the cost of the line. 
This proposed line would run through a number of 
freeholds, and stop at the edge of over 40,000 ar-res 
of unselected cmmtry, and, in about three ye~rs' 
time, wheu 15,000 or 20,000 acres wonld fall in, 
they would be thrown open, and their advanced 
value would be taken into consideration by the 
Government. If the line had stopped at ltocky 
Point Dam, the enhanced value of the unselected 
bnd in the district would have been inconsider· 
able, because you would have to go from 8 to 12 
miles further to get to the unalienated land; but 
by the construction of the present line the effect 
on the unselected lands would be immediate, 
palpable, and direct. The hon. gentleman made 
a strong point about the line running through 
freehold, but the difference between the policy 
of the late Government and the policy of 
the present Government was tbat this Govern
ment were going to deal with the enhanced 
value placed on these lands by the construction 
of this line. They were not going to sit down 
and let these lands be so much enhanced in 
value without taking corresponding action. ThP.y 
were determined to get some share out of the 
enhanced value of these lands. [Government 
members: Hear, hear !] The on6 object of the 
hon. member in moving this amendment was to 
upset the construction of this line. [Hon. R. 

[Hon. J. T. Bell. 

PHILP: That is not so.] If it was not so, he 
was doing the hon. member a great injustice, 
but that would be the effect of it, if carried. 
In his opinion the engineer, Mr. Phillips, 
took a too low estimate of the value that 
would be conferred on the uneelected lands 
by the construction of this line-when he 
placed it at 12s. (ir1. He (Mr. Bell) had no hP'i· 
tat ion in saying that thdr enhanced vnl ue would 
be from 15s. to .£1 Gs., and in some cases up to 
£110s. per acre-probably the average would be 
.£1 an acre. There was a large amount of good 
agricultural scrub land there, which would be 
a\ ailable soon. Even if those lands were taken 
up at 2s. Gd., iJs., or 10s. an acre, without a 
railway to the distrid, they would only get a 
poor, struggling, un,1uccessful population settled 
there. It had been open for years, but settle
lnent had been only S[1asmodic and hagrnentary, 
and very few had been thoroughly successful. 
But the construction of this railway would 
be like waving a magic wand over the scene; 
it would transform the whole conditions of that 
district. [Mr. KERR: Is there any pear there?] 
He was pleased to say ther,, wa,; no pear on that 
land. He had only heard since he had come 
into the Chamber that afternoon that it had been 
oaid that he had some persona.] interest in having 
this line cunstructed. \Vel!, he had a grazing 
farrtl ab.mt 8 mile·; beyond the terminus of this 
proposed line. That summed up the whole of 
the personal intuest he could have in the con
struction of this line. If anyone thought his 
action was influenced by considerations of that 
kind, his answer was that he had advocated the 
construction of a line in this district long before 
be had an acre of land in the nei!!hbourhood. 

HoN. R. PHILP : He objected to the hon. 
gentleman stating that he moved his amendment 
in order to make a subtle thrnst at him. \Vhether 
the line was constructed or not was nothing to 
him, but he had his own constituents to con· 
sider as well as the hon. member for Dalby had 
his. He would only vote for this line if it was 
constructed by the local authorities, and not 
otherwise. He believed he had done more for 
the hon. gent1eman's district than the hon. 
gentleman himself had done, and now, because he 
did not follow him to the last, the hon. gentle
man said he had made some subtle thrust at him. 
They were told that there was no money avail
able for the construction of railways; and now 
they were agked to sanction the building of two 

lines in the extreme Southern part 
[5 p.m.] of the State. There were lines up 

North which people were willing to 
build themselves, without a shilling advance from 
the State; but the Government would not >tllow 
them to build those railwavs. He should vote 
against this proposed line being built entirely at 
the cost of the- Government. If the people of 
the district could get money to construct the line 
at 4 per cent. for forty years, they would even 
then be getting an advantage over districts which 
could not get money from the Government for 
railway construction. They had no right to give 
the freeholders between Dalbv and Cattle Creek 
>tny advantage over freeholder:s in any other part 
of the State ; and he should certainly vote against 
this line, unless it was bnilt by the local 
authorities. 

Mr. COOPER : This railway ought to he 
made to afford employment for tha unemployed. 
During the next six months, after the work in 
the sugar districts and han esting on the Downs 
were over, there would be thousands and 
thousands of unemployed. The people employed 
in those industries would, unless other work 
offered, have to try to make wages in the sugac 
districts, which, as a matter of fact, was not a 
white man's game. 
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:i\Ir. MAX\VELL intended to oppose this 
line. The other day they had beforP them a 
Betterment Bill which made provision that any 
land benefited by the construction of a rail way 
'hould bear a portion of the cost of that railway. 
But in the motion before the Committee they 
bad a proposal t<> build a line through blocks of 
alienat"d land, and the whole of the people of 
the• State would have to contribute towards the 
cost of that railway. It was sa;d that the con
'trnction of this line would find employment for 
a !<reat numbet· of unemployerl. \V ere the Go
vernment goin::: to find cmphyment for those 
;>eople in the Norch who would won be thrown 
out of work in thE' sugar districts, and those 
people who, through the fall in the price of wol
fralll, would be thrown ont of work in the 
mining districts'! \V ere there not quite as 
,;ood lands in the North a< the lands in t,he dis
trict repres<>nted by the Secretary for Lands, 
where a rail way could be constructt d? Look at 
1Ir. Phil!ips's report, and see the value he put on 
the lands n !ready alienated in this clistrict, and 
clay why shouid unt those pe<tple contribute 
,,omething to>• ards the cost of the proposed line. 
If thi,s line v.:;s built now, and the Betterment 
Bill was pa<sed next ye'Lr, those lands would not 
come under its provi:sions, as tbe enhanced \ alue 
would have already accrued. If the GoYern
ment were prepared to pass the Betterment Bill 
this session. then he and other hon. members 
were ready to assist them, buc under present 
uiccumstances he intended to vote against this 
railway. 

::Yir. LESIXA said he also intended to vote 
against this line. A sum of £46,000 had been 
voted on the Estimates some years ago for the 
line from Clermont to Blair Athol, but, so far, no 
effort had been made to connect those two 
centres, though the Government were losing 
thousands of pounds annually owing to the fact 
that coal in that district had to be carried by 
bullock teams, horse teams, and traction engines 
over bad roads, which were likely tCJ become 
worse in future. The construction of that line 
·was very :much more irnportant, cornniercially 
and industrially, to the State and to Central 
Queensland particularly, than the building of this 
small line in the Dalby district. The proposal 
to charge the cost of the construction of the pro
posed line to the whole of the people of the 
State, when they might adopt the betterment 
princirJle in the matter, was an injustice to the 
whole of Queensland, especially to those people 
who were interested in the pass::oge of other rail
ways. If the question went to a division, he 
should vote against the railwav. 

HoN. E. B. FORREST would very much 
like to vote for this line, because he desired to 
sec public works of some kind gone on with, 
instead of having stagnation all round. But 
he was a director of a company which was in
terested in timber land in the district. That 
company owned the 17,000 acres on Dalby 
Downs referred to in the Commissioner's 
report; and, secondly. the company lw re
ferred to owned a considerable portion of the 
Bnnya Mountains. l' nder those circumstances 
he confessed he was inclined to think it was 
his dutv to the House, and also to the com
pany, n'Ot to vote at all on the matter. He did 
not want to refrain from voting without saying 
why, and he rose to explain the position he 
felt himself in. Plenty of reasons had been 
given, both . by t.ho Commissi'?nE)r and Mr. 
George Ph1lhps, m favour of bmldmg the raJl
way, but ho wished to say he would not vote 
c,ithcr ono way or the other under the cucum
sto,nccs. 

The CHAIRMAJ\1; I would like to remincl 
hon. members that there is an amendment 

before the Committee, and the debate ought 
to be strictlv confined to it-whether the cost 
of the railway should or should not be borne 
by the local authority. 

1\Ir. HARDACRE was not altogether m 
favour of the local authorities building such 
lines, or falling back on the alt<ernative of 
having no lines at all. "\Yhile not losing sight 
of the betterment principle, they should not 
necessarily abandon the right of initiative on 
the part of the central authority as well as on 
the part of the local authority. Because they 
wanted to see the betterment principle carried, 
he saw no reason why theJ should give all the 
initiative to the lopa] bodies. That would 
mean that they would have no public works 
of any kind. [:IIr. J. LEAHY: Are they not 
public bodies "i] Yes; aud he should like to see 
public works carried out by local authorities, 
but not all of them. Perhaps he was wrongly 
informed, but he had been told that the local 
authorities could not ctt present collect the 
betterment in benefited areas. He was in
formed that a local authority endeavoured to 
collect the betterment some little time ago. 
and ',Vas told bv the Atorney-General that 
the0 had no po\ver. [:I fr. J. LEAHY: \'Vnat 
body was that'] He was not sure. [Hon. R. 
PHILP: Thev have been doing it for years 
past.] Utn iionourable member: That is in 
the case of guaranteed railways,.] [Mr. J. 
LEAHY: With the Ayr line.} \Yhat he could 
ha ye wished v as that the Government, in 
bringing the railway forward, had associated 
it with a Bill to provide for the collection of the 
betterment on the particular freeholds through 
which the lino wouid paso. [The SECRETARY 
FOR PUBLIC LANDS : It would be a crying 
shame if they escapcd.l In Mr. Phillips's re
port they found the fol1owing passage:-

In t.his connet·tion it should be borne in mind that 
the whole of the land that wudd be traversed by tram
wa)r from l>alby to the proposed termiuus near Ensor•s 
(23~ mile:-) is alienated, and would be eullanced in value 
to a greatP-r extent th~1 the Yemaining Crown land. 

I am contident that, given a tramway from Dalby to 
J~eJl, the value of freehold land \\rithin ea::-y reach of 
the line would be increased frot'.l 20 to 50 per cent. 

A calculation was given which showed that the 
freehold lands vmuld be increased in value by 
£78,000, as against Crown lands by £29,000. 
Why should they try and get the small mcre
uwnt of £20,000 from those who took up Crown 
bnds, and allow private owners to be bene
fited to the extent of £78,000? He would not 
be a party to anything of that kind. In 189() 
he voted against a buDch of railways intro
duced by the present leader of the Opposition. 
A number o£ those railways were losing money 
to-day, but if the betterment principle ha,] 
l1een arlopt8cl there was at least one case m 
which there would haYe been no loss to the 
State at all. Why should hon. members vote 
a:;·ainst railways o£ that kind when sitting in 
opposition. ancl adopt a different attitude 
when they changed sides? If_ they h~d a dis
tinct assur.1nce that, next sesswn a Bill would 
be passed to make the freeholders on the pro
posed lino pay something towards the cost of 
1 he raih' as. his opposition would be with
clrav,n. [J\;Jr. J. LrARY: How mt;ch?J The 
details would of com'sfl be prov1ded m the B1ll. 
He did not LlOaa a general betterment Bill, 
lm a speciai m; asuro dealing with that par
ticular case. [The PREolillR: You w1ll have 
to o-ive power to the Go,'ernment to make a 
betterment area. There is no power in the 
law as it stands.] They should insist upon a 
distinct pro1nise no~<Y, that so far as the owners 
of the froohol:l lands were concerned they 
,,-ould have to pay something towards the cost 
of the lino, and then when the Bill was brought 

Mr. H ardacre.] 
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in they v·ould not be able to say that the Go
Vc'rnment had no righ<. to bring it in because 
they did not kno',•l anything about it. They 
should know no.· in advance that the Bill was 
going to be passed. He wished to say that he 
was not altogether enamoured of the proposal 
to make Crown lands pay the cost of railways, 
b0cause he thought their public works should 
be for the purpose o£ giving increased facilities 
to se!Pctors. If the selectors were called upon 
to pay £or the iucroascd advanta,;es arising 
from public works, they would not be much 
better off. The principle also had this objec
tion-that iL made the land which was of least 
\ al ue p11y the cost, whereas the cost should 
come from the Lnd which was of most value. 
However, that "us a detail. If the GO\·crn
ment gave an assurance that the-y would 
make those frecholclers contribute towards 
the cost of the line he would be satisfied. 
[Mr. J. LEAHY: How much is their share?] 
They could not improve upon the proposal in 
the Betterment Bill that they should be e;alled 
upon to makc: an annual payment of at least 
one-half the unC'amecl increment. ' [Hon. R. 
PHrLP: There is one-fifth Crown land awl 
£our-fifths freehold land.] [Mr. KERR: The 
four-fifths will have to pay.] If it was not 
proposed to make them pay a fair rate-say, 
at lcabt one-half the unearned increment-he, 
for one, would be dissatisfied; but after the 
promise of the GoYernmcnt--[Mr. J. LEAHY: 
We haYe had no promise yet.l He hoped the 
Government would give a distinct promise, 
and if that promise was based on the principle 
of the Betterment Bill he would bo quite will
ing to accept it. 

The TREASURER: The position taken up 
by the leader of the Opposition-to prevent 
this railway from being· built-was quite a 
new departure for him. He was a gentleman 
who believed in a "spirited public works 
policy!' yet whenever the present Gm·ern
ment attempted to take oven a small step in 
that direction it was opposed by the hon. 
member for Townsville. [Fi:on. R. PHILP: Do 
you call this a "spirited public works policy"_?] 
Yes. The purpose the Government had m 
view in proposing that line was just the same 
that they had in view in proposing the exten
sion of the Ga.yndah line. It was for the pur
pose of opening up more land for settlement. 
Unfortunately, in this case, they had to go 
through freehold land before reaching the 
lands of the State, and he regretted exceed
ingly that they had not been able to pass the 
Betterment Bill into law, because it would 
have satisfied the scruples of the leader of the 
Oppo>ition-[Hon. R. PHILP: It would not.]
by enabling them to get something from the 
froeholder. But, as an hon. member pointed 
out, as the end of the world did not como at 
Christmas, so the end of the world did not 
come with the close of this session; and thA 
Betterment Bill was there right enough, and 
they would get. somo return from the free
holders just as sure as he was standing on 
that floor. But, although their main object 
was to give facilities for getting at the Crown 
land and thereby facilitating settlement, they 
had a secondary object in view-namely, to 
provide work for the unemployed, who would 
be on their hands in considerable numbers in 
the beginning of the year. In the buildin!J' of 
those railways, and the work that would be 
givon by making roads and clearing land 
to make it available for settlement, they 
hoped to employ a very large_ number of 
the me.n who would then be 1dle. Shear
ing in the West, work on sugar planta
tions, and harvesting· work on the Down'. 
all termina.ted about Christmas, and they 
had to look out, in the beginning of the 
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':car, that there w.1s something- to do for the
very lar;-c number of men who would then be 
idle; and, although those two railways were 
only, each of them, very short ones, it was 
believed that the neceiisary work connected 
with them would give employment to some 
thousands of men in the State. The hon. mem
ber for Burke had asked if nothing was to be 
clone for the unemployed in the North. He 
mi;o;ht say, for the information of the hon. 
uwmbcr, that at the present moment the Secre
tary for Public Lands was having inquiries 
made up North as to suitable areas to be 
treated in the sa.me way as similar areas had 
been treated in the South. (Hear, hear!) Hon. 
members must remember that you could not 
simply send gangs of men to a particular place 
b,-c·ause it was blank on the map. They had to 
fiHd land th~t was likely to be selected after 
it had bc.:m improved before it would be pro
fitable to send men to i1nprove it. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order ! The hon. gentle
n1an is rather Jit:)eussing the unemployed ques
cion than this particular railway. 

The TR&;AST.;RER: He was not discussing 
the unempio:-ed question more than the rail
way. He was vnly wanting to give the Com
mittee to understand clearly what was the 
object the Go\ernment had in view in pro
posing that railway. 

The CHAUC.lAN: The hon. gentleman was 
dealing ith the question of the unemployed 
in th<e North, which has no connection with 
this question. 

The TREASURER: He was replying to the 
argument of the hon. member for Burke 
against building- the line that nothing was 
being done up North, and pointing out that, 
as steps were being taken in that direction, his 
argument fell to the ground. If the amend
ment of the hon. member for Townsville was 
carried, it meant that the objects tho Govern
mcmt had in view would be completely de
feated. No matter what the local authorities 
in that particular district might do ultimately, 
hon. members kne\v verv well that there was 
aot the remotest chance of an arrangement 
ueing made with the local authorities for doing 
that work by the beginning of the year. He 
believed the prospect of the line turning out 
satisfactorily was a fairly good one ; and he· 
would mention this: that this was the first timP, 
he; bc>lieved, in the history of Queensland that 
an attempt had been made to save the general 
taxpayer of the State in that way. It might 
not be completely successful. but it was unmis
takably an attempt in the right direction to 
increase the va.luo of t,he Crown lands. It 
might be desirable also to get some of the un
earned increment from the freeholdor through 
whose lands the line might pass. But how
ever strongly they might desire it, and hov.'
en r they might recog-nise the fairness of it, 
they had not the machinery-the power-to 
g·et. it from them in that instance, and Queens
land could not sta,nd still until cvervthing had 
oecn accomplished. He hoped they- would get 
that power by and by. It was an eminentlv 
desirable p::nver, but in the meantime this was 
a .tep in the ri«ht direction-in the direction 
of progress, and the progress would be much 
greater during the next eight months. He 
hoped tlw Committee would reject the amend
ment. 

:\h. :.\IAC.AHTNEY: One thing at least 
c•1uld be smd for the amendment mov0d b:' the 
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eader of the Opposition-it was bound to operate 
for the protection of the State, while the original 
resolutiou did not in any way protect the State, 

either in regard to the increment of 
~ii.30 p.m.~] the Crown lands or in regard to the 

bdterment of the freehold lands 
alon,, the !inn. The amendment was giving 
effect to the Govermn• nt policy as outlined bv 
the Premier some months ago. The Premier-::_ 
he would giYe his words-smne few rnonths ago 
Jtated this as the policy of the Government in 
regard to light line'; of railway into ngricultural 
districts. He Faid, continuing from another 
subject-

Associated somewhat with tllat is the subject of 
eonstructinq ligllt lines of 1':-dlwny in farming clistricts. 
'\Ye are prepared to do this by a, Yariety of means. \ife 
t::;n advanf'{) the money to lot 11 anthoritit ' : or WC' 
may eonstruct the lines under thP Hailw•.-ty Gnarantu; 
Act. or by a new method of coustrnctin~ linel:i to area~ 
or Crown land, and loHding thB land with the cost of 
construction --an exp(~riment 'vhiC'h I am anxious to see 
m~de, and which, I think, {"1ll he curried out success~ 
fully. But in order to ensure that tile people wbo 
benefit by the construction of such lines should con~ 
tribut,c somcthiiJg. it will be neeessary to load the land 
beuetited other t.nan Crown land with pnrt of the cost, 
that i" the lalHi. intm·v...:uing between the main line 
and the Crown L.nds. 

[The TREASC!lER: And you said the Betterment 
Bill wa> not in the ·c~overnor's Speech?] 
;Laughter.) He would c<>me to that directly-

H that land dPriYes benefit from tb~ construetion of 
thP line, it ~honld contribnb :<.ome'.hing to,Y:n·ds it::; 
cn.:-:t. It will be neces~a.ry. therefor·!,, to ap.pl,\r the 
betterment principle to lands so :...:ituate1L 'l'hot:'e 
are lllC lilJes UlJOll wllkh wt un~ prepared to enter 
upon the policy of uonstnwting light lines of raihvay to 
tnnning centres. 

The Premier in these remarks Teferred to bet
terment created by local work as distingiushed 
Jmm the general principle upon which the 
Bill was recently introduced to Parliament, 
which was a different thing altogether. H~ 
said, •.•.~ithout hesitation. that it was never any 
part of the :mnouncement of the Govern
ment policy to give us a Betterment Bill. 
That was an answer to the hon. gentleman. 
The only way they cnuld secure the better
ment on the difference between the present 
value of Crown lands and their valuf' as soon 
as this line was constructed would be hy a 
special Bill introducing conditions for the 
ascertainment of the present value and for 
the ascertainment of the increased value later 
on-th~n thev might say the State was pro
tectecl. The amendment protected the State. 
because it said the money was only to be lent 
eo the local authorities, but ~would secure the 
repayment of principal and interest later on 
And although not prepared to support it until 
he had heard what was to be said from both 
sides. yet he thought there was a great deal to 
be said for it. He must protest against the late
ness of the circulation of the report. \Vithin a 
few hours perhaps of coming into the Chamber 
they got a report dated as far back as Decem
ber last. He was now referring particula1·ly 
to the consideration of the amendment--while 
the Commissioner's report on the matter was 
not twenty-four hours old. [The SECRETARY 
FOR Punuc LANDS: The report did not come 
up for consideration by the Governm<mt 1i1l 
quite recently.] That was more the fault o± 
the hon. gentleman than anybody else. [The 
SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Yes, I pro
bably have the most fault.] The hon. gentle
man had had control, and could have called 
fo" the report, and he thought it would be a 
fair thing for hon. members to fairly and dis~ 
passionately consider a report of that sort, 

and not have it thrust Epon them for discus
sion at a few hours' notice. They should not 
be brought here blindfold, and asked to vote 
blindly, and accept the responsibility d tl<eir 
votes afterwards. He thought it was a fair 
thing to have made it pubiic. He proposed 
not to deal any further with the amendment, 
but later on .he should ha Ye something to say 
on the questwn. 

~'lr. FORSYTH: Tlw information vouch
safed by th0 Premier some little time ago 
meant that if this amendment was accepted the 
r.tilway \.ould not go on. He presumed the 
local people along the line. if there was in 
creased setileuc'nt, would be able to pay to
wards it. He could quite understand if they 
had to find the £:13,000 they would probably 
JJOt iike to talm tl1c responsii.Jility i but, seeing
we had not got tlw .Betterment Bill introduced, 
and as the Crown iands which would have to hP 
sold were likely to bring in £20.000 by way of 
hLttNment. dJd a" the Govcmment could not 
eec their w t: clear at the present time to g-et 
from tho fn·· itolrlcrs auv bettennent, would 
the local authorilies not 'accept from the Go~ 
Yern.rnent the butr.t-l'lllf'nt accruing from the 
Crown land.;;, bccauf'c if they got that money 
thcv \vould be m a position to carry this Bill 
throuah without any lor.n at all' The Goyern
ment bint.cndcd under any conditions to sell 
tJ10 Cro1vn .i2.nds aL a higher -..-aluation, because 
thev \Vl'TO bt_·ought D1ltch nearer to market 
through it. [:'vh:·::'I·1AX\\'ELL: They have. to get 
bnyer,. J y, s. C'lt 1t , Lmdcrstood this land 
would got buyers. ann pnce of 12s: 6d. an 
.1cn• which was put down '·:as not a high one. 
The Secretarv for :Pul>lic Land,; said this land 
was not undc~r ~caluc, tlnt probably the whole 
of the land in this area represented £·10.000, 
and would probably rcalis~ £1 an acr<> instead 
cf 12s. Gel. The local boches on the report of 
th'- C·Jnunissioner would. upon the basis of 5 
per cen,., htn·o to find £l,GOO a year. Against 
that the cost was to be set. £2,640 per 
annum for runnillg the line. That would mean 
a loss of auout £1,000 a year. lf they could 
!jL't the freoholders to pay the betterment on 
their lands there would be no trouble about 
~)uilding H{e line at al.~. l~lr. LESIXA: rhere 
axe no 111t- ._~n3 of getting the unearned 1ncre~ 
me 1t un]P os we pai'c a spc cial stiLtute.] Th:re 
•. as no means ai~ present of gettmg an:ythmg 
from the hee>holders, and they wero gomg. to 
o·et the bulk of the benefit. because the !me 
~' ,mld go rig~bt through the:_ holdings. v:hilst 
it Y:oulcl merelY touch tlh fringe of the Crown 
lands. If a b~ttcrment Bili ;Yas passed, the 
people \Yho would haYe to pay betterment 
":cmld be the pcopl•J who bought Crown lands 
lat0r ou. Ac. ')rding to :1lr. Phillips, the 
amount roalif:tblc by way of bettPrment from 
Crown lands was onlv £20.000, and that would 
not bo enough to pay for thr line. Of course. 
the local authol'itics would not care to have a 
lir1bihty o£ £33,000 plac<!d on their shoulders. 
and. if the Government could not make the 
frceholders contribute a portion of their un
f\arned incrcn1ont, they might get over the 
dicficulty to some extent. by giving to the local 
authorities the unearned increment on the 
Crown lands. The Comn1issioner stated that 
the Pittsworth branch e mwd £270 per mile 
last year, and he put do·.m thP earnings _?f the 
proposed line at the low estimate of £1:JO per 
mile. In that c :>so, the lo< et! authonbes would 
han: amplfJ rnoney, if the unearned increments 
1\.GfC re Ji~able, tJ pay inh rPst and redemp
tion. CThe SEC'R=TARY FOR RAILWAYS: The 
local :'.uthoritie'' wonld not have the power to 
take thcnL] ?\'o. but. if Hit' GoYernment could 

31 r. Forsyth.] 



1238 Da lb.1J- Cattle Creek [ASSEMBLY.] BPanclt Railway. 

not get hold of the freeholckrs. they might 
give the local authorities the unearned incre
ment on the Crown lands to help them to build 
the line. [The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The 
Government will get th" value of the Crown 
lands and thr um·arned increucnt of the free
holders as well.] How would thev get that" 
[TJw SEc;RETARY }'OR RAIL WAYS: • \Vo want 
legislation, of coursc.l If the line was built 
before a Bettermenf Bill was passed, the 
owners of the land would subdivide their hold
i~1gs and sell, and they would get a larger price 
tl1an at present. It would be most unfair to 
mako those who bought the land at a higher 
pnce pay the bcttrrrrent the following year. 
If the Government introduced a Bill based 
upon a specific betterment instead of on a 
general better!llont, he believed every member 
of the Commrttee would be in favour of it· 
but, if the o·ttners of the land sold their land 
before a Betterment Bill was passed, they 
would reap the benefit of the. construction of the 
line without paying anything for the benefit 
they denved. [The TREAST7RER: They will not 
cheat _us out of the betterment.] For 20 miles 
thrs lme would pass through freeholds, and 
the whole of that land would be increased in 
value. The position was much worse in re
gard to betterment than in the case of the line 
from Degilbo to \Vetheron, because that line 
would pass through large areas of Crown 
lands. and there would be a betterment 
straight away. [The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC 
LANDS: \Ve will get at it.] He would be per· 
fectly satisfied if the hol1. gentleman would 
tell them how he would get at it. The Go
vernment did not intend to pass the Be-tter
ment Bill this year. [The SECRETARY FOR 
PUBLIC LANDS: \Ve will next year.] If it 
passed through that Chamber, it might not 
pass through the Upper House, and, in any 
case, the people who owned the land would 
have sold out in the. meantime. [Mr. J. 
LEAHY: If you brmg m a Betterment Bill 
next year, you cannot go back to the past.] 
[The TREASURER: What is to hinder us?] [:Hr: 
BovntA~ :_ You have gone back to the past.] 
Mr. Phrl!rJ?s _sard that at the present time land 
m the vrcmrty of the terminus was open to 
homestead selection at 2s. 6d. an acre, and, 
unless a tramway went. well into the heart of 
the :\Iaida Hill district, he did not think the 
J::ands Department would dispose of the lands 
tmted pmk and blue on the map accompanv
ing his report (about 50.000 acres) at an" gre~t 
advance on the prrce he quoted. Accordino· 
to the plan, :\laida Hill district was ri~ht out' 
side the terminuc.. [The SECRETA~Y FOR 
RAILWAYS: l'\Iaida Hill distr-ict is all round 
there. You are looking onlv at where the 
name is.] lHr. Phillips said that he did not 
think the land would be sold for more than 
12s. 6d. an acre. [The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC 
LA~DS: I told him, whc·n I saw that. that he 
had vastly understated the value of the land.] 
[Mr. J. LF.AHY: ·what is the good of the re
port, then?] If it wa-, first-class agricultural 
land, wh10h would not require much clearing 
it would be worth a great deal of money. H~ 
thought the Secretary for Railways was 
thoroughly JUStified m proposing to build the 
line on the 3 feet 6-inch gauge, <.as that would 
save a groat deal of transhipping. That would 
be a safeguard. He thought that the whole 
of the freeholders in the neighbourhood should 
be tackled, as they would ,;et the whole bene
fit almost through the construction of this 
line; but the question was whf'.her they could 
malm thrs betterment retrospective. He would 
have no objection to the line if the Govern
ment could ~20 their way to get at these frce
hold('rs. 

[Jlf r. Forsyth. 

~vir. KERR (Barcoo): The hon. member for 
Tuvvnsville had nlOYed an aincudincnt to thL 
dfect that the local authorih in the district 
c:mcorned should borrow th,; monov to con
struct the ]ill(. but as far as he (1\lr. Kerr) 
could make' out. none of th.o local authorities 
v- ere in a (JOSition to do that. Before local au
thorities co0ld get adYaDCE':3 fron1 the Govern
uwnt for the constructing of lines, the Govern
ment had to b'· convinced that the revenue 
the board or council received would be sufficient 
to pay back the interest and redemption on the 
loan. No doubt the amendmeut of the leader 
of lhe Opposition, if carried, would block this 
line beiug- built. The Committee had no 
reason to belie\ e that thfl local authorities con
c0n1ed wcmld ask for a loan to build the line. 
There was J.o proof that they wanted to haYe 
anything to do ,,,ith it. The local authority at 
'l'horguna and the Blackall Municipal Council 
would be fayourable to constructing a branch 
line, but thc,e were obstaclec, in the way-in 
determining the amount of rateable property 
in the m-ea, and what the reYenue was likely 
to be, and how they would meet their loan and 
the interut on it. He waR sure that the local 
authoritic.:J \;ere not in a po~ition to construct 
buch a line. Th2n these local authorities did 
not hold the fTcehold of the lands in their 
areas; neither did thcv own the Crown lands: 
so whom \yE're they gOing to put the i~1creased 
rate upon·: LHon. R. PHILP: A special rate.] 
Ho did not think the Act gave them power to 
put on a 'pecial rate for such a purpose. He 
did not like the re,,olution in its original form. 
because he belieYed that the freeholders that 
were going to be benefited by the construc
tion of this line ought to be got at, and he 
believed they would be got at. He believeJ 
that the Governm0nt were prepared to bring in 
a IlH a,,urp that would giye them a certain 
atnount of tb unearne-d increment. He be
lieved m Government railways, and he would 
like to oee this line constructed bv the Govern
ment; but he thought the amendment of the 
leader of the Opvosition would block it'· con
struction. and if that happened it would pre
veuL a lot of nH~n ,..,, ho were now out of ern
ploymcnt from getting employment, for the 
local authoritiec; would not construct the line. 
He ''rould like to have an assurance frotn the 
hun. g0ntlenutn in ch,:rge of the rc'Jolution 
that the £r,dwldet.> who would be benPfited bv 
this line should be made to pay something to
lvards itt; construction. I£ that was given, he 
did not think any hon. member could reacon
a~;ly Yote against the rc·::olution 

IloN. R PHILP pointed out that the local 
nuthoritie; had aln·acly built a number of line~ 
in (2uecnsland. Fir:'t d all they got a Yote 
put on th Lo11n Estimates. and all those local 
D uthoritios who had borrowed money for rail
way construction could put on a special rate. 
It was all nonsense to say that they could make 
the- ·.o freehulders who would be benefited pay 
by and by-they should make them pay for 
the betterment at once. As to the argument 
that the construction of this line would pro
,-ide work for the unemployed, he would re
mind hon. members that the same thing could 

be achieved by the building of 
[7 p.m.] other lines which had alread' 

be··n authorised by Parliament. 
There wa.s the line from Clermont to Blair 
Athol, which was a very important railway, 
the construction of which would mean a con
sickrable annual saving to the Government in 
rc>~ard to their coal supply in that district, as it 
had now to be carted by teams a distance of 8 
ut· 1'0 1niles. Agair:. if a syndicate were not to 
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be a.llo'>\ ed 1-o con~truct a line fron1 Nonnan
ton to Cloncurry. there vva.:'l 110 reason whv the 
Goyernn1cat .sh~i1Jc1 not go on -with the build
iug of that railv. ay, which woulcl afford em
ployment to a .;reat number of people, and 
which would go through Crow" lands all the 
way. They should endeavour to find work for 
the people in the :\'orth as well as for those 
in the South. The goldfields wer(; not in a 
prosperous collclition at the present tin1e, and 
there were a lot of men out of work on 
Charters Towerco and Gympic. Something 
should be done for them. Two line· in thc 
South were too much, if thev were not build
ing any line.< in the Central and Northern dis
tricts. If they had not much money to spend, 
what they had should be distributed fairlv 
among the different puts of the State. He wa:-. 
prepared to vote for this rail" ay if the people 
\1 ho would be btonefited by its construction 
guaranteed that nobody else in the State 
would suffer auy lo,s, but not to build it at the 
e_xpcn~e of the State. \Yhat guarantee had 
tney tnat the wheat land m that district would 
be cultivated if the line was constructed? 
There were th, usands of acres of wheat land 
alongside a railwas uow, and it was not culti
>atcd. \Vas not the land between Toowoomba 
and \Varwic'k, and between Toov;oomba and 
Pict-",worth, and between Toowoomba and 
Homa all be ut land? [The SECRETARY FOR 
HAIL~'IAYS: All private,ly held.] No; it was 
not all prn·atelY held. 1here were some thirtv
seven people going up to \Varra. \Yas th~c 
not on a railway line' There was plentv of 
wheat land about Roma, and it was not culti
., atcd. He repea.ted that if the people of th,, 
distnct were anxwus for this line, they should 
guarantee that the ::ltate \Yould not lose a 
f'hilling by its construction. -With regard to 
the argument of the hon. rncn1 Ler for Barcoo 
t.tmt the local authorities could not get the 
money, he would point out that the' House 
could vote the money for them as thev had 
done in other cases, and they c~uld collect a 
special rate levied on the lands bcnefit0d bv 
thf' construction of the railway. As to th~ 
statement that. they could aft<>rwards apply the 
betterment pnnciple to the freehold lands in 
the rlistri,:, it was quite probable that on the 
"trcngth of this line being built the owners of 
that land wouid sell it and get the unearned 
increment. The unfortunate people who 
bought It would pay full alue for it and it 
would be in-tpO:·<JiblP to get anv nlo{·c front 
the-m. ;}1r. Deakin once said th"at before th~ 
jrrigation works \vcrc C?rccted in Victoria 
people would give £1 an acre for the land 
benefited, bu"G after the water was laid on thcv 
wou)d not give ls .. an acre. The same thing 
•,·omd happ"'n m tlns case. OncE' the line was 
built they wo:.tld not be able to put a special 
to1x on this irf'ehold land allY n1ore than on anv 
other land. · · 

:\.1r. HARDACHE: Judg·ing from the re
marks of the leader of the Opposition, his 
amendment did _not express hiP meaning. The 
hon. member sard that the Government should 
b.uild this line. as Ion~ as the .betterment prin
Ciple was apphed to 1t, but his amendment to 
refer it to the local authority was a very in. 
direct way of trying to get' the betterment. 
The local authority might not be disposed, m· 
mwht not be able, to construct the line. If 
they would construct it, then he could quit'l 
understand the hon. gentleman votinrr for th0 
amendment, bnt if the hon. membe; wanted 
to insist upon the application of !.he better· 
ment principle, and make the freeholders 
alongside this railway contribute their share 

of the cost. hi.s arnend1ne11t wa'? not the way 
to achieve that result. He should move a 
distinct amendment to the effect that the 
betterment principle be applied to this par· 
ticular land. His feeling was that, if the hon. 
gentleman would move an amendment like 
that, he would practically get the support of 
the whole House. He believeci :\.linisters 
them,elves would vote for it. It would be a 
f\OOd thing if the-y could get a definite resolu· 
tion expre,sive of the feeling of the House 
that the betterment principle ,houlrl be ap
plied to the cmEtruction of the railway. 

.\lr. J. LEAHY: If he proceeded on the 
lines he would like he would first of all lec
ture the Secretary 'for Public Lands, and in
form him that the best way in which to get 
busine's through the House was to act in an 
orderly manner, and not attempt to act the 
schoolmaster. He v, as sorry that that hon. 
gentleman, no doubt actuated by the local 
interest he had in the matter. had got clown to 
the level of thP Treasurer, and had made in
terjections having no relevancy to the ques
tion. He must object to the principle which 
the Premier had announced to the House and 
the countr;c-somewhat the same principle :1s 
that laid down in a. resolution which was 
before them a short time ago. lt was not 
exactly the same principle, for in th!' case of 
the other railwav recently dealt with there 
was a large amount of land still ill the hands 
of the Crown, and in the present case the line 
ran through land v·:hich v,-as four-fifths in area, 
and nineteen-twentieths in value in the hands 
of private owners, and what was in the hands 
of the Crown was only worth 2,. 6d. an acre. 
\\"ith a rainfall of about 25 inchc" a year, what 
kind of land v:as that through which to build 
a railway. ['l'he SECRETARY FOR Pl!BLIC 
LA~DS: You are quite wrong.] Did the hon. 
gentleman deny that that was the report? 
[The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: It may 
he the report. but it is absolutely an unc:Ier
valuation.] If it was such an undervaluatiOn, 
probRbly the cost of construction had been 
Pqually undenalued. He had nothing to say 
a.~ainst :'dr. Phillips. He knew him, and 
thought a g-reat deal of him. but when he 
went' to report on the Gayndah lme he "·as 
accompanied by an officer of the :\laryborough 
Chamber of Commerce, and when he went to 
t~\8 Dalby district he "as accompanied by an 
officer of the hon. gentleman's department. 
Of course, those \Vere 1nere coincidences, but 
the fact remained that he had the able assist
ance of a gentleman in the :\.linistor's confi. 
dc·nee, who had full knowledge of the district, 
and '· ho knew the .-alae of the land. and that 
,entleman said that 2s. 6cl. an acre was the 

.-alue of the land coloured pink on the map. 
The n1ap wa~ Y0ry intcre;;;ting, and showed 
that within a mile of :\.iaida. Hill the Crown 
land commenc0d. El e understood that the 
pink marking· sho'"ed the land not taken up, 
but there wore patches of green gomg through 
it "hich showed the portions selected. No 
doubt those were the titbits. Then there was 
the portion tinted bluP, which Mr. Phillips 
described as unavailable, and he presumed, 
using the phraseolo~y of the Land Act, that, 
tlmt meant absolutely useless. [The SECRE
T ,RY FOR Pt:BLIC LANDS: No, no!] But ~fr. 
Phillips pointed out that if that land was 
cleared and improved it would be fit for dairy· 
inc: He confessed that, to his mind, from the 
p;;hlic point of view, the prospects of the _line 
did not seetn yery good. It was entirely 
ihough freehold propert? which was closed 
on bv some fina:1cial institution, showinp: that 
it was not such a wonderful property, giving 
extraordinary remits. But he wanted to come 

Mr·. J_ Leahy.l 
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to the new principle they were going· to apply 
to that business. The hon. gentleman wanted 
to apply that principle as if the !in" was going 
through Crown lands, whereas it went en
tirely through privately o·vned lands. [The 
PRE1TIER: That principle can only apply to 
Crown lands.] Then the principle did not 
apply at all, because there '-'' s very little 
Crown land. [The PRE:VIIETI: 57,000 aCl·ec.] 
Which Mr. Phillip· valued at 2 . Gd. an acre. 
It was not 25 per cent. of the area. and not 2!5 
per cent. of the gross value. and it 1ms after all 
the value, and not the area, thev had to 
He did not how an•· such principle 
applied to construction of a line through 
Crown land unk-s it w,;s built at the expense 
of the Stato, or unless bv l11E'a1ls of an _.._:\et 
Pa1:ia1nFnt, passed or :.;et pa~_~'.>d, 
owners of properties \V ere on in 
way to contribute to the construction of a 
which would enhancn Hw value of tlwir 
pcrties. But they had nothing of that 
b,.fore thum. All thuy hac! before them 1\ c 
an enOl'lUOU>-3 ar<:a of priYat<:-' land, and :t 

quantity of extrcnwly impoverished land which 
bolonged to tho Cro,n, rncl for the sctb' of that 
Vt'ry inferior land fncy vvcre to build rt. line 
which, when built. would not pla-ce that land 
in as good a position as la11d lyillg icll0 at pre
sent near rail wavs whi::h theY could n·et nobodv 
to settle on. The Secretary:· for Ra'ihva' d toi;l 
them the line '\a8 propose;! by 50me Gonrn, 
rnent. t~ n, twelve, or fourLeen year,:;; ago, and 
that It had been approved of eince, about four 
~Years J-f,'J, [The SF.GRETARY FOR RAIL\~:AY3: 
By a Government oi \vhich vou ;.yere a n1cn1-
ber.] ThD hou. g('ntlcman '" 3-. t'ntireh
It \·'o,s ncvet brotAght before the ' 
GoYern1w:nt of ~,~hich he \va:;. a 
tl1e hon .. 2;ontlmnan endorse that 
'Was this th<~ outrorne of tho 
to put things right! \V hen 
put things on ri~.)rb lines 
0

1
ne of the ~'ors~ .P~Ccfq of 

Govc.Tnnlcnt 'WhlCD hl 
that were rejected as b0ing the 
pay. Thctt particnlar liuo was 
years ago. [The SECRETARY FOR 
K o. J The hon. geutleman saicl so. 
object to the hon. gPntlernan goiug
word ; it was part of his nature bv 
.But, apart from that. what wa~ the new 
principle intwduced? 'The improved Yalue of 
the land wa' to go into the Tee :surv. That 
'·-:as altogetihor a different thiug from the prin
Ciple ho iniLiJ-ted at \Var~.vick. Iif:' <Lid there 
he was goin" to sell land for the purpose of 
hl1ilding railw.tys and public "Nark.;. ~o1.v th' 
hou. gentleman was going to sell tlw land and 
put the prairie value into the Treasurv. 
\>'hilo the enhanced Yaluc vvas to go to the 
loan fund. That might be a right principle. 
bat ho v unted to see ho1_\ it vvould ·work out. 
The motion was ono to enable the proceeds of 
lund sale,, to go into the Tre,,surv-to brinO' s. 
:stn?anl of n~v-enuc into the Tr~casurv. The 
p;·inciple was not a now one. The iatc Go
vernment built linco on exactlv the sanw 
tc:_·mb. [The SECHETAUY FOR RArL\Y.AYS: I ask 
you to name one in justification of your stat~._•~ 
ment.] The lands they sold in the Coolabunia 
district. [The SECHETA1W FOH RAILWAYS: 
'l'bose lands were all sold before the rail\,ay 
"·as made.] If so, they were sold with th; 
kncJw]odgo that the milway was g,Jing to b,, 
metdo, and ihat the moncv for it had been 
voted by the How;e, which" camP to the iiam' 
thing. Sorne of that land fctclH- .i a~ 1nnch a.; 
£2 an acre. [The TREASURER: And the monev 
went into r•-\·cnue.J 1-\. line did not go into ~ 
district all at once. It wa talked o! for y .... ll'.' 

[1llr. J. Leahy. 

before it was lmilt. But people knew 
go there sJme day, cornpetition put a 

ou the land, antt the· Yery fact that a 
\VOLtld go th(•re some day put an unearned 

inn' m-- n~ on the laud, which the Government 
g-ot in a~h-u.nce. It \vas only a. question of in
t l'·'':t \\:lLthm: tLoy got it befor: the raihvay 
\,:as built or after. ln fact, the principle v. as 
as old as l\Iothuselah. Take the case the leader 
cf the Opposition referred to. t'le line from 
Hughenden to Richmond. Did not that prin
ciple apply thme in the fullest extent'/ Those 
iawls we c held unclor the Crown Lands Acts, 
1b~' to 1G97. under Part VIII. of ,,.hich ths 
Govcrnrne~:t' had a ribht of rf'';urnption at any 
rirne. aud P"'ying only the value tl~cy were 
\vorth for gTazing purpose-.:. I£ any Increased 
YJ.lue \NUS given to thorn as agricultural land 
or fol' clo·"cr SC'l~l,__·n1ent the lc:>sees ·were not 
e-ntitled consideration for that in the assess-
nlcnt of arnouut of compensation they wer 0 

to receive on the wholt.' area being resu1ned. 
This was not a new principle 

[7.30 p.m.] at ail, '.Jut went back to the days 
of tlw fir et rail way construction, 

and bcvond that. \;\Tlw did the Secretary 
for Rail~vavs not tell the 'Commissioner if there 
-,-a, anv other wav in which they had been 
going- o~n with rail'~ ,;1y construction in ()ueens
land' [The SECHETARY FOR RAILWAYS: You 
haYe been shO\\-ing it yoPrself qu1tc un~on
sciously.] The lin0 from FLghenden to ~wh
mond, over which there had been no skltmg. 
no le<(-pulling of the great m~v, ashed, hacl been 
built under the same cond1hons. Departmg 
from this new principle- of land values alto
ucther. how could there be a difference in 
policv, if this was one of the very lines p~·o
posed lw the Nelson Government, the Ph1lp 
{)overnrl1ent, and the 2\Iorgan Government? 
The whole of the line went through freehold 
land he believed; and where was the difference 
in principle or policy? \Yith the exception 
that hon. members talked so much about It. 
and tried to make the public believe it was not 
;;,o, the Government .were doi~g nothing but 
carrying out the pohcy of then· predecessors. 
Thev had attempted to put three measures 
thro'uo·h, and as soon as t-hey had had the least 
opposition they funked on them. Th~s was the 
policv of the late Government, but It did not 
follo~v that becauce it wa.3 the policy of the 
Government for one time it \Yas going to be 
the policy for all timE'. Conditions altere_d 
verv much. Four or five years age:. after Str 
Hu!:;h Nelson's time-who, he beheved, first 
suggested it--the policy ca1ne into vogue that 
pei·sons wh<? were benefited ~y the constr.uc
t-ion of a rmlwav should contnbute somethmg
for the value which they received, and if it 
was not a paying line they should be prei?ared 
io pay the loss. 'J'he peopl';' had to cont~·1bute 
in connPchon w1th the hn( ;gera Ra1lway. 
Then there was the Allora line, of which the 
State was bearing O!Hl,half of the eo ,t, an<! still 
it 1.vas not a pa.Fing lin&--it. was only pay1ng a 
little more than working expense-s. The whole 
of that was freehold land, and the very closest 
form of' settlement. [The SECRETARY FOR 
RAILvvAYS: You cannot. compare a 3-mile line 
with a 23-mile line.] H" would compare it 
wit-h the Killarney line, which was a 28-mile 
line'. If the Killarney line did not pay, what 
chance was there of this line, where the whole 
area was practically he0hold, paying? ~one 
\vhatever. The Be ll!desert people had bmlt a 
liue iu a .rreat deal better country than this was. 
They wc;e paying as much to hring their goods 
16 miles as it cost them to bring it on the pub
lic railways 64 miles from Beaudesert to Bris
lmJW: they had to do that to pay the interest 
on lheir line. and their ->ha..re of th-'' loss on this 
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line. Then if ought to be built on an.v 
portion of tlw it was the line 20 or 30 
miles beyond I'il.tswor·th. [:\!fr. 1'\L~CKI~TOSH: 
n~ur, hear!] \Vhon he was up there two or 
three y('ars tbpre were \Ya•;ing fields of 
corn for a as far as the line before 
the Cha1nber travcr~cd altogether; but though 
the people there hac1 no railwav the" would 
have to hear the burden whi~h th-;, build-
~ng of this line put upon the general tax-
pavcr, becJ,usc people concerned would not 
pay their 'hare. Then a groat many reprc
Bentat, ·Jll& \vere 1nade to the late 11inistrv 
about the line to Goomhungoe, which was 'it 
very fine district. He had been over the dis
trict, and the divi·ional board oassed resolu
tions and were willing to borro\v the money 
and buikl line. [The SECRETARY FOR 
RAILWAYS: moucy is available for them.] 
\Vhy .should not other people build their lines? 
\Vas 1t because ~1r. O'Brien. the member for 
that district, was not a :C.Iinister? Was that a 
s!lffioient rea,on why the people of the State 
should be taxed in one direction or another. 
B0;o':''se a district was not represented by a 
3Imister, but by the lead'lr of the Opposition 
or a humble nwmber like himself, were not the 
c cs8s to b:_ Jccidccl on their merits? (Laughter.) 
Then a !me had been passed for the district 
_repyc::;ented by the hon. 1nomber for Lockycr, 
-,,·htch was ono of tho mo'.t fertile in Queens-
laud. vas llvl the line built that Parlia-
m nt in that loc·!lit-."? ·would it 

. £or the unc m1;lo:ed as well 
. line; \Vaci it not n10i'C likely to pay; 
It not nearer to a n1arkt~t: and was not the 
fa.r • --L;,ie;-· ·vorkC'd "? " 

Tho CE_\HO.::c\:\": Order: The htm. mem-
be-r i ~ ktng to the an1ondincnt bP fore 
the 

Mr. ,J. LEAHY : At the oon:mencement of 
his remarks he pointed ont to the Chairman that 
on an occasion like this it wastnorecon,'enient to 
di,cnss the motion and the amendment to~rether, 
and he did not know that the Chairman then 
intimated th:tt he should confine himself to the 
am;nrlnw'1t, nftenYards addre·'Sing himself to the 
ma1n que;;.:tion. 

The CHAIR:\IAK : I do not think the hon. 
menber is speaking either to the amendment or 
to the original question. 

Mr. J. L·gAHY: The point he wished to dis
cuss was whether this line should be built at all, 
and, if it was g·oing to be built, whether it was 
going to be buih on the propo.,a! of the Govern
ment or on the proposal of the leader of the 
Opposition. He was giving reasons why it 
should not be built at all. If they were going to 
vote public money for the construction of rail
wavs, they should vote it in the directions in 
which it was most needed. If he had to choose 
between the motion and the amendment, he 
would vote for the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN: I do not think it. is in 
order for the hon. member to ad vomcte the claims 
of other districts •.s a set-off against this particu
lar railwa:>- I certainly do not object to a 
cursory reference to any other district; but it 
would certainly be out of order to dJScuss at any 
length the claims of any other district, and urge 
its claims as :>n objection to passing this resolu
tion. 

Mr. J. LEAHY: Perhaps the Chairman was 
right, although it had heen the practice of the 
Chamber for forty years. [Mr. KF.RR: Is that 
a reflection on the Chair?] [The PRE)fiER: 
Hear, hear !] If he followed on the lines of the 

hon. n1ember for rarcoo. be submitted he would 
be in order, particularly as they h11.d the stamp 
of the Committee put upon them. 

The CHAIIlMA::\-: Order 1 I lwpe the hon. 
member will keep to the cpestion before the 
Committee. 

Mr. J. LE~'cHY : :Hr. Phillips said in his 
report that if thi line did uot pe>y they mig-ht 
as \veil give up light lines. rl'hat was a very 
important statement corning fron1 such an 
authority. He wonld com1,are this line with 
some already built, and see whether the condi
tions were as favoural.Jle in this case, and, if 
those other linc did they should ask 
them:;elves whether this was likely to pay. 
There was not a single branch railway built 
into the best districto in Wneensland that was 
at present paying-. The Killarney line was 
not paying. [l\Ir. GR nsm;: Yes.] It had 
not paid anything like interest until last year, 
and then it only paid by being given credit 
for the earnings of 10 miles of the main line. If 
they added on miles to that, it might pay 
interest. The theY "·e1·e now discnssing 
mig-ht be made to pay tuo, if they gave it credit 
for the earnings on 25 miles c,f the line between 
Dalby and Toowoomba. They could make any
thing pay by :such a systE'Hl of le~~rdemain in 
connection with the ltCCOlUltS. r:rvrr. MACKINTOSH: 
The Pittsworth line pays."[ " !t did not uay 
working expenset". L:\Ir. ::\l..,.ch:IN'i'C~H: :Extend 
it double the distance, and it will pay douhle.] 
A subsidiary principle in connection with the 
1notion \VH~ t1Jat the Go1:,;ernmPnt were going to 
build the line very che •. plv. The Secretary for 
Hail ways intended to tl.at this was a new 
policy, but the late ernment bnilt railways 
on the very same principle. The hon. g-entleman 
told them that thi·. linE> was going to be 
bnilt for something like per mile, lJut the 
late Government built the from Hughenden 
to Richmoncl-which "~s a p<•rtion of a main 
!in<·, passing over undulating country, and where 
the slei::'per.~ had to coiHE- a great di~tance--for 
under £1,-100 per mile ; o that the Government 
and the Hail way Department were not entitled 
to much credit if they could not build a little 
branch line much ~heapeL There was a great 
deal to be said in -of the local authorities 
building this line. :he line paid-as the Go-
vernment said it wu:Jd-tbe local authorities 
would lose nothinf(. The adoption of thut prin
ciple ,,·ould also ha;·e the advantage of enabling
the Government to teil the jjeople in other dis
tricts who demanded railway construction to 
adopt tbe same principle. Those who benefited 
largely by the expenditure of public money 
should l-'ay sc,mething· in return. The people 
in a district should sav bv a vote of 
some kind what the benefited ;wea would be. 
ThE-re was nu ju~tification for the wild, hair
brained principle which the Minister for Lands 
ad vacated. This was juot the kind of country 
which the loc~l amhoritres could operate on, and 
why should this system nnt w:Jrk ao well in this 
district as it had d0ue in the other districts? 
The hon. gentle1nan had gi1. en no reasons against 
that at all. Then. what would be carried on this 
line? Ko timher-10othin,:,, according to the 
Commissioner and Mr. :Phillil''' but cream ; and 
how much crean1 would havt- to be carried over 
this line to pay fl•C its construction ? They 
should settle people along existing lines before 
constructing new lines at the expent-e of the 
country. For miles and miles along the line to 
Horn·\ there were no people settled on either 
.side, and if the Governrne11t were going to n1ake 
the people held tho.-e put them to 
better nee, didn't they it at once? Afi 
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they had party Government, he would stick to 
his leader and supporc the am,,ndment. He 
migh" consider it necessary t<J talk for an hour 
on the main ']Uestion. 

Mr. LEST:\ A desired to say that he did not 
feel inclined to vote for the anoendmem, and he 
would also vote against the• w!wle resolution. 

Mr. I'. J. LEAHY (TVu,orgo): He thought 
too much v, ''" being made of this betterment 
business. He recogni"ed that it was dee<irable 
that where a railway went into a ,]istrict the 
people who would be benefited by that railway 
should pay any loss the Government suffered 
through building of the line, but it would not be 
a very wi8e thing to make then1 pay for n1ore 
than that. Although he was ex<:cedingly anxious 
to see this country opened up, he was very 
doubtful that this line would pay, and he would 
prefer to see it constructed in accordance with 
the principle contained in the amendment or in 
accordance with the guarantee system that had 
been adopted a few years ago. Thev were 
told that if this line wa;; built the Govern
ment would be able to collect the betterment 
next year, and a very impm·tant declaration had 
been made from the other side to-night-that the 
Betterment Bill was not dead-mo.'3t people 
thought it wa;-and that it woulc! be reintro
duced early next year. [The PitE'\ImR: \Vhat 
has the Betterment Bill got to do with the 
amendment before the Committee? Nothing 
whatever.] He would show that it had. If this 
line were built now, and the Betterment Bill was 
not passed until next year, the chances were 
twenty to one that they would get no better
ment at all, unleo-; it was made retrospective. 
If they made it retr-ospective in this case, how 
far back were they going? \V ere they going 

back two, three, four, or five year', 
[8 p.m.] or were they going to stop in this 

case? He ventured to say that all 
the indications showec! that if this line was 
built now they would get no betterment from 
that land in the future. He trusted that the 
railway would be built, but he Bhould be sorry if 
the people benefited by its com,truction did not 
contribute something towards making good the 
loss which the Government would suffer by its 
construction. [An honourable member: Are 
you going to vote for the amendment?] He 
had a perfectly open mind on the subject. He 
admitted at once that if the amendment was 
carried there wa,s a danger that it might kill thA 
railway altogeth<r. He had no desire to kill 
this railwRy, bnt he submitted that they were 
not jusLified in voting fur the proposal before 
the Committee without some safcgt:.\l·d. 

Mr. ::YIAOKIXTOSH: On a former occasion 
he voted for a railway from Dalby towards 
Bunya Mountains, and he did so because he 
always de 'ired to adopt cmch measures as would 
develop the resources of the country. But why 
they should now have this proposal to construct 
a railway from Dalby to Cattle Creek in the 
direction of Bunya ::\Iountains was a mystery to 
him, seeing- that they had promise at the last 
election that they would have light railways all 
over the Downs to enable ag-riculturist,, to develop 
the resources of that di,trict by affording them 
facilities to get their produce to market. He 
had known Dalby for many years, and he 
was sorry to say that it was not much 
more advanced now than it was twenty ynrs 
ago. There was magnificent land alongside the 
railway from Dalby westward-land eqnall:· as 
good as any at the Bunya 'IJ:onnt>,ins-but what 
did it grow? Goats and prickly pear. (Laughter.) 
They would have to go 20 miles from Dalby by 
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this railway before they got any Crown lands 
which the line would enhnncE' in value. Thir. 
Phillips rnight be a very g<1od eng-ineer, but he 
did not know much about the value of that 
land. Mr. Phillips said this land wa'· now worth 
2:;. tid. an acre, and that by constrncting this 
railway its value would be enh •need to 12s. 6d. 
If the enhanced value of that land would be 
only 12s. Gd. an acre, then his (Mr. ?liackintosh's) 
udvice to the Premier was to have nothing to do 
with the railway; but he believed that the value 
of that land for ·the purposes for which it was 
created was more than double 12s. Gd. an acre. 
He had gone over the list of selectors in the 
Dalby and thE> Ellangowan distJ·icts with t~e 
object of comparing the amount of settlement m 
each, and he could better underCctand a proposal 
to construct a railwa.y from Ellangowan to 
Clifton than from Dalby to Cattle Creek. To 
talk of the latter costing £1,300 a mile was an 
absurdity. There must be very steep gradients 
and wide curves to cause that expenditure. The 
country between Ella.ngowan and Clifton was 
probably tlv; most fertile and thickly populated 
country in Queensland, and how was it that tht> 
Dalby line had been selecte<i in preference to it i 
Then he would refer hon. members to the pro
posed extension of the Pittsworth line. 

The CHAIR.:\IAN: Order! I must remind 
the hon. member that he is not discussing the 
']nestion before the Committe~, and I hope he 
will confine himself to it. 

Mr. MACKI::\TTOSH : He only desired to em
pha~ise the fact that there were other portions of 
the Darling Downs equally worthy of consid.em
tion in the matter of rail way constructwn; 
and with that object in view, he was com
paring the D:.lby district with other districts 
well known to lion. members. He desired to 
point out that the Commissioner for Railways 
told them in his report that the Pittsworth line 
earned £270 per mile, and thP Killarney branch 
£260 per mile, whereas he only estimated the 
earning- power of the proposed Dalby t.o Catt}e 
Creek branch at £150 per mile. He beheved m 
the construction of branch lines as feeders of tbe 
main line and advocated the application of the 
~an1e Rvsfem a.;; that in vogue in France, where 
the trucks from the narrow-gauge feeding lines 
were lifted by cram,, on to the main lines. 
Now, a great deal ha,d been mid about the 
betterment principle and the gun tax. The only 
thing, in fact, which the Treasurer h"d not pro
pc,;ed was a bachelor tax. 

The CHAIRMAX: Order ! I nn1st remind 
the hon. member that he is departing- from the 
question before the Committe... I hope I shall 
not have to ren1iud hin1 ag':in. 

~fr. i\l:ACKIXTOSH: Railways were the 
only means they had for developing their 
res,;urces. \Vben he was last before his electors he 
laid down three phnks in his platform. One 
was the construction of railway.; in agri,ultural 
centres by the sale of land ; ancther was the 
construction of railways by private ent<erprise 
with the sanction of the Government ; and the 
third was one adult vote. He intended to stick 
to all those. If they were to sell land for the 
construction of nece"ary railways, there would 
be no nee(l to borrow money, and there would be 
a consequent saving of interest. Another line 
he would refer to was the Coolabnnya line. 

The CHAIRMA:~: Order! I have already 
ruled that it is not in order, on this question, to 
advocate the claims of other districts for railway 
construction. I hope thP hon. member will con-
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fine himself to the question before the CummitteA. 
H he does not, I shall ba obliged to order him to 
discontinue his speech. 

~Ir. :\LACKI""TOSH: He would advocate a 
rail way extension in his own district from Oakey 
Creek to Happy Valley and Gol'den Valley, 
w?ere there was soil as fertile as any body could 
wish for. At present the farmers were takin"' 
cream into Toowoomba, 31mileR distant, by cart 
How could good huttc·r be made under such cir
cumstances, and it was taken from l\lilmerran 

dista,nce of 45 miles. He fully believed that 
}Jeople whose properties were improved by a 
railway ought to contribute some of the enhanced 
value towards its construction. \Vhat his opinion 
was about the Betterment Bill he would state 
~~the proper time; but if a railway went through 
Ins property and enhanced it; value by £1 an 
acre it would be his duty to pay that money to 
the State. He did not know what the Govern
ment policy was, n:'t being in their secrets. [Mr. 
.T. LEAHY: You might ask the hon. member for 
Barcoo.] He would just a" &non eupport the hon. 
member for Bar coo as any body else as long as he 
brought forward good meacmres. It was mea
sures he wanted, not men. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I have called the 
hon. member to order several times for continued 
irrelevance. I am now compelled to direct him 
to discontinue his speech. 

Mr. CAMERON : There was no member of 
t~e Committee more honestly in favour than 
lmnself of the construction of light lines or any 

other line of railw<Ly that tended 
[8.30 p.m.] to increase the prosperity of the 

country, and he had come to the 
Chambe_r with the full. intention of supporting 
the motwn, but after listening to the :Y1inister 
for Railways and the Minister for Lands he had 
been shaken in his view.". [The SECHETARY FOR 
RAILWAYS: And after seeing the amendment of 
the leader of the Opposition.] lt seemed to him 
that if this line was constructed, the people who 
did not want it would be made topayforit in some 
way. Allusion had been made to the freeholds 
of C11mkillenbar and Dalby Downs, which would 
?e traversed by this line, and although he 
nad not got the knowledge of that country 
p~ssessed by the Minister for Land,,, he knew i"t 
fa1rly well. He thought it would be an unhir 
thing to tax these people for a line they did 
not want. [The Tm~ASURER: How b that?] 
The Secretary for Lands said there was not 
;~mch to choose between them, became if the 
,me was constructed they would take it out 
of the pockets of those supoosed to be bene
fited by the construction ,)f the line. [The 
SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LMmS : N" ot take it out 
nf them.] Tbat was the effect of what the hon. 
gentleman said. The free holds he had mentioned 
w~re at yrecent ":mply ,·erved by the present 
rmlway hne ; and It was problematical whether 
~his line would increase the value of their hold
ings. [The SECHETARY FOH Pt;BLIC LAXDF : If 
no additional value is placed upon them they 
won't have t., p:ty.J He was not in favour of th'e 
amendment, because that proposed to tax them 
by a different method. [The SECRETARY FOR 
RAILWAYS: Possibly higher.] He intended to 
vote against both the amendment and the 
motion. 

. Mr. HARD ACRE hoped the Premier would 
glVe an assurance that he would adopt the 
betterment principle, which he was sure would 
satisfy a number of hon. members who were 
otherwise inclined to vote against tbh; railway. 
He wanted to see the railway gone on with, 
work found for the unemployed, and settlement 

taking place; but he wanted the lands benefited 
to bear the cost, so that there would be no com
plaint abont it in the future. He had an 
amendment prepa.red, which he did not wish to 
move, and if the Premier, in a formal statement, 
would give an asmrance to that effect, it would 
facilitate the passing of the railway, and give 
satisfaction to members on both .cides. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He 
had some doubts whether hon. members on the 
other side who were condemning the proposal in 
unmeasured termL-, would accept any assurance 
which the hon. membe1· wished him to give. 
The hon. member for Bulloo httd indulgPd in a 
wholesale condemnation of the policy of branch 
lines, ttnd hazarded the statement that there was 
not a branch line working profitably in Qneens
land. [Mr .• J. LE,\HY: I did not.J Tbe hrm. 
member did. [Mr .• r. LEArlY: I did not.] He 
had also made the statement on the occasion of 
the propos>tl for the extension of the line from 
Degilbo to \Vetheron a few days ago. If what 
the hon. gentleman bad said with respect to 
branch lines was true, then the Committee ought 
certainly not to add to their number; but he 
challenged that view. Because th0 ban. gentle- . 
man was able to take a set of figures 
and say the lines were not paying interest 
and workwg expenses, it did not justify the 
statement that they were not paying the 
State. The hon. gentleman said the main 
lines were paying handsomely, but the fact was 
that if it were not for branch lines the receipt' 
from the main lines would be much lower 
than they are. [:\Ir .• J. I,EAHY: Not at all.] 
These branch lines were feeders bringing traffic 
to the main lines, without which the main lines 
would not be so profitable as they are, a.nd the 
majority of the branch limH were paying the 
State handsomely though they were not directly 
paying the Railway Department. He ch.lllenged 
also the contention that thPre was nothing new 
in the proposals the present Government had 
submitted to the House for the cvnstruction of 
branch lines. [Mr .• J. LEAHY: Yes, I do.] They 
were entitled to chim that the lines proposed 
were to be con~tructed on terms that WPre ne\v 
and novel and that bad never been offered in 
respect to branch lines in this State before. 
The terms were that Crown lands "hould be 
made av,,ilable for close settlement, and, when 
the lands were selected, an amount equal to the 
present value should be paid into the consolidated 
revenue, '' hilst the aclded value-the value gi\en 
to the lands by the construction of the railway
should be paid into the loan fund arconnt. Then, 
when all the Crown lands were sold and paid 
for, the loan fund would have to its credit a 
sum sufficient to repay the carJital taken out 
0f the account for the c0nstruction of the 
railway. [Mr. J. LE.\HY: 'fhat was not in your 
manifesto.] It was entirely in keeping with his 
manifesto and with his addresses on the public 
platform, and he sr,id that it was an entirely new 
principle in connection with the construction of 
railw.1ys. The hon. member for Bulloo cited 
the Cclolabunia line a,; one which had been built 
on precisely similar terms to those proposed in the 
presence instance. Unfortunately for the State, 
it was not. The lcmls in the Coolabunia district 
were largely dispnsed of by the State before the 
railway wns built. [Mr. J. LEAHY: And they 
arA all disposed of here-that is the difference.J 
The hon. gentleman was quite wrong. They 
were not all disposed of. They were all di,;posed 
uf but .57,000 acres. [:\fr. J. LEAHY : 7i\ per eent. 
of them are disposed of, and !13 per cent. in 
value.] '1'he lands in the Coolabunia case were 
sold before the railway was constructed ; the 
]at>· Government trea,ted the money re<1lised as 
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revenue, and borrowed money to build the rail way 
to those sold lands. The pre,ent Government pro
posed to withdraw the bnds in the vicinity of 
the prO!>Osed line before the mil way wa·-- author
ised. \Vhile the rail wav was in course of con
struction, or immediatel)'" upon it.-; COUJpletion, 
they would sell those lands, paying their pre"ent 
value into the conso1i,lated revenue and their 
added value into the loan fund. That was the 
difference between thlc system the lwn. gentleman 
adopted in the past and the syolem the Govern
ment proposed to adopt in t{;e future. There 
was a very impurtant and cardinal difference 
between the two sy,tems which justitied the 
Government in subrnittiug tbe propnsal to the 
Cornmittee. The hon. lllember fur Bnlloo f.·x
pressed a keen concern that the owners of the 
privateiy owned lands, which would have to be 
traversed Lefore they could reach the Crown 
landP, should contribute something towards the 
cost of the railway. Tb•· hon. go:ntleman appeared 
in an entirely new character-as an advocate of 
the betterment principle. He wa3 perfectly 
prepared to ag-ree that the h•m. gentleman', con
tention in this respect was an absolutely rea~orl
able one. If it was fair that the people who 

· bought the unsold Crown lands paid the added 
value given by the construction of the railway, 
it wed alno fair that they should look to the 
owners of the interveninr; landt-: for n contribu· 
tion towards thA cost of tl1e raihvay in return for 
the benefit they would derive. It was only u 
question of how they should accc,mpli h what 
they desired. The law at present was not 
adeqnateforthepurpose. The hon. '~ent 1 ,_man oaid 
they cnulddoit under the Local <+m·ernmentAct; 
but they could only do it if the people inter
ested volunteered to submit them,elve.' to a hx 
upon the property within a specified benefited 
area. Undoubtedly, Parliament ought to supply 
the authority to n'eet such cases'" the pre,;ent, 
and, if the present G-overnment rem'lined in 
power, they would addre~s themselves to secur
ing for tbem.;;;el; e-"-, and for their successor::;, the 
power to deal ir1 an effective way \vith situations 
such as they found themseln,; confnmted with 
at D1.lhy, where they had to construct a railway 
through s~veral mile" of privat·~ly owned land. 
in order to render Crown bnch available for 
settlement. After the speeches the:· ht1d heard 
from the opposite bench, they should find the hon. 
memberfor Bullooand the leader of the Oppc-,ition 
ardent supporter,; of a principle which they had 
been condemning in seas.on :."nd out of season for 
some time past. [:\fr. J. LE.\HY: Quite a 
different principle.] It w11s not a different 
principle; but he lmc! not the least doubt that, 
when the Government came down with a pro
posal to enable them to do what the hon. gentle
man had been urging them to do that evening, 
he would find some reason for describing it as 
robbery, theft, or by some eqnallv hard name. It 
was all right now that it couL:l be used as a stick 
to bang the present proposal with, hut it would 
be all wrong when they propoeed to translate it 
into legislation. The hon. gentlen1an, in ex~ 
pressing his intention to support the amendment, 
said that our experience justified the leader of 
the Opposition in a,sking the Committee to insist 
that the local authoriti€'; should build this line. 
ThB hon. member said that thev -o-hould not build 
the line nnless the local aulhoritiPs agreerl to pay 
for it, and that experience was sufficient to jnstify 
the Government in taking up th·tt position. It 
was easy to make statements, but it was not su 
easy to give proof in support of them. The hon. 
member, in oJIL1ding to the Beaude~ert line, 
supplied a reason why they should not re[j uire 
local authorities to build railways. He referred 
to the fact that on the Beandesert line the fares 
nnd freight charges were two u three times as 

[Hon. A, M organ. 

much as the charges on the ordinary lines; 
and that in itself was a condemnation of the 
syHb::!nl the hon. rnmnber advocated, because 
these kc ,tl authorities had to make S'>Ch exces
sive chn..rgr, · in order to enable thern to pa.y 
interest and redemption. The State would 
be content if tht:Jy got working expenses 
and some interest, bnt local autboritits had 
to p:cy "1 per C«-.nt. interest and l:l- per cent. 
redmnption, n1aking 5± ver cent. VVhere was 
there a GovernrrH.•nt branch or main line in 
(tuee11sland t-hat v . .ts doing that? Yet the hon. 
member for Bulloo ,airl that the local authorities 
ll!U~t borrow rnoney to bnild such lines anrl pay 
3& per cent. interest a,nd redemption in addition 
to paying working expemH. lf the State could 
not do that, it was unreasonable to expect the 
local authorities to do it; and the hon. member 
would be a little disappointed when he gave him 
some figure~'; in connection with the Beaudesert 
and other local authorities' light lines or tram
ways, to whom the Government- had lent money 
for the purpose of constructing such lines. ft 
was to be regretted that these tramways were 
not dealt with in the papers placed before 
the House scpa1·ately, hut were all lumped 
together in "general loan indebtednes,. ' He 
would give a ff,w cases to illustrate the posi
tion that he (Mr. Morgan) was taking np. 
'The followin,. local anthorities who had borrowed 
tnoney forth~ purpose mentioned were in arrears 
in the following sums on the 30th .J m.e last : 
-Interest and Redemption: Beandesert, £294; 
Ayr, £341; Cairns, £2,283 ; the Douglas Board, 
£4,82G-probably not all in connection with 
their tramway, but that was their accumulation 
of intere•t and redemption in arrears; the 
Pioneer Board. in the lYiac!<ay district, nearly 
£4,000. If that kind of thing was going on, it 
either proved that the speculations were bad 
ones, or that they could not expect the local autho
rities to pay so much tpwards the. sinking fund. 
If tb.:y had to ask local authont1es to pay a 
!.trger oum as interest ancl redetnption the-n the 
railway or tran1way could earn unless exc.essive 
fares and freights were charged, wonlrl 1t not 
be wiser to adopt the system the Government 
now proposed, and see that fair charge~ were 
made to emtble farmers to prosecute their 
industries with profit, which they could not do 
with thP heavy charges necessary under the 
other system? That was one justification for the 
present proposal. The other justification was 
that the line would open up lands which the 
Government would soon sell, and so the loan 
fund would be recouped for the money tempo
rarily withdrawn for the constrnction of the line. 
He rose chiefly tn assure those hon. members on 
both sides who so 'trongly ad vacated the better
ment principle that the Government r_ecognised 
that, while they were going to make the mtendmg 
selector pay his fnll quota, it was unreasonable 
to allow privately owned property to escape its 
obligation ; and it wouid be their duty to devise 
means by which the owners of those lands should 
pay their fair share towards the cost of the line. 
[Government members: Hear, hear ~] 

Mr. J. LEAHY contended that the Secretary 
for Railways, instead of answering his argu
ments, had twisted and distorted his words, and 
set up Aunt Sallies to knock down. The hon. 
gentleman said that his remarks about branch 
lines not paying were not correct, but he would 
point out that it was only last year, when the 
fares and freights were raised, that the branch 
lines paid anything like working expenses. At 

the present time tlley wen; hope
[9 p.m.] lessly in arn .. u, with the best of 

seasons, and agricultural produce 
rollin5 in from all directions. Twenty years ago 
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there were very few branch lines in agricultural 
districts, and in 1884 our rail ways paid 4 per 
cent. 'l'hat was his reply to the hon. gentle
man, who ought to know something about the 
railways of the State, but who himself did 
not. He ·.vas prepared to admit at once that 
it was the policy of the late Government, and 
uf the Government who preceded them, that 
they should look ten or twelve years ahead for 
the indirect results that would accrue to the 
State through the development of the country 
by branch lines. But that policy was condemned 
throughout the length and breadth of the State. 
The late Government, who had adopted that 
policy, ._., Pre denounced for borrowing millions of 
money and spending it on lines which were 
not reproductive. Now they h·,d the lc:.der of the 
Government defending the policy he denounced 
on the hustings, inducing the people to belie\'e 
that it had led to gross abuse in the expenditure 
of loan money. It was on this ground that the 
hon. gentleman appealed to the people of the 
State to endorse his proposal that therd should 
be no more borrowing for years to come. He 
(;yir. Leahy) contended that, as long as they had 
sufficient revenue from other sources to ma.ke up 
for the deficit on loan expenditure incurred for 
the development of the country, that policy was a 
good one, but there must be a relation between the 
development of the country and the revenue which 
the State could provide. Immediately repror!uc
ti ve expenditm·e could go on from year to year. 
That was the poliey of the late Government, 
and it was the poliC)' which the hon. gentleman 
had to fall back upon that evening. The posi
tion h.e (Mr. Leahy) had taken up with regard to 
this propnsal was-not that he w<1s opposed to 
the railway itself, but that he could not he a con
senting party to the proposition that this line 
was going to be built and paid for on a new 
principle which the hon. gentleman was going to 
put into force, but which nobody ever heard of 
or could understand. If he supported this line, 
it would be on the principle the hon. gentleman 
was trying to ennnci:tte but did not understand. 
He was not associating himself with this grand, 
new, and incomprehensible principle which the 
hon. gentleman thought he had di.scovered 
somewhere, until it was sat upon by his con· 
stituents. Jt was not the line itself that he was 
opposed to, because he had voted for it before, 
believing that the revenue of the State would 
be sufficient to provide any deficit in the work
ing and interest expenses until the line became 
self-supporting. To support it on that principle 
was one thing, but it was a very different thing 
to support it on a revolutionary system which 
would bring any State to ruin. The betterment 
that he had spoken of in his previous speech was 
entirely distinct from that betterment. which the 
hem. gentleman was afraid of. The man who 
had his land improved by a railway had a right 
to pay something towards the cost of that rail
way. That was a principle which was enforced 
undet· our local authorities. If a man had a road 
made into his district, the local authority made 
him pay his share of the cost of making that 
road, and that principle should apply whether a 
road wa>' a macadamised road or an iron railroad. 
There was nothing new, startling~ or revolu
tionary about that doctrine, but the doctrine a,; 
enforced by loc<J.l authorities w .1s limited to a 
defined area. How w:1s it that the earnings on 
(,;jueensland rail ways had come down from 4 
per cent. to £1 12s. per cent.'? The late Mr. 
Donaldson, when Treasurer, said that branch 
line• were bloodsuckers, inste<1d of being feedef'. 
He (Mr. Leahy) did not go'" far as that. He 
had always supported a Govemment which bui!G 
those branch line.< for the sake of developing the 
country, and who looked for a secondary gain, 

and he held that such a policy was warranted 
when they had ~- surplus from revenue in 
some othe.r direction which enabled them to 
pay the interest on the cost of construction. 
All that policy was condemned by the Premier 
and his tollower<'. They said, if money was 
to be borrowed, it mnst be spent on works that 
would pay interest on the co.st of construction. 
How did the hon. gentleman justify his present 
p0sition? He said the Opposition acknowledged 
the principle of betterment as applied to rail way 
construction-acknowledged a principle which 
did not exi.st-a myth, a farce. Now, take 
the case of the Pitt"worth line. In 1901, it 
paid 19>. lOd. per cent. ; the next year, .£1 
1s. 9d. ; the next year, £1 13s. 9d. ; and last 
year, £2 His. Gd.-after 10 miles had been added 
to it. Then take the Killarne:v line, running 
through th •. · finest country in the State. The 
Canning Downs Estate belonged to the Mac
ansbes ; but they did not own 20 pet cent. 
of the land throu.,h which that line ran. [The 
SECRETARY Jo'Olt RAILWAYS : The line skirted 
it for 7 miles.] Admitting· that the line went 
through GO per cent. oi it, how did that com
pare with thn 75 per cent. which was private 
land through which the proposed Dalhy line 
ran? The Killarney line was a huge f,.,ilure, 
just as the line under consideration would be, 
according to the hon. l'entleman's own showing. 
In 1900 the loss on that line was .£889; 1901, 
£!)90; 1902, £77G; 1903, £1,011; and in 1904, 
owing to the addition of 10 miles, there was a 
profit of £1,580. \Vould the hon. gentle1ran 
tdl him that the line had been paying its way, 
or that any other branch had paid its way? 
(The SECRETARY >'OR RAILWAYS : Yes; the 
l'ittsworth Bmncb, the Killarney Branch, and 
the :Insk Branch.] He contended that the late 
Government, and Governm~nts before it, con
tended that such lines paid the State to con
struct ; but the hon. gentleman and his sup
porters said there had been a loss of £400,000 or 
£500,000 because the money had been injudi
ciously expended ; and yet now be came for
ward with a proposal to expend money in 
the same manner. How did he reconcile his 
condemnatory speeches lately with the principle 
he was trying to establish? He asked further, 
how it was possible for people to get the produce 
to market at a price that would pay them if such 
lines were not constructed, and he quoted the 
Beauaraba line. Th»t line was about lG miles 
m length, and it paid as muoh as it did from the 
junction into Brisbane, a distance of (i4 miles. 
He said there could be no industry if that kind 
of thing was carried on, and that there must be 
cheaper rates. He was going to give cbe:>p rates 
and dear land. Now, what was the difference 
between the two? He would sell the land in 
small areas at an enhanced price. [The SECRE· 
'I'ARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: And long- terms.) 
That did not matter. The selector would have 
to pay interest on his purchase. 'Where did 
the betterment come in there? Only the 
other night the Secretary for Lands had a 
Bill before them unde.r which purchasers of 
land on long term~ would pay interest. LT he SEC· 
RETARY FOR PuBI,IC LANDS: That is in certain 
cases.] Had the Government a policy for every 
day in the week? That w~s the way the Premier 
was hum bugging the country, giving the selectors 
cheap railway rates and denr land-a klnd of 
juggling business. He did not know who was 
the father of the principle, but it was quite 
certain that that kind of juggling was not going 
to put the country in a sound financial condition. 
Tt dirl not matter two pins in a man's business 
whether they ga;·e him one article cheap and 
another dear. It was the balanc9 at the end of 
the year that told, and he contended that the 
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Government could not produce permanent 
benefit by giving cheap railway rates and dear 
land. The probability was that in any nse the 
farmer was the man who would suffer, because 
he would have no show against the present 
Treasurer, who was raking in everything he could 
lay his h<tnds on in tile shape of taxation. 
He thought he h<td now dealt with moc;t of the 
points which the hon. gentlenun had, after great 
deliberation, 1na.de against him. He had shown 
th«t, except in the sugar districts, not one of 
those lines were paying, though he admitted 
their value in opening up the country for settle
ment. It. was a qLwstion how mucl! they could 
afford to pay, and, as they were pas·,ing through 
hard times, they ought to pay no more than they 
could afford. There were just one or two other 
points to which he would briefly refer. l\lr. 
Phillips, in reply to question No. 2, said-

From int1uiries I ha Ye~ made it would appear that tlle 
present value of freehold land between Cattle Creek 
and DnJby may be plac,~cl at from £1 10s. to£~ 10s. per 
acre. 

Tho'e lands extend o\·er about 23 miles of tbe 
railway. The Secretary for Lands had told them 
what an excellent piece of country \Vyobie was. 
\Vyobie was within 3 or 4 miles of the railway, 
and the hon. gentleman want<>d the Go,,ern
ment to buy it under the Agricultural Lands 
Purchase Act. It must Le very excellent land, 
indeed, when it ce>uld be bought for £1 5,, or 
£1 os. an acre ; and there could be no better, 
ment charged to it because the line was there 
already. Mr. Phillips also said-

I have no hesitation, ho\vever, in saying that, with a 
tramway to Cattle Creek, the value of available Crown 
land iu that district might reasouab1y be estimated at 
from !Os. to 15s. per acre, chiefly for da.iryin~ pur
poses, although some cultivable land wouJd, no doubt, 
be included. 

And in another place he estimated the present 
value of that land at 2s. Gd. an acre. On the 
merits of the case, it was evident that that would 
not be a paying speculation. In conclusion, he 
would ask the Secretary for Rail ways not to 
imagine that, because they on that side ad YO

cated the system of betterment which bad always 
prevailed in (~ueensland, they were by any 
manner of means committing themselves a' sup
porters of the policy he had initiated lat'lly, and 
of which every common-sense man in the com
munity was heartily ashamed. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
The hon. member for Bulloo had asked hin1 a 
direct question with regard to l\Ir. Phillips's 
estimate of the value of freehuld land between 
Dalby and Cattle Creek. His own opinion was 
that cvir. Phillips had taken an outside estimate. 
\Vithin the last twelve or eighteen months 
exceptionally good land ttt a distance of fi or 
7 miles from Dalby had been sold at £1 'lll 

acre, and it was bou~ht with all improvernents, 
which were fairly valuable. The hon. gentleman 
tried to institute a comparison between the value 
of the Wvobie Estot,, and the v~tlue of the free
hold land ·between Dalby am! Cattle Creek, but 
there w~ts really no comparison. The lands 
which would be thrown open were right under 
the rnain range where there was the greatp ... t 
rainfall on the west,ern side of the range; in 

addition to which it was all rich 
[9.30 p.m.] land, and would be offered in cnrn-

paratively small areas. 'I' he \Vyobie 
Estate, with which the hon. gentleman attempted 
to compare tbe,,a lands, b 1d an ar&C\ of 46,000 
acres; but the nearest. pal't of it, which was the 
moKt inferior part, was 5 or G rniles from the 
railway, while the bulk of the land-and un
questionably the best-was 8 or 10 miles away. 
The hon. member said that \Vyohie could be 
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had for £1 6s., when, as a matter of fact, io 
was £1 7s. Gd. ; but it belonged to the estate 
of the late J ames Tyson, and the beneficiaries 
were anxious to dispose of it, hence the low 
price, which wa, not the true value at t>lL 
The reason why he asked the House to acquire 
it was that if it were cut up into areas the same 
as the land at the terminus of the proposed line 
would be cut up, on agricultural farm terms, 
they could get anything from £1 13s. to £2 58. 
an acre, and up to £2 10s. an acre. There were 
blocks of 3,000 acres 8 or 10 miles from the line 
that men would pay £210>. an acre for to-morrow. 
The hon. member would see that there was 
nothing in the impression he desired to conve:c 
that, because \Vyobie hail been offered at u 
certain price, the value they were putting on 
the land near thP Bunya 3Iountains was "" 
fallacious :>ne. 

Mr. ::'viAX\VELL: Earlier in the afternoon 
he had intimated his inteution of Yoting again"t 
the proposal, bnt, as the Secretary for Railways 
had intimated that he was going to endeavour to 
adopt some meclns by which the ownero of the 
land benefited by the line would be obliged to 
contribute, he would vot,e for the motion. If 
the only portions to be taxed were thoe<e tinted 
red and blue on the map-that was for the first 
28 miles-later on there would be n<> land to tax 
for the further constr'.lction of the line. Practi
cally, it would go up against the range, and the 
man on the other side would certainly refuse to 
be taxed therefor. The only means of getting 
at the people benefited was by taxing freehold 
property through which it ran. The Secretary 
for Rail ways had intimated that there were 
30,000 acres of freehold land in the vicinity of 
Dalby Downs, and, unless the GovernmentJ 
bronght in a Bill for the taxing of the land at 
onch they would simply be hood winked into 
passing this measure, with the idea that they 
were going to get the betterment, because the 
people who bought them would have paid the 
increased price put upon them by the owners. 

Mr. SPENCER agreed that the people bene
fited by the line should pay something for the 
increased value of their land, bnt he did not see 
how they were going to get at them. As soon as 
it was decided that the line was to be built, 
people would put in their values at the 
top price, owners would practically put their 
own value on the land. [The SECRETARY FOR 
PuBLIC LANDS : \Vhat is to prevent the basis of 
11!04 bein~ taken as the basis.] The Treasurer 
bad stated the other night that the owners of the 
land could put in their own value, in conse
quence of which they would put a high value, 
which wonld not increase, and there would be no 
betterment. They wanted to know whether it 
would increa"e settlement, or the~ wonld get a 
good return from it. There were some diocrepan
cies in the report as to the Yalue of the land. If 
freehold land was worth £15s. to £2 10s. an acre, 
Crown land valued at 2s. Gd. an acre rnust be very 
inferior. He would like the quality of the land to 
have been reported on more fully. It was said to 
be suitable for agriculture, but they did not know 
whether it was heavilv timbered, well watered, 
or whether it was hlacl< or loamy soil. He had 
been told there was a large quantity of valuable 
timber that wonld tnke some years to cut, and, if 
s~, a good trad•' could be opened up. As to the 
increased \ aluc that was expected to be derind 
from the lrmd, they might increase the price, but 
whether they could sell it at the enhanced price 
was a different thing altog-ether. [Mr. J. LEAHY: 
Th8y say there is no timber for sleepers there.] 
There wa' very good bunya pine, which was 
suitable for building, if it was not suitable for 
sleepers, and they could easily get timber for 
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railway purposes. He did not agree with the 
remark in the report that this land would grow 
lucerne. His experience was that they could 
not grow lucerne about Dalhy, although if 
there was a better rainfall at the Bunva 
~ountainR ~t might grow there. Then, again, he 
dtd not thwk that much would be done in 
cutting firewood in the district, as there would 
be no market for it. l<'rom what he knew of the 
district, the line was preferable to the one they 
agreed to the other night ; and, if it came to a 
vote, he intended to support the motion. There 
was a great deal in what the hon. member for 
Cambooya said with regard to a line to lWan
gowan. There wa" settlement there already, 
and the farmers were carrying their produce 
long distances. That was a line that would pay. 
So abo would a line from Oakey to Mount Rus
sell, as there wa>' a good deal of close settlement 
there aloo. He was not interested in the Darling 
Downs district at all, but he hoped that. the 
nPxt railways that were con.-;tructed would be 
one from Pittowurth to Ellangowan and one from 
Oakey to fi1t•unt Rus,ell. He could not under
stand "by the estimated increase in freehold 
lands through the construction of this railway 
should be hum 2f• to :JO pet· cent., whilst the 
Crown lands WHe exvected to increase by 400 
ver cent. However, he was alwavs in fa,·our of 
building railways where they would open up the 
country to close sc•tlement, and he believed that 
would be so in this case. 

Mr. ·woODS : It was his intention to support 
the motion as ttgainst the amendment. He 
knew the whole of the country through which 
the railway would run. HP was not prepared to 
say, like the hon. member for Maranoa, that it 
was preferable to the rail\\ ay they passed last 
week, but he had served a great many years in 
the district, and he had seen hundreds of acres 
of wheat growing there, and as fine lucerne as he 
ever saw on the Darling Downs. He had the 
same fault to find with the Commissioner's re
port that he had to find in connection with his 
report on the extension from Degilbo to \V et heron, 
and that was in regard to his recommendation 
that the line should be built without ballast. 
Now, in black-soil country, when the soil began 
to get dry, it opened up, and, if there was no 
ballast, the metftls were twisted and the line 
destroyed. That happened on the Mackay Rail
way, which had to be ballasted afterwards at 
great expense. If this line was going to be 
built, he hoped that the Government would see 
that the first cost was the last. He hoped the 
railway would be substantially built, and thet it 
would be constructed by day labour at standard 
rates of wages. One of the objections of the 
hon. member for Burke to the railway was in 
connection with the unemployed in Northern 
Queensland. \Vel!, when the harvesting was 
over, the unemployed in Southern Queensland 
would flock to the vVolframdistricts of Northern 
Queensland, where there were too many men 
now, unless some other employment was found 
for them in the South. 

Mr. SPENCER: In order to emphasise the 
necessity of having feeders to main line,, he 
might mention one case where a man who 
carried on wheatgrowing 2G miles from the 
railwoy had to pay 2s. a br1g to have his wheat 
carted to the railway. That meant a handicap of 
about Ss. an acre, but if the stuff bad been 
carried by a feeder it would not have cost any
thing like that amount. It wa.~ «!most imvos
sible to estabJi,,h settlement in places 10 or 15 
miles away from a railway line, but he was sure 
that light lines into agricultural districts would 
pay. They might not pay for short distances, 
but as contributors to the main lines, as a rule, 
they paid handsorn<>.lv. 

Question-That the words proposed to be in
serted (JJ;Ir. Phi!;;'" a, ''-ndment) be so inserted
put; and the Committee divided :-

l\'Ir. J~arne..s 
, CampbeE 
, Forsyth 
, Fox 
, Hanran. 
, Jenkin,- n 

\.Yl':s, 11. 
:IIr J. I,eahy 

, .Jfaeartney 
Paget 

, lletrie 
,, Philp 

'Telle'Y'ii: ~tr. J enkiu.-;on aull ::\lr. J.lacartney. 

:>io;;s, ~8. 
::\Ir. Bnrbcr :\1r. K'c-nna 

, Barton , Kerr 
Be!l Kidston 
Blai.r J,and 
Boucha:. 1 J_je~ina 
}~owmaH Ylann 
Bridg-f'~ J.lcDonnell 
BurrOW'4 -;:,1organ 
Cowap .J..lurplly 
Denham O'Brien 
Dihlev O'Keef!:'e 
Dunsford Plunkett. 

, Fndge Reinbold. 
, Grnyson H.yland 
, Hamilton Scott 
, Hurdaue , Somerset 
" Hargren- e~ .. Spencer 
, llawthot·n n Turner 
, J ones , \Voods 
Telle1 · : Mr. Murphy and 3-Ir. Rein hold. 

Re sol vecl in thr, uegati' e. 

Mr. MACARTXEY: The principle laid down 
by thA Premier was embraced in the extract he 
(Mr. Macartney) had previously read out and 
it amounted to the following :-That the' rail
way should be constructed at no expense to 
the tax]•ayers ; that Crown lands should be 
loaded with one portion of the expense and the 
freehold lands with another vortion of the 
expense--they were to be so loaded that the line 
was not to cost the St"te anything. But the 
resolution did not protect the rights of the State 
or embrace the stated policy of the Govern: 
ment, and he proposed to move an amendment 
which he thought would protect those rights. 
The amendment was a necessary one, because in 
addition to protecting the rights of the State' it 
would secure to thi.'' Cbam ber sufficient control 
over the administration in connection with this 
line. He moved that, after the 1st paragrapb 
the following words be inserted :-- ' 

Subject to-
( a) The contribution b:y the owners of all benefited 

freehold lnnds or a proportion of the cost o.f 
construction according to a benefited area. and 
eonditions to be hereafter de1ined and declared 
by Parliament: and 

il}j Securing from Crown lands bP"'lefited by such 
construction an additional price upon the 
present value sufficient with such contribution 
as aforesaid to cover the cost of such con
struction on conditions to be also hereafter 
declared by Parliament. 

After what hctd been said by the Secretary for 
Ratlways, and by other hon. memhers opposite, 
he bad nu doubt. that his amendment would be 
accep.ted. It woul~ h"Ye the t~ect of absolutely 
securmg the executwn of tht' poltcy >et out in the 

Guvernur~H Speech, enunciated again 
[10 p.m.] that evenmg, and submitted to the 

country in the .Pren1ier's manifesto a 
few months ago. He could not undershnd how 
a Government who had introduced a general 
Betterment Bill " few weeks ago, and who had 
intimated a fervent desire to pass that measure, 
shoul?, no•,v that they had an _opportunity of 
catchmg the betterment m a parttculnr instance 
reject such a proposal as that contained in th~ 
amendment. The proposal as submitted to the 
qommittee reall:y: ignored the bntterment prin
ctple. The passtng of the resolutions as they 
stood would have the effect of warning the 
owners of those freehold lands, and they would 

Mr. Macartney.] 
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scoop the betterment. unless the resolutions 
were amended as he proposed, there was no 
possible chance of the t'ersons liable for better
ment bein(i actually caught. The amendment 
would enable the Government to carry out 
the policy the Premier had Anunciated with 
regard to the construction of such branch rail
ways. If the amendment \\.1S rejected, it would 
probably be another six or eight months before 
anything could be <lone in a general way in 
regard to the betterment of lands in districts 
where railways were constructed, and he was 
one of those who had no <"mfidence that anything 
of a general nature such as they had rpcently had 
before them would be pas,ed into law. The 
Betterment Bill was introduced fur the purpose 
of keeping certain hon. members on the other side 
in hand. 'fbe betterment principle he was trying 
to establish in connection with this rail way w'ts 
the betterment principle which had been in opera
tion amongst local authorities in Queensland, in 
England, find in America. The Opposition were 
in favour of that principle, and had always been 
in favour of it. The Premier stflted that" if" 
the Government h!td Rn opportunity they would 
bring in a meftsure dealing with the matter. 
The Betterment Bill intmduced by the Treasurer 
was dead, thongh the Secretary for Lands said it 
\\'!IS not dead. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope the bun. 
member will not continue to refer to the Better
ment Bill; but that he will confine his remarks 
to the question before the Committee. 

Mr. MACARTXEY said he wa' absolutely in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order! The hon. mem
ber must not dictate to the Chair. 

Mr. MACARTNEY said he had no wish to 
dictate to the Chair; but he thought the Chair
man's sense of fair play would admit that, if the 
Premier asked the Committee to accept this 
bare resolution on the promise th:.t "if" oppor
tunity offered something would be done in future, 
that promise was worth nothing. The Com
mittee ought not to take the hon. gentleman's 
promise. They had an opportnnity of protecting 
the rights of the Chamber, and his amendment 
would do thaL It would be a statement made 
by the Chamber that this railway was not to he 
constructed except on the condttions laid down 
in the amendment for securing the betterment 
on the freehold lands which would be benefited 
by the construction of the railway, and for 
securing the enhanced value of the Crown lands 
benefited by the railway. 'l'he amendment will 
be a warning to the people to that effect. [The 
~EORETAHY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: They have had 
notice pretty definitely already.] He could 
forgive the hon. gentleman, because he knew 
he had a great anxiety to get this railway through. 
The hon. gentleman h•d been anxious for many 
years to get it passed. The amendment was a 
reasonable one, which the hon. gentleman ought 
to accept, becanse it would place on record some
what definitely the conditions on which the rail
way was to be built. So far as the Crown lands 
were concr,rned, they knew perfectly well that 
unless some machinery was provided to secure 
the additional price to the State they wonld find 
that that condition would be evaded by the 
Administration in time to come. People would 
say that the price was too high, and the hon. 
gentlemfln nnd his colleagues would admit the 
necessities of the situation, and a reduction in 
prices would be the rpsult. This new method 
uught to be boiled down into a concrete form 
that they could all understand. ·what was the 
nse of saying that this railway was to be built 
un tbe newly invented method of the 1Iorgan 

[Mr. Macartney. 

Government if some provision was not made to 
restrict them to that meth,>d? As the res(>lution 
stood, they were not bound t<l do what they pro
fessed they were going to do, and altered con
ditions might justify them in coming down six 
months bene' and saying, "That was all very 
well, but we could not do it, certain things 
have happened which prevent us doing it." 
[The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: In that 
case the House has the remedy in it' own hands.] 
The hon. gentleman need not trouble him about 
the remedy of the House. The hon. gentleman 
would be in the same position as he was that 
night if he had the same majority, [The TnEA
St:RER : In that case, what good is the amencl
ment ?] The amendment would be a deliberflte 
statement by Parliament, if voted on by the 
other side. [The PREMIER : Y on hope so.] If it 
was passed; but he quite understood that it 
wonlcl not be passed. Hon. members opposite 
had easy methods of departing from their life
long principles when it smted their purposes. 
After all their professions, and their platform 
pledges, how could they con&ider themselves 
con:;;:jstent in opposing- an amenchnent of that 
sort, which was in accord with one of their 
cherished principles ? The principle of the 
amendment was one in which he believed. It 
waR recognised by the statute-book; it was 
recognised among the lo~al bodies; and in varions 
other w"ys ; and it was one that ought to be 
enforced. But when hon. member3 opposite had 
a chance of getting some of their own principles, 
they did not want them. They trusted to some
thing to come, and something they would never 
get. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS felt 
very much disposed to mistrust the Greeks even 
when bringing gifts, and he was very hopeful 
that, notwithstanding all the hon. gentleman's 
professions of earnestness, and his new- born zeal 
as regarded the betterment principle, the ma
jority of hon. members would estimate his little 
effort at its true value; that they would recog
nise that there was absolutely no sincerity in the 
ftmendment; that it was designed, not for the pur. 
pose of enforcing a principle which he or his party 
believed in, but simply for the purpose of trying 
to put members of the Labour party in an awk
ward position. He was quite sure the members 
of the Labour party could see through the trans
parent act of the hon. gentleman. [Government 
members: Hear, hear!] The hon. member did 
not believ~ in it hhmelf; he had not the slightest 
hope that it would be carried, and he had prac
tically admitted that he had moved the amend
ment with the object of making the L%bour party 
stick to their principles. He was quite sure they 
could be relied upon to stick to their principles 
without the aid of the hon. member for Toowong. 
[Government members: Hear, hear!] There was 
no business in the amendment. He was quite sure 
that no member of the House would be more sin· 
eerely sorry to see the amendment carried than 
the hon. member himself. [Mr.:\L~C'AR'fNEY: Give 
me a chance.] The hon. member had, probably, 
another object in view. He wanted to ensnre 
that, if the amendment was carried with the aid 
of the Labour party, the proposal would be in
continently kicked out whPn it made its appear
ance in the other Chamber. He hoped the 
majority wouid not 'allow the kicking out to be 
done by the other Chamber, but would incon
tinently kick out the hon. member's insincere 
proposal. [Government members: Hear, hear!] 

Ho:<. R. PHILP: Of course, he always knew 
the Premier was insincere. (Government 
laughter.) He allowed his Treftsurer to intro
duce a Betterment Bill, and never entered the 
Chamber while it was being di•cmsed. For years 
past they hac! built railways on the prinClplP 
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embodied in the amendment, and now the hon. 
gentleman treated it as if it were something 
quite uew. He (Mr. Philp) believed in that 
kind of betterment, but he did not believe in the 
Treasurer's betterment, because he would charge 
people who got no benefit. The amendment said 
that the betterment >hould take place on the 
land benefited, and the building of the line 
would not be delayed. As soon as the resolution 
pa,sed both Houses, the Government would be 
able to lay a Bill before the House. [The 
TREASURER: 'Whether or no.] The whole thing 
was as simple as A B C. This was the first time 
he had ever seen a party division take place on 
such a matter. Every hon. member on the other 
side voted for the railway. When he sat on the 
other side, he allowed hon. members to vote as 
they wished on railway propos"ls. 

The CHAIRMAY: The hon. member is not 
discussing the question before the Committee. 

HoN. R. PHILP : He was sorry the Premier 
had made the que.otion a party one, and he would 
be sorry for it himself some day. He could not 
be sincere in trying to pass a Betterment Bill if 
he would not accept the amendment proposed by 
the hon. member for 'l'oowong. The hon. gen
tleman had no right to impute m0tive.~ either. 
[The TREASURER: 'Why do you do it?] The 
hon. gentleman allowed " Betterment Bill to be 
brought in, but when the betterment principle 
was introduced on right lines he oppowd it. 
Then, again, the hon. gentleman spoke of the 
Upper House. ·what had they to do with the 
Upper House! If the Government were sincere 
in trying to pass the Betterment Bill, they ought 
to accept the amendment, in which case they 
must bring in a Bill next year to carry out the 
proposal of the hon. member for Toowong. LThe 
TREASURER : They will bring in a much better 
proposal next year.] He intended to support 
the amend•nent, and he believed the majority 
would be sincere, and this time vote for their 
principles. 

:Mr. MACARTNEY denied that he had any 
ulterior motive in proposing the amendment, and 
the idea that, if it was accepted, the other House 
would throw out the resolution had never 
occurred to him. The main portion of the resolu
tion was in the 1st paragraph. The amend
ment, if passed, would form a sup]Jlem~ntary 
paragraph, and he saw no special reason why it 
should be thrown out there. The amend
ment was justified by what had been done by 
the late Government, and was in accord with the 
Premier's policy and promises. If they liked to 
reject it, well and good; but he was afraid the 
hon. gentleman's promises in that matter would 
be like those he had made in other matters, and 
shamelessly violated. 

:Mr. H.ARDACRE: He had voted against 
the last amendment on the distinct understand
ing that the betterment principle would be 
applied to this railway. Now, they bad :m 
"mendment embodying that id''" in a definite 
form to be attached to the proposal. He was 
quite willing tu accept the assurance of the 
Government that the princi1·le would he applied. 
He also <loubted whether, at that stagP of the 
session, it was advisable to tack on to a rail way 
proposal an amendment which might result in 
its rejection in "nother place. Another objec
tion to it was that it was confined to a limited 
area-the benefited area-and he preferred the 
policy foreshadowed by the Government, and at 
that juncture he had no desire to do anything 
which would interfere with it by binding them 
down to a hard-and-fast line. 

Mr. P. J. LEAHY: The only effect of the 
amendment would be that it would compel the 
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Government to do what the leader of the Go
vernment said he was willing to do. He should 
have preferred to see the line built on the 
guarantee principle. He was not altogether in 
love with the amendment, but it could not do 
any great harm, and one of the reasons why he 
would vote for it was that if it was not carried 
they might have a Betterment Bill next year 
which would be very different from the principle 
proposed by the hon. member for Toowong, which 
was entirely different from the principle they had 
heard so much about recently. Under the latter 
system men might have to pay who received no 
betterment at all. If the amendment was carried, 
they would not have a betterment Bcheme intro
duced as proposed by the Treasurer, which would 
have an injurious effect on the country. 

:Mr. I.ESI'NA: The mover of this amend
ment had sprung a mine on the Committee. He 
(Mr. I.esina) was not content to take the Go
vernment promises altogether in this matter, 

because "whole host of things might 
[10.30p.m.] happen in the course of the next few 

weeks to prevent them being realised. 
The whole history of most Governments right 
through the p"st was broken promises. He 
would vote against the resolution unless it con
tained some definite pro\ ision that the unearned 
increment which would accrue to the station pro
perties through which the railway would run 
would be t"ken for the benefit of the State. 
That wa" a \ ery fair proposition. The Premier 
said he would agree to it, and that a Bill 
would be introduced providing this betterment 
for the benefit of the general community, but 
assured them that if the amendment of the hon. 
member for Toowon(( were carried it would be 
an indication to the Council to throw it out, and 
that we would get no betterment. Then, why 
should he ;-ote for the construction of a line 
which could not pay, although it might promote 
settlement? A railway paid, perhaps, through 
the Customs, the Lands, and various other de
partments,but it was merely a question of book
keeping as a railway. The hon. member for 
Toowong had spiked the guns of hon. members on 
this side. lVIany ban. members of the Committee 
did not care to vote fnr anything which emanated 
from that hon. member, and he could not blame 
them. If it had been moved by a member on 
this side, it would have had a different reception 
altogether. vVhat were the Premier's reasons 
for refusing to accept this amendment? Because 
it was moved by a member of the Committee who 
was alleged not to be sincere in his advocacy of 
the betterment principle. What did it matter 
whether be was sincere or not, as long as he did 
che right thing? He had two or three courses 
open: either to walk out of the Chamber and 
refuse to vote ; or be could take the Premier's 
verbal promise, given on the floor of the Chamber, 
which he hoped they would hold him to during 
the coming session, or to see the promise signed 
in black and white in the Bill. He regarded 
the bun. gentleman leading the Government as 
a man whose word might be considered his 
bond; it had always been so considered; but the 
history of Governments all down the ages was 
marked by broken promises. If the amendment 
was rejected by the Council, what possible hope 
was there of the Betterment Bill goiug through? 
Some hon. members might be disappointed if 
the amendment were carried; but why should 
he allow any political principle to be sold by the 
fact that a man who waR a political hypocrite 
took it up? Because a politician took up this 
principle for the purpose of securing a party 
triumph, thttt should not bluff a genuine sup
porter of the principle against voting for it. 
Despite the fact that the amendment c~tme from 
a political opponent, who might not believe in 

Mr. Lesina. J 
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one shred of the principle he professed to favour, 
he (Mr. Lesina) was compelled to Yote for the 
amendment. 

The TREASURER : Every hon. member 
would readily believe that, if ·he thought the 
acceptance of the amendment would further the 
acceptanc!' of the betterment princip!P, he wcnlrl 
vote for rt; and he thought they would also 
clearly recogni"e that, if that ,,·ere likely to be 
the effect, the hon. member for Toowong wonld 
be about the laet ntember of the Comniittee to 
propose it. Although some young members 
might not clearly perceive it, the hon. member 
for '!'oowong- knew quite well that the tacking 
of h1s an1endn1ent on to the rP.solution would not 
havr> the slic:htest effect in making betterment 
the la\v· of Queensland. [Mr. lYL~CA!t'L'n>Y: It 
would fix the conclition.j It wonld depend 
~nt1rely on the Gove~nment that happened to be 
1n power next se,"swn, and on the majority 
sitting behind that Government, whether th.e 
Betterment Bill, or even this small-and he 
thouc:ht, mistaken -local application of' the 
principle w"ts passed. The a1nendrnent would 
not advance the principle of betterment in the 
least, h:1t it mi[(ht have the effect of inducing 
therr fnends m another place to throw ont the 
resolutic,n; and, as their friends on the othn 
side had fai~ed ~o defeat the resolution, they 
were now dtrectrng theJr attention to haYe it 
defeated in the other place. 

HoK. R. PHILP: The Treasurer, a.s usual, 
was full of innuendoes. If a resolution of that 
sort was not likely to be passed by the other 
House, what ohance was there of the Betterment 
Bill, which applied to the whole of Queensland, 
being passed? [The TREASURER : We will deal 
with that when the occasion arises.] The Trea
surer could not point to a single instance in 
whic~ his Betterment Bill was applicable, but 
fifty mstances could be adduced in which the 
principle embodied in the amendment was in 
force. In fact, it was in force in ten or a dozen 
different cases in Queensland. If a majority of 
the Committee passed th~s resolution, they could 
see that a Betterment Brll was brought in next 
session. [The SECHETARY FOR PUBLIC LAKDS : 
They can see to that without this resolution.] 
He did not think so. If the Council would not 
pass this reHolution, they certainly could not 
pass the Betterment Bill brought in by the 
Treasurer. [The ATTORNEY-GENEHAL: They 
would not pass the Franchise Bill, but they 
may yet.] There was a Franchise Act in force 
in all the other States, but none of them had 
ever passed such a measure as the Treasurer's 
Betterment Bill. If the amendment were 
embo~ierl in_ the re~olution, it would not prevent 
the !me bemg bmlt, became the Government 
could go on with the construction of the railway 
and bring in their Bill to oecure the betterment 
next year. He did not believe in the Treasurer's 
Betterr;tent Bill, but he believed in this principle 
as applied to local works. It had been carried 
out i;1 connection wit"f: brid.gee and railways, and 
he drd not see why thrs rarl way should be built 
on any other principle than that proposed by 
the hon. member for Toowong. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
The Go,'ernment had given an undertaking in 
the clearest terms of their intention in regard to 
the freehold area. They declared that those 
lands would have to bear their share of the cost 
of the construction of the r<cilway, and the whole 
basis of t~eir systen:; of parliamentary goven
ment hacl1ts foundation upon accepting the word 
of a Government. After the declaration of the 
leader of the Government as to his intentions 
next seesion, the majority would know how to 
deal with him if he broke his word. 

[Mr. Leaina. 

Mr. KENNA intended to vote against the 
amendment. In the first place, he viewed with 
Yery considerable suspicion any professions of 
democracy or liberalism that emanated from the 
hon. meniber for Toowong. His experience was 
that whenever any progressive, democratic mea
sures were brought forwttrd the hon. member for 
Toowong denounced them most bitterly, and 
voted against them. He wa' not going to be 
made a tool of by that hon. member. The 
assueances that the Government had given were 
very satisfactory-that, if any of the land which 
the line would run through was sold, the buyers 
would run the risk of having to pay betterment 
on it-and he was going to trust the Govern
ment. A suggestion had been made as tn what 
might happen in the other House. The shadow 
of the Upper House seemed to be looming verv 
largely in this Assembly, but that would not 
deter him from doing >Lnything that he con
sidered it ri[(ht to do. :For these reasone, he 
would vote against the amendment. 

Mr. MAC,\.RTNEY: He did not intend to 
take any notice of the scc;rrilous attacks which 
had been made on him. Hie record in Bi~.,sanl 
would amply reply to them, and would show 
that he had always been consistent. The amend
ment he had proposed would be effective in this 
way: If passed by a majority of this Hou,e, the 
Government would be compellecl to give effect to 
it. [The TREASUREH: Y on know that is in
correct.] As he had already explained, his 
amendment would protect the rights of the State 
and all concerned. 

Mr. HARDAORE explained that a number 
of hon. members would have voted against this 
resolution had it not been for the aseurances the 
Government had given. 

Mr. LESINA resented the imputation of the 
hon. member for Bowen that any hon. member 
who voted for the amendment was being made a 
tool of by the hon. member for Toowong. He 
knew that the hon. member for Toowong was 
not sincere in introducing his amendment any 
more than the hon. member for Bull,,o was 
when he introduced an amendment in the 
:Franchise Bill giving the inmates of Dun
wich a vote. It was clone simply to kill 
the Bill in the Upper House. He (Mr. Lesina) 
was not going to be played with like that. Why 
should nob the betterment principle be put down 
in black and white in the resolution? The 
Premier would not allow it to go in in black and 
white, and Governments had to be jud[(ecl by 
their performances. 

Mr. DUNSFORD (Charters To,vrrs) was snr
prised to see so many converts to the betterment 
system. Hon. members opposite formerly 
characterised the •ystem as robbery and 
thieving, but to-night it was somethinf( good, 
when introduced for the purpose of killing this 
proposal. The hon. member for Olermont 
seemed to think that in voting for the amend
ment he would be voting for a good principle, 

and that in voting against it he 
[11 p.m.] would be voting against the prin-

ciple of the Betterment Bill. A 
thing might be good or bad according to the 
manner in which it was introduced, and this 
amendment was a mere betterment prttch, which 
would be an evil thing, ina.<·much as it would 
have only a local application. He believed in a 
general Betterment Bill. If the amendment 
were adopted, certain freeholclers would be 
called upon to pay a portion of the in
terest on the cost of construction of this 
railway, and would also be called upon to 
pay their share of the interest on the cost 
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of other railways by which they were not 
directly benefited. The proposition would 
therefore hLar very unjustly on those people. 
Th0 betterment principle was one which should 
be made of general application, and which should 
be dealt with on its merits, and not he tacked on 
to a motion like that before the Committee. It 
would be j nst as reasonable to tack on to the 
resolutions a pro ;ision to the effect that they 
n1ust have an eight-hour day, a rninimuu1 
vvage. con1pensation for workmen, and arbi
tration and conciliation. All those matters 
-;honld be considered on their merits, apart from 
a particular propo8al, and so should the better· 
n1ent principle. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
cnserted (Nlr. Jlacartncy's o,•enrl,ne,•.t) be su 
inserted-put; and the Commi<tee divided:-

AYE:-:,, 12. 

Jfr. Cameron 3Tr. P. J. l,t'J.hy 
, , l~'orsytll Le sin a 

.b1ox ,. :liantrtney 
IIanran , JlfaxweH 

" .T enkil.tson , ra~et 
J. Leah: ,. Phi1p 

'Feller8: Mr. Cameron and ~11·. -Paget. 

~\Ir. Barbt.r 
, Bell 

Blai.r 
Bouchard 
Bowman 
Bridges 
Burrows 
Cowrtp 
Den ham 
Ilibley 
Duns ford 
Fudge 
Grayson 
Hamilton 
Hardacre 

, Hargreaves 
Jones 
Kenna 

)1r. Kerr 
,, Kidston 

Land 
Lindley 
Mackintosh 
}lann 
:W:cllonncll 
M organ 
:W:mphy 
O'Keefl'e 
Reinhold 
Rylancl 
Scott 
Somerset 
Spencet· 
Turner 
Woods 

Tellers: Mr. Burrows and 11T. Jiind.ley. 

Resolved in the negative. 

Mr. LE SIN A asked what was the intention of 
the Commissioner in regard to the con ,truction 
of the line. Did he propose to call for tenders, 
or construct it by day labour? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He 
was not in a position to say what the Commissioner 
proposed ; but if the hon. member desired to 
know what the Government proposed he was in 
a position to tell him. They proposed that the 
railway should be constructed by day labour. 
[Government members : Hear, hear !] 

Mr. WOODS asked if the Government in
tended to pay a standard wage? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He 
had no present intention of doin~ that. 

Mr. LESINA: Did he understand the Secre· 
tary f,,r Railways to say he had no present 
intention of establishing a minimum wage? 
[The SEORE'rARY FOil RAIJ,WAYS : Yes.] He 
must offer a protest against that. Refereuce 
had been made to the unemployed who were to 
be given work on that railway, without the 
intervention of middlemen or contractors; and 
it had been said that they would be able to 
make decent wages; but the Premier said he 
wonld not establish a minimum wage. [The 
SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I did not say that.] 

[Mr. J. LEAHY: He said he had no present 
intention.] The intention might develop, if 
members sitting on tint side would speak np 
boldly on behalf of the principle. If they sat 
silent, they might not get it. He represented 
working rnen who would learn with satisfaction 
that it was the intention of tbn Government 
to employ men at a minimum rate of wages. It 
was an ext,erimental railway, and, therefore, 
should be constructed as cheaply as po,oible ; 
but there should be no sweating. He wanted 
to see n1en get a decent wage, and he hoped 
the Government would eliminate the sweating 
elernent. 

Mr. KERR presumed the Govemment had 
not considered the matter of a minimum wage, 
but be took it they were not going to "sweat" 
1nen who were working for them. 'ru ask the1n 
at that hour of the nig·ht to give a decided 
opinion on the rate of wages was asking too 
much. I~Ijs experience (If the Goverurnent wa,s 
that they eould truRt them to pay fair and 
reasonable wag""· If the work waR to be done 
by the unemployed, and by men who h.d not 
done nav\ y work before, it could not be expected 
that they Hhnuld get the rate of wages paid to an 
expert navvy. They could not expect that work 
carried out as relief work would pay men 9s. or 
10s. a day, as was paid at one time on the 
Central Railway. "When he was working along
side of another man at hi.~, trade, and was turn
ing out 7s. or Ss. worth more work per day than 
the other man, he certainly wanted to get an 
extra rate of wage. He believed the Govern
ment would deal with the men fairly, and he had 
e'erv confidence that there would be no sweat· 
ing the unemployed. 

Mr .• T. LEAHY agreed with the Secretary 
for Railways in the position that he had taken 
up. There would be, no doubt, a standard wage 
for a standard man; but if they had certain men 
who could only do half-a.day's work, it could 
not be expected that they should get the same 
rate of pay as the skilled navvy. When he was 
in office he gave the men piecework, and he was 
blackguarded all over the country for it. He 
believed in the principle which the hon. member 
for Barcoo enunciated. Whatever a man was 
worth he ilhould get. If he was a standard man, 
he should get a standard wage. He should like 
to see the highest wage paid tlmt they could 
afford. 

HoN. R. PHILP was satisfied that if the 
work was done by day labour the Government 
would see that the men got fair pay. Since the 
debate had taken place a letter had been placed 
in his hands from Mr .• Tohn A. \Vatt, president 
of the 1\foola Farmers' Progress Association, 
introducing 1\fr .• James Mcinery, who had been 
appointed to interview the Secretary for Rail
ways with respect to railway extension from 
Bowenville to Maida Hill. !The ban. member 
read the letter, which said, in-conclusion-" We 
know, as you have been through the district, 
you will be able to do us justice. Mr. Mclnery 
will be able to show you all the correspondence 
and the reply, and you will see how we have 
been trea.ted."] He was informed that the 
Snowy River district wa< one of the most pros
perou-> settlements in the locality. 

The SECRETARY:E'OR PUBLIC LANDS: 
I desire to call your attention to .1 remark made 
by the hon. member for Clermont. 

The CHAIRMAN : I did not hear any re
mark made by the hon. member for Clermont; 
there was a general conversation going on at the 
time. 

JJf r. J ackson. J 
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HoN. R. PHILP : He only desired to add 
that he knew Mr. \¥att, who was a thoroughly 
good farmer, and an old resident in the district, 
anJ his opinion as to the proper route for the 
line ought to carry some weight. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
If all members of Parliament read to the Com
mittee all the letters they received in their 
private capacity advocating alternative routes to 
those proposed by the Government, the Com
mittee would have no time to devote to anything 
else. It was the most n.•.tural thing in the 
world that the people of Bowenville should 
think their interesto would be best serv~d by a 
line from Bowenville to Nlaida Hill. 'l'he 
only reply was that the Government, having 
considered the whole case, have decided that the 
line they had recommended for adoption was the 
best line to serve the requirements of the largest 
portion of country and the largest number of 
people. 

Mr. LESINA: His object in asking the ques
tion about the minimum rate of wages was to 
guard against a repetition of the system practised 
by the hon. member for Bulloo, when ::\linister 
for Railwaye, of paying men 4s. Gd., and even 
3s. 6d. a day, according to their effciency. He 
objected to men being compelled to "sweat their 
guts out" for such a pittance. 

Mr. J. LEAHY : The rate of wages paid by 
the Commissioner for llailways under the bte 
Government was exactly what had been paid by 
the present Government ever since. 

Mr. ·wooDS: As long as he had a seat in the 
House, he intended to expose :Ministers who em
ployed men on sweaters' wages. 

Mr. KERR: He was an employer of labour, 
but no one had ever accused him of sweating. 
He had never engaged a servant at the rate of 
wages paid by the hon. member for Clermont. 

Mr. LESINA: That was the sort of insult a 
man had to put up with for ad vacating the rights 
of the working men. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: It was very strange 
that work for the unemployed should only be 
found in electoral districts represented by Mini
sters. Last year it was \V arwick and Rock
hampton; now it was the :Ministerial electorate 
of Dalby. In view of the very large number of 
unemployed, he might have preferred to draw a 
distinction--

The CHAIJ:tMAN: Order ! I do not think the 
hon. member is speaking to the question before 
the Committee. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: This railway was going 
to tie Parliament down to further expenditure, 

and further expenditure was also 
[11.30 p.m.] going to be entailed in connection 

with the repurchased estates. The 
Secretary for Lands had been acti' e for some 
years past in pressing the repurchase of estate,, 
on the Government of the day, and Mr. Phillips, 
in his report, said the rail way would not pay 
unless the Government went in for repurchasing 
estates, and not only were they passing this line 
to-night, but they were imposing on the Govern
ment the necessity of rnakint: the railwny pay. 
[The PREli!IER: Question !] I am going to speak 
whether the hon. gentleman protests or not. 
[The PREmER : I am protesting against irrele
vant dehate.] The Premier was not in the chair. 
[The Pm::I!IER: Yo11 are discussing a matter 
already decided.] He 'l'onld state what he had 
got to say ; he bad s:J.id it, and he was content 
to resume his seat. 

Question put and passed. 

[Hon. R. Philp. 

The House resumed. The CHAIRMA);' reported 
that the Committee had come to certain resolu·· 
tions. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 
The House adjourned at twenty-five minutes 

to 12 o'clock. 




