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.The other letter, it seems, isa letter without 
signature, and appears to be in the hand­
writing of a person named McLean, who 
has been referred to by various speakers dur­
ing the debate. I submit it is rather trifling 
with the House for an honorable member to 
say he will place letters on the table, and for 
the letters, when placed on the table, to be 
found, the one without signature, and the 
other with the signature taken off. The 
honorable member for Moira ought to have 
more respect for himself than to act in such 
a way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON.-Sir, I am sure 
the honorable member for Moira (Mr. 
Hall) had no desire to pay disrespect to the 
House. I think the charge which the 
Premier makes against the honorable mem­
ber a very good reason why there should be 
some hesitation before the production of 
letters read in debate is demanded. Be­
cause one of the letters has no signature 
and is supposed to be in the handwriting 
of a man named McLean whose name has 
been mentioned in this debate, complaint 
is made against the honorable member for 
Moira. Is not that a sufficient reason why 
the letter should not have been called for? 

The SPEAKER.-I think it is a reason 
why the honorable member for Moira (Mr. 
Hall) should not have read the letter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON.-The Govern­
ment asked, when the honorable member for 
Moira was reading the letters, that they 
should be laid on the table; and the 
honorable member suggested that the Go­
vernment in making that request might 
desire to exercise intimidation. What does 
the Premier mean when he says that one of 
the letters was written by the man McLean? 
The letters contain no information of value 
to the House. Then I ask, if there had not 
been some object, why did the Premier show 
the anxiety he did to see the letters? I con­
sider it trifling with the time of honorable 
members to call the attention of the Speaker 
to such letters-letters of no importance. 

Mr. GRA VES.-The honorable member 
for Moira (Mr. Hall) read a letter which I 
now hold in my hand; and he stated that 
the views contained in the letter were en­
dorsed by his constituents. 

Mr. HALL.-I did nothing of the kind. 
Mr. GRAVES.-The honorable member 

gave the Rouse to understand that the letter 
was signed by one Brown, and here is the 
letter with whatever signature it had torn 
off. 

Mr. RALL.-Mr. Speaker, the two letters 
the Premier has referred to are the two letters 

I read to the House. I was asked if I 
would lay them on the table. I said I would. 
·The letter which has no signature is as I 
received it. But it is not anonymous, inas­
much as it reached me in company with 
another letter to which the writer's name 
was attached. The signature to the second 
letter was torn off yesterday. After I read 
the letters they were handed to the press. 
I cannot understand the great anxiety 011 

the part of some members of the Govern­
ment to obtain the letters, and, after getting 
possession of them, to want the names of 
the writers. If you, Mr. Speaker, think I 
should give the names, I am prepared to do 
so. I am not ashamed to mention the 
names. I don't want to show the slightest 
disrespect to you or to the House. 

The SPEAKER.-The ruling which I 
gave on a former occasion, with the assent 
of the House, was that an honorable mem­
ber should not read a letter or private docu­
lllent unless he intimated his intention to 
lay it on the table. The honorable member 
for Moira read two letters, and said he 
would lay them on the table. He has laid 
on the table documents whic11,in my opinion, 
are not letters. The honorable member has 
not complied strictly with the rule accepted 
by himself when he said he would lay the 
letters on the table. I think that, if the 
honorable member can supply the names 
from memory, he is bound to do so. 

Mr. McCOLL.-Have these letters been 
laid on the table formally and officially? 
I call it an undignified proceeding if any 
member of the Government has gone to the 
reporters to get them. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I did not go to 
any reporters. The letters were handed to 
me. 

The motion for the adjournment of the 
debate was agreed to, and the debate was 
adjourned until the following Tuesday. 

The Rouse· adjourned at thirty-four 
minutes past eleven o'clock, until Tuesday, 
December 5. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 
T'ltesda.y, December 6, 1882. 

New MemberS-Water Supply: Loans to Local Bodies­
Railway Construction Bill : Examination of Witnesses 
at the Bar. 

The PRESIDENT took the c11air at twenty­
seven minute~ to five o'clock p.in., and read 
the prayer. 
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NEW MEMBERS. 
The PRESIDENT announced that the 

writs which he had issued for the election of 
members to serve respectively for the Mel­
bourne, Southern, N orth Yarra, South­
vVestern, and Northern Provinces had been 
returned, showing that Mr. C. J. Ham had 
been elected for the Melbourne Province' 
Mr. Donald Melville, for the Southern Pro~ 
vince; Mr. George Meares and Mr. F. E. 
Beave:, for the North Yarra Province; Mr. 
FranCis Ormond, for the South-Western 
Province; and Mr. D. C. Sterry for the 
Northern Province. The Presidedtalso in­
formed the Council that hehad received from 
the returning officer for the Nelson Province 
a telegram stating that he had declared James 
Williamson duly elected for that province 
and from the retuming officer for the N orth~ 
'V.es~ern Province a telegram stating that the 
wnt Issued for the election of three members 
to serve for that province had been endorsed 
with the names of James Bell David Coutts , , 
and George Young. 

Mr. Ham, Mr. Melville, Mr. Meares, Mr. 
~eavel', Mr. Ormond, Mr. Sterry, Mr. vVil­
hamson, Mr. Bell, and Mr. Coutts were 
introduced and sworn, and they presented to 
the Clerk the declaration required by the Act 
No. 702. 

PETITIONS. 
Petitions were presented by the Hon. N. 

THORNLEY, from residents of Warrnambool 
praying that the proposed Koroit Railwa; 
should be extended to Wal'rnambool; by the 
Hon. R. S. ANDERSON, from the borouO'h 
council of Sale, praying that the propo~d 
railway to Bairnsdale should start from Sale 
via Stratford, instead of from Heyfield via 
Ma.ffra i b! the Hon. J. BUCHANAN, from 
reSIdents of Gembrook, in favour of a horse 
tramway from the railway at Pakenham to 
~embro?k; and by the Hon. J. B~LFOUR, 
from reSIdents of Oakleigh aBd Berwick and 
other persons interested in railway exte~sion 
to Fern-tree Gully, in favour of the pro­
posed Fern-tree Gully Railway startiuO' from 
~akleigh in3tead of Ringwood. Petitions 
ll~ favour of the proposed railway from Cres­
WICk towards Daylesford being extended to 
Daylesford were presented by the Hon. W. 
E. STANBRIDGE, from the borough council 
of Daylesford, and by the Hon. W. A. ZEAL 
from residents of Daylesford. ' 

WATER SUPPLY. 
LOANS. 

The Hon. J. A~ WALLACE moved-
" That there be laid on the table of this House 

"II. return showing the following particu}a.rs ;-. 

The amount of money lent, advanced, or given 
for wate~'works or watersupply purposes to each 
of t~e shIres, boroughs, and other local or public 
bodIes or trusts (except the Yan Yean water 
supply) in the colony, the amount each has agreed 
to pay, h.n:s paid, balance of principal due, 
amoun t of 10 terest on each such loa.n or a.d \' ance 
tl~e interest paid, the interest due in each case: 
WIth names andamount~ respectively; theaggre­
gates of the above deta.Ils respectively." 

He said he thought such a retul'll ought to 
be furnished, because he was informed that 
a great number of the municipal and other 
public bodies who had obtained loans mani­
fested no desire to pay interest on them. 
The shire with which he was connected 
~ad all along ~ade it their study to pay the 
mterest on theIr loan, and he did not see 
why other local bodies should 110i do the 
same. 

The Hon. R. S. ANDERSON seconded 
the motion. 

The HOll. J. MACBAIN stated that if 
the motion waS carried the Government would 
take pleasure in complying with its terms. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RAIL 'V AY CONSTRUCTION BILL. 

The House went into committee for the 
further consideration of this Bill. 

The Hon. J. A. 1VALLACE said he 
desired to know whether honorable members 
were still disposed to go on with the Bill 
without appointing a committee or COlU­

mis~ion,. as sugge.sted by Mr. Campbell, 
to lllqUlre regardmg the different lines? 
He thought the suggestion of Mr. Campbell 
was a very good one, which should be 
favorably considered by the Council. The 
r~ilway accident which occurred the pre­
VIOUS Saturday on the Hawthorn line showed 
that there 'was a great necessity for the 
existing lines being better managed. The 
cost of the Jolimont accident absorbed the 
profi~s on the Hobson's Bay Railway tIle 
prevIOUS year, and the accident which had 
just occurr~d was likely to render that railway 
a loss durmg the present year. The Bill 
proposed to spend the last shilling of the 
loan available for railway construction but 
he certai .. ly thought that unless ther; was 
some alteration in the ~ystehl of railway 
management, a sum of £500,000 should be 
laid aside as an accident fund. He did not 
say that if the railways had not been under 
a political head the accident on the Hawthorn 
line would not have happened but he cer­
ta~nly thought that the mana~ement of the 
raIlways ought to be improved. 

The Hon. W. ROSS remarked that it 
was un?erstood the previous Wednesday 
that eVldence would be taken to-day with 

I 
j 
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reference to the proposed line from Glen 
Thompson to Koroit. He wished to know 
whether the witnesses for the line or those 
opposed to it were to be examined first? 

The Hon. F. S. DOBSON stated that 
the fact of the Bill having been read a 
second time was, in his opinion, pl'ima facie 
cvidence in favour of the lines proposed, If 
any of them therefore were objected to, the 
burthen of proving them undesirable rested 
on those who objected to them, and conse­
quently he thought evidence should first be 
called against the Koroit line. 

The Hon. P. HANNA observed that al­
though it was true, as the Solicitor-General 
had stated, that the Bill had been read a 
second time, it mus~ be remembered that the 
second reading was passed in the absence 
of a great many new members who 11ad 
since then been before their constituents 
and had learned their requirements. He 
thought the suggestion of Mr. Campbell, 
snpported as it was by Mr. WaUace, should 
commend itself to the Council. He (Mr. 
Hanna) had devoted some time to an exa­
mination of the Bill, and he had come to 
the conclusion that the railways proposed 
in it would cost £1,500,000 more than the 
Government estimated. The Bill was cal­
culated to involve the country in a great 
responsibility, and he had no hesitation in 
sn.ying that it had political ends. For the 
purpose of gaining political support, it had 
been loaded with a lot· of lines that would 
not pay for the grease on the wheels of the 
trains for the next thousand years. It was 
the duty of the Council, which represented 
100,000 electors who were the backbone 
and spinal marrow of the country, to take 
every precaution against imposition and to 
require the fullest information in connexion 
with the Bill. He held in his hand an 
estimate signed by Messrs. Watson and 
Zeal, but what value was it when those 
gentlemen admitted that it might be neces­
sary to add 25 or 50 per cent. to their 
calculations as to the cost of some of the 
lines? He (Mr. Hanna) maintained that 
it would be necessary to add no less than 
150 per cent. to some of the estimates of 
those gentlemen. The Council ought not 
to be gulled or deluded into passing a Bill 
of snch a character as the present one with­
out the fullest inquiry, and therefore he 
thought the suggestion of Mr. Oampbell, 
or some proposition which would elicit the 
facts as to each line and its prospects of 
paying, ought to be adopted. 

The examination of witnesses was then 
resumed. 

Messrs. G. H. Mott, secreta.ry to the 
Hamilt.on Railway League; William Smith, 
borough surveyor, Hamilton; Joshua Vines, 
coach proprietor; J. S .. Jenkins, road en­
gineerandsurveyor; W.Anderson, M.L.A.; 
James Duffus, mayor of Koroit; James 
Bromfield, president of the shire of vVarl'­
nambool ; Thomas King, produce merchant, 
vVarrnambool; and Andrew Kerr, coun­
cillor, Warrnambool, were examined with 
reference to the Koroit Railway. 

At the close of the examination, 
The Hon. H. CUTHBERT asked the 

Solicitor-General whether he proposed to 
invite the committee to deal with the Koroit 
Railway at once, as the taking of evidence in 
regard to the line was now closed? Per­
haps it might be considered desirable that 
the committee should discuss the matter 
now, while the evidence was fresh in their 
minds, instead of postponing the discussion 
until after the examination of witnesses about. 
other lines. 

Dr. DOBSON remarked that on a former­
occasion he expressed the opinion that it 
was extremely desirable that each of the 
disputed lines sllOuld be dealt with while the 
evidence concerning itwas fresh in the minds 
of honorable members. The committee, how­
ever, had twice delibemtely decided that 
that course should not be adopted, and 
therefore he intended to adhere to the under­
standing that none of the disputed lines 
should be dealt with until honorable mem­
bers had had time to read the evidence. 

The Hon. O. J. HAM expressed his ap­
·proval of the course indicated by the Soli­
citor-General. It was desirable that honor­
ahle members should have the opportunity 
of carefully reading and digesting the evi­
dence before they were asked to deal with the 
disputed lines. 

Mr. CUTHBERT said he entirely con­
curred with the last speaker. It was in 
order to be placed. in possession of the in­
tentions of the Government relative to the 
different lines that he put the question. 
Several honorable members were in favour 
of dealing with each of the disputed lines 
as soon as the evidence relating to that line 
was completed; but he was glad to find that 
the Government had come to the conclusion 
that the whole of the evidence should be 
exhausted before the committee were called 
upon to decide whether a.ny of the postponed 
lines should be sanctioned.· By this arrange­
ment, the new members of the House would 
have the opportunity of studying the evi­
dence of the Engineer-in-Chief, and con­
sidering the estimate of the cost of each 
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line, which the Railway department had 
undertaken to furnish, before being asked 
to come to any determination. 

Evidence was then taken at the bar with 
respect to the proposed Coburg and Somer­
ton Railway . 

. Mr. Evander McIvor, surveyor, was ex­
"amined. 

At the close of the examination, progress 
was reported. 

The House adjourned at eleven o'clock. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Tuesday, Decembe1' 5, 1882. 

Management of the Railway Department: Fatal Collision 
at Hawthorn-Statute of Trusts Amendment Bill­
Oeelong District Vine Disease Act Amendment Bill­
Railways Management Bill-Veterinary Surgeons Bill. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 
. four o'clock p.m. 

RAILWAY MANAGEMENT. 
COLLISION AT HAWTHORN. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN rose and said­
Mr. Speaker, I regret to have to announce 
to the House that a very serious accident 
occurred last Saturday evening on the Haw­
thorn Railway, near the Hawthorn station, 
by the collision of two trains. Unfortunately, 
the accident was attended with loss of life, 
and with severe injury to a large number of 
persons. I have the greatest sympathy,. as 
I am sure all honorable members must have, 
for the sufferings of those who have been in­
jured. The Government will take every pos­
sible step to make a full and searching in­
vestigation into the circumstances connected 
with the acciuent. An inquest has been 
opened to-day before the city coroner, anu 
the Goyernment will take care that all avail­
able evidence is brought forward, in order to 
ascertain who is the persoll who should be 
held culpable for the accident. I trust that 
the matter will not be discussed in this 
House w11ile the inquiry is pending. 

Mr. GILLIES (who, to put himself in 
order, moved the adjournment of the House) 
said-Sir, I am sorry that the Premier did 
not conclude his remarks by informing the 
House that the Government intend to have 
a complete alteration in the present man­
agement of the railways. If the honorable 
gentleman llad made an announcement to 
that effect, there might llave been some 
prospect of accidents on the railways not 
'occurring in future with such frequency as 
'~hey have hap,Pencd of late. Probably this 

is the best opportunity that the House ever 
had of bringing itself face to face with the 
daily increasing difficulties which surround 
the Government in the management of the 
railways. The matter is becoming so serious 
that the attention of Parliament is bound 
to be drawn to it, and it ought to be dealt 
with at once. It is of infinitely more im­
portance than the Land Bill. The lives of 
hundreds of persons may be sacrificed at 
any moment under the present system of 
management. The subject is, therefore, of 
far too serious importance to be disposed of 
by the Government saying that they in­
tend to have a searching investigation made 
into the' circumstances which led to the 
recent collision at Hawthorn. Of course 
there will be a searching investigation into 
the cause of that catastrophe; nobody 
imagines otherwise. But much more than 
that is required. The Government are 
bound to deal with the matter from a much 
higher stand-point than they appear to view 
the matter from at the present moment. I 
am aware that the Government have placed 
a notice of motion on the paper for the intro­
duction of a Bill for the better management 
of the railways; but honorable members 
know what .sort of provision it is intended 
to make. It is not such as will relieve the 
Rail way department from the gross abuse 
connected with political patronage. That 
abuse, I believe, is taking place almost daily. 
I have heard of the Minister of Railways 
issuing a circular to the Opposition ~aying 
that there are certain vacancies amongst the 
employes of the Railway department, and 
asking them to nominate some persons to 
fill the vacancies. 

Mr. BENT.-That is not true. 
Mr. GILLIES.-I have been told it on 

what I consider very good authority. 
Mr. MIRAMS.-Do YOll say that the 

circular was sent to membel's of the Opposi-
tion? . 

Mr. GILLIES.-Yes. 
Mr. MIRAMS.-Youmean members sit-

ting on the Ministerial side of the House? 
Mr. GILLIES.-Not at all. 
Mr. ZOX.-I never got one. 
Mr. MIRAMS.-This is the first I have 

heard of the circular. 
Mr. BENT.-I cannot allow the state­

ment of the honorable member for Rodney 
(Mr. Gillies) to go uncontradicted. I beg 
to inform the honorable member that no 
circular of the kind has been sent to members 
on either one side of the House or the other. 

Mr. GILLIES.-Has no intimation of 
the kind been given? 
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Mr. BENT.-Nor bas any intimation of 
the character referred to been given to any 
honorable member. 

Mr. GILLIES.-Of course the rules of 
Parliament require tbat I should accept tbe 
honorable gentleman's denial; but I may say 
in justification of my statement that I did 
not make it hurriedly, but on the authority 
of a gentleman who informed me that he had 
seen a communication of the kind I have 
alluded to. I Willllot refer to the particulars 
of the unfortunate accident which occurred 
the other day, but I must say that I fear 
that the personnel of the Railway depart­
ment, owing to the new appointments which 
are taking place, is becoming seriously de­
teriorated. I think I am not stating more 
than is within the cognizance of honorable 
members who travel on the various railway 
lines, both suburban and others, when I say 
that a number of the new appointments are 
evidently not of such a character as to justify 
the House and the country in believing that 
the men appointed are fit for their places. 
The making of appointments in the Railway 
department is a much more important matter 
now than it was a number of years ago. 
Trains now run-on the suburban lines, at 
all events-every few minutes, and to work 
the traffic safely the services of skilled men 
are required; but men are appointed one 
day, and commence their work next day, 
without any training for the duties which 
they are called upon to perform. In many 
cases, how~ver, they need probably eight or 
ten months' training before they are in a 
position to perform their duties properly. The 
greatest possible care and attention are re­
quired to see that tIle appointments are made 
ill such a way as to secure the best men for 
the State; but so long as the railways are 
under the charge of the Government, and 
the Government have to comply with appli­
cations from various quarters, political ap­
pointments will be made. The Government, 
in fact, are almost compelled to make politi­
cal appointments. I say that the Government 
ought to be relieved from the responsibility 
of managing the railways. I am sure that 
honorable members on both sides of the 
House would be delighted to be relieved from 
the constant applications which are made 
to them, not only at their places of business 
but at their private residences, and in the 
precincts of this House, to ask the Minister 
of Railways to give persons billets in his 
department. If an honorable member is 
unfortunate enough-unfortunate for him­
self-to obtain a solitary appointment in 
the Railway deJ?artment for any person, he 

is"beset, morning, noon, and night, with ap­
plications from others who desire him to 
obtain appointments for them. To such an 
extent has the evil grown that it has be. 
come indispensably necessary that political 
patronage in cOllllexion with the railways 
should be abolished. I hope that the House 
will not be satisfied unless the Government 
state that they are prepared to deal with 
this question, and to deal with it at once. 
It is a matter of urgent importance. Nothing 
can be more urgent. I also sincerely hope 
that the Minister of Railways will pay much 
more attention to the brake question than 
he has apparently done lately. Everybody 
knows-it is said all over the town by per­
sons competent to express an opinion on the 
subject-that if each of the trains which 
came into collision on Saturday had been 
fitted either with the Woods brake or the 
Westinghouse brake, the catastrophe would 
have been impossible. I am not in a posi­
tion to offer any opinion to the House as 
to which is the superior brake of the two, 
but I may mention that serious complaints 
have been made within the last few days by 
the representatives of the Westinghouse 
Company, to the effect that the Minister of 
Railways has not given them fair play. It 
appears from a letter in one of this morn­
ing's newspapers that they said they would 
be in a position to supply a certain number 
of brakes in a certain time, but their pro­
posal was not accepted. 

Mr. LONGMORE.-The Minister of 
Railways was perfectly right j the brakes 
ought to be made here. 

Mr. GILLIES.-It would be better to 
import a thousand railway brakes from Eng­
land in six weeks, and fit them on the 
trains, than that the Minister of Railways 
should be allowed to kill hundreds of people. 
It is a monstrous idea that, because we are 
not in a position to manufacture in a mo­
ment the 11.~Cessary number of brakes to 
protect human life, the honorable member 
for Ripon would rather see a loss of human 
life than see the Government import brakes 
from England. 

Mr. LONGMORE. - The honorable 
member is imputing to me what I never 
said, and what I never thought of saying. 

Mr. GILLIES.-I cannot understand 
what other inference can be drawn from the 
honorable member's statement. However, 
there is nothing clearer than that, if the two 
trains which came into collision had been 
supplied with either the Woods brake or the 
'Vestinghouse brake, the accident would not 
have llappened j and the House has a right 
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to know why the trains were not fitted with 
either one brake or the other. 

Mr. BERRY.-Why have we not had 
the trains fitted with the VV oods brake before 
now? 

Mr. GILLIES.-When the honorable 
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) was in 
office, he and llis colleague, the then Min­
ister of Railways, had the opportunity of 
putting on a number of those brakes, but 
they did not avail themselves of it. It itt, 
however, no use going back to the past. 
The fact remains that, for a considerable 
time, it has been recognised that one or other 
or the brakes ought to be adopted, especially 
as during the last twelve 01' eighteen months 
the number of trains run on the suburban 
lines has greatly increased. There are now 
trains every few minutes, and it is necessary 
that they should be pulled up quickly at 
every station. It is impossible to run trains 
so frequently with any degree of safety 
unless they are fitted up with some much 
better brake than the hand brake. vVhen the 
Government undertook to run trains every 
few miuutes on the suburban lines, they 
should have had them fitted with either the 
Woods brake 01' the vVestinghouse brake. 
vVas there anything to prevent that being 
done? What was the insuperable difficulty? 
There was none. A serious responsibility 
rests on the Railway department for not 
being sufficiently active in the matter. There 
is an idea abroad that one branch of the 
department wjU not move at. all, or, at all 
events, that the Minister can scarcely make 
it move. That ought to be looked to. 
The public feel that, if the department 
had done its duty with reference to the 
brake question, the accident of Saturday 
could not have happened. I have no doubt 
that a large amount of compensation will be 
required. on account of the accident. The 
amount will probably be much larger than 
the sum which the J olimont accident cost 
the country, though that was a serious 
amount. I think that the payment of the 
compensation should not be left with the 
Railway department. That ample compen­
sation will have to be raid there is not the 
slightest question, and the House, I am 
sure, will not grudge payment to the unfor­
tunate sufferers by the accident, many of 
whom may be maimed for life. I submit, 
however, that the Railway department is not 
the tribunal to assess the amount to which 
each person will be entitled. The claims will 
require to be carefully investigated, and the 
Government, I think, should appoint an in­
dependent boa.rd to see that justice is done, 

not only to the unfortunate persons who llave 
been injured, but also to the State. 

Dr. QUICK. - Without unnecessary 
expense. 

Mr. GILLIES.-I will not say anything 
about the expense, because I am sure that 
any reasonable amount which the State ma.y 
he called upon to pay to the unfortunate suf­
ferers will not be grudged by any honorable 
member. I hope that, before this debate is 
concluded, the Minister of Railways will be 
in a position to inform the House that the 
character of the Bill which he intends to 
introduce for the better management of the 
railways will be a totally different one from 
that which was indicated in the Governor's 
speech at the opening of the session. I 
venture to assert that the ono indicated. in 
the Governor's . speech will not satisfy this 
House at all. The Government must be re­
lieved from political patl:onage in connexioll 
with the railways. 

Sir B. O'LOG HLEN .-Sir, I rise to 
order. I submit that the honol"l.lble member 
is not in order in discussing a Bill which is 
the subject of a motion on the notice-paper. 

Mr. GILLIES.-I merely referred. to 
the Bill. I am not going to discuss it in 
the sligl1test degree. The particulars of 
the Bill are alluded. to in the Governor's 
speech, and I am now telling the Govern­
ment that, under the new state of things, 
the House will insist upou their introducing 
a very different Bill-one which will relieve 
the Government from the whole of the 
political patronage of the Rnilway depart­
ment. The railways have reached such a 
magnitude that it is impossible they can be 
managed properly on the system that they 
are conducted at present. 'Ve find the 
Minister running over the country banquet­
ing, and seeing which will be the best lines 
of railway to construct. What can he 
know about the routes of lines ? Nothing 
whatever. The department, I repeat, has 
become so large that it is utterly impossible 
that the present system of management can 
continue. No satisfactory proposal for rail­
way management will be submitted to Parlia­
ment unless the Government are prepared 
to wholly divest themselves of their political 
patronage in connexion with the railway~. 
'Ve ought to be able to secure the best 
young men in the country for the railways; 
and I believe that would be done if the 
patronage of the Railway department was in 
the hands of an independent board, .subject 
to certain regulations sanctioned by Parlia­
ment. Everyone would then know under 
what conditions employment could be obtained 
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in the Railway departulent, and the appoint­
ments would not be at the mercy of a Min­
ister of Rail ways, or a Member of Parlia­
ment. Unless this is done, the country and 
the House will not be satisfied. I wish to 
refer to another matter which is of great 
importance, as it may lead any day to a 
serious accident. There is an embankment 
on the railway a little below Spring-street, 
near Jolimont, to which additions have been 
made from time to time. There is an old 
cul vert through it, but it is filled up; and the 
consequence is that, near the embankment, 
a large volume of water is collected-some­
times, after afiood,it is two or three feet deep. 
The water soaks into the embankment. j and I 
am informed that a little while ago abso­
lutely the whole of the earthwork where the 
culvert has been filled up with sand, or some 
other inferior stuff, sank and left the rails 
and sleepers standing alone. If that had hap­
pened at night, we don't know what kind of 
an accident might have occurred-hundreds 
of people might have been killed. Some 
steps should be taken at once to allow the 
flood waters to pass underneath the embank. 
ment. If an accident happens there, the 
Government cannot be held irresponsible 
after the warning they have received. No one 
holds the Government responsible for the 
unfortunate catastrophe which occurred at 
Hawthorn the other day. They could not 
possibly llave prevented it by any individual 
action on their part, but they are bound to 
adopt some steps to alter the present system 
of railway management, and take care that 
things are put on a better footing, so that 
such accidents can scarcely happen in future. 
No doubt accidents will occasionally occm 
even under the best system, but the Ministry 
are absolutely bound to take some immediate 
steps to secure better management of the 
railways in future than there is at present, 
and to divorce the department wholly from 
Government patronage. 

Major SMITH seconded the motion for 
adjournment. 

Mr. BENT.-Mr. Speaker, I am not in 
a frame of mind, after the sad occurrence of 
Saturday, to discuss this matter to-night. 
I do not believe that any member of the 
House will say that I, personally, had any­
thing to do with the accident. 

Mr. MUNRO.-That is said outside. 
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-That is an ungene­

rous statement to make. 
SirB.O'LOGHLEN.-Itismostunjust. 
Mr. MUNRO.-I do not say whether it 

is unjust or not. 
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-It is a shame. 

Mr. BENT.-There is no need to display 
any warmth over the matter. A number of 
my dearest friends have been injured in the 
accident. It is known by honorable mem­
bers -that, ever since I have had charge of 
the Railway department, it has been my 
sole desire to provide for the safety of- the 
public. What have I done since I have 
been Minister of Railways? I have dupli­
cated the line to Oaldeigh--the very line on 
which the honorable member for North Mel­
bourne (Mr. Munro) travels daily-and I 
have had a lump at the South Yarra junc­
tion taken away, because I saw that it was 
dangerous. The honorable member Inlows 
that, and he also knows that in the Railway 
Bill I have provided for bringing in another 
line at South Yarra, so as to ensuro the 
safe working of the Gippsland and suburban 
traffic. I have also proceeded to duplicate 
the Hawthorn line. That line had been 
worked for 25 years, and it had become 
almost rotten. When the laying down of 
the new rails was nearly finished, it was dis­
covered that the Hawthorn bridge was so 
dangerous that it was a wonder that it had 
not tumbled into the Yarra. A box with 
interlocking apparatus has just been erected 
on the line, and, when I thought everything 
was in a good state, what were my feelings 
when I heard of the accident? When I 
took charge of the department, I found that 
the line from Kensington to Essendon was 
a source of danger, and I duplicated it. I 
also duplicated the line to Brighton. I have 
dono everything mortal man could do to 
prevent accidents. The honorable member 
for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) has spoken of 
political appointments. I will ask any man 
in the House-I don't care on which side 
he sits-whether the charge which the hon­
OI'able member has brought against me is 
true? Have I ever made an appointment 
in the Railway department which has not 
been subject to the approval of the princi­
pal officers, who are responsible? There 
never has been such a strict examination 
as to the efficiency of the sight of ap­
plicants for employment, and a gentleman 
said to me last week-" I understand you 
have made arrangements with your medical 
officer that he won't let the men pass." 
Take everyone who was concerned in the 
accident on Saturday. The station-master 
at Hawthorn has been there for many years. 
He was looked upon as such a good officer 
that the Traffic Manager and myself were 
considering only last week whether or not 
we would promote him. By the people of 
Hawthorn I am told that he is one of the 
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best men in the department. He was in 
the employment of the Hobson's Bay Com­
pany for many years. The officer who makes 
up the time-table was appointed by the 
honorable member for Stawell. I have not 
appointed anyone over the heads of any 
officers that have to do with the traffic. I 
have never exercised any patronage to place 
men in positions in the department. N omi­
nally I may have had the patronage, but I 
have practically left the matter in the hands 
of the Traffic Manager. I have said to 
him-" Put on competent men." I have 
sometimes nominated a greaser or a porter 
-that is the principal extent of my nomi­
nation-but all the appointments have been 
subject to the Traffic Manager. I court the 
most searching investigation into my conduct 
since I have administered the department. 
As to the bridge at J olimont, I may mention 
that there was an old bridge there, that it 
was tumbling down, and that I was advised 
to close it up. My attention was drawn to 
it by the honorable member for the Ovens 
(Mr. Kerferd). 

Mr. W ALSH.-There was a culvert 
under that bridge. 

Mr. BENT .-And the timber was so 
rotten that it was a wonder that it did not 
tumble down. 

Mr. W ALSH.-The water escaped there. 
Mr. BENT.-As I have said, my atten­

tion was drawn to the matter by the honor­
able member for the Ovens. I then wrote 
to the Engineer-in-Ohief, and afterwards 
spoke to that officer, and I was told that it 
was perfectly safe. 

Mr. W ALSH.-The water is 3 feet deep 
tllere. 

Mr. ,V" ALKER.-And it cannot get 
away. 

Mr. BENT.-'Yhat have I to do with, 
that? I know the water is there, but am 
I to overrule the professional men? 

Mr. ORKNEY.-The travelling public 
will have something to do with it. 

Mr. W ALSH.-Had you the opinion of 
competent officers that it was perfectly safe? 

Mr. BENT.-As I have already stated, 
when the honorable member for the Ovens 
called my attention to the matter I wrote to 
the Engineer-in-Ohief, and I also consulted 
him, and he stated it was perfectly safe. 

Mr. GILLIES.-Did he say it was per­
fectly proper that 3 feet of water should be 
allowed to congregate there ? No engineer 
could say so. 

Mr. BENT.-Suppose I had overruled 
tIle Engineer-in-Ohief? The honorable mem­
ber for Rodney made a statement about the 

brakes which I did not expect to hear from 
an old colleague. The Woods brake would 
have been on all the trains but for the hon­
OI'able member himself. 

Mr. LONGMORE.-That is correct. 
Mr. BENT.-What did the honorable 

member charge me with because I held five 
shares in the vYoods Brake Oompany, which 
I did not buy for purposes or speculation? 
The honorable member says that I have 
been lax regarding the brakes. I will tell 
the House what I have done. I had the 
Woods brake placed on the trains on the 
Brighton line. I have always said that the 
vYoods brake is a good one. Since I have 
been in office I have called for tenders for 
brakes, and I have had numerous sets of 
brakes made. I have had all the new 
engines fitted with a steam brake. There 
was one on the engine of the train from Box 
Hill, which was one of the trains in the col­
lision at Hawthorn. Every new engine has 
a steam brake. 

Mr. FRASER.-What brake? 
Mr. BENT.-The 'V"oods brake, if you 

like. I make no secret of the matter. 
Mr. FRASER.-I want to know. 
Mr. BENT.-I say a steam brake-I 

believe the VY oods brake. 
Mr, W ALSH.-Was it on the train 

from Box Hill ? 
Mr. BENT.-It was on the engine. 

'Vhen an accident happens, people know 
everything after the event; but has any hon­
Ol'able member ever said in the House­
" Put the Woods brake on all the trains "1 

Mr. MUNRO.-I have. 
Mr. BENT .-If so, the honorable mem­

ber is the only one .. 
Mr. LONGMORE.-I wonder it has 

not been done long ago. 
Mr.BENT.-What has been done? I 

have called for tenders, and have been getting 
the Woods brake made. The Westinghouse 
people asked if their brake might be allowed 
to have a show, and I said "Yes." I 
arranged that both brakes should be fitted 
to trains on the Brighton line, upon which 
they should run in competition for twelve 
months. My object was to determine which 
was the best; and, being desirous of recom­
mending one for adoption, I asked the 
Westinghouse people to permit me to call 
for tenders for making their brake, so that 
I might give a truthful statement to the 
House as to the cost of the brakes. The 
local agent of the Westinghouse brake re­
fused to comply with my request, but said 
that if I would take a certain number of 
sets they would supply them by a certain 
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time. I declined to take any sets on those 
terms, because 1 know the cost at which 
the Woods brake can be got, and 1 know 
that it is a good machine. The department 
is prepared to apply the Woods brake un­
less as good a one can be obtained at about 
the same figure. If the House will take 
the responsibility of saying that the Woods 
brake shall be applied to all the trains, it 
shall be done. 

Mr. MIRAMS.-That is the thing to 
do. 

Mr. BENT.-But supposing that the 
House does order the Woods brake to be 
applied to all the trains, how long do honor­
able members think it will require to do 
that? It cannot be done by magic.. Did 
any of my predecessors apply continuous 
brakes, or were the lines in a better condition 
before 1 took office than they are now? 1 
repeat that the Government are prepared to 
fit the Woods brake to every train, if that 
is the wish of the House. 

Mr. MIRAMS.-Y ou put on the Woods 
brake, and you will be all right. Never 
mind what the A1'g~tS says. 

Mr. BENT .-1 have not been in a frame 
of mind to read the newspa.pers during the 
last day or two, but my attention has been 
called to a letter in the A1'gUS from the re­
presentative of the vVestinghouse Brake 
Company. If the assertion of the honor­
able member for Rodney about the com­
pany's ground of complaint is based on that 
letter, 1 have no hesitation in saying that 
the statement contained in the letter is un­
true. My one endeavour has been to hold 
the balance fairly between the parties­
between the Westinghouse brake and the 
Woods brake. . My colleagues know what 
1 llave done. 1 was anxious to call for ten­
ders at once, and not to wait for the result 
of the twelve months' competition; and ever 
since 1 received the letter from the agents 
of the Westinghouse Company refusing per­
mission to call for tenders for making their 
brake, 1 have had under consideration the 
question as to the best way of giving the 
brakes a fair trial. One officer recommended 
me to take the opinion of the House, another 
to send for the locomotive superintendents 
of three colonies to report on the brakes, and 
Mr. Mirls, the Locomotive Superintendent 
of the Victorian railways, advised me to test 
the brakes on the 13th and 15th of Decem­
ber. I have decided to adopt Mr. Mirls' 
suggestion, and I am therefore moving as 
fast as I can in the matter. No one appre­
ciates more than I do the necessity for hav­
ing each train fitted with a good continuous 

brake to ensure the proper and safe working 
of the traffic. 1 repeat that 1 have done 
evei'ything mortal man could do since I have 
been in office, and 1 will ask-What board, 
or what body of men, could have prevented 
what took place on Saturday? 

Mr. MUNRO.-Did you allow the special 
train to be run against the advice of your 
officers? 

Mr. BENT.-I did not; and I am very 
much obliged to the honorable member for 
asking the question. I was pressed by out­
side parties to open the Lillydale line a fort­
night ago, and some persons went so far as 
to complain to my colleagues that I was in­
juring the district by delaying the opening 
of the line. In spite of the strongest politi­
cal pressure which was brougllt to bear to 
get the line opened earlier than it was, I 
said" No." 1 was guided in the matter by 
the officers of the department., and I did not 
allow the line to be opened until the first of 
the present month, although some persons 
wanted it opened on the 1st November. As 
to the special train to Box Hill on Saturday, 
which came into collision with the Hawthorn 
train, the running of that train was a pure 
matter of business, which was arranged by 
the department. 

Mr. MUNRO.-You were not consulted? 
Mr. BENT.-Not at all. I knew nothing 

about it. The ordinary notice was given to 
the officers four days beforehand, and the 
arrangements were advertised in the news­
papers. 

Mr. W ALSH.-Why was not the staff 
system adopted? 

Mr. BENT.-The Hawthorn line has 
never been anything but a single line, and 
has never been worked by the staff system. 
None of the men there understand the staff 
system. The Hawthorn line has been worked 
on one plan for more than twenty years , and an 
alteration of that plan would have been more 
likely than allY thing else to lead to an accident. 
In addition to that, we were preparing for 
the block system and interlocking apparatus, 
and if we had only had another fortnight 
that would have been in operation, and there 
would have been perfect safety. There is a 
story to the effect that the Hawthorn station­
master applied for leave of absence on the 
strength of a medical certificate that his 
memory was failing him, and that the ap­
plication was refused. The facts are that he 
applied for a month's leave of absence upon 
a certificate from Dr. McCrea, that his ap­
plication was granted-indeed he obtained. 

. leave of absence for a few days over a month 
. -and that he returned of his own accord at . 

~ 
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the expiration of the time. I am told that 
in the history of all railways some of the 
best officers have at times made mistakes, 
and this, I believe, is just how the ac­
cident on Saturday happened. I do not 
wish, however, to go into that question, as 
it is now before a coroner's jury. I want 
simply to be fair. vVhoever may be to 
blame for the disaster the other day, let 
them have a fair field and no favour. That 
is all I ask for myself. No one regrets the 
occurrence of Saturday more than I do. It 
is particularly annoying to me for the reasons 
which I have given. When I heard of it, I 
might, so to speak, have been knocked down 
by a feather. No doubt it has caused a 
shock in the community. I hope, indeed I 
feel assured, that such a thing is not likely 
to happen again. But in connexion with 
all human institutions mistakes have oc­
curred, and will occur. All I can say is, I 
am very sorry it happened. It was not my 
intention to make any speech on this oc­
casion. Indeed, I asked the Premier to be 
good enough to mention the matter, because 
I did not feel able to do any business. I 
may mention that some new carriages arrived 
only on Friday, and I was looking forward 
hopefully to the facilities which the Railway 
department would command for· enabling 
the public to travel with pleasure and safety 
during the Christmas holidays. No' one can 
possibly regard the occurrence with more 
sorrow than I do. vVith regard to what the 
honorable member for Rodney has stated 
about n, " circular" and "political appoint­
ments," all that I can say is that whoever. 
gave the information to the honorable mem­
beris himself misinformed. All the men con­
cerned in the accident on Friday have been 
on the railways for years. I did not appoint 
anyone of them. I don't recollect appoint­
ing any new man to an office' involving 
responsible kind of work. I can assure 
honorable membel's that the making of ap­
pointments is not a pleasure to me. On the 
contrary, I don't like it. The officers will 
tell you I don't care about the duty of mak­
ing appointments. It is immaterial to me 
what action the House may take as to the . 
future management of the railways. 'V"hat­
eY~r it may be, I shall cheerfully relinquish 
the making of appointments. I have llad 
trouble enough in that direction since I have 
been at the Railway department. However, 
I have tried to do my best, and this 
under the best advice I could possibly ob­
tain. As to the junketing from place to 
place to. which the honorable member for 
Rodney has referred., I may mention that I 

Nr.Bent. 

engaged in it for the purpose of making 
myself acquainted with the wants of the 
country, so that I would be in a position 
to appreciate properly the representations 
which honorable members might think fit to 
address to me on railway matters. I assert 
confidently-and honorable members who 
have travelled with me will confirm what I 
say-that I have never spared any time or 
trouble to make myself acquainted with the 
needs of the country so far as railways are 
concerned; and the number of new lines 
which this House has authorized the con­
struction of is the best proof of my success. 
The honorable member for Rodney knows 
that with his own district I took consider­
able trouble. Certainly, I had no personal 
object to serve. It would have been easier 
work to have remained at home and enjoyed 
myself, and to have sent officers of the Rail­
way department to ascertain the wants of 
the country. But even then, when localities 
found fault, the person with whom the re­
sponsibility would 11ave rested would have 
been the Minister of Railways. With l:egard 
to the management of the railways, I think 
that, in view of the coroner's inquest now 
pending, this is not the time to discuss that 
subject. I may say, however, that the pre­
sent system of railway management has been 
in operation for years. The honorable mem­
ber for Rodney, when he was in office, could 
have altered it if he liked. The honorable 
member will find, when the proper time 
arrives, that I take as deep an interest in 
doing away with political patronage as he 
ever did. In conclusion, I say that, when­
ever an investigation into the management 
of the Railway department is desired, I shall 
be only too happy to facilitate it as much as 
possible. I do not shrink from allowing my 
acts to be exposed to the full gaze of public 
opinion-from letting in full sunshine on all 
that I have done since I have presided over 
the Railway department. 

Mr. P ATTERSON.-Sir, I think that 
the chief point the puhlie are concerned about 
is that the smash of Saturday was of a pre­
ventible character. It is not sufficient, when . 
a case of this kind arises, for the Minister 
of Railways to take credit for what he has 
done in his department, or to extol, as he 
al ways does, the changes he has made. All 
this furnishes no explanation of the great 
calamity which we have to deplore. Rail­
way accidents have occurred frequently since 
the honorable member has been in of"ficc ; 
yet Mr. Elsdon managed the Hobson's Bay 
lines for 20 years without one single accident 
occurring. There are several points to be 
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kept in view in considering this matter. 
One is that, although the whole of the traffic 
was being conducted on one line, the simple 
precaution of applying the staff system was 
not taken. If the staff had been used between 
Pic Nic and Hawthorn, it would have been 
utterly impossible for the accident to occur. 
Then, again, if the time-table had been 
sensibly made out, it would have been utterly 
impossible for the accident to occur. Ac­
cording to the time-table, tIle down train 
started from Melbourne at the wrong time, 
and could not have reached Hawthorn at the 
right time. According to the time-table, the 
special train from Box Hill was to meet a 
down train at Oamberwell, and be at Haw­
thorn at 6.21 p.m. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-This is a matter 
which is before the coroner's court. 

Mr. PATTERSON. - The question 
which the coroner has to inquire into is the 
cause of the death of one of the victims of 
the disaster, named Thomas; and it is 
sought to implicate only the station-master 
at Hawthorn. But justice will not be 
served by attributing to a station-master's 
nod the fact of two railway trains coming into 
collision, and people being killed or injured 
thereby. It would be impossible, if proper 
care were observed, for two trains to meet on. 
a single line. All kinds of trains are running 
every day on the single line which extends 
from Melbourne to VV odonga, and yet it is 
utterly impossible, under the system on 
which that linfl is worked, for two engines to 
meet and run into each other. The engine­
driver, once in possession of the staff, has 
a clear course to the next station, and no 
train can move from that station until the 
staff is there. I say the staff system is 
better calculated to avert a collision than the 
use of a brake to bring a train when at full 
speed to a sudden stand-still. 

Mr. LONGMORE.-You should have 
adopted Woods' brake when you were in 
office. 

Mr. PATTERSON.-I would not adopt 
Woods' brake if I were in office now, be­
causeI know of a better-the Westinghouse 
brake. I said both brakes should. be sub­
jected to a fair trial, and I was satisfied that 
the verdict of the public would be that the 
'Vestinghouse brake was the easier and 
better brake of the two. But has the West­
inghouse brake been allowed a fair trial? 
The Minister of Railways stated just now 
that he had asked the representati vos of the 
Westinghouse Oompany to submit thEir 
brake to competition, but to ask those people 
to hand. over to the Minister the whole of 

their sections~ after obtaining patents, in· 
order that other people might tender to 
construct brakes after the Westinghouse 
pattern, was not a very reasonable request 
to prefer. 

Mr. BE NT .-1 never asked for their sec­
tions. I simply stated that I would call for 
tenders, and that the representatives of the 
Westinghouse Oompany would have t1le op .. 
portunity of saying, as well as others, how 
mnch the application of the invention would 
cost. Of" course, it is the policy of the State 
that as many of these things as possible shall 
be made in the colony. 

Mr. PATTERSON.-But is it not an 
unreasonable thing to contemplate that 
other people should tender for the Westing­
honse brake? Docs' not the brake belong 
to the Vof estinghonse Oompany? Would 
not the people who are the proprietors of 
the Woods brake resent anything like 
an attempt on the part of other people to 
tender for that brake? . The thing is an 
absurdity. The vVoods brake belongs to a 
company, and they are entitled to a royalty 
for its use. And how can the Westing­
house people be expected to allow other 
people to apply the invention for which they 
claim so much credit? Why, in that way, 
the value of the invention might be destroyed. 
The Westinghouse brake is to be bought at 
a price which is well known, and the Woods 
brake can be fitted at a price also, and that 
price is known. 

Mr. BENT.-The price is not· known. 
They will not give me a price. I asked them 
for a price, and they said they would write 
home and ask for it. 

Mr. PATTERSON.-I mentioned to the 
Minister of Railways, some little time a,go, 
that I considered it would be a perfectly 
fair and safe thing if one half of our rail­
way system were fitted up with the Westing­
honse brake, and the other half with the 
'V oods brake. If that were done, I believe 
it would be seen that the Westinghouse 
brake is the better brake of the two. But 
what I wish to address myself particularly 
to is the question raised by the honorable 
member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) of railway 
management. I believe there will constantly 
be blunders and smashes-I cannot call them 
accidents-so long as the Railway depart­
ment is subject to political control. There­
fore, I say, this is the time to take in hand 
the Bill for the better management of tIle 
railways. I would urge that all other business 
should be placed on one side until that Bill 
is passed into law. Let the railways be pInced 
under tho control of a perfectly independent 
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board composed of professional men, and men 
with some commercial knowledge. There 
was an01iher accident a little while ago, of 
which we heard very little, though I believe 
an immense amount of money will be paid 
on account of it. I refer to the Windsor 
accident. That was a matter which the 
Minister of Railways dealt with very tenderly. 
How was it that one train ran into another at 
Windsor? The staff at the cOinmand of 
the Minister of Railways seems to be utterly 
incapable of managing the large system of 
railways which has now to be worked. I 
felt that when I was at the Railway depart­
ment as much as the present Minister of 
Railways feels it now. I believe that if 
tramways were in existence, running in the 
same direction as the suburban railways, not 
a soul would be induced to go inside a 
railway carriage, for the reason that, under 
the present system, people do not consider 
their lives safe in railway carriages. 'l'here 
is nothing like striking the iron while it is 
hot. The Railways Management Bill was 
prepared before the House met; and, if it is 
not exactly in shape, can be put into shape 
without much difficulty. What is wanted 
is to make our system of railway manage­
ment a workable system by eliminating all 
political influence from it. 

Mr. GRANT.-"\Vhat about Ministerial 
responsibility? 

Mr. P ATTERSON.-vVhat responsi­
bility has the Minister in connexion with the 
Railway department, as managed at present? 
None whatever. Twenty accidents may 
have happened during the reign of the 
present Minister of Railways, but no re­
sponsibility attaches to him. In fact Minis­
terialresponsibility depends largely upon the 
numbers ranged behind the Government. 
So long as a majority is there, there is no 
bad or foolish thing which the Minister of 
Railways may do that cannot be overlooked, 
particularly when it is raised into a party 
question. But it is the interest of every man 
who has at heart the security of the people, 
and the well-being of the country, to see 
that the management of the railways is placed 
on a proper footing. vVhy such a calamity 
as that of Saturday is calculated to put a 
stop to railway extension altogether. I say 
that any system of management must be 
better than the present. I believe the pre­
sent system is worse than any other which 
can possibly be conceived. It is grossly ball. 

Mr. HUNT.-:-Why did you not alter it 
while you were Minister of Railways? 

Mr. P ATTERSON.-I did alter it. 
I relinquished altogether the exercise of 

political patronage. And because a few 
gentlemen like the honorable member for 
Kilmore and the honorable member for 
Maryborough (Mr. Bowman) could not get 
what they wanted, they had the impudence to 
come down to this House and declare that the 
system was not being honestly carried out. 

The SPEAKER.-The honorable mem­
ber is not in order in using such language 

. about honorable members. 
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I will soften the 

language. The honorable members I refer 
to pleaded in vain for appointments and 
billets, and in consequence they declared 
that I was not the man to be at the head 
of the Railway department. Honorable 
members who sit around me have said­
"Why we can now get things frOnl the 
Railway department which were denied to 
us when you were in office." 

Mr. GARDINER.-You always looked 
after number one. 

Mr. P ATTERSON.-I know it was 
asserted that I could always find room for 
Oastlemaine men, but that is an allegation 
which can be easily seen through. I say 
again that I relinquished poEtical patronage 
in connexion with that department-a thing 
which was never done before. The present 
Minister of Railways, instead of following 
that course, resorted to the old bad and rotten 
system the moment he took office. There is 
no mistake about it that the Railway depart~ 
ment has corrupted this House, and has 
lowered politics in this country more than 
the other departments of the State put to· 
gether. The Railway Bill recently before 
this House, over wllich honorable members 
wrangled for five ulonths, never lowered it 
so much. 

The SPEAKER.-The honorable mem­
ber is scarcely in order. 

Mr. P ATTERSON.-I submit that I 
am not out of order. 

Mr. L. L. SMITH.-What, not in say­
ing that the House is corrupted? 

Mr. P ATTERSON.-I say that politi­
cally it is corrupted-its tone is lowered. 
C" Shame.") For these reasons I would urge 
that the management of the railways should 
be handed over to a board of practical and 
sensible men, and that the Minister of Rail­
ways should be transfe~red to some other 
sphere where he would be usefully employed, 
and where his head would not be so conti­
nually troubled and racked by the occurrence 
of calamitie::l like that which took pla,ce on 
Saturday. 

Mr. WRIXON.-Mr. Speaker, I think 
. we shall ill represent, in this House, the 
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real feeling of the country, if we allow the 
present discussion to dcgenerate into a mere 
conflict about particular Ministers. I don't 
care to inquire whether one Minister is 
better than another; but I am firmly con­
vinced that the opinion of the country is 
that the present system of railway manage­
ment is thoroughly rotten, and that to that 
circumstance the catastrophe of the other 
day is directly attributable. And who are 
answerable for that system? Why we who 
sit in this House. And the people outside 
-who see their relatives and friends dead 
and dying and maimed-will not be satisfied 
with our sitting here and talking about 
political patronage, and sneering at irre­
sponsible boards, and allowing accidents to 
go on as they have been going on. I am 
aware that on the best possible managed 
railways accidents will now and then occur. 
That is a necessity of railway travelling. 
The House will be in a position to ap­
preciate the condition of our railways by the 
mention of one single fact: on the London and 
N orth-Western Railway in England, with its 
enormous traffic, with the millions of passen. 
gers which it carries, only one life has been 
lost during the past three years and a half. 
And yet on our railways, with a small traffic 
compared with that on lines in England, we 
have accident after accident; and, what is 
worse, these accidents are admittedly owing 
to some neglect; they are not owing to 
some fortuitous chance, some extraordinary 
emergency, something that could not be 
expected or anticipated, but they are the 
result of absolute neglect. This is what 
alarms the public-what sends consterna­
tion through the community. And the public 
are positively defenceless in the matter. If 
the railways were in the hands of a company, 
then the public would have some protection, 
b~cause in a case of accident the company 
would have to pay handsomely in damages, 
which damages would come out of the 
pockets of the shareholders. That is the 
position of matters in England, and, in 
consequence, the management is particularly 
carefnl. But how is it with us? The money 
comes out of the pockets of the injured 
public. When an accident occurs, the 
damages are paid not by the Railway de­
partment, but by the public. Therefore, we 
have no check like that which exists in 
England, nor have we the protection of an 
intelligent management. The Minister of 
Railways takes credit for the activity he has 
displayed; but, if he llad displayed double 
the activity, he would still be in the position 
of the man who did not know the business 
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he had to superintend. The London and 
North-Western Railway is under the con· 
trol of a general manager, a man of eminence 
in his line of business, who receives a salary 
of £5,000 or £7,000 a year. But so severe 
a strain is this officer subjected to that, as 
a rule, the incumbent of the office is unable 
to hold his appointment for more than three 
or four years. Under him there is a traffic 
manager, who is paid £3,000 or £4,000 a 
year, an engineer-in-chief, and other officers. 
All these men are skilled men, and they 
have their subordinates, who are dealt with 
summarily if they are guilty of any neglect. 
Not a single man is employed without satis­
factory proof of his fitness; and, by the 
constant exercise of care and caution, the 
lives 01 the travelling public are preserved. 
But what is the state of things here? Our 
railway officials are inadequately paid; they 
are undoubtedly subject to political in­
fluence; and the Minister who is put over 
them-to direct, superintend, and often to 
interfere with them-is usually a man who 
can know nothing whatever about the busi­
ness. He is faced at one time with a ques­
tion of engineering; at another, with a 
question of rates; and, at another, with a 
question of time-tables; and he is supposed 
to deal with and control all these intricacies, 
although he may have no special knowledge 
whatever about them. And all the time we 
are harassed by persons coming to us and 
asking us to interfere with him, and he is 
harassed by our interference. The Railway 
department thus becomes a perfect political 
nuisance. Can we wonder then that, time 
after time, accidents should occur, in addi­
tion to the many narrow escapes from 
accident of which we hear nothing, be. 
cause they don't actually result in loss 
of life? I say that we don't waJ?t 
any wrangling between one party and 
another-between Ministers and ex-Minis­
ters-but we want some security that the 
railways will be well managed, and that we 
and our families can be carried with safety 
along them. The fear is that if somet.hing 
is not done-if some change is not made~ 
things, instead of getting better, will get 
worse, because unquestionably there is a 
tendency to deteriorate both in the per­
sonnel and the management of the Railway 
department. With the large number of new 
lines now being opened-many of them, 
judging by the Lillydale line, being of 
exceedingly dangerous construction-the 
public are looking forward with some alarm 
to railway travelling in the future; and 
they ask the House to interpose, to do 
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something towards .putting matters in a 
business-like position. I say this debate is 
justified, as a means of getting from the 
Government justice for the public. There 
is no disposition to interfere with the in­
quest-with the ascertaining, by means of 
the proper tribunal, the persons on whom 
·the blame of Saturday's disaster shouJ.d be 
fixed; but now that the public are justly 
excited, there is a demand that the Govern­
ment shall do something to remedy the evils 
of our railway system, and do it promptly. 
The Government say that they h::tve ready 
n. Bill for the better management of the 
railways. If they have, let them produce 
it. I believe the only true remedy is to lease 
the railways to different companies under 
stringent conditions i but if that is not 
possible, no doubt a board of mana.gement 
could be formed that would be able to con­
duct matters on a more business.like footing 
than they have been conducted hitherto. 
That something should be done is what the 
country has a right to expect from the 
House and from the Government. In one 
of the newspapers the results of the recent 
disaster have been compared to those of a \ 
battle. I consider they are much worse. In 
a battle men go forward with theil' lives in 
their hands, prepared to take their chance ; 
but here are unfortunate women and· help­
less children wounded and helpless-owing 
to what? Not to some extraordinary 
catastrophe, not to some act of Providence 
which nobody Gould control, but simply to a 
piece of neglect, which, under proper man­
agement, could not possibly occur. I say 
the motion for adjournment on this occasion 
is most useful, and is thoroughly justified. 
It ought to convey to the Government the 
united mind of the House, which represents 
the united mind of the country, that they 
should deal with this matterpr"omptly. Letit 
be dealt with promptly, and, in order that it 
may be dealt with promptly, let us sit as long 
and as often as the necessities of the case 
demand. . 

Mr. V{ ALKER.-Sir, I think the Min­
ister of R.ailways entirely misinterpreted the 
remarks of the honorable member for 
Rodney (Mr. Gillies). The remarks of the 
honorable member were directed not against 
the Minister personally, but against the· 
system of railway management as being bad. 
That system has been worked by various 
Ministers, the honorable member for Rodney 
amongst others, and it stands to reason that 
any such system must naturally fail. No 
man in his senses would place t.he manage­
ment of a business in the hands of anyone 

who had not been specially trained for that 
business; and why should a different course 
be pursued with reference to a department 
of State, a department with which not merely 
money but the lives of the travelling public 
are concerned? The speech of the Minister 
of Railways was nothing more than a detail 
of what he has done-how he had gone along 
a railway, and examined this bridge and 
that culvert, and how he llad been engaged 
in certain negotiations about this brake and 
the other brake. But what training has the 
honorable gentleman had to enable him to 
judge of the qualities of a brake, or to pro­
nounce as to the security of a bridge? And 
what guarantee have we that his successor 
may not be much more ignorant on these 
subjects than he is? I say the system is 
altogether wrong. As to the tauut which 
the Minister of Railways addressed to the 
honorable member for Rodney, of not being 
alive, wIlen in office, to the faults of railway 
management, it is altogether undeserved, be­
ca'Ose, as a matter of fact, when the honor­
able gentleman was last in office he pro­
posed the system which now finds favour­
the system of managing the State raIlways 
by a board; but the honorable gentleman 
was not long enough in omce to carry out his 
proposal. I dare say that the Minister of 
Railways has been following simply in the 
footsteps of his predecessor, but I would ask 
what has been going on in connexion with 
the suburban lines during the last few 
months? Why there have been such alter­
ations of the time-table that neither guards 
nor porters have known whether they 
ha ve been standing on their feet or their 
heads? Under such circumstances, it is a 
perfect miracle that far more accidents have 
not happened. The time-table, having been 
unaltered for years-and the railway em­
ployes having had, in consequence, the 
arrangements stereotyped, so to speak, upon 
their minds-is all at once subjected to 
alteration, only to be altered a month after­
wards, with the result that, after the second 
alteration, things are worse than ever. I 
don't know who caused these alterations of 
the time-table. If t.he alterations are trace­
a.ble to political management ; if they were 
made by the political head of the department 
for the purpo..se of securing his own popu­
larity'-:I don't say they were-that is the 
greatest argument I know for an alteration 
of the system. I represent the district which 
has suffered most severely from Saturday'S 
disaster, and I say without the slightest 
hesitation that, if the staff system had been 
in operation between Burnley-street and 
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Hawthorn, that accident would have been 
simply impossible. I want to know who is 
responsible for the staff system not being in 
operation? There is no use ill saying that 
the system is intricate, and needs a little 
knowledge, because a child can understand it. 
I repeat that the whole cause of the accident 
is the fact of the staff system not being in 
operation. vVhy should the public be placed 
in the position of having to depend upon a 
single man doing his duty, and keeping his 
faculties clear? The risks,thn.t mav be run 
through the individual's memory f;iling, or 
his suddenly having to len.ve his station, are 
something tremendous. Why should the 
lives of numbers of people have to depend 
upon one man doing his duty? I may 
mention that in older countries it was found 
necessary to introduce, long since, the stn.ff 
and block system wherever a single line was 
used. I do not say one word with regard to 
the coroner's inquest, or the possible result. 
I do not n.ttribute the slightest blame to the 
present Minister of Rn.ilways. His sorrow 
and regret, no doubt, are great j but the 
sorrow and regret of other members are just 
as great. As has been said, we should strike 
the iron while it is hot. The public feeling 
is now awake to a sense of insecurity with 
regard to milway travelling, and no hetter 
time than the present could be found to dea~, 
in a very radical fashion, wjth the system of 
railway patronage and management. I £rmly 
believe in non-political management. I con­
sider the leasing system, if practicable­
which I don't suppose it is-the best system. 
Next best to that, I think, is the management 
of the railways by a board. Certainly the 
~ooner the working of our railways is taken 
out of the hands of politicians the better. 

Mr. RICHARDSON.-Mr. Speaker, I 
think it is to be regretted that an important 
question like this has to be discussed on a 
motion for the adjournment of the House. 
The honorable member for Rodney (Mr. 
Gillies) would have acted wisely if he had 
submitted a r~solution dealing with the 
question at issue. The House could then 
have considered the question on its merits. 

Mr. FRANCIS.-Sucharesolutioncould 
not have been proposed without notice. 

Mr. RICHARDSON.-But what shall 
we get by this discu~ion? 'Vill honorable 
members who support the view of the hon­
Ql'able member for Rodney vote for the 
adjournment of the House, and thereby 
censure the Government; or will the matter 
simply end in talk? If the latter is the 
case, the talk will be useless talk. No Go­
vernment can act in the manner in which 
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the present Government are recommended to' 
act by such a discussion as has taken place 
to-night. With regard to the Bill of which 
mention has been made we know very little 
about it, and that is nry much objected to. 
To ask the Government to submit that Bill 
at this particular time to meet this particu­
lar crisis, I don't think is wise, nor do I 
think we are in possession of s~fficient 
information to enable us to deal with it. 
There can be no doubt that the accident was 
preventible, yet the Government don't even 
tell the House that it will be fully inquired 
into. 

Mr. L. L. SMITH.-They have stated 
most particularly that it will be fully in­
q uired into. 

Mr. RICHARDSON.-Probably the 
honorable member for Richmond (Mr. 
Smith) find his colleagues shelter them­
selves behind the fact that there is to be an 
inquest, but I am speaking of an inquiry 
different from a coroner's inquest. 

Mr. L. L. SMITH.-No j the Govern­
ment llave indicated that there. will be an 
inquiry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON.-l noticed that, 
while the honomble member for Castle­
maine (Mr. Patterson) was speaking, the 
Premier interjected "Fair play," intimat­
ing that it was not wise to deal at present 
with the matter of an inquiry into the whole 
case. But the inquest will be merely an 
investigation with respect to the death of an 
individual, whereas there are other questions 
connected with the affair in which the public 
are deeply interested. There is, for instance, 
the question who is politically responsible 
for the mismanagement of the Railway de­
partment. There can be no doubt that 
there has been such mismanagement, and 
that it has lasted a long time. I remem­
her that, some time ago, in speaking of 
the Jolimont accident, I stated in tllis 
Chamber that had it taken place in England 
some one would 11a ve had. to stand a trial for 
murder, and I still hold the same view. That 
affair was the result of mismanagement, 
although doubtless it was not possible to 
establish the fact in the course of a party 
discussion' in the Assembly, or at a mere 
coroner's inquest j and I venture to say that, 
had a proper investigation been made into 
the particulars that surrounded the case, the 
catastrophe of last Saturday would never 
have occurred.' Measures would have been 
taken that would have prevented it. Some 
one is responsible, and ought to be held so, 
for the death that has just occurred, and for 
the sufferings that are now being undergone. 
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No doubt the Minister of Railways feels sorry 
for the accident-everybody does so-but 
that remedies nothing. What is wanted is 
to know where lies the evil that caused the 
event, and who is to blame for it. The real 
secret of the railway mismanagement I com­
plain of lies deep, and it is no more to be 
elicited by means of a coroner's inquest than 
it can be m,ended by the Minister of Railways 
expressing regret. He told us just now that 
he had done all that mortal man could do ; 
but what inference are we to draw from that 
statement? Simply that there ought to be 
some other management of the Railway 
department than his-that if there was some­
body else to control it the result would be 
better. If the honorable gentleman has 
done all he can do, and the accident has hap­
pened, it is obvious that something more 
than he can do remaing to be done to prevent 
the destruction of life and property. In no 
country in the world is there so large a per­
centage of accidents as there is on our lines. 

Mr. BENT.-That is not the fact, as I 
can prove. 

Mr. HICHARDSON.-My assertion is 
one capable of proof. The honorable gentle­
man told us that the Hobson's Bay Com­
pany's lines were found to be rotten, and he 
takes credit for having them altered; but 
what is the argument worth-what are we 
to deduce from it? These rotten railways 
were worked by the company for twenty 
years without accident, yet directly they 
come under the control of the Victorian Rail­
way department most lamentable disasters 
accrue. How can that state of things 
tend to justify the honorable gentleman's 
management? He referred in the course 
of his remarks to something that occurred 
while Iris predecessor was in office, but 
when the honorable member for Castle­
maine was Minister of Railways what did he 
do? He found great mismanagement going 
on, and he sought to make a change. In 
that spirit he placed at the head of the 
Railway department the man who had, 
during t.he twenty yearf.! I have mentioned, 
so successfully managed tIle Hobson's Bay 
lines; but, almost as soon as the present 
Government came into power, that officer 
was removed. I admit that the removal 
took place after the Jolimont accident, the 
causes of which have never been fully re­
vealed. Officials connected with the Rail­
way department may know the cause of that 
disaster, but the House does not know it. 
Indeed, the information cannot be forth­
coming until a searching inquiry is made 
into the whole thing. If the fault rests with 

tIle officers of the traffic branch, it is time 
they were removed. It is there that the re­
sponsibility of the Government comes in. 
They are blamable if their officers are found. 
not capable. I consider that a competent 
traffic manager ought to be brought to this 
country. I don't care what salary the 
colony gives him, so long as he knows 
his business - has not only capacity, but 
railway experience of recent date. Were 
such a man introduced to the Railway de­
partment, he would make a change, and it 
would be a change for the better. We 
would know then why these accidents arise­
whether the negligence of the traffic branch 
or the political action of the Minister of 
Railways is to blame. Without the services 
of such an official, no railway board could 
effect the change required. It is absolutely 
necessary that an inquiry should be made 
into Saturday's accident, not by railway 
officers, or by any set of gentlemen outside, 
but under the direction of this House. It 
is a fact that men are appointed to the 
Railway department and placed in important 
positions there, who are without skill in the 
performance of their duties, and when the 
Minister claims to be irresponsible on their 
account, and that the responsibility rests on 
the officers of his department, because he 
acted under their advice in making the ap­
pointments, I only see an additional proof 
that our railway management is very far 
from being what it ought to be. I trust tl1e' 
Government are prepared to initiate the 
inquiry that is wanted, or that they will allow 
the House to do so. It was a motion 
practically' proposing such an inquiry tllat 
the honorable member for Rodney (Mr. • 
Gillies) ought to have submitted. 

Mr. BENT. - An inquiry has been 
promised. 

Mr. RICHARDSON.-I don't see that 
the Government have promised anything. 
They promised an inquiry into the Jolimont 
accident, but what came of it? vVhat do 
we know about that casualty ? We are aware 
that men and women suffered from it, but 
we don't know why. All we have before us 
of after action on the part of the Govern­
ment is that they fought out every claim 
for compensation to the last degree. The 
Railway department took refuge under the 
hroken tire, but the fact that the tire broke 
was a proof of mismanagement. Some one 
is responsible for that dreadful event, and, 
as I have said, had it occurred in England, 
some one would have been tried for his life 
for it, but at tluit point our conclusions must 

. stop, because we have not the meallS of 
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carrying them further. No real attempt 
has been made to discoV'er the responsible 
person. I don't think, however, that the 
House or the country will be satisfied until 
an inquiry has been made into this later 
accident, which will reveal from what source 
it arose, and upon whose shoulders the blame 
ought to fall. "!-\ 

Mr. C. YOUNG.-Mr. Speaker, the hon­
orable member for Creswick (Mr. Richard­
son) has indulged in a large amount of 
virtuous .indignation at the inquiries into 
the Jolimont accident not being more satis­
factory, and l~e has made special reference to 
the late Government having placed the for­
mer manager of the Hobson's Bay linefl in 
charge of the Railway department, but is it 
not within the honorable member's cogniz­
ance that the Legisla.tive Council appointed 
a committee of inquiry to investigate the 
causes of the disaster? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. - This House 
knows nothing of that. 

Mr. C. YOUNG.-I would like to be 
told under what the honorable member 
shelters himself just now. If he is not aware 
of what the Council did, the Government 
and every other member of the Assembly 
are in possession of the information. 

Mr. BERRY.-It happened rather late 
in the day. 

Mr. C. YOUNG.-Late i~ the day it 
might be, but that ought not to have pre­
vented the honorable member for Creswick 
from being fully seised of the circumstance 
that the inquiry was made, and that its 
want of success was entirely due to the gen­
tleman who was geneml manager of the 
Victorian rail ways at the time of the acci­
dent-the Hobson's Bay railway manager 
the honorable member so particularly alluded 
to-absenting himself from it. He was 
summoned to attend it and give evidence, 
but he did not answer the summons. I 
don't say WIly he kept away; I throw no 
blame on any absent person; but I point 
out that the want of the testimony 
that gentleman could have given pre­
vented the Council's inquiry from com­
ing to a satisfactory conclusion. I don't 
desire to go into the present question at 
length, because I think the discussion pre­
mature, but I will say that I was a good 
deal amused at the honorable member for 
Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) declaring him­
self as so dreadfully opposed to the exercise 
of political patronage. Has he forgotten 
one occasion, whenhe was administering the 
post-office, on which, during the interval 
between the issue of a writ for an election 

for Castlemaine and the election taking 
place, he appointed twenty Castlemaine mell 
to berths in the department which there was 
no need to fill. 

Mr. PATTERSON.-That is not true. 
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Men who had no qua­

lification of any kind for the posts assigned 
to them. 

Mr. P ATTERSON.-That is not true. 
Mr. C. YOUNG.-The honorable mem­

ber has contradicted me twice, and I suppose 
I am bound by the rules of Parliament to 
accept his contradiction, but at the same 
time I know my statement to be truc. Has 
the honorable member forgotten about the 
gangs of men who were sent careering about 
the railway lines with free passes, and about 
the motto recommended for their adoption, 
namely, " To vote early and to vote often"? 
I fancy that jf the honorable member had 
given us a little personal explanation as 
well as parliamentary precept he would have 
done better. It seems rather undignified, 
not to say ridiculous, for him to attempt to 
pose in this House as one who does not believe 
in political patronage, when it is notorious 
that while he was in office he exhausted 
every means of patronage within his reach. 

Mr. LONGMORE. - Sir, honorable 
members have stated that there must be a 
fault somewhere to account for the late 
lamentable catastrophe, but surely the proper 
way to deal with the subject was for the 
honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) 
01' some other honorable member to give 
notice of motion for a select committee to 
inquire into the causes of tl~e accident. 

Mr. LANG RIDG E.-And expect to get 
a report next year. 

Mr. P ATTERSON.-Do you want de­
lays like those of the Police Commission? 

Mr. LONGMORE.-I hear what honor­
able members say, but I am quite sure that 
in an emergency of the present kind a select 
committee would get through the business 
of an inquiry in the shortest possible time, 
and that then we would not be so much in 
the dark as we are now. We would have a 
reliable report beforc us, and I freely ad­
mit that if that report blamed the Govern­
ment they ought to go out of office. In the 
carly part of the debate the honorable mem­
ber for Rodney said that I was willing that 
people should br. killed in every direction 
rather than the Westinghouse brake should 
be adopted. The honorable member put 
into my mouth words which I repUdiate 
entirely. Oertainly, I am not going to ad­
vocate the claims of an outside brake com­
pany simply because a man has been killed, 
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and others have been maimed. The brake 
question is one that ought to be discussed 
not at a time when our feelings are hot, but 
wIlen it can be dealt with calmly, and in the 
light of a full knowledge of the subject. 
The death of a fellow man ought not to sur­
prise us into laying a burthen upon the 
country, for all time, which it is not entitled 
to bear. When the honorable member for 
Stawell was at the head of the Railway de­
partment, and a colleague of mine, as well 
as of several other honorable members now 
sitting in opposition, he was hounded and 
howled at because he put his brake on .two 
trains. Yet that brake has been tried, and 
proved by all the scientific men of the day 
who witnessed the trial to be equal to any 
brake in the world; and I ask why it has 
not been adopted? 

Mr. MIRAMS.-Because the Arg'lts 
would not have it. 

Mr. LONGMORE.-Because the Al'gUS 
vould not have it, and because the honor­
able member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patter­
son) would not have it. He preferred to go 
on using a brake of admitted incapacity. 
The honorable member for Rodney, when he 
was in office, also refused to put on the 
'Voods brake, although he must know now 
that had it been in use numerous lives would 
have been saved. 'Vhat did I see the other 
day when travelling by rail in Tasmania? 
There is a line there with a gradient of 
1 in 40 twice in seven miles, yet the train 
ran the distance at 22 miles an hour, 
going up and down without its speed being 
one minute out. That was because of the 
brake employed. What is the case with us ? 
Our highest grade is 1 in 50 for three miles 
and under existing circumstances no train 
arrives at the bottom without being beyond 
all control. It is utterly impossible with the 
brakes in use to prevent it careering along at 
60 miles an hour. Only the Woods brake, or 
I admit the Westinghouse brake, would be 
equal to stopping a train at that point. 
That is a specimen of how we have gone on. 
For twenty years, although it has always 
been knowll that better brakes could be got, 
we have been running trains with one brake 
on the engine, one on the tender, and one 
on the van, ten or twelve carriages being 
frequently between each end of the train, 
and it is a perfect miracle that we have not 
bad from time to time the most horrible 
smashes ever heard of. Nothing but our 
working so much on double lines has sayed 
us. When I was in office with the honor­
able member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) he 
spoke to me about the Woods brake, and I 

told him it was one of the best that had 
eyer been produced in the world, and that 
we ought to use it on the Victorian lines. 
Matters went so far that the honorable 
gentleman was willing, and indeed anxious, 
that that course should be taken, but the 
delicacy of the political posit.ion prevented 
the step. The Opposition were howling at 
us about it, and among them were the honor­
able members who are now crying out in 
the conservative corner because a brake has 
not been adopted. And what is the con­
sequence of our not being allowed to adopt 
a propel' brake? It may have been the 
lache, or an infirmity of mind on the part of 
the Hawthorn station-master, that caused 
those two trains to meet on Saturday last, 
but had both been fitted with either the 
Woods or tIle Westinghome brake they 
could have been brought up 500 yards 
apart. 

Mr. PATTERSON.-Why they met at 
scarcely 500 yards from the station. 

Mr. LONGMORE.-The point is that, 
had every wheel of those trains been under 
the control of a vVoods or· vVestinghouse 
brake, the accident might have been averted, 
and therefore I hold the honorable member 
for Rodney and the honorable member for 
Castlemaine, because of their opposition tQ 
the Woods brake, as mainly responsible for 
the calamity. Another thing I don't at all 
approve of is honorable members pumping 
up a lot of indignation at the fate of the 
victims of the collision in order to raise a 
political question, and create political capi­
tal. Look at what the honorable member 
for Castlemaine has done. He first worked 
up the Catholics, then the protectionists, and 
now he goes in for doing the same thing 
with the Orangemen. He will soon work 
himself out altogether, and then be without 
either party or conscience. As for the hon­
orable member for Rodney, the champion of 
tramways, does he not know well that ten 
men are killed on the Sydney tramways for 
everyone man killed on the Victorian rail. 
ways? I want the Hoqse to realize that we 
are not competent to deal with the railway 
question at this moment, and that it is a 
shame to turn a terrible railway accident into 
a matter of party politics. Moreover, I tell 
the llOnorable members who aim at getting 
a railway manager from the old country at 
£5,000 a year, and also at putting the Rail­
way department into the hands of a board, 
that we do not want in this colony any more 
Harbour Trust arrangements, or incompe. 
tent officials from abroad at exorbitant 
salaries. I think we might be very well 
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content with the talent we already have 
amongst us. I know of several companies 
'who would not be satisfied until they sent 
for managers from the home country, and 
who, in consequence, got the greatest 
duffers and lost no end of dividends. The 
Queensland Government sent home for 
a railway manager, and when they got hiW 
they found they had to clear him out. I 
assert that our railways can be managed 
within the colony, for we have in our own 
ranks men perfectly capable of doing the 
work, We have also a Victorian brake which 
is as good as any other in the world, and it 
is the duty of the head of the Railway de­
partment to take the best means for its adop­
tion. For us to go on trusting the lives of 
railway passengers completely to the charg~ 
of any individual official will be absurd and 
wicked, because there is no human being 
alive of whose mental condition we can al­
ways make sure. I repeat that we have 
already in the Railway department as good 
men-engineers and otherwise-as the uni­
verse can produce, and we ought not to be 
induced to spend money 011 bringing out 
from England or e1sewhere persons who may 
turn out to be absolutely incapable. 

Mr. McCOLL.=-We sent for Mr. Gor­
don, for instance. 

1Y.lr. LONGMORE.-Yes, that is acase 
in point, for we have as good engineers in 
our midst as ever lVIr. Gordon can be made 
out to be. If we want a sample of his work 
we need go no further than the Melbourne 
Swamp. What do we find there? All the 
lines of beauty preserved in order to preserve 
also the stinks we want to get rid of! This 
is not the time for a political attack upon the 
'Minister of Railways. Honorable members 
have no right to be hurling charge upon 
'charge against him, when in the end it may 
turn out that the cause of the late accident 
was that a particular man's mental condition 
'was not at a particular time what it ought to 
-have been. I say let us treat the unfortu­
nate affair as an accident until competent 
men have proved it to be something else. I 
think the best men would be found in a select 
committee of this Chamber, and such a body 
I take it to be oUl'duty to appoint. ,\Vhen 
it is clearly shown who is to blame, no matter 
whether the fault rests with the Government, 
or with any official or officials, it will be time 
enough to inflict a fitting penalty. 

Mr. FRASER.-Mr. Speaker, I think 
the House is almost unanimously of opinion 
that our railways should not continue to be 
managed as they are managed. I alll not 
going to find fault with the Minister of 
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Railways, or wjth anyone else, but I con­
tend that our whole railway system is it 

'Yrong one. It is that and our peculiar 
method of railway patronage-of appointing 
persons to places in the Railway department 
-that has mainly caused, not only the late 
accident, but almost all our other railway 
accidents. I know for a fact that all the new 
appointments made in the department are 
due to some political agency. 

Mr. LANGRIDGE.-You really think 
so, do you? 

Mr. FRASER.-I not only think so, 
but I believe tbe Minister of Rail ways will 
not deny that it is so. I do not specially 
blame the present Minister of Railways, 
because what I complain of has been done 
by everyone of his predecessors, and will 
be done, unle~ss our railway system is 
altered, by everyone of his successors. 
My great aim is to induce the House to 
make a complete and thorough change. 
The evils of the system of patronage are in­
tensified in the Railway department, where 
the officers have so many lives in their keep­
ing, and the safety of the travelliPg public 
is dependent on the proper management of 
the railways. We hear rumOllrs from time 
to time of officers being kept on through 

, political influence Who are inefficient, and 
there is 110 doubt that under the present 
system it is almost impossible for a Minister, 
whose own seat may be at stake, to do his 
duty fearlessly with regard to the discharge 
of employes who are useless, but who 
are friends of the Minister's political sup. 
porters. If the railways were placed under 
the charge of commissioners who would have 
the absolute power of dismissing any officer 
without his being able ,to apply for a board, 
there would soon be an improvement in the 
state of affairs. I, myself, know of cases 
where men who were found intoxicated when 
on duty, instead of being dismissed, were 
merely cautioned and allowed to remain in 
their employment. Such a thing would not 
be permitted if the railways were under 
proper management. I certainly think the 
House should insist upon some action being 
taken-either that the Railways Manage­
ment Bill should be taken in hand and 
dealt with at once, or else that a select com­
mittee should be appointed to inquire into 
the wllOle system of railway management. 
The present system is rotten to the core. 
In the other colonies we find better manage· 
ment, and much inore civility from the rail. 
way officials. As an instance of the man­
ner in wllich the publie are treated by some 
of the officials here, I may mention that 
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not long ago at the parcels office, when send­
ing a parcel to Queenscliff, I found that I 
could not properly attach the parcel stamp. 
When I asked the clerk, who did !lOOt 
know me, for assistance, he at first did 
not deign to answer me at all, and it was 
only when I threatened to report him that 
he threw me a bundle of thread, and told me 
to "do it myself." When bUfliness men 
meet with such treatment, we can imagine 
how persons unaccustomed to business are 
dealt with by officials. I am not speaking, 
however, against the railway employes as a 
whole; I believe the department contains as 
good men as are to be found in any of the 
other colonies, but they are spoilt by the 
system. Even the Traffic Manager dare not 
do exactly what he thinks best for the 
public safety and the efficient carrying on of 
the traffic if the political head of the depart­
ment l1ints that the proposed course will 
not suit certain considerations. The same 
thing is the case with other departmental 
heads, and, if we brought out a gentleman 
from England and gave him £10,000 a 
year, there would probably be no improve­
ment while the present system continues. 
Indeed, an independent officer who knew 
his duty would not be influenced by the 
political head of the department, and would 
soon throw up the sponge. '1'here is not the 
slightest use in getting a man from England 
so long as the humbugging and red-tapism, 
which form the principal ingredients of rail­
way management in this colony, continue. 
I am not blaming the present Minister more 
than his predecessors, although I must say 
that, if the honorable gentleman had applied 
l1imself more to the work of the office than 
to going about the country, he would have 
done more good. With regard to the ques­
tion of brakes, I must express my opinion, 
from my experience in travelling on the 
railways of this and the other colonies, that 
the VYestinghouse brake is vastly superior 
to the VY oods brake. The latter is no doubt 
a good brake to stop a train, but there are 
difficulties and other objections in connexion 
with it which do not exist with regard to the 
VYestinghouse brake. The Westinghouse 
brake is in use on all the principal railways 
throughout the world, whereas the 'Yoods 
brake has not yet been adopted anywhere. 
I wish to say that I have no personal motive 
to serve in this matter whatever-I am on 
the best of terms with the honorable mem­
ber for Stawell-and I merely express my 
honest opinion in the interests of the public 
safety. A return prepared in 1880 shows 
that the "'vYestinghouse brake is in use in 

Mr. Fraser. 

England, France, Belgium, Germany, 
Russia, Holland, Italy, Sweden, India, New 
South Wales, South Australia, Queens­
land, and the United States. 

Mr. PATTERSON.-Yet here it is on 
its trial. 

Mr. FRASER.-The greatest experts of 
the known world have tested it over and over 
again in competition with the Smith vacuum 
and other brakes. 

Mr. BENT.-And the Smith brake beat 
it. 

Mr. FRASER.-The Minister does not 
know what he is talking about. The 
Smith brake never beat it. The Westing­
house brake is in use in Great. Britain on 
the following railways :-Caledonian, Great 
Eastern, GreatN orthern, Glasgow and South 
'Vestern, Lancashire and Yorkshire, London 
and South. Western; London, Chatham, and 
Dover; London,Brighton,and South Coast; 
Midland, North British, North-Eastern, and 
West Lancashire. 

Mr. PATTERSON.-Yet we're not sure 
about it here. 

Mr. FRASER.-I do not wish to run 
down the Woods brake. If the Minister of 
Railways did his duty, he ought to make up 
his mind to adopt either the VYoods brake 
or the VYestinghouse brake. The Minister 
of Rail ways said this evening that the Govern-
ment had adopted the VY oods brake. . 

Mr. BENT.-No. I said that, if the 
House wished it, the Government would 
adppt it. I may inform the honorable mem­
ber that the Westinghouse brake was never 
allowed to be tried on the Victorian lines 
until the present Government came into 
office. 

Mr. FRASER.-I must say that the 
present Minister of Railways has shown great 
tact-I was going to use a less polite word­
in manipulating the honorable member for 
Stawell. 

Mr. BENT.-I submit that the honor­
able member should withdraw that statement. 
I know it has been made behind my back, 
but I will not allow it to be made before my 
face. 

The SPEAKER.-I think the honorable 
member for Rodney (Mr. Fraser) should 
withdraw the remark. 

Mr. FRASER.-If it is out of oruei', I 
withdraw it. At all events it is within the 
knowledge of honorable members that the 
honorable member for Stawell is under the 
impression that his brake will be adopted by 
the Hailway department. Of course if the 
Minister of Hailways thinks that the vYoods 
brake is the best, it is his duty to adopt it, 
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but if he believes the We~tinghouse brake to 
be the best-and I think he does-then he 
should adopt that one. I have already shown 
that the Westinghouse brake is used on 
almost every railway in the world. The 
greatest experts have tried to pick holes in 
it, but they have been compelled to acknow­
ledge that it is the brake which comes nearest 
of all to meeting the requirements of the 
Board of Trade. If the honorable member 
for Stawell and the company which have 
taken up his brake are so certain of its 
superiority, why do they not try to have it 
introduced in other countries? There are 
numerous private companies who would be 
gla~ to adopt the brake if it is the best yet 
invented. If the Minister of Railways has 
any doubts about the respp.ctive merits of the 
two brakes, why not, in order to thoroughly 
test the matter, have the Woods brake at­
tached to say the trains on the Ballarat line, 
and the Westinghouse brake to the trains on 
the Sandhurst line, and let the public judge 
of the two during the next two or three 
years? 

:Mr. BENT.-The Westinghouse brake 
is being tried. 

Mr. FRASER.-I have no faith what­
ever in the trial. It is well known that 
when the vVoods brake was first being intro­
duced, the whole resources of the locomotive 
department and the Williamstown WOrli­

shops were brought into requisition to make 
it as perfect as pOd sible, and, I believe, the 
brains of the officers were also at the call of 
the Minister of the day. If the two brakes 
are to be tested, let the test be made by 
independent experts. If a fair test cannot 
be made in this colony, let carriages fitted 
with the brakes be sent to one of the other 
colonies, and hav/} the test made there. It 
cannot be said that the Westinghouse brake 
has yet had a fair trial in opposition to the 
'\Toods brake. I do not say that the VV oods 
brake is not infinitely superior to the ordi-' 
nary hand brake, and, if both the trains 
which collided on Saturday llad been fitted 
with the Woods brake, in all probability 
the accident would not have occurred. There 
is little doubt, however, that the best brake 
would not prevent such an accident on a 
dark night, as the drivers of the respective 
trains would have no idea of the trains 
meeting until it was too late to prevent a 
collision. 

Mr. PATTERSON.-Brakes would be 
no preventative at all in such a case. 

Mr. FRASER.-The only preventative 
is to change the entire system. Since the 
death of the late Mr. Thomas Higinbotham 
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there has not been an officer in the depart­
ment who dares to speak out freely as that 
gentleman did. In fact, it is not in human 
nature to expect that men will dare to act 
independently when it may cost them their 
position to do so. As I have said, the 
whole system is rotten. When the Hobson's 
Bay Company had possession of the sub­
urban lines, every officer knew that if he did 
not carry out his instructions he would be 
inevitably dismissed, but that is not tIle 
case now. It may be said that the Minister 
of Railways has not funds to apply efficient 
brake power to the trains, but the Minister 
can find money for other things, and surely 
he can find means tf) provide for the safety 
of human life. I trust that either a select 
committee will be appointed, or that the 
Government will at once proceed with the 
Railways Management Bill. The Land Bill 
may be important, but I think this question 
is of still greater importance, because a 
change in the system of railway manage­
ment would not only result in the saving of 
a vast amount of money, but in the saving 
of human life. 

Mr. FISHER.-Sir, possibly this ques­
tionmay beof more importance than the Land 
Bill, but there is this distinction between the 
two matters-that the consideration of the 
Land Bill would be apropos of our meeting 
to-night. In going beyond expressing, in 
the strongest terms, 'its sympathy with the 
unfortunate sufferers by the late disaster, it 
seems to me that the House is travelling 
completely out of its province. Honorable 
members are standing, metaphorically speak­
ing, as chief mourners round the bier of 
the man .who passed away so suddenly last 
Saturday, yet what are they doing? One 
honorable member indulges in a favorite 
hobby, another has a fling at the Ministel' 
of Railways, and another at the whole Minis­
try. Smely such conduct is most inappro­
priate, and utterly beneath the dignity of 
Parliament on such an occasion. Nothing 
has astonished me more to-night than the 
ungenerous attack which has been made on 
the Minister of Railways by some honorable 
members who haye themselves filled that 
high office. None knew better than they 
the difficulties of the Minister's position, 
and that it would have been utterly impossible 
for any Minister to prevent such a disaster 
as tha.t which has occurred. Under the most 
perfect system of railway management; such 
an accident might occur. What, after all, 
is the origin of the whole thing? One un­
fortunate man, for a few minutes' time, lost 
the full possession of himself, a thing which 
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happens to the best of us at some time or 
another. 

Mr. DUFFY.-I would suggest to the 
honorable member that it would be much 
more desirable to follow the course which 
the House has steadfastly pursued during 
this discussion-namely, not to enter into 
the circumstances of the accident, or to dis­
cuss who is to blame, until after the inquest 
has been held. 

Mr. FISHER.-I have not the slightest 
desire to anticipate the inquest, and I was 
merely saying something in extenuation of 
what happened in the case of one individual, 
but I will not pursue the matter any 
futther. My contention is that honorable 
members should have confined themselves, 
on this occasion, to expressing their sym­
pathy with the sufferers by the accident. 
The honorable member for Creswick (Mr. 
Richardson) stated that the inquest would 
be only an inquiry as to the death of one 
man, but, if the honorable member llad 
looked at the evening papers, he would have 
seen that the barrister who appeared on 
behalf of the Crown stated that his in­
structions were that there should be the 
fullest inquiry into the whole of the sur­
rounding circnmstances. Indeed, an inquiry 
as to the death of the man who was killed 
involves an investigation into all the causes 
which brougllt about that result. I tllink 
the honorable member for Rodney (Mr. 
Gillies) and the honorable memberfor Castle­
maine (Mr. Patterson) would have shown 
much better taste if, knowing as they do the 
difficulties of the position of Ministerof Rail­
ways, they had been ready to offer him some 
sympathy in his present situation. Surely 
this is not the time to bring up the question 
of the relative merits of brakes, or to indulge 
in side attacks on the Minister of Railways 
and the Government. I am quite prepared 
at the proper time to join in any movement 
to remove the present Ministry, but let it be 
made in a fair and honorable way. Toattempt 
to throw obloquy on the Minister of Rail­
ways, who has been doing his level best in 
the department, for the melancholy disaster 
which occurred on Saturday is something 
we ought all to deprecate. 

Mr. HARPER.-Sir, I do not think 
that this debate should be continued in any 
'spirit of recrimination, or with any inten­
tion of anticipating the judicial proceed­
ings which are now pending in connexion 
with this railway accident. At the same 
time, I do not agree with the honorable 
member for Mandurang (Mr. Fisher) that 
:the country merely expects from this House 

an expression of sympathy with the sufferers 
by the accident. I think the country looks 
to Parliament to see that a system of 
railway management of which I believe nine­
tenths of the community disapprove should 
not be allowed to continue for a day longer 
than is absolutely necessary. I regret 
that this question has arisen on a motion 
for the adjournment of the House, because 
such a discussion can have no definite 
conclusion, and has generally, as in this 
instance, a tendency to assume the shape 
of an attack on the Minister in charge of 
the department concerned and the Ministry 
generally. I consider that the deplorable 
accident cannot in -any way be shown to be 
the result of aliy mismanagement on the part 
of the Minister of Railways or the Govern­
ment. I think the accident is directly at­
tributable to the system which has been in 
vogue in this colony ever since our railways 
were started-a system which has caused a 
want of confidence by the public in the 
management of the railways. 

Mr. BERR Y.-It never existed before 
the last year and a half. 

Mr. HARPER.-Certainly, before a 
certain deplorable event which took place in 
this colony in January, 1878, we did not 
hear much of the disorganization which now 
prevails. There is no question but that the 
Railway department, as well as all other 
departments, have suffered greatly from that 
event. During the last three or four years 
there has been a perceptible declension in 
the efficiency of nearly every department of 
the public service. The feeling of the coun­
try is that a vast trading concern, which 
after all the Railway department is, should 
not be managed by politicians-by Ministers 
who can be responsible only for the general 
policy of the department, and not for the 
details necessary to carry out a complicated 
system of traffic. Year after year we are 
adding to the number of our railways, and 
are constructing cross lines running into the 
existing railways, so that the traffic is be­
coming increasingly complicated. Honor­
able members have referred to the Hobson's 
Bay lines having been run with compara­
tive immunity from accident by a private 
company for twenty years; but those l'emarks 
do not apply when it is considered that, 
since the State purchased that system of 
railways, it has added numerous other lines 
which run into the old lines, and cause the 
complications which have led to the present 
aceident. The truth is that the railways of 
this' colony have now got beyond the capa­
bility of political management. When we 
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had only a few lines-most of them double 
lines-the traffic could be worked· under 
political management with comparative 
safety; but now that we have a complicated 
network of railways, especially near the 
city, the traffic has got beyond the capacity 
of the Railway department as at present 
constituted. I think, therefore, that the 
country will be disappointed if honorable 
members do not seize the opportunity of ex­
pressing their desire that, at t.he earliest 
moment, steps should be t~ken to alter the 
system, and renner it one in which, at any 
rate, the public will have confidence. I 
trust the Government will consider the 
question in that light, although, as I have 
said, we have nothing to show that this 
particular accident might not have occurred 
under the best possible system of manage­
ment. 

Mr. BERRY.-Yes, we have. 
Mr. HARPER.-Of course up to the 

present we merely know what has been 
stated in the newspapers, but, as far· as I 
can judge, nothing has yet transpired to 
show that the accident might not have 
happened had the railways been under the 
management of a board of directors or in 
the hands of ·a private company. Depen­
dence must be placed upon agents-upon 
officers-and'if an officer becomes suddenly 
confused at a critical moment., so that he 
does the wrong thing or omits to do the 
right thing, an accident may follow; but that 
is possible under any system. We all know, 
however, that appointments in the Rail­
way department are as a rule political 
appointments. ("No.") Honorable mem­
bers may say "No," but the factisnotorious. 
I myself have never felt anything degrade 
me as a Member of Parliament so much 
as to feel impelled to go to the Railway 
department to ask that men should be 
employed. 

An HONORABLE MElllBER.-VI ere you 
sucoessful ? 

Mr. HARPER.-I have not succeeded 
in getting them put on, and I must say I 
am not sorry for it. Every honorable mem­
ber knows that he is beset day after day 
by men who desire to be put on the State 
railways. Many honorable members exert 
themselves successfully to get men .put 
on, and the result is that under a political 
system of rail way management it is impos­
sible to rely on securing the most efficient 
service. Moreover, under such a system the 
superior officers have not the same control 
over their subordinates as they would have 
under a different system. I think, therefore, 

the Ministry should look this question in 
the face, and bring forward the measure they 
have on the notice-paper for the better man­
agement of the railways, and have it dis­
cussed by the House. Whether the House 
agrees with the particular system proposed 
by the Government or not, at all events 
honorable members will have an opportunity 
of bringing their intelligence to bear on the 
subject, and of aiding the Government to 
bring about a more satisfactory state of 
affairs than at present exists. There is no 
doubt that if we go on, as we are doing, 
multiplying our railway lines, having political 
heads who are changed from time to time, 
and under-paid permanent officers, the 
results must be most disastrous. In con­
nexion with the subject of payment, I would 
point out one ad vantage which would accrue 
from dissociating the railways from political 
management. In a democratic country like 
this, if any Ministry proposed to engage the 
services of an Engineer-in-Ohief or Traffic 
Manager from England or America at 0. 

salary of perhaps £5,000 a year, while the 
Premier only gets £2,000 per annum, the 
idea would be scouted. Yet tIlroughout the 
civilized world men such as those in charge 
of the great railway systems of the world can 
command their own terms. A great traffic 
manager is born, not made--he must have 
an exceptional combination of qualities 
which enables him to deal with the most 
complicated system of railways-but if a 
Ministry proposed to engage such a man on 
the only terms on· which he could be secured, 
they would be laughed at. If, however, the 
railways were altogether outside of political 
management, and were conducted on purely 
business principles - first of all having 
regard to the safety of the public, and, 
secondly, to the object of making the lines 
pay-those who had charge of them would 
be glad to secure the services of the best 
men they could possibly get. But under 
the present system that is out of tIle ques­
tion. ",Vhat economy is there in paying 
£700, £800, or £1,000 a year for servioes 
which, if rendered thoroughly by capable 
men, are worthy five times that remune­
ration? The country has had to pay 
£40,000 in consequence or the Jolimont 
accident, and I am afmid to say what the 
late accident may cost. If tIle Government 
look at the matter in all its aspects they 
must come to the conclusion that they 
ought, as soon as possible, tofreethemselves 
from what must be a terrible responsibility, 
and also free members of this House from 
what I regard as one of the most degrading 
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parts of the functions which they are called 
upon to perfo.rm, namely, to get men em­
ployed in the Railway department who know 
very little of the duties they undertake, and 
who may be thoroughly incapable. 

Mr. FINCHAM.-Mr. Speaker, in my 
opinion the Government are decidedly to 
blame for not proposing to appoint a tri­
bunal to thoroughly inquire into the causes 
of the sad accident which we all so much 
deplore. We ought to deplore it all the 
more because it is the general belief-I think 
there is scarcely anyone who has a different 
impression-that the catastrophe, disaster, 
massacre, 01' whatever it may be called, was 
preventible, and was the result entirely of 
downright sheer carelessness on the part 
of some person. I certainly think that the 
Government ought at once to announce to 
the House that they are prepared to appoint 
a tribunal of greater importance-armed 
with larger powers-than a coroner's jury 
to inquire into the whole causes of the ac­
cident, and that they will abide by the de­
cision arrived at by that tribunal. I will not 
be guilty of the indecency of anticipating 
what the verdict of the coroner's jury will 
be, but I think it is not beyond justice to 
say that through the meddling interference 
of the Minister an officer was removed from 
the Railway department who was fitted by 
large experience to carry out the work of 
extending and duplicating the lines, and 
that this may be one of the primary causes 
of the accident. I allude to the late 
Engineer of Construction. Whatever may 
have been that gentleman's personal failings 
and peouliarities, he came out of a searching 
investigation without blame, in spite of 
strong prejudices against him; but, instead 
of being reinstated in the office for which 
he was well qualified, he, from circumstances 
best known to the Minister of Railways or 
to the Government as a body-it may have 
been by the influence of honorable members 
outside the Ho~se, or through the interfer­
ence which the press too often exercises with 
a Government--has been placed in a position 
where he has no opportunit.yof doing any­
thing in the public interests. He has 
beoome, as it were, to a great extent a drone 
in the public service, because there is no 
Bcope for his ability in the position he now 
fills. I believe that, if that gentleman had 
still been Engineer of Construction, he 
would not have allowed the duplicate rails 
on the Hawthorn line to remain unused for 
five or six weeks, but would have had the old 
rails repaired concurrently with the laying 
down of the new ones, so that both could be 

used as soon as the duplication was com­
pleted. If there has been a want of obser­
vance and watchfulness on the part of the 
officer who supervised the duplication-if, 
from want of the necessary practical expe­
rience, he has been guilty of not having the 
old line repaired concurrently with the con­
struction of the new one-the Government 
are certainly inferentially to blame for not 
having reinstated the form")r Engineer of 
Construction. May not the neglect of the 
Government to reinstate that officer be the 
primary cause of the accident? Had the old 
rails been repaired concurrently with the 
construction of the new ones, so that both 
could be used as soon as the line was dupli­
cated, the sad mishap which occurred on 
Saturday would have been utterly impossible. 
I ask the Premier or the Minister of Rail­
ways to state how it was that the two sets of 
rails could not be used for five or six weeks 
after the duplication was completed? 

Mr. BENT.-That is not the fact. 
Mr. McKEAN.-The duplication is not 

completed yet. 
Mr. FINCHAM.-A gentleman who is 

as good an authority as either the Minister 
of Railways or the honorable member for 
North Gippsland (Mr. McKean) has in­
formed me that w ha tIs ta te is the fact. 

Mr. BENT.-The Hawthorn line has not 
yet been used as a double line. 

Mr. FINCHAM.-I am aware or that .. 
If it had been used as a double line, as it 
ought to have been, the catastrophe on 
Saturday would have been rendered impos­
sible. The old line should have been kept 
in such a state of repair that it could have. 
been used concurrently with the new line j 

and I complain of the stupidity of the officer 
who is responsible for that not being done. 
The Government are certainly to blame for 
permitting changes to be made in the Rail­
way department which are detrimental to 
the public interests. Every d:;ty some 
bungling takes place in connexion with one 
railway or another. Only to-day a train 
from Oakleigh, by which I was a passenger, 
was detained at Caulfield for forty minutes, 
because an engine could not pass over the 
points, which shows that there is either a 
fault in the construction of the points or a 
want of proper supervision. Again, great 
disorganization prevails in the Railway de~ 
partment. It must be palpable to the most 
casllal observer who pays a visit there that 
there is such a want of accord between the 
heads of the department that it is impos­
sible there can be proper management and 
co-operation. What would become of any 
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large private carrying firm if some of its 
principal officials were on such terms with 
each other that they spoke only when they 
were compelled to do EO from sheer neces­
sity? It is quite impossible for the principal 
officers of the Railway department to co­
operate together in a proper manner, with 
the feeling which at present exists amongst 
them; and, when the head officers are 
disaffected, the disaffection spreads to the 
subordinate officers, and, instead of rendering 
diligent service, they become sleepy and 
negligent. All these things point to the 
necessity for a full and searching inquiry. I 
llOpe that the Premier will prevent further 
discussion by promising to appoint a board, 
commission, or· some other body to inquire 
into the whole causes which led to the Haw­
thorn disaster, and also into the mismanage­
ment and disorganization which pervade 
the Railway department. The public are 
disgusted with the present management of 
the rail ways,and, in their interest, a complete 
and exhaustive inquiry ought to be made. 

Mr. BOWMAN.-Sir, this is a fruitless 
debate, which can have no practical result. 
The Railway department is just what this 
House has made it, and nothing else. Who 
is to blame for the unfortunate accident at 
Hawthorn is a matter sub judice, and, 
pending the investigation which is being 
held, it ought not to have been made the 
subject of discussion in this House. If the 
Government took my advice, they would 
refuse to reply to any speeches made on the 
subject. There can be no doubt that if the 
trains which came into collision on Saturday 
had been fitted with either the Westinghouse 
or the Woods brake, the accident which oc­
curred would not have happened; but what 
justification have the honorable member for 
Rodney (Mr. Gillies) and the honorable 
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) for 
throwing responsibility on the Minister of 
Railways? When the honorable member for 
Rodney was in office, he had the opportunity 
of introducing the Westinghouse brake, but 
he did not avail llimself of it, and the 
honorable member for Castlemaine, when 
he was Minister of Railways, neither at­
tempted to introduce the Westinghouse 
nor to extend the use of the 'V oods brake. 
Those honorable members should be the 
last to make any complaint about the 
management of the Railway department. 
The honorable member for Stawell left the 
Railway department in perfect order, but it 
was thrown into disorder by the honorable 
member for Castlemaine. The latter hon­
orable ,member, while in office, made 150 

appointments of young men from Castle­
maine in the Railway and Postal depart­
ments, and this I can prove. Yet the hon­
orable member had the audacity to say to­
night that the honora ble mem bel' for Kilmore 
and myself made applications at the Railway 
department for appointments for our friends. 
I challenge any honorable member to prove 
that I ever went to that department, or any 
department, to apply for appointments for 
any persons. If the honorable member for 
Castlemaine had been a manly man" he 
would not have mentioned my name in the 
way he did in my absence. Before making 
any such false statement, the honorable 
member should have remembered that he 
came over to my house one Sunday evening, 
and tried to get me to join him in raising 
the Orange question, with the view of 
ousting the present Government, but that I 
said I would be no party to enter on any 
religious question. The honorable member 
ought to recollect that Sunday evening very 
well, from the circumstance that, when he 
entered the garden, a pet kangaroo ran after 
him, and he jumped on one of the garden 
seats, and climbed up a tree, whereupon one 
of my children came running into the house, 
and said-Ie Oh, papa, Mr. Patterson is up 
a tree." The honorable member had not 
even the manliness to face a pet kangaroo. 

Mr. GARDINER.-Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to order. I submit that the honorable 
member is not speaking to the question on 
which the adjournment of the House has 
been moved. 

The SPEAKER.-The honorable mem­
ber ought to confine his remarks to the 
question of railway management. 

Mr. BOWMAN.-If a return was com­
piled of all the appointments made by the 
honorable member for Castlemaine, it would 
be found that there were ten Castlemaine 
men appointed for everyone belonging to 
any other part of the colony. The honor­
able member also handed over the manage­
ment of the railway system to Mr. Elsdon 
-a man who came to the colony as an 
engine-fitter, and who was a very good tool 
in the honorable member's hands. As the 
honorable member has made a statement 
about me, I may just mention that the 
honorable member once said to me-Ie Oh, 
do not pay any attention to Mr. Elsdon; he 
does very well for the public; but you shall 
have appointments for any of your friends." 
I had appointments for my friends, but I 
ga ve ill their names in the ordinary way. 

Mr. PATTERSON.-Truthful Bow­
. man. 
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. Mr. BOWMAN.---My veracity will com­
pare with that of the honorable member for 
Castlemaine, who would turn tail on his 
best friends, and who has sold several poli­
tical parties in this House-and for what 
purpose? For office, and nothing else. 
The honorable member, as I have already 
intimated, had an opportunity of either in­
troduci.ng the Westinghouse brake or con­
tinuing the Woods brake, but what did he 
do ? He not only failed to introduce the 
Westinghouse brake, but he stopped the in­
troduction of the Woods brake. He has, 
therefore, no right to blame the present 
Minister of Railways for not having adopted 
a continuous brake. As to the recent 
accident, it is to be regretted that the 
House, instead of sympathizing with the 
sufferers, has made it a political question. 
There is a motion standing on the notice­
paper in the name of the Minister of Rail­
ways for leave to introduce a Bill "to make 
provision for the better management of State 
railways," and therefore the House has no 
right to be debating the question of railw.ay 
management in the way that it has been 
doing this evening. 

Mr. McKEAN.-Mr. Speaker, I can 
scarcely divine the object of this discussion. 
Every member who has risen to speak about 
the accident has introduced a variety of 
other matters not pertinent to the issue. I 
think that all that was necessary under pre­
sent circumstances was an explanation from 
the Premier as to the accident, because the 
circumstances which led to the accident are 
likely to be fully ventilated at the coroner's 
inquest. The House will then be seised of 
all the facts, and it can afterwards direct any 
further inquiry to be made which it may 
deem necessary. Some honorable members 
have suggested that a committee of inquiry 
should be appointed now, but it would be 
injudieious, in my opinion, to have any com­
mittee or board of inquiry sitting while the 
coroner's inquest is being held. If that 
course were adopted, one tribunal might to 
some extent interfere with the duties of the 
other. While the matter is 8~tb judice, the 
House, I think, should be silent upon it. As 
to t.he question of the adoption of a conti­
nuous brake, that might be discussed by 
some honorable member bringing forward a 
motion affirming that, in the opinion of the 
House, it is desirable that the Westing­
house brake, or the Woods brake, or what- I 

ever brake the proposer of the motion may 
think most efficient, should be adopted. If 
honorable members passed a resolution of 
that character they would be taking upon 

. themselves t.he duty of experts, but I do not· 
think that they are competent to decide such 
a question. It is a matter belonging to the 
mechanical branch of the Railway depart­
ment. The Minister should cause experts 
to inquire into the merits of the various 
brakes, and have a fair trial of them made, 
and then select the one which he thinks is ~ 
most desirable. Is the Minister of Railways 
responsible in any way, directly or indirectly, 
for the Hawthorn accident? It has been 
said that such accidents do not occur in other 
parts of the world; but, so far from that 
being the case, serious railway accidents are 
of frequent occurrence in America, in Eng­
land, and on the continent of Europe. Not 
long ago I read of a bridge giving way in 
America while a train was passing over it, and 
the carriages fell into the river below, a large 
number of the passengers being drowned. 
In Victoria only five passengers have suf. 
fered death by railway accidents ever since 
railways were first started here. That must 
be regarded as a very small percentage of 
fatal accidents, especially when we bear in 
mind that in England many railway accidents 
have occurred by which ten, twenty, or more 
persons have been killed. I am not at­
tempting to palliate the circumstances which 
led to the late accident, but I ask the House 
whether it can fairly say that the Minister 
is in any way to blame for it, either directly 
or indirectly? The honorable gentleman 
entered office at a time when the railway 
system was being very largely extended, and 
no doubt he found the department to some 
extent disorganized, owing to the death of a 
former Engineer-in-Chief and other causes; 
but the fact that he has given notice of his 
intention to move for the introduction of a 
Bill to provide for the better management 
of the railways shows that he is anxious that 
their management should be placed on a 
broader and more secure basis. The House 
ought to support the Minister in endeavour­
ing to accomplish that object. I do not 
think it is fair that, under cover of a motion 
for adjournment, a slap should be given at 
the Minister in the way that some honorable 
members are riow attempting. If they think 
he is not fit for his position, and that some 
scheme for the better management of the 
railways should be brought forward imme­
diately, let them submit a motion for the 
appointment of a non-political board of three 
01' five gentlemen to manage the railways on 
commercial principles, and for the functions 
of the Minister to be confined to represent­
ing the department in this House. A scheme 
of that sort might probably work well, but 1. 
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think honorable members ought to wait until 
they see the Bill which the Minister has given 
notice of his intention to introduce. This 
debate will show the country that the House 
is keeping a watchful eye over the Railway 
department, but I don't think that the dis­
cussion ought to be p1iolonged in the spirit 
in which it has been carried on by some 
honorable members. 

Mr. LANGRIDGE.-Sir, Icertainly re­
gret the time that has been occupied over 
this debate, and that but little good is likely 
to result from it. Almost every honorable 
member who has spoken appears to think 
the Railway department is mismanaged in 
consequence of the political patronage ex­
ercised in it by Ministers and by members 
of this House. I can hardly credit that 
such is the 'case j and I can only imagine 
that thQse members who declaim so loudly 
against political patronage in the department 
must have had alargehandin thatpatronage. 
For myself, I may state that, though I have 
been a member of the House for many years, 
I do not believe that during the whole of that 
period I have been instrumental in obtaining 
employment in the Railway department for 
more than half-a-dozen men j and I am 
proud to say that, during the seventeen 
months that the present Ministry have been 
in power, not half-a-dozen men have asked me 
to obtain employment for them of any kind 
in the Government service. I think we make 
a great mistake in continually running do'wn 
the officers of the various departments. Al­
though, like the rest of us, the public ser­
vants have their faults, I believe that in the 
Government service we have some of the 
cleverest men to be found in any part of the 
world. With respect to the Railway depart­
ment, I have always held that the Minister 
of Railways should confine himself to carry­
ing out the policy of the House,and interfere 
as little as possible with the general manage­
ment of the railways. We must recollect 
during the last few years great and important 
changes have taken place in the department. 
First, there was the deat1;I. of Mr. Higin­
botham, then the retirement of Mr. Elsdon, 
and now we have as Engineer-in-Chief Mr. 
Watson, a gentleman who has always borne 
the highest reputation, but one thing I 
particularly notice is that frequently gentle­
men come back into the Railway depart­
ment who at one time had to leave from 
some cause 01' another. Whether it is 
wise or not to restore officers after they have 
once been removed is a question upon which 
different opinions may be entertained. I am 
sure that no honorable member will say that 

the Minister of Railways has had anything 
to do with the unfortunate accident which 
occurred on Saturday. No one can blame 
him for it, but, being the political head of 
the department, he must expect to bear a 
good deal of obloquy in connexion with it. 
I give the honorable member credit for being 
an energetic Minister of Railways, but he 
seems to have somewhat mistaken his func­
tions. He ought to occupy a position simi­
lar to that filled by the chairman of the 
directors of one of the large railway com­
panies in England, instead of rushing about 
the country looking for sites for railway 
stations, and deciding the exact routes which 
lines shall take. How is it possible that he 
can possess the exact knowledge to enable 
him to determine such matters? 

Mr. BENT.-Then why did you take me 
oyer the Alphington line? 

Mr. LANGRIDGE.-There was a gene­
ral scramble, and I considered it only right 
that when we had a Railway Bill under dis­
cussion authorizing the making of 800 or 
900 additional miles of railway, I should 
call the Minister's attention to a line through 
my district which was sanctioned two years 
ago, but has not yet been completed. As to 
the Hawthorn accident, I think that a select 
committee of the House should at once be 
appointed to inquire into the cause of it. 
I am surprised at the Premier expressing 
the opinion that the House ought not to 
make any inquiry iuto the subject until after 
the coroner's inquest had been held. The 
fussy way in which the coroner's inquest 
over the Jolimont accident was conducted 
landed the country in an enormous expense; 
and I am afraid if the present matter is left 
entirely to the coroner the country will be 
again involved in a very large expenditure. 
Surely a board of half-a-dozen competent 
men, or a select committee of this House, 
could be appointed to make a thorough in­
quiry into every case of injury caused by the 
present accident, and present a report as to 
the amount of compensation which ought 
to be paid. That would save the enormous 
waste of public money that will be incurred if 
the compensation is decided in the law courts. 
I have not the slightest doubt that if a 
board of four or five gentlemen, in whom 
the country has confidence, were appointed 
to go over the whole case, and decide as to 
what amount of compensation should be 
made, good would be done, and the country 
would not be mulcted in the enormous costs 
which it has had to bear on previous oc .. 
casions. Certainly, I believe that with care 
a great amount of money may be saved. 
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Already the disaster of Saturday promises 
to be a regular harvest for medical men. 
They never were more busy. And it should 
be recollected that, no matter what the case 
is, a nice lot of fees soon arise in connexion 
with it. With regard to the accident itself, 
I do not desire to say a word. I was sorry 
to hear what I have heard, because it ap­
pears to me that there is an attempt to put 
the whole blame on the shoulders of one un­
fortunate man. My opinion is that we ought 
to have a proper inquiry, and that it should 
be independent of the Government. 

Mr. ZOX.-Sir, it must be a matter of 
sincere regret to all of us that an accident 
like that of Saturday should have taken 
place--an accident which, as far as human 
foresight can tell, could have been prevented. 
I deprecate venturing to suggest, whiJe the 
case is 8~tb j~tdz'ce, who is to blame in the 
matter; but I must say that, while the 
Railway department is managed as it is, it 
will be difficult to fix the blame on the pro­
per shoulders when accidents of t.he kind 
occur. I say that a department cannot be 
properly managed when the head is in the 
hands of subordinates-when he has to de­
pend entirely upon them for advice and 
assistance. Long before I became a mem­
ber of this House, in the first political speech 
I ever made, I advocated that the Railway 
department should not be a political depart­
ment, but that it should be managed by two 
or three qualified men on purely commercial 
principles. Had that been done, not only 
would there have bcen economy in the work­
ing of the railways, but accidents like that 
which we have now to lament would have 
been a matter of impossibility. That acci­
dent has cast a gloom over the whole city of 
Melbourne. I never heard such indignation 
as has been expressed to-day by merchants 
and men of every gradc. And with reason, 
because this terrible disaster took place in 
broad daylight, when accidents should be 
reduced to a minimum. It is under these 
circumstances that I ask the Government to 
postpone the further consideration of their 
Land Bill, and to bring forward their 
Railw3,Ys Management Bill-a measure in 
which every man, woman, and child in the 
country is interested. I consider there should 
be a rigid inquiry into the circumstances 
connected with the disaster-not an inquiry 
with the view of throwing the responsibility 
upon some subordinate officer, or of saving 
the State the payment of compensation to 
which sufferers from the accident are en­
titled, but such an inquiry as will put the 
blame upon. the shoulders of those who 

should bear it. It is all very well for the 
honorable member for North Gippsland 
(Mr. McKean) to say that accidents upon 
the railways are few-that since the railways 
have been est.ablished only five lives have 
been lost. I say those lives never would 
have been sacrificed had proper management 
and supervision prevailed. The disaster at 
Jolimont was no accident in the proper sense 
of the term. Neither was the terrible busi­
ness of Saturday. If I choose to put my 
hands in the fire, and burn them, that is no 
accident. I never depreciate colonial ability; 
on the contrary, I am always disposed to 
encourage it. Still I say, in view of the 
rapid strides made in every walk of life in 
the old world, and particularly in connexion 
with such things as .railways and rail. 
way management, it is absolutely necessary 
for us, if we do not send to the mother 
country for properly qualified men, to send 
our own men to Europe to make themselves 
acquainted with the latest improvements. 
At present we are behind the age. But 
human life must not be sacrificed simply 
because the Railway department is not ad­
ministered in a proper manner. I believe 
that, had it not been for the jealousy which 
arose in connexion with Woods' brake, the 
whole of our railway rolling-stock would by 
this time have been fitted with proper brake 
power. Tcare not what brake is employed 
-whether it be the Woods, the Westing­
house, or any other; all that I say is that 
it is our duty to throw feelings of jealousy 
aside, and do the best we can to protect the 
lives of the travelling public. I want our 
railways to be so managed that the people of 
Victoria can feel that they may travel along 
them with confidence and security. 

Mr. BARR.-Mr. Speaker, I think it 
is somewhat to be regretted that so much 
time should be taken up with what is really 
a fruitless discussion. For many years 
we enjoyed a strange immunity from rail­
way accidents. At all events, the percentage 
of accidents was very small. But when 
the State purchased the Hobson's Bay Com­
pany's lines, the percentage rose almost 
immediately. Then the Railway depart­
ment was suddenly placed under the control 
of a gentleman who had never been in it 
before. The mismanagement of the Railway 
department culminated when Mr. Elsdon 
was the head. 

Mr. P ATTERSON.-If he had been 
there now, this accident would not have hap­
pened. 

Mr. BARR.-If the credit of the good 
management of the Hobson's Bay lines 
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while they were in the hands of the company 
is due to Mr. Elsdon, I can only say that the 
gentleman did not show the same capacity 
for organization when he waEl placed at the 
head of affairs in Spencer~stree~. 

Mr. FRANOIS.-He llad then a much 
larger charge. 

Mr. BARR.-I think he was very mueh 
over-weighted. A departme~t like the Rail­
way department, and particularly as lines are 
being extended week by week, should work 
like one harmonious machine, and, under 
proper supervision, it would do so. Howthat 
proper supervision may be brought about, I 
do not like to indicate; but I think the 
Ministry would do well to have such all 
inquiry as would disclose not only the cause 
of the recent catastrophe, but also the cause 
behind the caU3e, so to speak-the reason 
why the department seems so demoralized. 
I think that no personal blame attaches ill 
any way to the Minister of Railways. In 
my opinion, one thing which is very likely to 
bring about accidents is the long time that 
officers in charge of small stations are on 
duty. This and the monotonous character 
of their occupation are very apt to result in 
a confusion of ideas, under the influence of 
which a man may start a train before its 
proper time, and so cause a serious accident. 
Therefore I would suggest that those to 
whom the proposed inquiry is remitted 
should address themselves to the question 
whether a man's brain and nerves can stand 
the constant strain involved in the perform­
ance of certain duties connected with the 
Railway department, and whether it would 
not be better to have a more frequent change 
of shifts. I recently read an interesting 
article called "Jack in the Box," which 
related to the work that had to be performed 
at railway stations in England, and which 
went to show that men who have to perform 
snch monotonous duties as thosc of points­
men require constant waking up to prevent 
them making such a mistake as might result 
in the sacrifice of an entire train. I hope 
that in future we shall have an improvement, 
not only in the general management of our 
railways, but also in the position of our 
station-masters, pointsmen, and signalmen, 
because it is on the vigilance of those men 
that the safety of railway passengers mate­
rially depends. 

Mr. McOOLL.-Sir, the conduct of the 
honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) 
reminds me very much of the bushman who, 
after lighting his pipe, throws away his match 
unextinguished, utterly regardless of the evil 
results which may flow from the carelessness, 
. SES. 1882.-9 P 

because the honorable member, after initiating 
an exciting but fruitless debate, is now absent 
from his place, apparently indifferent as to 
how the debate may terminate. Both that 
honorable member and the honorable member 
for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) show not 
only an utter want of sympathy with the 
Minister of Railways, but an eager desire to 
serve their own selfish interests in political 
life without the slightest regard for tho 
interests of the country. Of course, the 
railway catastrophe of Saturday is something 
to mourn oyer. But let honorable members 
recollect that . 

,. There's a divinity that shapes our endsl 

Rough-hew them how we will." 
Let them also recollect that 

"God moves in a mysterious way 
His wonders to perform." 

Bearing these things in mind, and also the 
fact that no blessing comes to a country 
except in the train of war or some other great 
trial, let us hope that this misfortune will be 
followed by a great blessing, as I believe it 
will be. Let us hope that it may lead us to 
bestir ourselyes in conserving that element 
which is absolutely necessary for man and 
beast, and for the ultimate prosperity of the 
whole colony. It has been said that com­
mercial principles should guide the manage­
ment of the railways, but a blush of shame 
has come upon me pretty often of late when 
I have seen the railway stations covered with 
advertising sign-boards. Those advertise­
ments are absolutely placed on the very roof 
of our national buildings, and I say they 
ought to be removed. 

Mr. L. L. SMITH;-Mr. Speaker, I 
merely rise to give a total denial to the fol~ 
lowing statement, published by the Age 
newspaper, this morning :-

"Mr. L. L. Smith will invite the House to re­
solve that the victims of Ministerial incompe~ 
tence shall not be entitled to compensation in 
future! l'erhaps even Mr. L. L. 8mith may find 
that it is not safe to jest over open graves." . 

I am sure that this statement .must have 
been written and published under. some 
misconception. Never at any time have I 
stated, publicly or otherwise, that I would 
invite the House to do anything of the kind 
here indicated. I never thought or dreamed 
of such a thing. As to jesting" over open 
graves," it is very painful to have any~ 
thing of that kil~d"'said about me, especially 
after my recent fereavement. I never in­
dulged in any Jest over the matter, and 
therefore I say the publication of such 
statements is much to be deprecated. 

Mr. NIMMO.-Sir, I fail to perceive any 
practical result that can possibly arise froll! 
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the prooeedings in which we have been en­
gaged. The honorable member for Rodney 
(Mr. Gillies), in the course of his remarks, 
attempted to connect·the Minister of Rail­
ways with the Hawthorn accident; but 
I was glad to observe that subsequent 
speakers failed to perceive any connexion 
whatever. I regrH that such unfortunate 
innuendoes should be indulged in. vVhen 
the evidence connected with the recent ac­
cident has been weighed, considered, and 
pronounced upon by competent authorities, 
then will be the time for this House to 
adopt some course of action. I concur in 
the expressions of regret which have been 
used that such an accident as that of Satur­
day should take place at all. But railway 
accidents take place in all parts of the world, 
although clever mathematicians have de':: 
monstl'ated that a railway carriage is, after all, 
the safest place in which a man can be. Since 
1876, there have been three serious railway 
nccidents in this colony j and I would like 
to know how any Minister, or any board, 
could be held responsible for anyone of those 
accidents? With regatd to the accident of 
1876, I happened to be in the carriage that 
suffered the greatest damage, and I was the 
only passenger who escaped without any 
very serious injury; All the compensation 
I had was a new hat to replace a damaged 
one, though Mr. England claimed £8,000. 
That accident was caused by a single engine 
running into the train ; and it was put for­
ward as an excuse for the driver of that 
engine that he had had a glass of beer and 
a quarrel with his wife, and had come from 
home to his work in a very bad temper. 
That man ought to have had 14 years in 
Pentridge with hard labour. A man who 
muddles his brains when he has responsible 
work to perform:""-work upon the proper 
performance of which depend the lives of 
fellow ereatures-should be punished. 

Mr. GRAVES.-What punishment did 
the man get? 

Mr. NIMMO.--A mere nothing. Prac­
tically, no punishment at all~ Now I would 
like to know how a board of experts, or a 
Minister of Railways, could have prevented 
that accident? The honorable member for 
Richmond (Mr. Smith) will recollect a cer­
tain railway official who came to him once, 
and indulged in certain threats with regard 
to Mr. Nimmo, for lmving referred to him 
in the House. That man is now dead. 
When he was alive he had a most important 
iuty to perform. He had to look after the 
wheels of the various carriages~ It came to 
my knowledge that that man spent his time 

in drinking beer instead of attending to his 
duties. He allowed things to go to wreck. 
Mr. Elsdon had themost implicitfaithin that 
man, who practised deoeption every day of 
his life. This neglect of duty culminated 
in the Jolimont accident; but unless these 
facts were brought under the knowledge of 
the Minister, how could he be in a posi­
tion to prevent accidents? A great deal 
has been said about brakes. But there are 
other things to be considered. One of 
them is the time-table. There is no use in 
having a time-table unless it can be tho­
roughly understood and strictly observed. 
I hope honorable members will insist upon 
a thorough inquiry into the working of the 
Railway department, with the view of ascer­
taining whether the various branches are 
discharging their duties with due regard to 
the public safety. I believe the Minister of 
Railways does his best in the circumstances 
jn which he is placed. I regretted very much 
to hear the honorable member for Rodney 
throw out the remarks of a disparaging 
character which he did to-night. I cannot 
understand his object. If the honorable 
member had moved a resolution expressing 
sym.pathy with the sufferers, I could have 
understood it j but what is to come out of 
the present discussion I am at a loss to 
know. Had the honorable member proposed 
a vote of want of confidence in the Minister 
of Hailways I could have seen the meaning, 
whatever I might have thought of the wisdom, 
of the proceeding. But to move the adjourn­
ment of the House without any particular 
object, and with the result of wasting the 
whole night, is a thing very much to be 
regretted. While I sympathize with the 
sufferers, I hope none of them will be found 
to take ad. vantage of their position to obtain 
public money in an unreasonable manner. 
vVhen I met with the little accident I have 
already referred. to, a man called upon me 
and. tendered me advice. He said-" I was 
in the train two years ago when it met with 
an accident, and I got £800 from the com­
pany j now you buy a pair of crutches, and 
walk. about as if you were bowed down, amI 
put in a good stiff claim j you are a magis­
trate and. a councillor, and you can claim 
£1,000 very easily, and the company will 
give it you." I told my adviser that I was 
surprised a man of his years-he was a gray .. 
headed man-should come and counsel a 
person to make a claim of such a character. 
I was quite ashamed of human nature when 
he gave me such ad vice. I hope and trust 
the Government will appoint a board that 
will thoroughly inquire' into all the facts of 
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the case that has occurred. For my part, 
I fail to see that the Minister of Railways 
is in any way connected with the accident. 

Mr. BERRY.-Sir,it is not my intention 
to continue the discussion, except so far as 
to say that I do not believe that when the 
reports of to-night's debate' are read outside 
people will think the House very much in 
accord with public opinion, or in any way 
truly alive to the real question at issue. 
What I rise for is to ask the Minister of 
Rail ways whether the Government propose 
to defer their intended inquiry until after 
the close of the coroner's inquest? 

Mr. BENT.-Yes. 
Mr. BERRY.-Then they will take a 

course which I think very objectionable. 
In the first place, the coronial inquiry will 
probably be greatly delayeq.. Already the 
coroner has adjourned it for eight days. It 
must be remembered that both he and the 
jury have other duties to perform than those 
we have immediately in view. Therefore, 
if the investigation intended by the Govern­
ment is not to take place until the inquest 
is over, I am afraid there 'will be a mis­
carriage of justice, and a disappointment of 
the public expectation. Again, I think the 
Government inquiry ought to be undertaken 
by persons outside the Railway department 
-by gentlemen of position, totally uncon­
nected with railway officialdom, and possess­
ing the full confidence of the country. 
Thirdly, there is a matter which I hope the 
Government will clear up. I have very 
carefully read the official reports upon the 
accident, and it appears to me that there is 
an explanation of it to which none of them 
point, but which ought to receive attention. 
I notice from the time-table-one published 
by authority-that the HuwtllOrn train that 
was, so to say, the cause of the accident 
leaves Melbourne on ordinary days' of the 
week at 6.7 p.m., and on Saturday at 6.3 
p.m., arriving at Hawthorn on the former 
days at 6.21 p.m., and on Saturdays at 6.14 
p.m.; and doubtless that arrangement was 
present in the mind of the officer who framed 
the special time-table for the Box Hill train, 
inasmuch as it would allow of a seven 

. minutes' interval between the two trains. 
But, as a matter of fact, the Hawthorn train 
on Saturday last left the Melbourne station 
at 6.7 p.m., and ,~as bound thel'f~fore to reach 
Hawthorn at 6.21 p.m. What I wish to 
make clear is that the Hawthorn train that 
met with the accident started from Mel­
bourne at the correct time for ordinary days, 
but not at the correct time for Saturdays, 
whereas had it kept the propel' time it would 
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have been at Hawthorn at 6.14 p.m., and 
the accident would not have occurred. 

Mr. W ALKER.-But the time-table the 
honorable member quotes from is wrong. 

Mr. BERRY.-No; it was the starting 
that was wrong. The time-table was what 
the officers had to go by, and it was departed 
from. vVith such a practice permitted what 
railway passenger could deem himself safe? 

Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.--I will explain the 
misunderstanding under which the honorable 
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) labours. 
It is quite true that the little book time­
table he quotes from is published by autho­
rity, but, nevertheless~ it is not the time­
table by which the officials of the Railway 
department are guided. A special service 
time-table, similar to the one I hold in 
my hand, is given every month to every 
station-master, guard, and porter in COll­

nexion with the Victorian Railways, and 
according to it the Hawthorn train that met 
with the accident had to leave Melbourne at 
6.7 p.m. Apparently a clerical error has crept 
into the time-table the honorable member 
refers to. The time in the service time-table 
appears also in the time-tables published in 
poster form. 

Mr. BERRY.-Nevertheless, I hope the 
point I have raised will not be lost sight of. 
It now appears important that evidence 
should be taken as to which of the time­
tables was before the officer who prepared 
the special time-table for Box Hill. If he 
had one time-table before him he must be 
absolved from all blame, whereas if he had 
the other he would seem to be chargeable 
with having arranged to bring two trains 
together at Hawthorn without the inter­
mission of an instant. 

Mr. BENT.-Mr. Speaker, I may state 
that the question of the time-table was under 
the consideration of the Cabinet to-day, and 
that thewhvle of the circumstances just men­
tioned by the honorable member for Geelong 
(Mr. Berry) were thoroughly gone into. Of 
course, however, it is not for Ministers to 
say in public anything about the affair. For 
themselves, they simply wish a fair field and 
no favour. The matter of the inquiry that 
is to be held-when and where it ought to be 
entered upon-also came under discussion. 
The Government are going to have the fullest 
investigation. At present they blame no 
one, but they are anxious that the right 
shoulders for blame should be found. 

Mr. BERRY.-A good deal of blame has 
already been thrown upon one person. 

Mr. BENT.-I have never thrown any 
that I know oL I don't at present wish to 
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cast the shadow of blame on anyone. In 
order that none of the officials concerned in 
the remotest way in the accident may be 
tl1ken by surprise, or not have the fullest 
opportunity of defending themselves, I have 
caused all of them to be suspended for the 
present from the performance of their duties. 

Mr. R. OLARK.-Engine-drivers and 
all ? 

Mr. BENT.-Yes, the whole lot. 
Mr. FRANOI~.-Sir, the House having 

~earned through the press that the honorable 
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) has suffered 
in his domestic relations by the accident on 
Saturday last, I desire to assure him that, 
beyond the ordinary interest we naturally 
feel in that calamity, we have deep sym­
pathy with himself personally. I wish also 

, ,to say that I quite agree with the expression 
of opinion we have heard from both sides of 
the Chamber that to make this lamentable 
'casualty the occasion for a political demon­
stration-for a radical change in our poli­
tical affairs, or in the political management 
of any department-would be a great mis­
take. It would be legislating, as it were, in 
hysterics. I think we should await the 
result of the coroner's inquest before we 
proceed to any issue of that nature. In the 
first place, that result may be of great value 
to us; and, secondly, we might by preci­
pitately reaching at conclusions inflict great 
injustice. vVe will better show ourselves men 
of experience and judgment if we endeavour, 
at the present juncture, to temporarily restrain 
'popular condemnation, and to proceed in 
the usual way. At the same time, I endorse 
the recommendation generally made that 
the Government should deem it to be their 
duty to pursue in the way they think most 

· fit a strict investigation as to whether they 
cannut, by some change in our present rail­

'way system, and also in the law of the land, 
· render accidents of this terrible kind less 
· frequent than they have been during the last 
two years. I am aware that the Goyern-

, ment have some intentions on the subject, 
but, nevertheless, I think it a proper time to 
inform them of what must be wellimown to 
the Minister of Railways, namely, that had 
the Service Government remained in office, 
they would, directly their' reform proposals 
were disposed of, have gone on with a mea­
sure to reform railway management so as to 
place it altogether beyond political control. 
Their idea was that it ought to be placed ill 
the hands of an independent board. So the 
Premier and his colleagues, especially the 
head of the Railway:department,mayfeelas­
sured thatif they undertake to make a change 

in the same direction they will have no little 
sympathy from at least one quarter of the 
House. I think that, with the remembrance 
of the recent calamity freshly before us, 
neither side of the House should desire any­
thing as much as to deal calmly, deliberately, 
and dispassionately with any proposals the 
Government may make to meet the case. , 

Mr. KERFERD.-Mr. Speaker, I fancy 
that my honorable friend, the member for 
Warrnambool, hardly appreciates the gra-. 
vamen of the charges that have been made 
in relation to the accident. I take it that, 
we would. not at all represent public opinion. 
it wehad not accentuated the present position, 
by the <lebate of to-nig'ht. There is a strong 
sensation on the subject among the metro­
politan community, and, when we consider 
the connexion between our railway system 
and the whole public, we must expect the 
feeling to have its ramifications all over the 
colony. I have no desire to offer, on the 
present occasion, any opinion with respect to 
the accident. I quite approve of the restraint 
in that regard which has been exercised to­
night all over the House. There can be no 
doubt that the expression of any such opinion 
would be injurious to some person concerned. 
Nevertheless, I say unhesitatingly that the 
Premier ought to deem it of the first im­
portance that there should be the fullest 
inquiry into the whole matter of the cata­
strophe at the earliest possible moment, and 
that the investigation should be made by 
persons entirely indifferent to the public 
service and to the Government themselves. 
It should, besides, be of the most searching 
character. With anything short of th~t, 
the country will not be satisfied. I fully 
endorse the honorable member for Warrnam­
bool's expression of sympathy with the 
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry). 
vVe all feel especially sorry for him because 
he is one of ourselves. I again 'press on the 
GovernmClit that it is urgent that the inquiry 
they have in view should be entered upon 
immediately, and that it should be conducted 
by citizens who stand high in the estimation 
of the public, and are utterly independent of 
the Government or of any official or political 
consideration. . 

Mr. vVHEELER.-Sir, I was in hopes 
the debate would have closed. before now. 
Much, however, as I wish to see it brought 
to a conclusion, I cannot refrain from re­
marking that I don't think the honorable 
member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) introduced 
the subject in a way exactly fair or generous 
towards the Government. For example, he 
laid great stress on appointments in the 
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Railway department having been made by 
virtue of political patronage, thereby lead­
ing the House and the country to infer that 
the late accident was attributable to such 
appointments. That was scarcely a proper 
way of puttingthe subject before the Ohamber. 
I remember very well that, while the honor­
able member was Minister of Railways, a 
very serious railway accident occurred which 
led to the loss of at least £10,000 worth of 
property. 

Mr. R. OLARK. - By what was it 
caused? 

Mr. vVHEELER.-By a flood. 
Mr. R. OLARK.-Then there can be no 

analogy between the two accidents. 
Mr. WHEELER.-Well, I think the 

honorable member for Rodney might have 
shown more generosity. The honorable mem­
ber for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) has also 

. had a great deal to say to-night about rail­
way management and political appointments, 
but was it not he who re-appointed Mr. 
Ford, so much against the wishes of the late 
Mr. Thomas Higinbotham that I believe 
his strong feeling in the matter was one of 
the causes of his death? I quite agree with 
there being a searching inquiry ill connexion 
with the late accident, and I have no doubt 
the Government will see that one is entered 
upon, but the thing ought to be undertaken 
in the proper way and at the proper time. 
I also concur in the railways being placed 
in the hands of a non-political board or com­
mission. Until that is done, I do not believe 
our railways will be thoroughly safe to travel 
upon. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Mr. Speaker, I 
would not have risen bilt for the tone of 
the remarks of the honorable member for 
the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd). I do not under­
stand on what ground the honorable member 
undertook to lecture the honorable member 
for Warrnambool. 

Mr. R. OLARK.-It was no lecture at all. 
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-"\Vell, I did not 

. like the style or direction of tIle honorable 
member's remarks. He seemed to think 
tllat, because the public mind is agitated on 
account of the late accident, some fresh 
course of action ought to be immediately 
decided upon-that a change in the conduct 
of the Railway department, which cannot but 
be a matter requiring the gravest and most 
serious consideration, should be promptly 
made. 

1'<1:1'. KERFERD. -And this is your 
little lecture. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN . .....;.;.I think it is called 
for. 

Mr. KERFERD.-Let us see which of 
us is considered, out-of-doors, to be in the 
right. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I l,ay regard to 
what public opinion will be in the end, not 
to what it happens to be in a moment of 
excitement because of a. most unfortunate 
and calamitous occurrence. Altering the 
leading principles of our system of railway 
management is a matterfor deep and anxious 
deliberation rather than for excited and pre­
cipitate action. I am not now arguing for 
or against placing the management of the 
railways in the hands of a board, but I beg 
to point out that there is a good deal to be 
said on both sides of the question. For my 
own part, I think that if, at the present 
juncture, the House had devoted itself. this 
evening to its ordinary work, the outcome 
would have been more advantageous to the 
country. vVhat can be the result of the 
present deba te? . The honorable member for 
Rodney (Mr. Gillies) began it in a niost 
offensive tone. He said that he woulel 
not attack the Minister or Railways, but, 
nevertheless, he did attaek him, and, as he 
moved the adjournment of the House, the 
consequence has been a discussion of six 
hours, which can only end where it began. 
At the same time, the Government have all 
along declared that the matter of the late 
accident should be made the subject of a 
thorough and searching inquiry. But that 
inquiry cannot take place until after the 
inquest. The two investigations cannot 
proceed contemporaneously. An inquest by 
the coroner into the cause of the death of 
the unfortunate person who was killed by 
the casualty of Saturday, and a second in­
quiry by the Government into the same 
thing, together with a variety or other cir­
cumstances, cannot be undertaken simul­
taneously except at the expense of injustice 
to some one and an outrage of the principles 
of British law. Besides, it is quite possible 
that the result of the inquest may be a full and 
clear exposure of the cause of the accident. 

Mr. JAMES.-Bllt the inquest stands 
adjourned for eight days. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Its adjoUl'n­
ment for eight days more, or for eight days 
on the top of that, would not justify us in 
taking a course which would work injustice. 
I, for one, will be no party to any proceeding 
of the kinel. Furthermore, I don't see why 
the inquest should not be over within a very 
short time .. That there was gross negligence 
somewhere is patent to the world, and in 
their inquiry as to who is responsible for 
that negligence the coroner's jury will have 
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every facility placed in their way. All the 
testimony that can possibly be afforded by 
the Government will be promptly tendered. 
Indeed, from what I know already or the 
facts of the case, I think it will be found 
that, after the coroner's inquest into the 
immediate cause of the accident, there will 
be no need for a.ny other. Of course I 
am aware that there are other charges 
in connexion with the case which the 
coroner's inquest will not touch, although 
they will have to be closely investigated, but 
I wish to point out that inasmuch as the 
cause of the accident was undoubtedly negli­
gence, and the verdict of the jury will pro­
bably indicate some one as guilty of the 
negligence, it is essential, in the interests of 
justice, that the criminal part of the business 
should be disposed of before the other part 
is entered upon. I think even the honorable 
member for the Ovens will agree with me so 
far. 

Mr. KERFERD.-You are talking of 
one sort of inquiry, while I have referred to 
another sort. 

SirB, O'LOGHLEN.-If the honorable 
member's remarks related to an jnquiry 
which would be from the first a no-confidence 
proceeding, he had better shape his course 
accordingly. If he simply wants to get to 
the bottom of the facts connected with the 
late accident, I fancy he must agree with 
the line8 I have laid down. 

Mr. LAURENS.-Sir, there is another 
aspect in which the lat_e accident may be 
viewed, namely, that which it assumes from 
·a financial stand-point. I find from the 
last report of the Railway department that 
the profite' of the Hobson's Bay lines for 
1881 amounted to 1'39 per cent., although, 
when they were in the hands of the Hobson's 
Bay Oompany, they were paying 10 per 
cent. The state of things last year was said 
to be due to the J olimont accident, so I 
suppose that, inasmuch as the recent dis­
aster is 80 much greater, the profits for 1882 
will be reduced to nothing at all. Looking 
at the present matter all round, and espe­
cially viewing it in the light that the J oli­
mont accident may be supposed to have 
put every suburban railway official on the 
qui vive, I cannot but think that our rail­
way management is capable of a very mate­
rial improvement, and that we ought to set 
about inquiring at once into the direction 
the change ought to take. It may be good 
policy to wait until the inquest is over, but 
we ought to wait no longer. 

Mr. GARDINER.-Mr. Speaker, I think 
our experience of the last fifteen months 

ought to llave led us to make arrangements 
by which the accident of last Saturday would 
have been avoided. Only a day or two 
after the J olimont accident the Government 
promised that the affair should be made 
the subject of the fullest inquiry, but what 
was the result ? No inquiry at all worth 
speaking of. Are we to have the same 
thing over again? All we are asked to 
do now is to lock the stable door when 
the steed has been stolen. I am afraid 
that when this debate goes forth to the 
public it will be seen that, under the 
guise of sympathy, lllany selfish interests 
have been brought forward in the House. 
I trust the press will also take note that 
one of its pets moved the adjournment of the 
House, and made use of the occasion, while 
posing before the public as a sympathizflr 
with the sufferers by this unfortunate acci­
dent, to advocate the interests of a certain 
company. Honorable members have sug­
gested that, if the railways were managed 
by a board, political patronage would be done 
away with; but it is well known that men 
who hold responsible positions on boards, 
and who have the power of making appoint­
ments, are just as much subject to political 
and social influences in the appointments 
they make as Ministers of the Crown. The 
other day a competitive examination took 
place for candidates for the police, and 
judges were appointed, and no political in­
fluence was to be brought to bear-but what 
happened? Men who, in the first instance, 
failed in their examination were enabled, by 
the use of political influence, to get a second 
trial. I am quite aware that it is degrading 
to Members of Parliament to have to wait 
on those who administer the various depart­
ments for the purpose of asking for billets 
for constituents. With respect to the Rail­
way department, I have always expressed 
my reluctance to do anything of the kind, 
because in that department the employes 
have the lives of thousands in their charge, 
and it is necessary that they should be good, 
trained, and reliable men. I think it is 
greatly to be deprecated that this unfor­
tunate occurrence should have been used 
by certain gentlemen in this House for 
the purpose of a political move. Is this 
a fit subject on which to attempt to oust a 
Ministry? The amount of sympathy ex­
pressed by some honorable members would 
leael one to imagine that they were almost 
angels, but we can see beneath their professed 
sympathy that they are merely whited sepul­
clues, and that they are hungering after office. 
The honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. 
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Patterson) should have been the last to say 
anything about the administration of the 
Railway department. I remember when he 
was Minister of Railways, and I had to wait 
upon him with reference to some little local 
matters, it was impossible to get any satis­
faction from him. He and his Engineer­
in-Chief (Mr. Elsdon) appeared to have a 
system of signs by which they mutually 
understood each other, and played into one 
another's hands, so that an honorable mem­
ber who wanted any tIling for his constituents 
had to fight two instead of one. After visit­
ing the department once or twice during the 
regime of the honorable member for Oastle­
maine, I came to the conclusion that I would ' 
never go to it again while he was Minister. 
The honorable member for Rodney (Mr. 
Gillies) has frequently taunted honorable 
members on this (the opposition) side of the 
House with wasting time, but I trust the 
public will bear in mind that the whole of 
this evening has been wasted owing to that 
honorable member moving the adjournment 
of the House, and bringing forward debate­
able matters which ought not to have been 
introduced on such an occasion. 

The House divided on the question" That 
the House do now 3;Q.journ"-

Ayes ••• 4 
Noes ••• 43 

Majority against the motion 39 
AYES. 

Dr. Quick, 
Mr. Richardson. 

Mr. Anderson, 
" Bell, 

Bent, 
" Boltou, 
" Bosisto, 
" Burrowes, 
" Cameron, 
" Carter. 
" Cook, 
" Cooper, 
" Dow, 
" Fisher, 
" Francis, 
" Gardiner, 
" Gibb, 
" Gillies, 
" Grant, 
" Graves, 
" Harper, 
" Hunt, 
" Kerferd, 
" Langdon. 

Mr. James, 
\ 

Tellers. 

" Williams. 
NOES. 

Mr. Laurens, 
." Levien, 
" Longmore. 
" McColl, 
" McLean~ 

W. Maduen, 
" Mason, 
" Mirams, 
" O'Callaghan, 

Sir B. O'Logblen, 
Mr. Shiels, 
" Toohey, 
" 'Valker, 
" Wallace, 

Walsh, 
" Wheeler, 
" A. Young, 
" C, Young, 
" Zox. 

Tellers. 
Mr. R. Clark, 
" L. L. Smith. 

STATUTE OF TRUSTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

This Bill was received from the Legis­
lative Council, and, Ol} the motion of Mr. 
KERFERD, was i'ead a first tin}e. 

LANDS DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. W. MADDEN (in compliance with 
an order of the House dated May 30) pre­
sel1ted a copy of Mr. Eaton's report on the 
irregularities in the accounts of the late 
Accountant of the Lands department. 

VINE DISEASE ACT AMENDMENT 
lULL. 

Mr. C. YOUNG moved for leave to intro­
duce a Bill to amend the Geelong District 
Vine Disease Act 1881. 

Mr. BENT seconded the motion. 
Mr. LONGMORE remarked that aftei' 

large sums-perhaps amounting to £20,000 
or £30,000-had been spent in eradicating 
the vines in the Geelong district, it appeared. 
that the owners of the vines would not now 
take the trouble to dig up the few shoots 
that were springing from the old roots. It 
was a perfect scandal that the House should. 
have to vote money for such a purpose. In­
stead of bringing in a Bill to assist these 
men to eradicate the shoots, the Govern­
ment should introduce a Bill to enable the 
owners of former vineyards to be prosecuted 
if they did not carry out the work them­
selves. (Mr, C. Young-" Wait until you 
see the Bill.") He knew that the Minister 
of Agriculture was employing, a lot of men 
to march through the district to try and find 
some shoots of vines. The House should 
protect the 'revenue from the rapacity of 
these vignert"ns, who had already beellpaid 
a great deal more compensation than they 
were entitled to. 

The SPEAKER. -;It is an unusual 
course to discuss a Bill at this stage. As 
the Bill has not yet been submitted to the 
House, I cannot tell whether the honorable 
member is speaking to it or not. 

Mr. LONGMORE remarked that he 
would reserve any further remark until the 

. second reading of the Bill was proposed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The Bill was then brought in, and read a 

first time. 

RAILWAYS MANAGEMENT BILL. 

Mr. BENT moved for leave to introduce 
a B ill to ffi{tke provision for the better 
management of the Stat'} railways. He 
observed that the Bill llad been on the 
notice-paper for along tiql.e, and was part 
of the policy annonnced by the Premier at 
Lancefield. It could not therefore be said 
that the Bill was submitted. in consequence 
of the late railway accident. . 
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Sir :B. O'LOGHLEN seconded the mo­
tion, which was agreed to. 

The Bill was then brought in, and read a 
first time. 

VETERINARY SURGEONS BILL. 
Mr. L. L. SMITH moved for leave to 

introduce a Bill intituled " the Veterinary 
Surgeons Act." 

Mr. C. YOUNG seconded the motion, 
which was agreed to. 

The Bill was then brought in, and read a 
first time. . 

The House adjourned at eleven o'clock. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 
Wednesday, December 6, 1882. 

Nelson Province Election-·North·Western Province Elec· 
tion-Amendment of the Land Tax-Mr. T. Langdon, 
lII.L.A.-Railway Construction Bill: Examination of 
Witnesses at the Bar. 

The PRESIDENT tool\: the chair at twenty­
five minutes to five o'clock p.m., and read 
the prayer. 

PETITIONS. 

Petitions were presented by the Hon. J. 
A. WALLACE, from persons interested in the 
proposed line of railway from vVarragul 
towards N eerim, objecting to the substitution 
of Drouin for Warragul as the starting point 
of the line, and alleging that the Buln Buln 
Shire Council were unanimously in favour of 
the vVarragul route; from the Buln Buln 
Shire Council, denying the statement in the 
previous petition that they were in favour of 
the vVarragul route, and asserting that they 
were unanimously in favour of the route from 
Drouin via tJindivick; from residents of the 
King River district, shire of Oxley, in favour 
of the construction of a branch line from the 
North-Eastern Railway to Moyhu; from the 
Avon Shire Council, in favour of a direct line 
from Sale to Stratford; and from residents of 
Stratford, in favour of Stratford being con­
nected with the Bairnsdale Railway, so as to 
avoid the detour via Maffra and Sale. A 
petition was also presented by the Hon. D. 
MELVILLE, from the president of the Heidel­
berg Shire Council, showing poll taken in 
the district in favour of the decision arrived 
at by a majority of 1[i4 votes in favour of the 
Alphington and Heidelberg Railway passing 
through I vanhoe, and terminating at a point 
between the Austin Hospit,al and the New 
Road, Heidelberg. 

NELSON PROVINCE ELEOTION. 
The PRESIDENT announced that the 

writ which he had issued for the election of 
a member t.o serve for the Nelson Province 
had been returned, showing that Mr. James 
Williamson had been elected. 

NORTH-WESTERN PROVINCE 
ELEOTION. 

The PRESIDENT intimated that the 
writ which lie had issued for the election of 
three members to serve for the N orth­
Western Proyince had been returned, show­
ing that Messrs. James Bell, David Coutts, 
and George Young had been elected. 

Mr. Young was introduced and sworn, 
and presented to the Clerk the declaration 
required by the Act No. 702. 

LAND TAX. 

The Hon. P. RUSSELL asked the 
Solicitor-General if it was the intention of 
t.he Cabinet, after further consideration, to 
ask Parliament to amend the Land Tax Act 
this session? 

The Hon. F. S. DOBSON said he could 
only repeat. the answer he gave to the same 
question the previous week-namely, that 
the state of public business rendered it im. 
possible for the Government to say what 
measures they would be able to proceed with 
during the remainder of the session. 

MR. T. LANGDON, M.L.A. 

The Hon. J. BELL moved-
.e That a message be transmitted to the Legis­

lative Assembly requesting that leave be given 
to Thomas Langdon, Esq., a member of that 
House, to attend, if he think fit, to be examined 
as a witness, and to give evidence before the com­
mittee of the whole Council on the Hail ways 
Construction BilL" 

The motion was agreed. to. 
Subsequently a message was received from 

the Legislative Assembly, intimating that 
the leave requested had been granted to Mr. 
Langdon. 

RAIL VY AY CONSTRUCTION BILL. 

The House went into committee for the 
fUl'ther consideration of this Bill. 

The examination of witnesses at the bar 
(adjourned from the previous day) was 
continued. 

Messrs. Benjamin Cook, timber merchant, 
and J olm Pigdon, contractor, and member of 
the shire council of Coburg, were examined 
with reference to the Coburg and Somerton 
Railway. 

Messrs. James Maclean, secretary of the 
shire of Ararat; George Pinch, member 
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of the Avoca and Lexton Shire Councils ; 
William Parker, engineer of the s11ire of 
Ararat; and Theophilus Nicholls, engineer 
of the shire of Lexton, were examined with 
regard to the Ararat and Avoca Railway. 

Messrs. James Dodds, secretary of the 
shire of Grenville,and Joseph Shepherd, 
storekeeper, Linton, were examined with 
respect to the Scarsdale and Linton Rail­
way. 

Messrs. William Brisbane, saw-mill pro­
prietor; G. B. Halford, professor at tho 
Melbourne University; andCharlesD'Ebro, 
civil engineer, were examined relative to the 
Beaconsfield Railway. 

Messrs. H. L. Galbraith, farmer, Lance­
field; Gerard Blackburn, engineer of the 
shires of Romsey and Springfield; Chas. E. 
"\Valder, president of the shire of Kilmore ; 
George N otman, secretary of the shire of 
Springfield; and Joseph E. Dowling, mem­
ber of the shire council of Kilmore, were 
examined regarding the Lancefield and Kil­
more Railway. 

Progress was then reported. 
The House adjourned at twenty-five 

minutes past eleven o'clock. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Wednesday, Decembe1' 6, 1882. 

Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Ainendment Bill- The 
Orient Steam-ship Potosi-Mr. Joseph Geary-Personal 
Explanation: Mr. Deakin: Sir .Bryan O'Loghlen­
Railway Management: Collision at Hawthorn-Em­
ploy~s in Shops Commission-Mr. Langdon, lILL.A. 
-Geelong Distl'iet Vine Disease Act Amendment 
Bill-Reading of Letters during Debate-Melbourne 
Tramway and Omnibus Company's Bill-Miners' Re· 
sidences Bill-Land Acts Continuation and Amend· 
ment Bill : Second Reading: Ninth Night's Debate. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 
four o'clock p.m. 

MELBOURNE HARBOUR TRUST 
ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 

Mr. ORI(NEY presented n petition from 
the Melbourne Harbour Trust Commis­
sioners, again calling attention to their in­
ability to proceed with certain important 
works connected with the port and' harbour. 
At the present time, said Mr. Orkney, the 
wharfage accommodation was not adequate 
to the demands made upon it. All the 
berths nt the piers in Hobson's Bay nnd in 
the Yarm were occupied, and some seven 

. 01' eigl1t large ships were lying in the Bay 
awaiting their turn to discharge cargo. As 

in duty bound, the commissioners were 
obliged to come to the House to represent 
their incompetency to proceed with the 
works imposed upon them by an Act of the 
Legislature, which Act required amend­
ment. Both by deputations to Ministers, 
and by frequent petitions to the House--

The SPEAKER.-Does the honorable 
member intend to conclude with a motion? 

Mr. ORKNEY said he did not wish to 
move a motion, although it was competent 
for him to do so, and he was prepared to do 
so if necessary. 

The SPEAKER.-It will be out of order 
for the 11Onorable member to proceed unless 
he intends to conclude with a motion. 

Mr. ORKNEY said, under the circum­
stances, he would move the adjournment of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER.-On a motion for ad­
journment the honorable member cannot 
present a petition. 

Mr. ORKNEY stated that he would 
waive his right to move the adjournment, 
and would simply present the petition, and 
ask that it be read. . 

The petition having been read by the 
CLERK-ASSISTANT, 

Mr. ORKNEY observed that he thought 
very scant justice had been done to him and 
the matter he desired to bring before. the 
House. However, as it was private mem .. 
bel'S' night, he would not detain the House 
with any observations, as he might do under 
his privilege as a member of the House 
and the representative of an important con­
stituency. He would reserve his right for 
another opportunity. At the same time, he 
must say that 110 felt that not only 'on this 
but on other occasions he had been partially 
and unfairly dealt with. It was not often 
that he sought to address the House, but 
when he did, somehow or another, some 
damper was put upon the attempt. 

Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said 110 presumed 
the honorable member for West Melbourne 
(Mr. Orkney), in saying he had bElen unfairly 
dealt with, diel not mean to refer to the 
chair. It the chair was referred to, the 
honorable member should at once see the 
advisability of withdrawing his remarks. 

Mr. ORKNEY stated that the remarks 
he made applied to the custom and practice 
of the House. Many honorable members 
were permitted to make statements which 
were quite irrelevant, but when he ventured 
to offer a few observations he was stopped. 

Mr. NIMMO said he would move that 
the allegations contained in the petition 
presented by the honorable member for 
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West Melbourne (Mr. Orkney) be taken 
into consideration to-morrow, if not to-night. 
He was quite sure that, if honorable members 
were made thoroughly aware of the difficul. 
ties which the Harbour Trust had to contend 
with in providing proper shipping accom­
modation, they would not hesitate to give 
their sanction to the Bill for enlarging the 
powers of that body. 

The SPEAKER.-The proper course 
for the honorable member to take is to give 
notice of motion for to-morrow. 

Mr. NIMMO remarked that, if he gave 
notice, the motion would be a private mem­
ber~s motion, and, therefore, might not come 
up for consideration for three months. 

Mr. CARTER suggested that an extra' 
night-say the following Friday-should 
be set apart for the consideration of the Mel. 
bourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment 
Bill. The question ought not to be trifled 
with 'any longer. 

Mr. G RA VE S observed that the Harbour 
Trust Bill was a most urgent matter. The 
Harbour Trust was straining every nerve to . 
fulfil its duties, but it could not carry out 
all it wanted to do without the assistance of 
Parliament, and the withholding of that 
assistance meant damage to the trade of 
the port. 

The SPEAKER.-The Bill to amend 
the Harbour Trust Act is a Government 
order of the day. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said the House 
was at present in the middle of the debate 
on the second reading of the Land Bill. 
When that debate terminated, which he 
hoped would be on the following Tuesday­
he did not see why the division should be 
delayed further-the Government would be 
prepared to give every consideration to the 
petition from the Harbour Trust. 

The subject then dropped. 

STOCK TAX. 
A petition was presented by Mr. FRASER, 

from residents of U ndera, Rodney, against 
the repeal of the import duty on live stock. 

THE "POTOSI." 
Dr. QUICK asked the Minister of Cus­

toms whether he had received any informa­
tion of the steam-ship Potosi, on her last 
110meward voyage, going ashore on San 
Vicente, one of the Cape de Verde Islands? 
A constituent writing to him from London 
mentioned that the ship was ashore 24 
hours, and he (Dr. Quick) had been given 
to understand that the fact was not reported 
to the Customs authorities here. 

Mr. GRAVES stated that no report or 
the circumstance had been made at the 
CustOin"hotlse. He had written to the 
agents of the Orient steam-ships on the sub. 
ject,and, on receipt of their answer, he would 
communicate it to the House. 

Subsequently, 
Mr. GRAVES stated that he had received 

the following letter from the Melbourne 
agents of the Orient Company :-

.. MelbournQ, Dec. 6, 1882. 
"We have the honour to acknowledge receipt 

of your letter of this day, asking whether the s.s. 
Potosi went ashore at one of the Cape de Verde 
Islands on her last voyage, as the question is to 
be asked in the Legislative Assembly. In reply, 
we beg to state that we have never heard of it, 
and have no reason to believe that such is the 
case. "Your obedient servants, 

. "GIBBS, BUIGHT, AND Co." 

MR. JOSEPH GEARY. 
Major SMITH asked the Speaker, as 

chairman of the Printing Committee, when 
the Geary papers would be distributed? 

The SPEAKER.-I am informed that 
the papers referred to will be distributed 
to-morrow morning. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 
Mr. DEAKIN stated that, in glancing 

over the last number of Ilansa1'd, he found 
in the report of his speech on the Laud Bill 
one or two rather serious misapprehensions 
which he would take leave to correct before 
they could possibly be quoted in debate. In 
the first place, he was represented to say-

CI The rents collected from agricultural land 
in the United Kingdom during the past 17 years 
have placed a sum of £250,OOO,oOOto the credit of 
the landlords." 
What he did say was that the unearned in .. 
crement obtained by the landlords during 
that period amounted to £250,000,000 in 
addition to the rents. In the next place, he 
was reported to say-

"I altogether refuse to apply the term' sav .. 
ages' to our Teutonic forefathers." 
But he added the explanation, without 
which the passage was meaningless, that it 
was from them we inherited our love of 
freedom, and the main principles of represeIi'­
tative government. Lastly, he was repre­
sented to say-

"So long as there is private property, there 
will always be the servility of thos.e who depend 
upon the landowners of which the honorable 
member for North Gippsland speaks." 
But what he referred to was private property 
in land. 

Sir B. O'LOG HLEN called attention to 
an error in the A1'g1.t8 report of what he said 
the previous evening with reference to the 
management of the railways. The A·"g1.t8 
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represented him as saying" there should be 
a board," whereas what he said was" there 
might be a board," indicating that there was 
a great difference of opinion on the subject. 

RAILWAY MANAGEMENT. 
'COLLISION AT HAWTHORN. 

Mr. BERRY mentioned that, the pre-
. vious evening, he called attention to the 
fact that, whereas a down train for Haw­
thorn left Melbourne at 6.7 p.m. every day 
in the week except Saturday, on Saturday 
it was timed to leave at 6.3 p.m., when he 
wa.s interrupted by the Premier with the : 
remark that he was not quoting from the 
service time-table, and that, according to the 
time-table in his (the Premier's) hands, a 
train was set down to leave Melbourne for 
Hawthorn on Saturday at 6.7 p.m. It 
appeared that the time-table from which the 
Premier quoted was the December time­
table, but the service time-table for N ovem­
ber provided that the down train for 
Hawthorn sllotlId leave Melbourne at 6.3 
p.m. The accident took place on Saturday, 
the 2nd December, and he was given to 
understand that the altered time-table did not . 
reach the officials until the morning of that 
day. 

Sir n. O'LOGHLEN said he was in-
. formed that the service time-table for the 
month of December reached the railway· 
officials on the morning of the 1st inst. 

Mr. BERRY observed that, when the 
time-table was altered, the alterations ought 
to be notified to the railway officials two' or 
three days before they came into operation. 

Sir J. O'SHANASSY said the usual 
practice was for altered time~tables to reach 
the railway officials some time before they 
came into force, so that they might have 
the opportunity of making themselves ac­
quainted with the alterations. He was in­
formed that the practice was not observed 
in this instance. 

Mr. CAMERON stated that he saw 
copies of the December time-table left at the 
different stations when he was travelling by 
the special train to Lillydale the previous 
Friday. 

Mr. WALKER asked the Premier what 
day he would set apart for the consideration 
of the motion of which he (Mr. Walker) 
llad given notice, affirming the desirability 
of removing the management of the State 
railways from political control? He was 
sure that the giving of facilities for the dis­
cussion of the motion would tend, to some 
extent; to allay the alarm existing in the 
public mind at the present time. 

Sir B. O'LOG HLEN observed that, 
the previous evening, a Bill to make pro­
vision for the better management of State 
railways was introduced and read a first 
time. The second readiug of the measure 
had been made an order of the day for the 
19thinst. (Major Smith-" Why not next 
Tuesday?") He was not going to tell the 
honorable member. The honorable member 
was not going to put him down. (Major 
Smith-" I will put you out before you are 
much older.") He was aware of the hon­
OI'able member's will, and also of his in­
ability to carry out his will. (Mr. Walker 
-" When will the Bill be circulated ?") 
As soon as possible. 

EMPLOYES IN SHOPS 
COMMISSION. 

Dr. QUICK asked the honorable member 
for Ballarat West (Major Smith), as chair­
man of the Employes in Shops Commission, 
what steps the commission had taken to 
present a report? A considerable amount 
of evidenoe was given before the commission, 
and it would be a rather deplorable circum­
stance if, for want of a report, the whole of 
that evidence should find its way into the 
waste-paper basket. 

Major SMITH stated that the cause of the 
delay in framing the report was the refusal 
of the Government to enlarge the powers 
of the commission, which was necessary in 
order to utilize the evidence already taken. 
Thecommission did not want further evidence. 
He considered that he had been treated most 
scurvily by the Government. . The powers 
given to the commission wei;e the most 
meagre that could be intrusted to any body 
of men. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that some 
of the evidence taken by the commission 
was beyond their powers, and they wanted 
their powers extended to enable them to 
report on that evidence. The Government 
had intimated their willingness to enlarge 
the scope of the commission, if the commis­
sioners would sit and hear further evidence. 
The answer given to that offer was that they 
had already taken sufficient evidence, and 
had made up their millds,and were ready to 
report. The Government were of opinion 
that the commission, if their powers were 
enlarged, should hear evidence on the whole 
question. 

Major SMITH remarked that the com­
mission were quite prepared-indeed, they 
had never refused-to take further evidence. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said this was the 
first time the offer had been made. 
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MR. T. LANGDON, M.L.A. 
The SPEAKER announced the receipt 

of a message from the Legislative Council, 
requesting that the Assembly would give 
permission to Mr. Thomas Langdon, a mem­
ber of the Assembly, to attend, if he thought 
fit, to be examined before a committee of the 
whole Council ~n the Railway Construction 
Bill. 

On the motion of Sir B. O'LOGHLEN, 
the leave asked for was granted. 

VINE DISEASE ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Mr. BOSISTO asked the Minister of 
Lands when he thought the second reading 
of this Bill would be moved 1 The matter 
was one of urgency, because the fly from the 
phylloxera arose at the end of the month; 
and, therefore, unless the matter was dealt 
with at once, the Bill would be of no service 
whatever. _ 

Mr. W. MADDEN said the Bill was in. 
charge of the Minister of Agriculture. It 
would be gone on with at the earliest oppor.:. 
tunitj-probably on Tuesday. 

READING OF LETTERS IN 
DEBATE. 

Sir B. O'LOG HLEN stated that, before 
the business on the paper was proceeded 
with, he desired to call attention to circum­
stances which arose in the House the pre­
vious Thursday. In the course of the debate 
on the Land Bill the honorable member for 
Moira (Mr. Hall) read two letters. The 
honorable member declined to name the 
writers. Afterwards the letters were on the 
table. He (Sir B. O'Loghlen) read the 
letters, and he found that one-which was 
really no letter, because it was not signed­
was in the handwriting of an ex-Crown 
lands bailiff named McLean. (Mr. Hall­
" How do you know?") From the resem­
blance to McLean's handwriting in some 
correspondence which was before the House 
the same evening. 

Mr. WILLIAMS rose to order. He 
submitted that there was no question before 
the chair. . 

The SPEAKER.-I understand the 
matter is brought forward as one of privilege. 

Sir B.O'LOGHLE;N, in continuation, said 
as to the second letter-the writer of which the 
honorable member for Moira said, apparently 
in joke, was a person named" Brown" -when 
that letter came into his (Sir B. O'Loghlen's) 
hands he found that the signature had been 
torn off. He did not want to express himself 
strongly abollt this matter, but it appeared 

to him that such conduct was trifling with 
the. practice and procedure of the House 
since the adoption of the rule laid down by 
the Speaker that any honorable member 
who read a letter during' debate shonld lay 
t.he letter on the table. A document which 
was a letter, or purported to be a letter, should 
be laid on the table in an unmutilated state. 
The honorable member, at a later period on 
Thursday evening, said that he (Sir B. 
O'Loghlen) obtained the documents sUl'rep­
titiously from the Hansard reporters. He 
did nothing of the kind. He obtained them 
from the table of the House. The honorable 
member further stated that the signature to 
the second letter was torn off two or three 
days before he read it to the House; but, if 
that was the case, the honorable member 
should have informed the House of the fact. 
The action of the honorable member required 
further explanation, and an apology was due 
to the House. . If his conduct was condoned 
or passed over, .any honorable member could 
in future follow any particular course he 
chose in reference to reading letters in the 
House. He would ask the honorable member 
for Moira to apologize for what had occurred. 
(Mr. Hall-" For what 1") For an infringe­
ment of the practice of the House. The hon­
orable member laid on -the table what were 
practically two anonymous documents, fifter 
leading the Honse to believe that they were 
two letters which he had received from his 
constituents. He (Sir B. O'Loghlen) appre­
hended that such conduct was playing fast 
and loose with the procedure of the House. 
He did not wish to press the matter against 
the honorable member to any great extent, 
but he submitted that the honorable member 
ought to avail himself of the opportunity of 
making an explanation, and apologizing to 
the House for his action. 

Mr. BERRY said he thought that the 
statement made by the Premier was the most 
extraordinary one he had ever heard. He 
could not have believed that even the young­
est member of the House would jeopardize 
his reputation by making such a statement. 
The object of laying on the table any letter 
or other document that an honorable member 
referred to in the course of debate was to 
place the House in possession bf so much of 
the document as the honorable member 
quoted. If the honorable member for Moira 
(Mr. Hall) did not read the signature to one 
of the letters in question, what power on earth 
could justify the Premier in saying that the 
House could demand the name of the writer? 
The Premier seemed to have been perfectly 
annihilated by the letters which the honorable 
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member read. He (Sir B. O'Loghlen) either 
considered the arguments they contained 
were very important, or he required a victim 
who was to be immolated for the public spirit, 
he had shown in supplying the honorable 
member for Moira with the information in 
regard to land settlement which was given 
in the communications. The very fact that 
the Premier mentioned the name of an ex­
officer of the Lands department, with respect 
to whom serious allegations were made 
against the Government, showed that he was 
endeavouring to obtain another opportunity 
of still further persecuting a man whom the 
Government had already persecuted. The 
statement made the other night about that 
ex-officer had been contradicted by sworn 
affidavits, which had been published in the 
newspapers, and yet no notice had been taken 
of them by the Government. (Mr. W. 
Madden-" The official papers can be seen 
by anybody.") The whole object of the pre­
sent action of the Premier appeared to be to 
find out whether the writer of one of the 
letters read by the honorable member for 
Moira was the ex-officer of the Lands depart­
ment whose name the honorable gentleman 
had mentioned. The Premier wanted the 
honorable member to declare the name of his 
correspondent in order that he might be 
handed over to the tender mercies of the 
Government. 

The SPEAKER.-The honorable mem­
ber .for Moira (Mr. Hall) promised, in ac­
c01·dance with my ruling; to lay the letters on 
the table. He laid certain documents on the 

, table which I informed him at the time were 
not sufficient, as they did not disclose the 

'names of the writers. The honorable mem­
ber then promised to give the names, but he 
has not done so. I wish the House either to 
uphold my ruling, or to relieve me from any 
responsibility in the matter by declaring that 
any honorable member may ill future read 

'letters or documents without placing them 
011 the table. 

Mr. BERRY submitted tl1at the honor­
able member for Moira could make the letters 
anonymous if he chose. 

The SPEAKER.-But the honorable 
member did not say they were anonymous. 

Mr. BERRY said the honorable member 
for Moira was the custodian of his own 
honour. He might have no objection to give 
the sentiments contained in a letter, but he 
might have good reason for not disclosing 
the llame of the writer. It rested with the 

, honorable member whether or not he would 
give the name of the writer. No member 
of the House had ever been treated as it 

was now attempted to treat the honorable 
member for Moira. 

The SPEAKER.-I will ca.ll the atten­
tion of the honorable member to a ruling 
which I gave on the 10th of May last, when 
the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr. 
McColl) read a letter in the course of de­
bate. The Minister of Customs raised the 
question that the honorable member ought 
to be called upon to lay the letter on the 
table of the House, and I gave the following 
ruling:- . 

"The que~tion raised is a peculiar one. The 
rule of the House of Commons is that if a Minis­
ter reads from a paper he is bound to lay it on 
the table afterwards, unless allowing its whole 
contents to be known would be damaging to the 
public service." 
Honorable members will understand the 
kind of circumstances under wMch it might 
be detrimental to the public service for a 
Minister to disclose the contents of a docu­
ment to the House of Commons. For in­
stance, if the paper contained anything 
affecting the foreign relations of the empire, 
it might be injurious to give publicity to 
its contents. I proceeded to say-

II But there is a difficulty in applying such rule 
to a private member, the House not having the 
same control over him that it has over a Minis­
ter. I think it will be my duty for the future 
when an honorable member is about to quote 
from a private document not to allow him to do 
so, unless he intimates that he will afterwards 
lay it on the table, other honorable members 
having the right to see it." 
The honorable member for Moira (Mr 
Hall) stated at the time that the documents 
which he read the other night were letters. 
He did not say that they had no signatures 
attached to them. 

Mr. BERRY remarked that he perfectly 
agreed with the Speaker'S ruling, but it did 
not contradict anything which he (Mr. 
Berry) had said. The rule laid down 
merely required that when an honorable 
member read a letter he should lay it on 
the table, so that other honorable members 
could have an opportunity of seeing what 
he had read. Laying a letter on the table 
under such circumstances was merely a 
formal matter. If an honorable member 
who read a letter chose to keep the name' of 
the writer secret, had he not a perfect right 
to do so? Did anyone say that an honor­
able member could not lay a letter on the 
table without divulging the name of the 
writer, especially when a member of the 
Government represented the same consti-

. tuencyas the honorable member who had 
read the letter, and when there might be a 
reason for his endeavouring to obtain the 
name of . the writer? He maintained that 
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the honorable member for Moira complied 
with the rule of Parliament when he laid on 
the table so much of the letters as he had 
read. Supposing that a meII,lber received a 
letter, part of which related to a public 
matter and part to a private matter, and 
that he read only the former portion, would 
it be contended that he was bound to lay the 
whole of the letter on the table? Such a 
thing would be monstrous. He (Mr . Berry) 
protested against the extraordinary action 
of the Premier. He never heard of such 
an arbitrary and unconstitutional course of 
procedure as an attempt to compel an hon­
orable member to disclose the name of a 
correspondent. If the honorable member 
for "Moira chose to make a letter anonymous, 
he had a right to do so; and the House 
might accept the letter for what it was 
worth. 

The SPEAKER.-I desire to remind 
the House that I laid down the rule to 
which I have now called attention at a time 
when. there was no party feeling in the 
matter in the House. That is the best time 
to lay down a rule. If the House desires 
to alter t,he rule, and say that an honorable 
m~mber may in future read any document 
reflecting on a Member of Parliament, or a 
public servant, or a private citizen, I, as 
Speaker, will act accordingly. As an 
indi vidual member I shall regret if the House 
arrives at that determination, but, if it does, 
as Speaker I will give effect to the decision. 
As Speaker I am guided by the will of the 
House. 

Mr. GRAVES stated that he desired to 
remind the House of the precise circum­
stances which occurred when the honorable 
member for Moira (Mr. Hall) read the 
letters in question, the previous Thursday 
night. ·While reading one of the letters 
the honorable member was asked what was 
the name of the writer, and he said that he 
would lay the letter on the table. The 
honorable member was again asked what. 
waS the name of the writer, and he replied 
" Brown." When the letters were laid on 
the table, it was found that one had never 
borne any signature, and that the signature 
to the other had been torn off. The honor­
able member's action was a gross violation 
of the Speaker's ruling. 

Mr. IUOHARDSON considered that 
the Premier was trifling with the time of the 
House by attempting to make this matter a 
question of privilege. The honorable gentle­
man complained that there was no signature 
to one of the letters ; but how could the 
honorable member for Moira (Mr. Hall) 

give the writer's name when he received the 
letter without a signature? What did the 
Premier want to know about the letter? 
His action showed that he wanted to get 
not at the contents of the letter, but at 
the writer or the letter and to intimidate 
hIm. (Sir B. O'Loghlen-" No.") The 
honorable gentleman could have no other 
object. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN rose to order. He 
desired to know if the honorable member 
for Oreswick (Mr. Richardson) was in order 
in saying that he (Sir B. O'Loghlen) wanted 
to get at the writer of the letter in order to 
intimidate him? 

The SPEAKER.-Of course it is not in 
order for an honorable member to impute 
motives to another honorable member. I 
would like the House to give its attention to 
the important question of parliamentary 
practice which has been raised by the course 
adopted by the honorable member for Moira 
(Mr. Hall). If the House wishes my ruling 

.to be upheld, it should insist upon the hon­
Ol'able member complying with it; if, on the 
contrary, it is the desire of the House that 
letters should be read without proper respon­
sibility on the part of the honorable member 
who reads them, I think that it should say 
so. There ought to be some rule to guide 
me in the future. 

Mr. RIOHARDSON contended that the 
Speaker's ruling had not been infringed. 
The honorable member for Moira did lay the 
letters on the table. 

The SPEAKER.-The honorable mem­
ber promised to give the names of the 
writers. 

Mr. RIOHARDSON remarked that the 
honorable member was taken by surprise 
when he was asked the names of the writers, 
and promised to give them. He (Mr. 
Richardson) was not aware that the honor­
able member had any objection to disclose 
the names, but it appeared that a correspon­
dent in the Age stated that he wrote one of 
the letters-the letter which the Premier 
supposed was written by Mr. McLean, late 
Orown lands bailiff. 

The SPEAKER.-The honorable mem­
ber for Moira (Mr. Hall) should have said 
so. 

Mr. RIOHARDSON submitted that the 
honorable member for JVloira had not trans­
gressed the Speaker's ruling, and that he 
ought not to be compelled to apologize for 
his action. 

Mr. BLAOKETT asked if it was com­
petent for the House to dispute the Speaker's 
ruling? 
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, The SPEAKER.-The House can dis­
agree with my ruling if it thinks proper to 
do so. 

Mr. BLACKETT expressed the opinion 
that some motion ought to be proposed as 
the ground for disputing any ruling given 
by the Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON stated that he did 
not pretend to disagree with the Speaker's 
ruling; on the contrary, he bowed to it. 
He, however, submitted that the honorable 
member for Moira had complied with the 
ruling, and that the Premier was trifling 
with the House by raising a question of 
privilege over the matter. The honorable 
gentleman's object seemed to be to prevent 
the Tramway Company's Bill being gone on 
with. 

Mr. HALL said he thought that, the 
previous Thursday, he fully complied with 
the ruling given by the Speaker on the 10th 
May. He desired to call attention to the 
latter part of that ruling, which was as 
follows :-

"I think it will be my duty for the future 
when an honorable member is about to quote 
from a private d9cument not to allow him to do 
so unless he intimates that he will afterwards lay 
it on the table, other honorable members having 
the right to see it." 

It would be observed that the Speaker did 
not lay this down as a positive rule, for he 
used the words" I think." 

The SPEAKER.-The Speaker has no 
will except the will of the House. When 
the Speaker says" I think," and the House 
assents to his opinion, that is the will of 
the House. 

Mr. HALL thought there was some 
reason for doubting whether the Speaker was 
positive as to the rule when he said" I 
think." 

The SPEAKER.-If the Speaker says 
"I think" so and so, and the House does 
not dissent, the opinion he expresses is un­
doubtedly the will of the House. 

Mr. HALL said that, whether the com­
munications which he read on Thursday 
evening were called letters or documents, 
he, at all events, laid on the table of the 
House all that he read. As to the signature 
to one of the letters, he tore it off two days 
before, having no idea that he would be re­
quired to lay it on the table. The other 
letter had no signature, and if he had put 
a name to it he would have committed a 
forgery. 

The SPEAKER.-The honorable mem­
ber need not have read the letter if it had 
no signat~re. 

Mr. BERRY remarked that honorable 
members read extracts from newspapers. 

The SPEAKER.-If an honorable mem­
ber reads an extract from a newspaper, tho 
name of the newspaper is stated; if he reads 
an extract from a book, he gives the name of 
the author of the book; and if he reads an 
extract from a letter, he ought to give the 
name of the writer of the letter, especially 
when he promises to do so. 

Mr. HALL stated that he had looked 
through the standing orders, and he found 
nothing in them to compel him to give the 
names of the writers of any private letters 
sent to him that he read in the House, or 
even to lay the letters on the table. Fur­
ther, he woul~ call attention to the following 
report of what occurred during a debate in 
the House of Commons on the 24th March, 
1879 :-

"Mr. H. SAJ\IUELSON read an extract from a 
report from a civil engineer. (Cries of 'Name, 
name.') He did not like to state the name of 
the gentleman at that moment, as he had left 
it behind him, and was not quite sure that he 
correctly recollected it. 

" Sir GEORGE BOWYER rose to order. He wished 
to know whether the honorable member was in 
order in appealing to a high authority, and then 
being unable to give his name to the House? 

"The SPEAKER said that the honorable mem­
ber was quite in order in referring to the docu­
ment. If, however, he did not give the name of 
the author, the House could take the authority 
for what it was worth." 

He thought this was a precisely similar 
case to the one now under discussion. In 
May's Parliamenta1'Y Pmc#ce, it was stated 
that-

" A Minister of the Crown is not at liberty to 
read or quote from a despatch or other State 
paper not before the House unless he be prepared 
to lay it upon the table. The same rule, how­
ever, cannot be held to apply to private letters 
or memoranda." 

The SPEAKER.-Will the honorable 
member quote further? 

Mr. HALL said he had 110 objection to 
do so, because what followed bore out his 
argument :-

" On the 18th May, 1865, the Attorney-General, 
on being asked by Mr. Ferrand if he would lay 
upon the table a written statement and a letter 
to which he had referred on a previous day in 
answering a question relative to the Leeds Bank­
ruptcy Court, replied that he had made a state­
ment to the House upon his own responsibility, 
and that the documents he had referred to being 
private, he could not lay them upon the table. 
Lord R. Cecil contended that the papers, having 
been cited, should be produced; but the Speaker 
declared that this rule applied to public docu­
ments only. Indeed, it is obvious that, as the 
House deals only with public documents in its 
proceedings,it could not thus incidentally require 
the production of papers which, if moved for 
separately, would be refused as beyond its juris­
diction." 
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If there was anything further in kI ay bear­
ing upon the question of oruer, he would be 
very glad. to read it, as he had no desire to 
omit anything which would either support 
or negative his contention. He thought he 
had now justified the position he had taken 
up, and that he had also complied with the 
Speaker's ruling in every respect by laying 
the documents on the table as he read them, 
concealing nothing. He had not shown the 
slightest disrespect either to the Speaker 
or to the House. He was sorry that the 
Premier,as leader of the Government and the 
House, had thought it worth his while to 
attack one of the youngest members of the 
House, and thereby waste a lot of valuable 
time. He did not know in whose interest 
the honorable gentleman had done so. The 
honorable gentleman's action seemed to 
point to some other motive than any he 
(Mr. HaJl) could conceive. He regretted 
that the business of the country had been 
delayed by a matter of such trifling impor­
tance. As to the names of the writers, what 
did they matter to the Premier, so long as 
he (Mr. Hall) stated that the letters were 
from reliable persons? If the Premier had 
looked at the Age, he would have seen that 
a gentleman had admitted that he was the 
writer of one of the letters. As to the other 
letter, he (Mr. Hall), could not swear who 
was the author of it, but he had an idea 
from whom it came. 

Mr. KERFERD said he. thought there 
was a good deal of force. in the argument of 
the honorable member for Moira (Mr. 
Hall). The honorable member, however, 
no doubt misled the House, the previous 
Thursday-perhaps unintentionally, and in 
the excitement of the moment-for, when he 
was reading one of the letters, he was asked 
to state the name of the writer, and he 
said-" I will lay the letter on the table." 
The impression c.onveyed by that statement 
was that the letter would show the name of 
the writer; but when the two letters were 
laid on the table it appeared tliat one was 
anonymous, and that the signature to the 
other had been torn off. To that extent 
the honorable member had bt)en wanting in 
frankness. If he had said at the time­
"There are no names to the letters," no 
question would have arisen. If the honor,· 
able member expressed his regret that he 
misled the House,. the matter might now be 
allowed to drop. 

Mr. DEAKIN apprehended tl1at the 
ruling given by the Speaker was one which 
honorable members on both sides of the House' 
would think it wise to maintain. Indeed, ~ 

like all the Speaker's rulings, it 'was based 
on the best of reasons. To understand it, 
however, honorable members must neces. 
sarily consider the object of· it. The sole 
reason for requiring an honorable member 
to lay on the table a private document which 
he quoted in the course of debate was to 
enable any other members who desir,ed to 
reply to him to see the exact words quoted­
not a word less nor a word more. It was 
admitted that the papers laid on the table 
by the honorable member for Moira (Mr. 
Hall) contained every word which he quoted. 
The honorable member, therefore, fulfilled 
all the requirements of debate, and acted 
with perfect fairness except in conveying the 
impression that the letters would show the 
names ·of the writers, and on that point 
perhaps the honorable member's promise was 
made under some misapprehension. 

Mr. WRIXON said the only importance 
which the discussion possessed was the pre. 
cedent which it might establish. There was 
no desire to unduly press the matter against 
the honorable member for Moira (M.r. Hall), 
for the honorable member might have fallen 
into a mistake, but undoubtedly he misled 
the House by laying on the table letters 
which had no signatures. The honorable 
member's conduct was somewhat analogous 
to the impropriety which a barrister would 
commit in a court of law if he read what 
purported to be a letter, and afterwards 
handed in a document without a signature. 
Though 1J1ay threw a doubt as to whether 
the rule requiring a Minister of the Crown 
to lay on the table of the House a document, 
which he used in course of debate, also ap­
plied to a private member, there could be no . 
doubt that the ruJe laid down by the 
Speaker was a wholesome and most ex. 
cellent one, and that it should be strictly 
observed. He therefore hoped that the 
House would unanimously support the 
Speaker's ruling. 

Mr. WALKER expressed the hope that 
the House would not sanction the reading of 
anonymous letters. He was the victim of 
one which reflected seriously on him as a 
parliamentary representative, and which led 
to the ruling given by the Speaker on the 10th 
of May. What was the object of quoting ado. 
cument in debate? He presumed that the ob. 
ject was that the authority of the author of the 
document might be given in support of the 
argument of the honorable member who used 
it. He did not want to enter into tIle merits 
of the present case, but he would point out 
that if, by any decision that was now given, 
sanction was. lent to the l'eading of 
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anonymous letters in the House a very.dan­
gerous precedent would be established, and 
one which would give rise to a very co.wardly 
mode of attack on honorable members or 

. persons outside. 
Mr. McCOLL observed, with regard to 

the remarks of the honorable member for 
Boroondara, that it was true that he (Mr. 
McColl) did on one occasion' read in the 
House a letter which was without a signa­
ture, because he knew that tlle person fro111 
whom it came was an honorable man whose 
word he could trust. Every statement in 
tllat letter wa,s confirmed, and' could not be 
denied. He might mention in connexion 
with the letter that so anxious was the 
Minister of Custo.ms to. kno.w the writer of 
it that the.ho.norable gentleman followed 
him (Mr. McColl) fro.m room to room in 
the building, and pressed him through 
friends, in order to obtain the name of the 
writer. The Minister thought the writer 
was in the Customs department, although 
such was not the case, and the only object 
he could have in view in trying to learn his 
name-because the facts were all he had to 
deal with-was in' order to prosecute or 
punish him. 
. Mr. GRAVES remarked tllat it was 

true that he did try to. find out the author 
of the letter refel';ed to by the honorable 
member for Mandurang (Mr. McColl), be­
cause, as he (Mr. Graves) stated at the 
time, the statements in it were untrue,. and 
they reflected on himself. Failing that, 
lie asked the honorable member for Man­
dm'ang to come down to the Custom-house 
and satisfy himself as to the facts o.f the 
case, and the honorable member did so.. 
The allegation in the letter was that he (Mr. 
Graves) had turned out the Inspector of 
Stock in order to make room fo.r a private 
company. After go.ing through the various 
rooms in the Custom-house and inspecting 
the arrangements, the honorable member 
said-" I regret extremely that I read the 
letter, because I find I have been misled, 
and the statements in it are untrue." 

Mr. McCOLL stated that what he ad­
mitted to the Minister of Customs, when 
he (Mr. McColl) went through the Custom­
house with him, was that the honorable 
gentleman's arrangements were right. He 
saw nothing, ho.wever, which contradicted 
any of the statements in the letter.. The 
letter principally affected the hono.rable mem­
ber for Boroo.ndara, and every statement in 
it was confirmed. 

Ur. QUIOK asked the Speaker whether 
it was his ruling that a member of the 
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House could not read an anonymous com­
munication ? 

The SPEAKER.-Cel'tainly he can; 
but he. should say that it is anonymo.ue . 

Dr. QUICK remarked that the ruling of 
the Speaker of the House of Commons in 
the case cited by the honorable member for 
Moira (Mr. Hall) was that an honorable 
member was quite in o.rder in referring to 
an anon~mous document, but that, if he 
refused to give the name of the author, 
the House could take the authority for what 
it was worth. No doubt the Speaker of the­
Assembly of this colony, in framing his 
rulings, paid some respect to. the rulings 
given in the House of Commons, and this 
seemed to be a case in point. 

The SPEAKER.-I intimated the last 
time this matter was before the House that 
the hono.rable member for Moira (Mr. Hall) 
should, in my opinion, give the names of 
the writers o.f the letters fro.m which he 
quoted. I do not want to press llim to give 
the names, but, if that course is no.t followed, 
I will regard the fact as an instruction from 
the House that in future honorable members 
are to be allowed to read what letters they 
please without being compelled to give the 
names of the writers. (Cries of "No.") 
Then, if tllat is not the wish of the House, 
the honorable member for Moira should be' 
compelled to give the names of the writers 
of the letters. 

Mr. PATTERSON asked what was to 
happen supposing that the honorable mem­
ber for Moira (Mr. Hall) could not give the 
names? 

The SPEAKER.-Then he must apolo­
gize to· the House for having read the 
letters. 

Mr. PATTERSON said he understood 
that the honorable member for Moira had 
already expressed his regret fo.r the course 
he toolc He would remind the Speaker of 
the expression in the ruling of the Speaker 
of the House of Commons that, if an anony­
mous document was read, " the House could 
take it for what it was worth." 

The SPEAKER.-I am sorry that the 
honorable member for Castlem~ine (Mr. 
Patterson) should intervene between the 
Speaker and the observance of proper order. 
I simply want a direction from the House as 
to the course to be follo.wed in future. If 
the House decides that letters can be react 
which may, perhaps, slander members of the 
House, civil servants, or other private indi­
viduals, without the authors of the letters 
being given, of co.urse I will allow such 
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letters iiO be read. In the meantime, how­
ever, I consider that it is improper to read 
such letters unless the honorable member 
who reads them is prepared to give the 
names of the writers, and so make them 
responsible to the House. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he begged to 
move that the honorable member for Moira 
(Mr. Hall)-' - (Ories of "Hall.") If the 
honorable member for Moira wished.to rise, 
:he (Sir B. O'Loghlen) was quite prepared to 
give way to him. If, however, the honorable 
member declined to rise, it would devolve 
upon him (Sir B. O'Loghlen), as the leader 
of the House, to propose a motion to support 
the ruling of the Speaker. 

Mr. FRASER observed that he was sure 
the honorable member for Moira (Mr. Hall) 
would rise and express his regret for what 
had occurred; but the Premier might allow 
him breathing time. (Cries of "Hall.") 

Mr. PEARSON remarked that, before 
the honorable member for Moira (Mr. Hall) 
rose, it would be as well to have it clearly 
defined what the honorable member was ex­
pected to do. No doubt the honorable member 
made a mistake in raising the expectation 
that he would give the names of the writers 
of the letters he read, when he did not after­
wards do so. The honorable member was 
bound to express his regret for having done 
that, but it was quite a different point if it 
was sought to be established that an honor­
able member could not read memoranda 
which were ~lOt signed. (Sir B. O'Loghlen 
-" He stated that they were letters.") No 
doubt the honorable member made a mistake 
in describing as a letter what was really a me­
morandum, and he should express his regret 
for doing so. 

Mr. LONGMORE (who rose amid cries 
of "Hall ") said that honorable members 
might cry "Hall" for a fortnight, but the 
minority were not going to be jumped upon 
by the majority of the House. Authorities 
had been read which exculpated honorable 
members from doing any wrong to the House 
in reading documents which had no signa­
ture. He (Mr . Longmore) apprehended that 
the honorable member who read such a docu­
ment took the responsibility if it contained 
anything which was calculated to bring 
discredit on Parliament. (Sir B. O'Logh-
1en-" You have only just come in, and 
don't know what has taken place.") He 
knew what was apparently about to be 
done. This was going to be a case of the 
" iron hand," and the Premier would not be 
allowed to take the course he apparently in­
tended to take. He (Mr. Longmore) would 

warn the Premier against rising to propose 
any resolution which might affect the posi­
tion of the honorable member for Moira (Mr. 
Hall), because, if the honorable gentleman 
proposed such a resolution, it would be 
discussed for a month. The honorable 
member for Moira read the letters which had 
been referred to altogether in good faith and 
without desiring in any way to do any injmy 
to the corporate honour of the House. If 
the letters were unsigned, perhaps there were 
good reasons why they were not signed. 
(Sir B. O'Loghlen-" Why did he not say 
the letters were anonymous?") The hon­
Ql'able member for Moira read the letters in the 
discharge of his duty, and, even if he made a 
mistake in his desire to shield those who. 
had written to him, that was no reason why 
he should now be called upon to make a 
humble apology to the House. The best 
course was to allow the matter to drop, and, 
if it was desired that in future any particular 
rule of conduct should be followed by hon­
orable members with regard to reading letters, 
a resolution should be adopted by the House 
on the subjectforthe guidance of the Speaker. 
If such a rule was laid down, it would be 
obeyed every whit as readily by the Opposi­
tion as by honorable members on the Minis­
terial side of the House. There was no 
knowing how much a resolution of the 
character of that which the Premier ap­
parently intended to propose might injure 
the honorable member for Moira, and the 
Premier should thinlr a little before moving 
it. If the Premier did propose a resolution 
it would be debated until the Christmas holi .. 
days, and the honorable gentleman would heal' 
things about his Government that he would 
not like. 

Mr. HALL remarked that he rose for the 
purpose of preventing any further loss of 
time, and not from any coercion, because he 
would not be coerced. He wished, however, 
to obey the ruling of the Speaker. The 
Speaker had stated that he (Mr. Hall) pro­
mised to give the names of the writers of 
the letters which he read the previous 
Thursday, and he believed that he did pro .. 
mise that, if he was asked,· he would give 
the names. He might point out that, up 
to the present, he had never been directly 
asked for the names. One of the letters, as 
was acknowledged by the author in the Age 
of that morning, was written by a gentleman 
named Knox. With regard to the other 
letter, he could not be positive about the 
name, but the name given to him as that 
of the author of the letter was Graham. 

a'he subject then dropped. 
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MELBOURNE TRAMWAY AND 
OMNIBUS COMPANY'S BILL. 

The further consideration of the report of 
the select committee on this Bill (adjourned 
from November 29) was proceeded with. 

The proposal of Mr. Tucker (see p. 2,623) 
to omit the portion of the amendment made 
by the select committee in clause 42 pro­
viding that each mile of tramway within the 
limits of the city of Melbourne should be 
reckoned as It mile in the division of 
profits among the local bodies, was put, and 
negatived without a division. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN drew attention to 
the amendment made by the select com­
mittee in clause 48 providing for the con­
stitution of a Tramways Board. The clause, 
as it originally stood, provided that the Gover­
nor in Council should nominate two members 
of the board, but the select committee had re­
duced the number to one. The other members 
of the board were to consist of two represen­
tatives of the Melbourne Corporation, and one 
representative of each of the suburban coun­
cils which had consented to the construction 
of tramways within their districts. In the 
first place, he would point out that this was 
a private Bill, and it attempted to create 
what, in his opinion, should be a public de­
partment. He did not know whether it 
was in accordance with parliamentary pro­
cedure for such a proposition to be made in 
a private Bill, but, even if it were, he sub­
mitted that it would establish a dangerous 
precedent for the House to sanction such a 
propositiQn as that contained in the clause. 
In England the Board of Trade dealt with 
such questions as it was proposed the 
Tramways Board should deal with, and he 
doubted whetherit was within the province of 
a private Bill to create what was tantamount 
to a public department. (Sir J. O'Shanassy 
-" The Tramways Board can only settle 
disputes.") The board was to do a great 
deal more. The Bill provided that the sanc­
tion by the board of all by-laws made by the 
company or the lllunicipalities, gave them the 
force of law. Practically, the Tramways 
Board was given powers which should apper­
tain to a public department, and which 
were exercised in England by a public de­
partment-the Board of Trade. The Presi­
dent of the Board of Trade was a member 
of the Cabinet, and the board had a parlia­
mentary secretary who was a member of the 
Administration. (Mr. Kerferd-" What 
has the State to do with this; it is purely 
a local matter ?") The State had every­
thing to do with it. The company had 

9 E 2 

power to make by-laws and regulations 
which were to have the force of law 
unless disallowed by the Tramways Board. 
(Sir J. O'Shanassy-" The by-laws must 
be within the powers of the Act.") Very 
objectionable by-laws might be made within 
the powers of the Act, and under the Bill 
the Government and Parliament would be 
powerless with respect to such by-laws. It 
was well known that objectionable by-laws 
had sometimes been made by local bodies, 
and when they were not 'ltitl'a vires the 
Supreme Court had ruled that, hpwever 
objectionable they were, they must startl., and 
there was no way of dealing with them 
except by an Act of Parliament. The pro .. 
posed Tramways Board would be practically 
a public department, and, as a public depart­
ment, it should be constituted of responsible 
Ministers. (Mr. Munro - " Responsible 
Ministers have quite enough to do already.") 
That might be so, but if there were more 
responsible Ministers the work could be more 
subdivided. He would point out that the 
proposed power was not even to be given to 
the local bodies, but to an irresponsible 
board. (Mr. Carter-" They will be re­
sponsible to the local bodies.") When a 
board was elected from a large number of 
local bodies, and one member was nominated 
by the Governor in Council, it would be 
seen that the amount of responsibility which 
each member would feel would be infinitesi. 
mal. (Mr. Carter-" vVhat do yon suggest 
instead ?") He thought the board ought 
to consist of three responsible Ministers of 
the Crown, and two or three leading men in 
public positions, such as the Mayor of Mel­
bourne. If the House was of opinion that 
there should not be three Ministers on the 
board-although Ministers in England were 
members of the Board of Trade-then 
there might be only one Minister and two 
leading departmental officers, say the En­
gineer-in-Chief and the head of the Survey 
office. It should be observed that, under 
the agreement between the company and the 
local bodie~ the latter might become the 
proprietors of the lines, and that, in that 
case, the action of the Tramway Board 
would simply mean the owners of the tram­
ways not only making their own by-laws, 
but also confirming them. Of course, they 
would never raise an objection to the work 
of their own hands. Under these circum­
stances, he thought the best plan wouM be 
to entirely alter the scope and shape of the 
clause. He begged, therefore, to move the 
omission from it of all the words relating to 
the constitution of the intended board, with 
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the view of inserting in their place provisIOns 
of the nature he had indicated. 

Sir J. O'SHANASSY remarked 'that he 
stated some time ago, froin memory, that the 
functions of the Board of Trade in England 
in relation to tramways were not at all 
analogous to those with which it was designed 
to endow the intended Tramways Board, and 
a subsequent examination of the Imperial 
Tramways Act showed him that his assertion 
was correct: For example, according to the 
Act, the Board of Trade did not trouble 
itself at all about tramway by-laws, save in 
the following case :-

"Notice of the making of any by-law under 
the provisions of this Act shall be published by 
the local authority, or the promoters making the 
same, by advertisement. According to the regu­
lations contained in part 2 of the sclledule (C) to 
this Act annexed, and' unless such notice is 
published in manner aforesaid, such by-law shall 
be disallowed by the Board of Trade." 

So that the sole object of the Board of Trade 
in the matter of by-laws was to secure a due 
amount of publicity. There was' formerly 
a somewhat similar relation, under the 
municipal law of the colony, between the 
Crown Law department of the Govern­
ment and the local governing bodies. It 
would therefore be perfectly correct to say 
that the amendment just indicated by the 
Premier would in no. ,yay establish the simi­
larity between the Board of Trade and the 
Tdtmwfl.y.s Board which he professed to,aim 
at. On the contrary, its effect would really' 
be to endow the Governor in Council with 
functions which the Central Government 
ought not to possess. Besides, it was not 
clear that the amendment would serve any 
public purpose. Supposing there was ground 
for fear that under the Bill, as it stood, the 
company would become too powerful, surely 
the danger would be greatly aggravated if 
their action was brought into the region of 
politics. vVhat the select committee had 
in view was simply the formation of a 
tribunal that would fairly represent all the 
local interests concerned. 

Mr. CARTER expressed the hope that 
the amendment would be withdrawn, because 
he failed to see why the local bodies, who 
were at present deemed by the State to be 
the proper custodians of the streets, should 
be regarded as disqualified to continue in 
that capacity when tramways were laid down 
upon them. If the control of cabs, omni-

. buses, and other public vehicles of the kind, 
was fitly in their hands, why should not t.he 
control of tramcars stand in the same light? 
Surely the matt.er was entirely a municipal 
a~air, and in 110 sense a national one. 

There could be no doubt the interests of the 
public would be perfectly safe with the Tram­
ways Board, because the municipal members 
of it wonld be continnally subject to re­
election by their constitnents. In fact, the 
constitution of the board proposed in the 
clause as it stood was one of the few good 
points the Bill possessed. To ask the Ex­
ecutive to deal with such affairs of detail as 
the granting of licences to tramway d!'ivers 
would be like setting a steam hammer to 
crack a walnut. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he wished to 
set the honorable member for Belfast right 
with respect to the powers and functions of 
the Board of Trade with relation to tramway 
by-laws. The Imperial Act on the subject 
contained the following provision:-

'I No such by-law shall have any force or effect 
which shall be disallowed by the Board of 
Trade within two calendar months after a true 
copy of such by-law shall have been laid before 
the board, and a true copy of every such pro­
posed by-law shall, not less than two calendar 
months before such by-law shall come into 
operation, be sent to the Board of Trade, and 
shall be delivered to the promoters of such tram­
way if the same was made by the local authority, 
and to such local authority if made by the pro­
moters." 

The Board of Trade therefore possessed 
absolute power over by-laws relating to 
tramways. 

1\£1'. KERFERD stated that he saw no 
reason why the Premier should wish to cast 
additional work-in the shape of additional 
duties-upon Ministers of the Crown. Was 
not their path thorny enough under existing 
circumstances? Inasmuch as it had been 
the policy of the Legislature for many years 
past to divest the Central Government of all 
control in local matters, by handing them 
over exclusively to the municipal bodies of 
the country, it would be most unwise to 
depart from that rule with respect to the 
present question. Moreover, would it not 
be dangerous to render Ministers liaNe to a 
vote oE no-confiderice on account of their 
action in relation to a local tramway affair? 

Mr. LAURENS observed that the object 
the Premier had in view could only relate to 
matters of detail with respect to tramway 
management, because the Government had 
altogether failed to respond to the challenge 
made to them from time to time to indicate 
the tramway lines they objected to. Under 
these circumstances, he (Mr. Laurens) 
thought that the Legislature, having, with 
its eyes open, given the local bodies the 
control of the streets, ought not to seek to 
interfere with that authority with regard to 
tramways. 



Melbow'ne Ti'amway dhd [DECEMBER 6.J 6mnzb~t8 Compa1~y;8 'Bill. 27i7 

. Mr. vVALSH said lie was surprised 
at the action or the Premier, because he 
would have expected the honorable gentle­
man to rather desire to relieve the Govern­
ment as much as possible from jurisdiction 
in local matters. A Minister of the Orown 
was ordinarily said to be responsible, but iJ,l 
no sense could he be regarded as truly re­
sponsible to the persons most interested in 
the operation of a Tramways Act, because 
he would necessarily be entirely beyond the 
criticism or censure of the ratepayers of any 
particular locality. It was to be hoped 
the Premier's crude amendment would be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BENT thought the expression 
" crude" was not at all applicable to a 
proposition the effect of which was to carry 
out what had been the policy of the Central 
Government for many years. However, as 
honorable members generally seemed indis­
posed to support the Premier's attempt to 
guard the interests of the public, it was not 
probable the honorable gentleman would 
think it worth while to press his amendment 
to a division. 

Mr. NIMMO 'stated that he was far from 
regarding the Premier's amendment as at 
all crude. On the contrary, it embodied a 
really excellent proposition, because the 
general community ought to be. reprcsented 
on the Tramways Board in a manner different 
from municipal representation. (Mr. Gillies 
-" Apply that argument to the Harbour 
Trust.") The Harbour Trust was a body 
entirely apart from a tramway board. The 
point was that the body that governed 
tramways would have to deal largely with 
matters of a general rather than a local 
character. 

Mr. LANGRIDGE remarked that he 
was unable to support the Premier's amend­
ment, although he would gladly vote for a 
proposition from the honorable gentleman 
to throw over the Bill altogether. Had the 
Government done tbeir duty, the measure 
would never have reached its present stage. 
He (Mr. Langridge) would mention that he 
thought the Governor in Council ought to 
be able to nominate two members of the 
Tramways Board instead of only one, as the 
select committee proposed. 

Mr. TUCKER expressed the opinion 
that the Premier intended to perpetrate a 
joke. Surely if he thought the proposed 
Tramways Board would be an improper body, 
he ought to have given the second reading 
of the Bill his strenuous opposition. The 
amendment was simply an attempt to over­
ride the principles of local goveinment, 

Seeing that the principal part of the Bill 
had yet to come before the House, he would 
suggest to the Government the propriety of 
taking in hand a public measure, which 
should supersede the company's Bill, and 
refunding the company the costs they had 
already incurred. A Bill which dealt with 

. the question from a public stand-point had 
come down to the Assembly from another 
place ; but the company's Bill dealt with it 
from the narrowest possible private stand­
point-the stand-point of all for the company 
and nothing for the public. There bad been 
loud protestations from the Government 
against monopolies, but every division 
showed that a delightful difference of 
opinion prevailed on the Treasury bench. 
He considered it would be folly to pass 
such an amendment as that proposed by the 
Premier. In connexion with such matters 
as tramways, municipal government was far 
better than any other kind of government, 
for the reason that municipal councillors 
had experience in such matters. Honorable 
members had only to look at the condition 

. of the municipalities around Melbourne, and 
of the city itself-though that was somewhat 
behind the suburbs in municipal talent-to be 
satisfied thattherewere numbers of gelltlemeh 
well qualified to sit on the proposed Tram ways 
Board, who performed a very large amount of 
arduotts work for which, as a rule, they re~ 
ceiyecl very little thanks. 

Sir Bryan O'Loghlen's proposal was 
negati ved, and the select committee's amend­
ments in clause 48 were agreed to with the 
exception of that which provided that the 
Governor in Council should nominate Olie 
instead. of two members of the board. 

Mr. TUCKER inquired or the honorable 
member in charge of the Bill whether it was 
proposed to pay the membe!'s or the Tram­
ways Board certain fees? (Mr. Gillies­
" Yes.") In tbat case, seeing that the 
House had increased. the number of the 
board by one, would it not be necessary to 
increase the total sum which would be pay­
able in-fees? 

Mr. GILLIES replied in the negative. 
Mr. LAURENS observed. that, as he 

understood the last arrangement come to by 
tbe local bodies, the members of the Tram­
ways Board were not to be paid. 

The committee's amendments in clause 
49, and their amendment inserting new 
clause A, were agreed to. 

On the committee's amendment insert~ 
ing new clause B, 

Mr. CARTER proposed that the amend­
ment be amended to read as follows:- . 
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"No person wbo shall be a member of, or . 
otherwise beneficially interested in the company, 
shall be capable of being or continuing a mem­
ber of the Tramways Board, or an auditor, re­
feree, or arbitrator." 

The proposal was agreed to. 
The committee's amendments in the 1st 

and 2nd schedules were also agreed to. 
Discussion took place on the committee's 

amendment to insert a 3rd schedule, which 
was as follows :-

"Fare not exceeding 3d.for any si-ngleJourney on 
tltefollowing lines:-

" Flinders-street rail way station to N ortbcote­
bridge, Clifton Hill. 

"Flinders-street rail way station to Victoria­
bridge, Richmond. 

"Flinders-street railway station to intersection 
of Sydney and Moreland roads, Brnnswick. 

" Flinders-street rail way station to intersection 
of Flemington and Boundary roads, Hotham. 

"Flinders-street rail way station to intersection 
of Nicholson and Reid streets, North l!-'itzroy. 

" Flinders-street rail way station to in tersection 
of Johnston and Hoddle streets, via Carlton. 

"Flinders-street rail way station to intersec­
tion of Hathdown and Church streets, North 
Carlton. 

"Flinders-street railway station to Hotham 
Town Hall, via West Melbourne. 

"Spencer-street railway station to intersection 
of St. George-road and Scotchmer-street, North 
Fitzroy. 

"General Post-office to Hawthorn-bridge, 
Richmond. 

" General Post-office to intersection of Chapel 
and Wellington streets, Windsor. 

" General Post-office to intersection of High 
and Carlisle streets, St. KHda. 

"General Post-office to intersection of Brid­
port and Montague streets, Emerald Hill. 

"Omnibus-office to intersection of Beach­
street and Hailway-place, Sandridge. 

"South Yarra rail way station to intersection 
of Toorak and Irving roads, Toorak. 

" Esplanade, St. Kilda, to South Yarra railway 
station. 

., Fm'e not exceeding Id.fo1· any single iow'neyon 
I'ollowin.q line:- -

.. Spencer-street rail way station to intersec­
tion of Flinders and Swanston streets, via Flin­
ders-street." 

Mr. TUOKER proposed- that the con­
sideration of this amendment should be 
postponed. He submitted that it would be 
inconvenient to deal with the question of 
fares until the tramways and branches, pro­
vided for in the 1st schedule, with respect 
to which some alterations were contemplated, 
had been finally disposed of. Alterations 
might be made in that schedule which would 
necessarily govern the House as to what the 
fares should be. 

Sir J. O'SHANASSY suggested that 
the question of fares could be dealt with on 
the third reading of the Bill. 

Mr. GILLIES observed that the amend­
ment had been before the House some 
time; auel every honorable member had 

made up his mind, more or less, on the 
question of fares. If the schedule were 
p~ssed now, honorable members would not 
thereby be precluded from altering it at a 
subsequent stage if that course were deemed 
necessary. 

# Mr. CARTER advocated the postpone­
ment of the schedule, as it was likely to be 
the subject of a long debate which would not 
terminate that night. 

Mr. ZOX suggested that whatever dis­
cussion was likely to arise should be com­
menced at once. 

Mr. GARDINER supported the proposal 
for postponement, on the ground that public 
opinion was divided on the question of fares, 
and because he believed the subject was one 
which would be discussed at public meetings 
in the course of a week or so. 

Mr. LANGRIDGE said he would move 
that" 2d." be substituted for" 3d." in the 
first line of the schedule. 

Mr. TUOKER rose to order. He 
submitted that his proposal for the post­
ponement of the schedule must take prece­
dence. In the evidence given before the 
select committee it was estimated that the 
number of passengers which the company 
would convey yearly was 30,000,000, and for 
that number of passengers every farthing 
meant £30,000. It therefore became a ques­
tion what reduction of fares should be made. 
Oertainly there was nothing in the evidence 
to support the proposal that there should 
be a uniform charge of 3d. He was given 
to understand that it was proposed to ex­
tend the North Fitzroy tramway beyond the 
terminus at present provided for, along St. 
George's-road, to the northern boundary 
of the city of Fitzroy; also to extend the 
Nicholson-street line to the same bouudary ; 
and he thought it only fair to ascertain 
what other extensions were to be determined 
upon before dealing with the question of 
fares. It was only after the liues had 
been determined upon that the question of 
fares would properly arise. For that reason 
he moved that the consideration of the 
3rd schedule should be postponed for the 
present. 

The SPEAKER. - The more correct 
mode would be to move that the debate be 
adjourned. 

Mr. TUOKER moved that the debate be 
adjourned. _ 

The House divided on the motioll-
Ayes ... 16 
Noes ... 38 

Majority against adjournment... 22 
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Mr. Carter, 
" Dow-1 
" Garainer, 
" Hall, 
" Jamesz 
" Langridge, 
" Longmore, 

McColl, 
" McKean, 

Mr. Bent, 
" Blackett, 
" Bosisto, 
" Brophy, 
" Cameron, 
" Cooper, 
" Fincham. 
" Francis, 
" Gibb, 
" Gillies, 
" Grant, 
" Graves, 
" Harper, 
" Harris, 
" Kerferd, 
" Laurens, 
" Macgregor, 

AYES. 

Dr. Quick, 
Mr. Tucker, 
" Williams, 
" Wrixon, 
" A. Young. 

Telle1's. 
Mr. Bell, 
" W. M. Clark. 

NOES. 

Mr. W. Madden, 
" Mirams, 
" Munro, 
" O'Callaghan, 
" Officer, 

Sir B. O'Loghlen, 
Mr. Orkney, 
Sir J. O'Shanassy, 
Mr. Patterson, 
" Richardson, 
" L. L. Smith, 
" Toohey, 
" Wallace, 
" Walsh, 
" Wheeler, 
" Zincke. 

" McLean, Tellers. 
SIr C. Mac Mahon, Mr. Shiels, 
Dr. Madden, " Zox. 
;Mr. LANGRIDGE moved that" 2d." 

be substituted for" 3d." He said that at 
present the ordinary cab fare was 3d. from 
six o'clock in the morning until midnight, 
and the company who were the promoters 
of the Bill were enabled to pay their share­
holders large dividends by charging a 3d. 
fare for long journeys in their omnibuses. 
He, therefore, thought that the House would 
be justified in not allowing the company to 
charge the same fare by their tramcars, con­
sidering the great powers and privileges 
which the Bill would confer upon the com­
pany, and the probability of tramcars being 
worked much cheaper than omnibuses. The 
company would virtually have the entire 
control of the streets of Melbourne and .the 
suburbs, and a monopoly of the carrying 
powers, for the next 21 years.' He had 
seen it stated that in Sydney, where the fare 
was only 2d., the tramcars realized a profit 
of 17 or 18 per cent. last year. They were 
worked by steam motors, but he did not 
know that the cost was a great deal less 
than that of horse-power. There could be 
no doubt, however, that the promoters of the" 
Bill would in a short time ask for authority 
to work their tramcars by some other means 
than horse-power. It would be a great mis­
take for the House to sanction a 3d. fare, 
but he thought it would have been more con­
venient to discuss the .question of fares after 
fixing the various tramway routes. It would 
be reasonable to vary the fares to some ex- . 
tent in accordance with the distance travelled. 
For instance, he did not think the same fare 

should be charged from Spencer-street rail­
way station to Parliament House as to North 
Fitzroy. 

Mr. BLACKETT considered that the 
honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. 
Langridge), as one of the opponents of the 
Bill, was acting inconsistently in proposing 
that the tramway fare should be 2d., instead 
of 3d., because one of the arguments against 
the measure had been that the tramways 
would compete severely with the cabs and 
with the suburban railways. If they would 
compete with a 3d. fare, the competition 
would be still more formidable if the fare 
was only 2d. He thought there might be 
some modification made in the fare, in accord­
ance with the length of the route, althougll, 
on the other hand, it might be a.rgued that 
the fare ought to he uniform on the same 
principle that postal rates were uniform. . 

lVIr. TUCKER, in supporting the amend­
ment, remarked that the evidence given be­
fore the select committee showed that the 
company expected that the tramways would 
destroy the cab traffic even with a 3d. fare, 
and, if that would be the result, it would be 
no detriment to the cabmen to limit the fare 
to 2d. 

Mr. KERFERD asked that the debate 
might be now adjourned, in order that the 
Statute of Trusts Bill might be dealt with. 

Mr. GILLIES intimated his willing­
ness to consent to the adjournment of the 
debate. 

Mr. CARTER said he regretted that, 
only a few minutes previously, the honorable 
memtJer for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) opposed a 
reasonable request for adjournment. He also 
regretted that many honorable members 
studiously kept out of the House when the 
Tramway Company's Bill was on. They 
came in when the division bell rang, and, 
without knowing anything about the merits 
of the question at issue, they simply looked 
where the honorable member for Rodney 
was, and went and voted accordingly. His 
(Mr. Carter's) reason for voting in favour 
of an adjournment on the division which had 
just taken place was that he thought honor­
able members would put themselves in a 
ridiculous position by deciding what the fares 
should be before they determined the various 
tramway routes. 

Mr. GILLIES mentioned that he pro­
mised the honorable member for Ballarat 
West (Major Smith) that he would agree to 
anadjoul'llment ata quarter past nine o'clock, 
,in order to allow the honorable member to 
bring forward a measure that he had on the 
paper. 
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Mr. KERFERD stated that the honor­
able member for Ballarat West (Major 
Smith) had agreed to give way to him. 

The debate was then adjourned until 
Wednesday, December 13. 

MINERS' RESIDENCES BILL. 
1\fr. RICHARDSON moved for leave to 

introduce a Bill to make provision for locating 
miners' residences where l11ining was con­
ducted on private property. 

Major SMITH seconded the motion, 
which was agreed to. . 

The Bill was then brought in, and read a 
first time. 

STATUTE OF TRUSTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Mr. KERFERD moved the second read­
ing of this Bill. He said that the object of 
the measure was to enable trustees under a 
will to in vest tl1e trust funds on real securi­
ties. The Bill was a transcript of an 
English Act. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Bill 
was read a second time, and committed. 

On clause 2, declaring it lawful for a 
trustee, executor, or administrator to invest 
the trust funds on real securities in the 
colony of Victoria, when the instrument 
creating the trust did not expressly forbid 
such investment, 

Mr. FRANCIS said he doubted whether 
the exercise of the power which the clause 
gave would be any improvement on the 
existing practice. At present trustees in­
vested money on mortgage, the usual rule 
being for them not to advance 1110re on any 
property than two-thirds of its value; but 
if a trustee bought property he could not 
expect to buy it for less than its value, and 
there would therefore be some risk in con­
nexion with the purchase. 

At this stage, the time allotted for giving 
precedence to private members' business 
having expired, progress was reported. 

LAND ACTS CONTINUATION AND 
AM~NDMENT BILL. 

NINTH NIGHT'S DEBATE. 

The debate on Mr. W. Madden's motion 
for the second reading of this Bill, and on 
Mr. Riehardson's amendment that the Bill 
be read a second time" this day six months" 
(adjourned from November 30), ''Yas re­
sumed. 

Mr. JAMES.-Mr. Speaker, if the second 
reading of the Bill is carried the honorable 
member for Collingwood (Mr. Mimms) will 
have an. opportunity of bringing forward the 

proposition of which he has given notice, 
and therefore it is not my intention at pre­
sent to enter into the subject of leasing the 
Orown lands. The land question is one of 
very great importance, and I regret that 
there is not that interest taken in it either 
in this House or the country that I would 
like to see. All the exertions which the 
Government have made have· failed to gal­
vanize anything like life into the question. 
It is quite possible that they may carry the 
second reading of the Bill, but whether it 
will ever become an Aet of Parliament in 
anything like its present form is extremely 
doubtful; indeed, it is impossible that it 
can become law if the majority who support· 
the Government are true to their convictions 

. on the land question. When a Government 
bring in a Bill which is one of the leading 
measures of the session, some nrdent ad vo­
cates of that measure are generally to be 
found amongst their supporters j but, strange 
to say, it is difficult to find a single member 
on the Ministerial side of the House who is 
in accord with the present Land Bill. In 
fact, I cannot call to mind a single member 
who has endorsed the whole of the Govern­
ment land policy. A number of honorable 
members have sketched out plans of their 
own which, in their opinion, are greatly 
superior to the Government proposal, but 
many of them have said that if they could 
not carry tb,eir own suggestions they would 
support the Government scheme as the next 
best. I don't think it is very complimen­
tary to the Government for statements of 
that kind to be made by their own supporters~ 
When one honorable. member referred to 
the 3rd clause of the Bill, which contains 
the leading principle of the measure, the 
Ohief Secretary interjected that it could be 
altered in committee. From that remark it 
looked as if the Government intend, if they 
are pushed, to give way on one of the main 
features of the Bill. Is that the case-is 
it the fact that they do not intend to stand 
by what is generally regarded as a vital part 
of the measure? Then the question arises 
-Is it a proper proposal? Is it one which 
should be adopted by this Honse? Is it one 
which, if passed into law, will be ill the in­
terests of the people of this country? I 
am not prepared to say that it will not be ; 
but I do say that an important Bill of this 
kind-a measure disposing of the remaining 
portion of the public territory-ought not to 
be dealt with by a moribund Parliament. IIi 
a very short time honorable members must 

. go before. their constituents to ask their 
opinion upon the leading questions of the 
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day, and, amongst others, the land question. 
Is it to be supposed that the country has 
no opinion on this subject? Although at 
present it may appear to treat the matter 

. with a great deal of indifference, I think we 
shall find that, if the country has an oppor­
tunity of speaking out on the Land Bill 
before it becomes law, the nexl Parliament 
will be in a far better position to deal faith­
fully with the remaining territory in the 
interests or the public than this House can 
do now. . . 

Mr. BENT .-The country wants the Bill 
passed. . 

Mr. JAMES.-I differ from the honorable 
gentleman on that point. I confess I have 
been unable to find out that the country is 
anxious to have the Bill passed. It may be; 
but surely if the people were in earnest in 
wishing to see the Bill passed they would 
have displayed a lively interest in behalf.of it 
before now, after all the speeches which have 
been made on the measure in this House. I 
believe that the country is hoping tl1at the 
.minority will yet be converted into a majority, 
and that the Bill will be defeated on the second 
reading. The Government, if they please, 
may then dissolve Parliament, and appeal to 
the country. That would be a perfectly fair 
course to adopt. I submit, however, that this 
House has no right to deal with the Land 
Bill. I don't mean that we have absolutely no 
Tight to deal with it, because we have a right 
to do almost anything; but I ask-Shall we 
act in the interests of the country if we pass 
this Bill into law when Parliament will soon 
expire by effiuxion of time? As I have 
already said, speeches have been made on the 
Bill by a number of the supporters of the 
Government, or rather quasi supporters­
half-and-half supporters. Amongst them 
are members who have had considerable ex­
perience both as landowners and land legis­
lators~ some of whom have urged that the 
remaining Orown lands should be classified. 
I believe that the honora ble member for Ores­
wick (Mr. Richardson), when Minister of 
Lands, had an eye to that business-that he 
wished, in the interest of future selectors, 
to classify the land, and that he entered 
upon the preparation of a scheme which he 
hoped, when perfected, would commend itself 
to the judgment of 110norable members. 
However, the Government to which the 
honorable member belonged were ejected 
from office before he had an opportunity of 
carrying out hi~ plan, and theil: places were 
taken by the present occupants of the 
Treasury bencll. It appears to me that the 
balance of evidence is greatly in favour of 

classifying the lands wl1ich yet remain to be 
selected. It is said that the best lands 
have already been alienated, and this is the 
reason why the Government propose that 
the maximum area of selection shall be 
increased from 320 acres to 640. They 
contend that 640 acres of the land which is 
left are only equal to 320 acres of some of 
the land already selected. That is· all very 
well to a certain extent, but, while a great 
portion of .the best lands of the country 
have already been selected, there is a large 
quantity of land still left which may be said 
to be of. first-class .. quality. On the other 
hand, a very large portion of the 9,000,000 
acres which the Minister of Lands speaks 
of as the area of agricultural land still 
remaining for selection is second-class, third­
class, and land. of very inferior quality. I 
have been at some pains to look into the 
evidence bearing on this question which ha(3 
been obtained from time to time, and it shows 
that the quality of the land varies greatly in 
different parts of t.he country. To the north 
and north-east, and, I believe, in portions of 
the north-west, there is land of excellent 
quality, but, in consequence of the nature 
of the climate, it has not hitherto produced 
what it might be made capable of producing. 
A great deal has been said about the land 
in the eastern parts of the colony, and 
especially in Gippsland. In that portion of 
Gippsland known as South Gippsland there 
is a large quantity of land still unoccupied 
that will be available for selection very soon, 
as was demonstrated during the discussion 
as to the proposed Great Southern Railway. 
'Vith respect to land further east, say in 
portions of North Gippsland, in the ranges, 
and in the Beechworth district, I may men...: 
tion that last March~the Tariff Oommission, 
while sitting at Bairnsdale, took the evi­
dence of a large number of persons as to the 
capabilities of land in that portion of the 
colony for cattle, maize, hops, and other 
products. Amongst the witnesses was a 
gentleman named Stirling, who designated 
himself a selector and squatter. He told 
the commission that he had been in the dis­
trict for many years, that he had selected 
320 acres of land, and that he occupied 
100,000 acres as a Orown tenant. Now what 
evidence did that gentleman give? I don't 
know that his statement was disproved-I 
don't know that any witness was called 
to disprove it - or that there was any 
doubt on the part of the commission as to 
the truth of the statement. The evi­
dence of this gentleman shows that a 
large quantity of the land in the North 
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Gippsla.nd district is of the poorest possible 
quality, although there are no doubt river 
flats and other patches of land of the richest 
character. One of the witnesses when 
speaking of the rich agricultural deposits 
along the rivers and lagoons stated, I believe, 
that the area of such land in the Gippsland 
district amounted to about 40,000 acres. If 
that be the fact, it is surely only a very 
small area, considering the vast extent of 
the whole district. When Mr. Stirling was 
giving his evidence as to the poor nature of 
the land on which his cattle were grazing­
the 100,000 acres he rented from the Orown 
as a pastoral tenant-the chairman of the 
commission asked-" Then it takes 50 acres 
for one head of stock?" to which the witness 
replied-

"Yes. The land unimproved in a season like 
the present . . . • . is utter1y worthless. 
Animals would starve if you did not provide 
places to keep them alive till there was more 
moisture and the grass grew ~gain." 
I do not know whether land of tllat nature 
is included in the 9,000,000 acres of agri­
cultural land which the Minister of Lands 
says still remain in the hands of the Orown; 
if so, the amount of real agricultural land 
still available is ,overstated. Again, the 
Lands Oommission of 1878, in the inquiry 
they instituted, ranged over the country from 
end to end, and took an exhaustive body of 
evidence. Amongst the evidence given to 
that commission was that of Mr. T. Vv. 
Oooper, land officer at Sale, who stated that 
the a pproxima te area 0 f the land in the Gi pps­
land survey district waS 9,916,000 acres. 
He remarked, however, that of this area 
there were 7,000,000 acres unavailable for 
selection, leaving only 2,196,000 acres at 
that time available for selection throughout 
the whole of the Gippsland district. This 
shows that the area which would be of any 
value for selection would be very circum­
scribed indeed, so that this House should be 
particularly careful not to rush through a 
Bill which has for its object the alienation of 
the land in the quickest possible time. Mr. 
Oooper was supported in his evidence by the 
distrid surveyor, Mr. Thompson, who was 
asked-" You think 10,000 acres would be 
little enough ?"-that is for a small squat­
tage, to which he replied-

"Yes, I think that even that alone would be no 
use, but in combination, say, with a selector 
having his 320 acres, it might be attended with 
advantage." 
The evidence of these gentlemen goes to 
show that the area of land available for 
selection in Gippsland is very limited, al­
though that part of the country has been 

Mr. James, 

paraded as the garden of Victoria. No doubt 
as I have said, ther~ is good land there, but 
it is very moderate in quantity. Then take 
another portion of the colony-the Beech­
worth district. Mr. Morris, the district' 
land officer there, who was examined by the 
Lands Commission, stated that his district 
comprised something like 4,000,000 acres. 
From what I have seen of the Beechworth 
district, and I have travelled a great deal 
through it, I may say that I believe a large 
proportion of the land there will, by-and-by, 
be valuable for settlement. Although a 
large quantity of the land is mountainous 
and barren, there are many portiol}s of the 
district which are very rich, and closely re­
semble the Bungaree soil. Mr. Morris stated 
that out of the 4,000,000 acres in the dis­
trict there were about 800,000 acres which 
were no good, and Mr. Forrest, Orown lands 
bailiff, expressed the opinion that 1,500,000 
acres of the total area consisted of very in­
ferior grazing land. I ask again, consider­
ing the limited quantity of agricultural land 
remaining, is it wise to adopt a system by 
which the land will become alienated more 
rapidly than perhaps has ever been the case 
before in the colony? Adopting the Minis­
ter's estimate that there are 9,000,000 acres 
of agricultural land still available, I find 
that under the 320-acre system of selection 
that area would afford selections for about 
28,000 or 30,000 selectors. Assuming the 
present system of alienation to go on, I 
think that would provide for the require­
ments of the colony during the present 
generation, and still leave a nice balance for 
the coming one. Under the Government 
proposition to double the area of selection, 
however, the number of selectors who could 
take up land would be reduced to 14,000. 
There would not be land available for even 
that number of new selectors, because it is 
proposed to allow every selector under the 
Land Act of 1869 to take up another 320 
acres. The Minister of Lands has also spoken 
of the system of " family selection," and no 
doubt most honorable members-at least 
those who do not go in for leasing-believe 
ill the principle of family selection within 
certain limits. Under the existing Act a 
man can take up 320 acres of land, and his 
childreil above the age of 18 can each select 
a similar nrea adjoining or as near a.s pos­
sible. Where families are large, no doubt 
that is a useful provision, but if family se­
lections are allowed at the rate of 640 acres 
each what will be the result? I fancy this 
House would hardly be inclined to sanction 
the selection of 6,000 or 7,000 acres of land 
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by one family, as would be possible under the 
Bill. That would be building up large estates 
with a vengeance. Of course it would be 
very well for those who would be fortunate' 
enough to get the land, but it would be a 
great injustice to those who came later on 
and found the door shut and all the land ap­
propriated. I havo calculated that, taking 
the Minister's estimate of the quantity of 
land remaining, only one family in 40 would 
be able to select, and to the other 39 we 
would have to say-" You may go into the 
mallee 01' into the mountains." I would 
again urge upon the Government the neces­
sityof classifying the land. In fact, I think 
that, with that object in view, they might very 
well adopt the amendment of the honorable 
member for Creswick, and allow the Bill to 
lapse until the new Parliament assembles. In 
the meantime the Government would have 
an opportunity of referring the question of 
the classification of the public lands to their 
officers not only in Melbourne but in various 
parts of the country, and of asking them to 
bring up a system of classification. If that 
were done, the question of dealing with the 
remaining lands could then be considered 
under much more favorable circumstances 
on a future occasion. The report of the 
Lands Commission contains some sugges­
tions which I think are worthy of considera­
tion at this particular juncture. Speaking 
of the eastern district of the colony, the 
commission say-

IC Throughout all these loca.lities, agricultural 
settlement has taken place to some extent, and 
is still proceeding in the narrow valleys and fiats, 
on the banks of streams, on the level grounds, 
on the roIling lands, and on the lofty plateaux. 
The maximum al\otment~320 acres-however, is 
too small in these localities to enable the settlers 
to make a good living; and, if their position is 
not bettered in some way, they will, in most cases, 
have to abandon their holdings. The fair agri­
cultural land, however, is too limited in extent 
to admit of larger agricultural allotments being 
granted; but settlers can have their position 
vastly improved in a different manner, viz., by 
enabling them to take up grazing rights varying 
from 1,000 or 2,000 up to 10,000 acres each in 
extent upon the hilly and more elevated regions, 
either in their own immediate neighbourhood or 
at distances greater or less, as the case may be, 
from their agricultural holdings. These grazing 
ri~hts would enable them to combine pasturage 
WIth tillage." 

Here there is a distinct statement signed not 
only by the chairman, but by every member 
of the commission, that there is not suffi­
cient land left, in their opinion, to extend the 
atea of selection generaliy beyond 320 acres; 
and that where 320 acres are not sufficient 
for a man to maintain his family, facilities 
should be given for taking up on grazing 
licenoes in th~ more barren parts of the 

country additional areas varying from 1,000 
to 10,000 acres in extent. With respect 
to how the pasture lands should be taken up 
the commission state-

" Here again there was a very marked consen­
sus of opinion in favour of the system of free 
selection. As seyeral of the persons examined 
pointed out, if the proposed small runs or graz­
mg areas were to be let by auction or tender! 
men of small meam~-that is, the agricultura 
selectors-whom it is mainly intended to benefit 
by the new system, would be shut out. The small 
runs would become aggregated together in the 
hands of a few wealthy competitors; and the 
policy of the State in the manifold subdivision 
of the pastoral lands for the occupation of a 
numerous body of yeomen graziers would be 
frustrated. " 
This bri ngs me to anC)ther portion of the 
Bill, namely, that portion dealing with the 
mallee country. The Minister of Lands, 
after stating how it wa.s intended to appro­
priate the mallee country, said-
"It is proposed that leases of these areas 

shall be disposed of in a similar manner to the 
licences for pastoral lands in the open country J 
but I contemplate submitting an amendment 
which will allow the smaller areas to be taken 
up by selectors, so that the persons we design 
them for-men of small means-may succeed in 
getting them instead of being outbid by persons 
of large means." 
I quite agree with that proposition, and I 
only wish the honorable gentleman had 
gone a little further. I think he would 
have done far greater justice to himself, and 
to the people of the colony, if he had made 
his proposition general, instead of confining 
it to the mallee country alone. I think I 
have said sufficient to-night to show that 
the fair proposition which the Minister of 
Lands makes with regard to small men 
in the mallee country should also be ex­
tended to the selectors in the other parts of 
the colony, where there is also a very large 
quantity of land valueless for agriculture, 
and where at present such land is almost 
entirely in the hands of large land-holders. 
The object of the Bill should be to make 
the land available for the masses-to settle 
as many people as possible upon it. The 
honorable member for Creswick said-

"N 0 reasons have been shown why the mallee 
should be dealt with in the method proposed in 
the Bill, and why other portions of the country 
should not be dealt with in the same way." 
Those are the words of a gentleman who 
has given the land question a great deal of 
careful consideration, who has been Minister 
of Lands, and who is himself an occupier of 
land, and therefore I hope the Minister of 
Lands will give the honorable member's 
opinion the attention it deserves. The 
honorable member also stated-

"If the Government had extended that system 
to the whole of the Crown lands-if they had 
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continued the maximum area of selection at 820 
acres, and given men the opportunity of either 
taking up 320 acres or occupying land in the 
manner I have described-I think the wants of 
the country would have been met for the 
present" 

It seems to me that that suggestion is pru­
dent, and full of common sense. . For my 
part, I am one of, apparently, a very small 
minority who see no reason why there should 
be special legislation for the mallee country. 
I do not object to the proposition which the 
Minister of Lands makes of leasing the lands 
in the mallee in the way he proposes, but why 
not adopt the same principle all round? 
Some honorable members profess to know a 
great deal about the mallee country, but I 
venture to say that, if the facts were known, 
there is hardly one of them who has seen 
niore than the outskirts of it. Why does not 
the Minister· of Lands extend his proposal 
with regard to the mallee to other parts of 
the colony? The mallee is not so 'difficult 
to clear as some other parts of the country. 
(" Oh 1°") I know what the mallee is. It 
consists of a number of little'trees which can 
be cut down for 5s. an acre. I know that 
Mr. Skene, the Surveyor-General, has esti­
mated the clearing at at least 30s. an acre, 
but practical men, with hard hands and 
sinewy arms, who live in the district, have 
told me that they can cut down the scrub for 
5s. an acre, and burn it off for another 5s. 

Mr. W. MADDEN.-The roots must 
come out. 

Mi·. JAMES.-I know that cutting down 
the scrub does not clear the land, but there 
is a plough, which I have seen at work, 
which will plough land with the roots in the 
ground. Practically, the whole of the land 
is ploughed by this instrument except the 
portions occupied by the roots, and after the 
land has been' ploughed for two or three 
successive seasons, the roots will perish, and 
can then be taken out. I may state that 
the farmers are jubilant over the success of 
the new implement, and say that it solves 
the difficulty. If the mallee can be got 
under the plough there is no more productive 
land in the colony, provided that there is a 
sufficiency of moisture. The same thing 
cannot be said for many of the mountainous 
districts in which the Minister of Lands 
proposes to lease the land by auction, and, 
unless small men are given a chance of 
getting 1,000 acres or so in those districts, 
fair justice will not be dealt all round to the 
whole of the colony as it ought to be. The 
honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. 
Mirams), in the course of his speech, made 
one statement which I was sorry to heal' 

coming from that honorable member, and to 
find also corroborated by the Ohief Secre­
tary, a former Minister of I.Jands. He 
stated that no selector ought to be allowed 
to take up land unless he could show that 
he had sufficient cap~tal, proportionate to 
the quantity of land he wanted to select, to 
work it profitably. Does'such a statement 
as that do justice to the class of men 
generally who have gone on the lands of the 
country? A man may have in his p!?ysical 
strength and adaptability for the pursuit an 
amount of capital sufficient, with only a 
very small amount of money, to pull through 
all the difficulties of a selector, and are we 
to say to such a man that we will not 
allow him' to go on the land unless he 
can produce a certain sum of money? 
I think the honorable member for Colling­
wood made such a statement altogether 
without consideration. I could understand 
it coming from a squatters' advocate, but it 
is certainly unworthy of a liberal member of 
this House. To whom are we indebted for 
the settlement of the land in this colony but 
to men who had scarcely ~ £5 note in their 
pocket-men who had been beaten at the 
mines, beaten in the towns, and beaten at 
every other pursuit until, at last, they cried 
" Weare off to the lands," and there found 
at length their true avocation? 'rhe present 
'Minister of Lands, whenhe was land officer in 
the Horsham district, gave evidence himself 
before the Lands Commission that mcn who 
had started with little or no capital on the 
land were still holding on, and complying 
with the conditions of the Land Act as well 
as those who went on the land with money. 
It is not money which will enable a man to 
succeed on the land. Give the honorable 
member for Collingwood £1,000, and place 
him on a selection in the bush, and I 
guarantee we would soon find him back 
wanting to get into Parliament, 01' trying to 
get some' other way of earning a living, 
while, at the same time, a man who under­
stood his business, and went on the laud 
with little or no capital save his two hands 
and a couple of hardy boys, would succeed. 
In conclusion, I hope the Government will 
receive kindly the advice given to them by 
the honorable member for Creswick, and will 
withdraw this Bill, leaving' the country to 
decide on the question. I.E the electors 
affirm their proposals, it will be so much the 
better for the Government, and, at the same 
time, justice will be done to the country. 

Mr. GRA VES.-Sir, the honorablemem­
,bel' for Ballarat East (Mr. James) asks the 
Millistry to withdraw their Bill for six: 
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months, in accordance with the proposal of 
the honorable member for Oreswick (Mr. 
Richardson), but I would remind the House 
that this measure has been already before the 
country for a considerable time. As I will 
endeavour to show, this is no new measure­
no "new-fangled idea" - but a measure 
which has been before the country for ten 
years. This is a Bill to continue and amend 
the Land Act of 1869 and the Acts amend­
ing the same, and I think that I will show 
that the alterations and amendments which 
the Government propose in the present land 
system - which is generally admitted to 
have been fairly successful in settling the 
country-are based upon a correct judg­
ment, arrived at from the experience of the 
Lands department, of what the country 
requires. I am extremely glad, at least, 
that the' honorable member for Ballarat 
East did not go in for the leasing system 
ad vocated by the honorable member for 
Oreswick. The latter honorable member 
urged that the State should keep the land in 
its own hands, and that men should occupy 
it from the State as is done at present in 
. some parts of India. He remarked that, 
in India, where tenants hold from the Orown 
as leaseholders, they are fairly prosperous, 
but where they hold as freeholders they are 
in poverty. 

Mr. RIOHARDSON.-I did not advo­
cate the Indian system for this country. 

Mr. GRAVES.-The honorable member 
commended the system in India, and unless 
he advocated it for this country I am at a 
loss to know why he referred to it. The honor­
able member for Ballarat East referred to 
the quantity of Orown land still unoccupied. 
I believe the Minister of Lands stated that 
the quantity of unoccupied Orown land 
amounts to about 30,000,000 acres, which 
may be divided into three classes-namely, 
10,000,000 acres, roughly speaking, suitable 
for selection; 10,000,000 acres of rough 
country which is almost unfit for settlement; 
and 10,000,000 acres of mallee. With re­
gard to the mallee country, the Minister of 
Lands explained the views of the Goverll­
ment. We do not propose to put it up to 
auction and give it to large squatters, but 
that it should be held in comparatively small 
areas. It is impossible to designate in the 
Bill what the area should be, in consequence 
of the difference in the character of the 
country, but it is proposed that the holdings 
in the inner mallee shall be such as will 
carry from 1,000 to 2,000 sheep. Men 
who 11ave been accustomed to sheep in this 
country know that the inco}lle from .1,000 

sheep is, roughly speaking, only about £200 
a year. The honorable member for Bal. 
larat East asked why the malIee country 
should be specially dealt with. The reason 
is that it is overrun with rabbits and wild 
dogs, owing to whose ravages it has been 
denuded of its population, and is now prac­
tically unoccupied. I may also mention 
that I have had a good opportunity of learn­
ing the character of the malIce country-early 
in my colonial life I was interested in that 
part of the colony-and I have never seen 
the excellent land which the honorable mem­
ber for. Ballarat East describes as being 
there. There are some patches of good land, 
but the greater part that I saw was com­
posed of spinifex ridges and poor barren soil. 

. It would be impossible to' settle the mallee . 
in the same way as other portions of the 
colony, and we, therefore, propose to' utilize 
that district, which is, at present, returning 
no revenue at all to the Orown, by allowing 
people to go upon it and improve it, giving 
them long leases and charging a low rent. 
The honorable member for Oollingwood (Mr. 
Mirams), speaking of the soil in the Gipps­
land country, referred to it as worth a very 
great deal, but I rna y tell him that his remarks 
can only, as a rule, refer to patches of river 
land. Frequently there may be found there 

. blocks fully worth £10 an acre, while tIle 
adjoining territory back from the river is 
almost un saleable. His argument so far 
cannot, therefore, be taken to be of general 
application. I went the other day to· look 
at land in Gippsland, which was as rich as 
any in the colony, but I found the country 
half a mile off to be such that no one 
will take it up. I apprehended, when the 
present debate opened, that the leasing 
proposals of the honorable member for 001-
lingwood would get a considerable share of 
support in certain quarters of the House, 
but we don't find that to be quite the case. 
Even among the few honorable members 
who backed them up, there seems to be 
little unanimity. For example, the honor­
able member for Oreswick, in advocating 
that the State should keep the land in its 
own hands, can hardly be said to propose true 
leasing. On the other hand, the honorable 
memberforvVest Bourke (Mr. Deakin), when 
he propounded leasing with the condition, 
first, that at the termination of the lease the 
Orown tenants should get compensation for 
improvements, and, secondly, that if they 
took up a reserved tenancy they should 
pay an increased rent according to the 
improvement in the value of the land result­
ing from. causes other than and outside 
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those created by labour or capital, supported 
his views by referring to the leaseholders in 
the lowlands of Scotland as a prosperous 
tenantry. Other honorable members have 
spoken of leases in perpetuity, but that is 
not leasing at all. With reference to the 
condition of the lowlands of Scotland, I 
have taken the trouble of reading up some 
of the facts of the case, and I find its 
satisfactoriness by no means clearly made 
ont. The leases in this portion of Scotland 
are for 19 years, and the farms are in a 
thoroughly improved state, but among the 
obligations imposed on the leaseholders 
are the strictest rotation of crops, and a 
great number of other arbitrary stipulations 
p.nd arrangements that make their posi­
tion onc of the most unsatisfactory kind. 
In illustration of what I meau, I may refer 
to the matter brought before the world on 
April 18, 1872, by the London Daily 
Teleg,.aph, namely, that the Hon. Nesbit 
Hamilton had suddenly terminated the te­
nancyof Mr. George Hope, of Fenton Barns, 
the foremost farmer in Scotland, whose 
family had been on the estate for a century, 
and also that of Mr. Sadler, of Ferrygate, 
the evictions being solely on political 
grounds. In both cases the tenants' im­
provements were confiscated without compen­
sation. This occurred in the very district the 
honorable member for West Bourke cites as 
evidence of the satisfactory position of lease­
holders. Cases of that sort tend much to 
prove that I am correct in asserting that 
people come to this colony to go upon the 
soil-not as leaseholders, but as occupying 
owners. The best writers on the subject 
whose works I have read all speak of occnpy­
iug owners as the bone and sinew of the 
country in which they happen to be. They 
improve and work their own soil in a way 
that would be impossible with them were 
their tenure a temporary one instead of one 
for the loss of which, in many cases, money 
could not compensate them. I notice that 
the honorable member for Collingwood has 
republished, in the form of a little pamphlet, 
the speech on the leasing question which he 
delivered. a few weeks ago, and to which I 
listened patiently for some five or six hours, 
but I find that the honorable member has 
also, as the secretary of a building society, 
issued another publication which contai.ns a 
statement to the following effect :-" Shares 
£25 eac]l, compound interest; every man 
his own landlord." The honorable mem­
ber for I~allarat East expressed a doubt as 
to the right of the Government to propose 
land legislation at the present time, but does 
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he bear in mind that a Land Bill has been 
practically proposed by each of the last three 
Ministries, who have respectively described 
the subject as urgently demanding immediate 
attention? I think I can show, before I 
sit down, that wllat the Government advo­
cate is neither more-nor less than what their 
predecessors during the last six years either 
actually propounded to the House or else 
clearly indicated to the country. The hOh-

. orable member might as well have also men­
tioned that the land law now in existence 
will expire shortly, and that it will hardly do 
to let the whole thing fall to the ground. 

Mr. JAMES.-The existing Act has 
been renewed two years running, and the 
same thing can be done again. 

Mr. GRAVES.-Well, the present Ad. 
ministration have to take care that the land 
of the State does not fall out of occupation, 
especially in the mallee country. What did 
the Lands Commission of 1878 say? Their 
report asserts that unless some assistance is 
given to the farmers in the north-eastern 
district, where a selection of 320 acres is not 
sufficient to maintain a man, the consequences 
will be disastrous. Therefore, it will not be 
sufficient for the Government to ask the 
Hous'e to renew the existing land law. It 
is plainly their duty not only to propose an 
extension of the holdings, but to press a mea­
sure of the kind on the House for adoption at 
the earliest moment. We would. have pushed 
on the Land Bill long ago, but, as honor­
able members are aware, progress with the 
Rail way Bill was insisted upon, and Minis­
ters can only bring on business as the House 
will take it. We wanted the Railway Bill 
and the Land Bill to be considered on alter­
nate nights, but honorable members refused 
to allow of the arrangement, although, had 
they consented to it, we would, I am sure, 
11a ve made much greater progress. The 
honorable member for Ballarat East also 
spoke of honorable members on the Minis­
terial side as each having different views 011 

the land question. But what about the 
honorable members on his side? Has not 
everyone Of them got his particular ideas 
on the subject? For example, if I under­
stood the honorable member for Castlemaille 
(Mr. Pearson) aright, he told us that the 
existing land system was intended to settle 
farmers on the land, but it had signally 
failed to do so, because, out of every eleven 
persons who took up land three threw up 
their selections and four transferred them, 
while the remaining four held to the land 
and lived on it. Well, what, upon the 
strength of that, was his land proposition? 
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To sell the land to the highest bidder at no 
less than a certain upset price, and to im­
pose a progressive land tax to prevent any 
one buying too much. So that there is a 
greater diversity of opinion on his own side 
than the honorable member for Ballarat East 
appears to reckon upon. 

Mr. HALL.-On what ground then do 
you expect to get the Bill read a second 
time? 

Mr. GRAVES.-We will endeavour to 
get the second reading passed. It is our 
duty to do so. The statement that the land 
system the colony has been carrying on for 
the last dozen years has failed is one which 
cannot, I think, be justified. From my point 
of view, the system has not been a failure, 
but a success. I quite admit that it is 
almost impossible to keep the land occupied 
solely by the persons whom the State wishes 
to see placed there, because the power of 
money prevents it. Over the whole world 
the vexed question of the land laws exists, 
and experience goes to show that restraint 
by means of such laws is practically sub­
ordinate to the power of money, not in the 
sense of money overriding the law, but in 
that of the natural and inevitable relation 
betwe~n cash and impecuniosity. Still our 
land system has been fairly successful. The 
Lands Commission of 1878 stated in their 
report as follows :-

" With regard to the first branch of the inquiry, 
viz., as to the permanency or otherwise of settle­
ment under the Land Act, the present aspect of 
settlement in the localities where land selection 
has most largely taken place within the last four 
or five years is that of permanency. Generally 
speaking the bona fides of the great majority of 
the selectors in taking up lam:! for settlement 
does not admit of doubt." 
There is indeed ample evidence of the great 
progress that has been made. Let me call 
the attention of the honorable member for 
Moira (Mr. Hall) to what settlement under 
the existing land system, which the Bill 
proposes to continue and extend, has done 
for llis district. In 1871, the population of 
Moira WIlS 3,352 persons, and the grain it 
produced was 393,851 bushels; but in 1881 
the population had increased to 22,772 per­
sons, and the grain produced to 2,46G,479 
bushels. The honorable member for Castle­
maine spoke of 4 out of every 11 selectors 
transferring their holdings, and the question 
arises to whom was the land transferred? 
I have been at great pains to obtain statistics 
ou the subject, and I altogether refuse to 
accept the statement that the transfers have 
been to the large land-holders. , 

Mr. WILLIAMS.-That is uniformly 
the case in my district. 

Mr. GRA VES.-That must be for the 
main part a pure assumption. It is contra­
dicted by a great deal of evidence. Cer­
tainly such is not the case in the north­
eastern part of the colony. Let me on this 
point quote the testimony given by the 
Minister of Lands of the first Berry Govern­
ment-I refer to the honorable member for 
Ripon. Speaking of what the Administra­
tion of that day had in view, the honorable 
gentleman made the following statement :-

"It was their intention in dealing with the 
public lands to offer every facility to the mll.ny 
to make money from sheep and cattle as well as 
the few. There were in the hands of the squat­
ters 20,000,000 acres, which were held for the sum 
of £100,000. On the other hand, there were only 
6,000,000 acres in the hands of selectors, who paid 
eighteen times more for their land than the 
squatters did before it was taken up. It was the 
intention of the Government to deal with it 
during the incoming session." 

Upon a later occasion he spoke in this cham­
ber as follows :-

"The transfers that take place are in almost 
every insta.nce from one member of a family to 
another, or from one selector to a neighbour. 
It is not, to be ~upposed that we can have 5,000 
families annually going upon the land and all of 
them making a living at it." 

And he added that the balance of the trans­
fers constituted something that no honorable 
member need be frightened of. As for the 
ex.tension of the area of selection, I may say 
that I have lived amongst selectors for 
the last sixteen years, and my experience is 
that the selector who relies upon his one 
crop of grain a year can barely keep afloat, 
while one bad year destroys him. To be 
successful he must unite stock raising with 
grain raising, and he cannot do both on 320 
acres. To ask a vast number of the small 
farmers to make the experiment of doing it 
is downright cruelty. The honorable member 
for Collingwood told us the other day, to my 
great surprise, for I thought I knew to the 
contrary, that Belgium affords great proof 
of what can be done with the soil under the 
leasing system. I had always understood 
that the land in that and other continental 
countries was very largely in the hands of 
occupying owners. Perhaps, however, the 
honorable member will change his tone when 
I read the following passage from Wallace's 
Land Nationalization :-

" Belgium is another striking example of what 
can be done under the most adverse circum­
stances, under the infiuence of property in the 
soil. Much of the country consists of loose 
white sand just like the sands of a sea-shore. 
This sand has been so greatly improved by 
laborious cultivation Rnd manure that it cannot 
be distinguished from soil naturally of good 
quality." 

Then what does the latest work dealing with 
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the land question-The Economics qf In­
d1tstl'.Y, by A. and M. P. Marshall-say of 
the scheme with which the honorable mem­
ber proposes to galvanize the colony from 
end to end? It contains .the following 
passage :-

" While the greater part of the land in Eng­
land is owned by a comparatively small number 
of men, the land on the Continent and in new 
countries is divided among a very large number 
of the population. . . . Occupying pro­
prietors are a saving class. In countries in which 
occupying proprietors abound, their savings are 
very large. ]'01' the man who labours with his 
bands there is no savings bank whose attractions 
can compare with the land. The magic of pro­
perty turns sand into gold. The occupying pro­
prietor Gan give every hour of labour, every 
peimy of capital that he has to spare to his land, 
and be sure of baving the fruits of his exertion 
and self-denial ever before him. He loves his 
land, and takes pride in it: his choicest amuse­
ment on a holiday is to walk round it, and rejoice 
in it. Leasing is a very cold-blooded affair com­
pared with theapplicationof earnings to the land 
by the proprietor thereof, who works over it and 
Hves upou it, who feels that it is all his, and shall 
be his children's after him. Neither the imagina­
tion nor the affections are addressed very power­
fully by the leased laud. 'rhe absence of 
occupying proprietors is thus a loss to England 
in many ways, but it were useles$ to repine at it. 
All history shows, however, that the hope of 
purchasing a small piece of land or a cottage and 
garden, on which he may retire in his old age, is 
one of the strongest inducements that a working 
man 'can have to lead an industrious, temperate, 
and frugal life. Yet the English working man 
is practic:1lly debarred from this hope. But the 
greater part of the holdings on the Continent 
have generally the advantage of beingowned by 
those who cultivate tbem. It bas aheady been 
remarked that the occupying proprietor has in 
land a constant source of pleasure and excite­
ment, and the safest and most convenient of 
savings banks. He invests his capital and 
labour in his land, without requiring as high a 
profit on his capital as the weal thy farmer would, 
and without expecting as high wages for his toil 
as would be demanded by the hired labourers. 
'rhe largest gross produce is obtained in some of 
those districts in which there is an intelligent 
and ene1'l~etic race of occupying proprietors j 
for their untiring zeal keeps on applying more 
labour to the land long after the return from it 
has diminished so far that a capitalist would have 
ceased from further cultivation. If a vote could 
be taken from all economists throughout the 
world, it would probably be given in favour of 
the system under which the land is owned by its 
cultivator, whether in large farms, as in new 
countries, or in small plots, as in old, and this 
view is now generally adopted." 

I have now nothing more to say of the leas­
ing system, except that it has been intro­
duced here by an honorable member whom 
we have always regarded as a pretty astute 
politician-I was going to say agitator; but 
I apprehend he is not likely to get his no­
tions endorsed by a majority of the commu­
nity. They, I think, will be rather inclined 
to regard it as another phase of the cry of 
"town versus country." He may be able 
to persuade S01;ne of his constituents in 
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Collingwood that men in this country will 
contentedly spend the best days of their lives 
on a leasehold, with the knowledge that as it 
increases in value apart from their labour 
and. improvements their rent will be raised 
upon them; but the people of the interior 
are not likely to be persuaded by any tales 
to that purpose he can tell them. True some 
selfish freeholders may go in for stopping 
selection as likely to enhance the value of 
their property, but their numbers are bound 
to be very few. 

Mr. MIRAMS.-How long would our 
land last under the selection proposed in the 
Bill? 

Mr. GRAVES.-Whether the time is 
long or short, the point is that what the Go­
vernment propose is identical with what the 
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry)' 
proposed-no matter how much he is on the 
balance now-in about the ablest speech he 
ever made, when he told the electors of 
Stawell that his Government-

"Were the men who were determined to con­
tinue settling people on the lands in the future 
just as they had done in the past." 

Mr. HALL.-But that is not what the 
Bill proposes? 

Mr. GRAVES. - I think I can show 
pretty clearly that that, and nothing more, is 
just what the Bill does propose. (" Ad­
journ.") I have some other points to touch 
upon, and the hour being late, I will move 
the adjournment of the debate. 

Major SMITH said he thought the 
Minister of Customs ought to have stated 
previously that he would move the adjourn­
ment of the debate. He (Major Smith) felt 
himself injured by the fact that he had been 
waiting in the House for an hour in order 
to have the opportunity of proposing the 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to, and the debate 
was adjourned until the following day. 

The House adjourned at ten minutes past 
eleven o'clock. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 
Thursday, December 7, 1882! 

Assent to Bill-Naval and Al'tillery Forces-·Rn,ilway 
Construction in Gippsland: Proposed Appointment 
of Seleet Committee - Railway Construction Bill: 
Examination of Witnesses at the Bar-Motion of No· 
Confidence in the Ministry: Adjournment of tho 
House. 

The PRESIDENT took the chair at twenty­
five miuutes to five o'clock p.m., and read 

. the prayer. 
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ASSENT TO BILL. 
The PRESIDENT informed the Council 

.that he had received from the Governor a 
message intimating that, at· Government 
House, on the 6t.h December, His Excellency 
gave his assent to the Mining Companies' 
Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill. 

NAVAL AND AR'l'ILLERY 
FORCES. 

The Hon. F. T. SARGOOD moved-
" That there be laid before this House'returns 

in the following form :-1. A return of all officers 
of the Victorian naval forces (exclusiye of the 
Naval Reserve), giving name, rank, len~th of 
service in the Hoyal Navy, rank while In the 
Royal Navy, date of retirement from the Royal 
NavY', date of appointment or transfer to colonial 
serVICe, if passed through the course of instruc­
tion as carried out at Portsmouth and Chatham, 
date of such passing, if qualified in gunnery, and 
date of so qualifying. 2. A return of all officers 
of the paid Artillery force, giving name. rank, 
length of service in the Royal Artillery, in which 
branch-horse, field, or garrison-rank while in 
the Itoyal Artillery, date of retirement from the 
Royal Artillery, if passed through a course of 
gunnery at the school of gunnery at Shoebury­
ness or Woolwich, and date of passing." 
He said that, in view of the legislation 
which would shortly take place with respect 
to the defences of the colony, it appeared 
advisable to ascertain the qualifications of 
the officers indicated in the motion. 

The Hon. R. S. ANDERSON seconded 
the motion, which was agreed to. 

RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION IN 
GIPPSLAND. 

The Hon. J. CAMPBELL moved-
"That a committee be appointed to inquire 

into and repor.t upon the proposed Beacons"field, 
Drouin to I"oowong, 'Warragul to Neerim, and 
Moe to Narracan lines of railway, and -upon the 
relative merits of tramways and railways for the 
special requirements of those districts; such 
committee to consist of the Honorables F. T. 
Sargood, W. A. Zeal, W. Ross, J. A. Wallace, 
N. Thornley, and the mover, three to form a 
quorum; with power to send for persons, papers, 
and records, to move from place to place, and to 
sit on days on which the Council doe!! not meet." 

He said-Mr. President, in bringing this 
motion before the House I would like, at 
the outset, to put myself right with the 
Ministry. It has been mentioned to me 
that the apparent object of my proposition 
is to embarrass the Government, but I beg 
to assure them that nothing is further from 
my mind than to do anything of the kind. 
The Government have my very hearty 
sympathy, and I would be the last man to 
embarrass them in any shape or way. Since 
they have been in office they have done 
good work, and as far as I can I will afford 
them support. But I was greatly struck, the 
other evening, with the evidence given by 
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Mr. Callanan at the bar of tIle House with 
respect to tramways. He seemed to me to 
develop, in rather a striking way, ideas 
which, although not new, have not been so 
completely led up to before, when he spoke 
of tramways which could be constructed for 
from £120 to £300 per mile. He made out 
rather a bad case in so far as he was without 
any definite data to go upon, but since then 
a good deal of information on the subject 
'has been furnished to us. In the first place, 
Mr. Alex. Stewart, of the Bass River Saw .. 
mills, Queensferry, in a letter to the A1'gUS, 
has giyen an estimate tIlat the cost of a 
tramway, 2ft. 6in. in gauge, would be £299 
per mile. He adds- .. 

"This is the maximum cost, and, when CO,:1-
structed, the tramway will be capable of carrying 
six tons without injury on bogie trucks." 

Then Mr. D. Frazer, of Longwarry', Gipps.; 
land, saw-mill and tramway owner, states 
that the cost of a tramway 3 feet in gauge 
would run from a minimum of £102 to a; 

maximum of £123 6s. per mile; and, lastly, 
Mr. Trinca, saw-mill and tramway proprietor, 
also of Longwal'ry, estimates that the cost 
of tramway construction would be £144 8s. 
per mile. These estimates seem to me well 
worthy of the consideration of the House. 
I don't suppose the tramways referred to in 
them to be such as the Government would 
lay down, but ~f we were to double-nay, 
increase sixfold-the 11ighest price I have 
mentioned, we would still have a price in .. 
finitely less than that of the lightest line of 
railway scheduled in the Bill. I formerly 
Pl~oposed the appointment of a committee of 
four honorable members to look over railway 
routes, and the proposition fell through, but 
I think the position I now take up can be 
well maintained. For example, the com .. 
mittee I indicate will be composed of honor .. 
able members in whom the House has every 
confidtmce. I know that objectiOlls have 
been raised to the appointment of a com .. 
mittee at all. That offered by Mr. MacBain 
I must, however, confess myself quite unable 
to follow. The notion that there are con­
stitutional reasons against such a proceeding 
appears to me quite out of the way. I am 
sure it will be admitted on all hands that 
this House either has, or ought to have, the 
power of doing that which will save the 
country many thousands of pounds, and for 
which the country, as a whole, would be very 
thankful. I happened the other day to 
mention my. views about the committee to 
the Minister of Railways, and he at once 
said that, were such a body appointed, he 
would afford them every facility. As to 



Railway Oonstru9tion [COUNCIL.] in Gippsland. 

the objection offered by the A1'gUS, to the 
effect that there are officers of the State 
available to give us all the information 
we can want, I think this House would 
have more confidenee in what the proposed 
committee would, if they were appointed, be 
able to tell them, than they could possibly 
place in the evidence of any number of 
Government officers. Of whom would the 
committee be composed? One of the pro­
posed members is Mr. Sargood" who, I 
believe, has special information gathered 
during his recent travels in the old country. 
':[hen there are Mr. vVallace and Mr. Ross, 
~Qth practical, shrewd, and common sense 
men. Besides there is Mr. Zeal, who has 
large professional experience in' connexion 
~ith railways, and who would be able to 
keep down exaggerated statements and indi­
cate leading points. Mr. Thornley also is 
a skgled judge of the matters with which 
the committee would have to do. As for 
myself, I would be happy if some one were 
put in my place. Another objection is that 
there is no precedent for appointing such a 
committee. But we are told on the highest 
authority that British government stretches 
" from precedent to precedent," and there­
fore, if the plan commends itself to our 
judgment, I don't see why we should not 
make a precedent in its favour. To repeat 
what I said once before, the course I pro­
pose is unquestionably one which would 
inevitably occur to the directors of any large 
company placed as we are placed, as the 
best they could possibly follow. Mr. Cuth­
bert has pointed out in a very effective way 
that juries are often far better able to decide 
the matters remitted to them when t,hey 
have viewed them in the light of surround­
ing local circumstances. I know that many 
honorable members particularly wish to see 
what I propose carried out because they 
have a deep sympathy with the needs of 
Gippsland. I ask the Government to calmly 
consider and weigh how they will endangeJ; 
the interests of the selectors of Gippsland 
if they oppose the very fair proceeding my 
motion has in view. I don't, think it will 
take more than a fortnight to make the 
inquiry. The thing might be done during 
the Christmas recess or perhaps just after­
wards. 

Mr. PEARSON.-It is more likely it· 
would last two or three years. 

Mr. CAMPBELL.-That is quite out 
of the question. Even if exactly the course 
I recommend is1not the very best open to us, 
it is highly desirable that some experiment 
should be. made in the same direction. Look 

at the hundreds of thousands of valuable 
acres in Gippsland that are as yet unopened. 
The land is splendid, and settlement upon 
it would greatly enrich the community, but 
if such settlement must wait for railways, it 
will have to wait a century. Yet, from what 
we have already gathered, it appears ex­
tremely probable that this vast area of fertile 
soil would be utilized at once if we could 
open up communication with it by means 
of tramways. And there are many other 
parts of the colony to which these remarks 
are applicable. For example, there is the 
Australian Alps country. I was amazed, 
some thirteen years ago, at the splendid land 
I found in the heari; of those mountains. If 
our labours were successful, we would be the 
means of conferring an immense boon upon 
the country. As for the delay the inquiry 
would necessitate, it need not last over a 
month, and we might get' tl1rough the Rail­
way Bill by the end of February. Delay 
under the Circumstances would be a very 
good thing. Let us remember that to earry 
out the railways proposed in the Bill cannot 
take less than six to eight years. Will not the 
country thank us if we are careful to hasten 
slowly-to see our way well before us? I 
take it honorable members of this Chamber, 
who are' mostly men of business habits and 
experience, are not willing to spend millions 
with a light heart. We want to look around, 
and to obtain the fullest information, before 
we agree to a heavy expenditure. Even 
supposing we came back from the inquiry 
indicated in the resolution determined against 
tramways, the result would be advantageous, 
because the House would have added to its 
stock of knowledge. I am satisfied the 
country will never lose confidence in us, if 
it finds us always looking upon things from 
a business stand-point. . 

The Ron. J. A. WALLACE seconded 
the motion. 

The Ron. F. S. DOBSON.-Sir, I beg 
to thank Mr. Campbell for the courteous 
reference he made to the Ministry. N ever­
theless, I am compelled to oppose his motion, 
and I will explain why. 4.1though the pro­
posed plan may temporarily commend itself 
to honorable members, especially after the 
able speech on the subject to which we have 
just listened, they are bound to consider 
what would follow after its adoption. Per­
haps they will look at the matter differently 
whe11 they see that taking such a course 
might lead the House into a very dangerous 
position-one in which it would be exceed­
ingly likely to come to a. collision with the 
other Chamber. The Railway Bill was 
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introduced elsewhere at an early period of 
the session, and it was under consideration 
there for over foul' months, during which the 
adoption for particular lines of the system 
of wooden tramways for horse traffic, which 
some honorable members fancy, apparently 
solely in consequence of the evidence given 
by. Mr. Callanan, was considered and decided 
against. Thus the policy of the Government 
has been definitely approved of by the 
Assembly. I may add that it has also been 
approved of here by honorable members read­
ing the Bill a second time. Under these 
circumstances it is utterly impossible for the 
Government to recede from their position, 
and allow their policy to be dictated to them by 
this Chamber as opposed to the other. Honor­
able members will see that a motion like the 
present in another place could only be accepted 
by Ministers as one of want of confidence. 
I apprehend it is for the Government and 
not for this Hou~e to suggest the policy of 
any department of the State, yet the motion 
proposes to take the direction of certain 
railway affairs completely out of Ministers' 
hands. In other words, honorable members 
are asked to say that they disapprove of the 
policy the Government have laid down, and 
which has not only been adopted, with the 
concurrence of the country, by the Assembly, 
but has practically been already sanctioned 
by this Chamber. In fact, honorable mem­
bers are invited to carry a motion of no­
confidence in the Ministry. But I beg them 
to pause a moment before they throw down 
the gauntlet to that extent. It may be in 
years to come that we shall be the stronger 
House of the two, but I think it is rather 
too early for us to deal with motions of no­
confidence, such as Mr. Campbell's propo­
sition undoubtedly is. At least Mr. Mac­
Bain and I look upon it in that light, and, 
in all probability, our colleagues will do the 
same. If it were carried, what would be the 
result? Would it not be in the first place 
that the Assembly would be hardened-that 
honorable members elsewhere would be in­
duced to rally as one man round the Go­
vernment for the time being, and insist upon 
their policy being carried out '! Have not 
the Assembly decided against tramways of 
the kind the motion may be said to have in 
view? At the same time, what are some of 
the railways proposed for Gippsland but 
practically tramways? They are to be light 
lines laid with second-hand rails, the esti­
mated cost is £1,200 a mile, and the speed 
to be attained upon them is to be from 
six to eight miles an hour. '''herein, 
then, lies t~e great difference between the 
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tramways suggested by Mr. Callanan and 
those which the Government propose? If 
the difference is. not vital, should not honor­
able members hesitate before they take up a 
position antagonistic to the Assembly? 
Is the Council to dictate the policy of the 
country? The wording of the motion im. 
plies that it is to do so. But will the As­
sembly tolerate the assertion for a moment? 
It may be desirable to appoint a select com­
mittee to investigate particular matters, but 
certainly not to authorize them to report in 
the manner proposcd ill the motion. Ii'or 
the sake of an inquiry it would be perfectly 
legitimate for a committee of honorable 
members to go and look at divers railway 
routes, and obtain information respecting 
them, and the Govcrnment would be much 
indebted for the information, but it would 
not do to commission honorable members to 
take such steps with the view of attacking 
the Government policy. Things would then 
assume a much graver aspect. What the 
Government aim at is supplying certain 
localities in Gippsland with railways, COll­

structell largely of second-hand material. 
Upon Mr. Callanan's figures considerable 
doubt has already been thrown. 

Mr. ZEAL.-They are utterly fallacious. 
Dr. DOBSON.-The same statement is 

made in other quarters upon authority as 
good as that of the honorable member. Mr. 
Callanan, be it remembered, is not a railway 
engineer, although he is an extremely expert 
land snrveyor. Therefore, if experienced 
engineers, like Mr. Zeal and Mr. Thornley, 
find no material difference between the final 
cost of the light lines proposed by the 
Government, and that of the apparently 
cheaper lines suggested by Mr. Callanan, 
I hardly think honorable members generally 
ought to feel themselves prepared to rush 
into the difficulties that will inevitably follow 
from carrying the motion. 

The Hon. R. S. ANDERSON.-Mr. 
President, I cannot conceive for a moment 
why the representatives of the Government 
-I understand the question has not yet 
been made a Cabinet one-should consider 
the present motion to be one of no-confi­
dence in the Government. It seems to me 
that Mr. Campbell's statement in moving 
it was sufficient to prevent them from enter­
taining any notion of the kind. Indeed, the 
whole surroundings of the case render such 
a conclusion utterly unjustifiable. What is 
the position? '" e find the Engineer-in­
Chief stating to us that some of the lines in 
the Bill are all but, if not altogether, im­
practicable. )Vith respect to one,. we find 
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that iiiS survey 11as been abandoned. 
What consideration, then, can the measure 
be said to have got elsewhere? Why 
the entire time.it was before another place 
was taken up in discussing which con­
stituencies should get railways, and in what 
direction they should go. The question 
of the practicability of the various railways 
does not appear to have entered once into 
honorable members' heads. It is an utterly 
l~ew doctrine, and I hope it will not be pro­
mulgated again, that this House is to 
simply follow in the wake of the Assembly 
-to diverge in no way from the lines that 
House may have laid down. vVhat is the 
Upper House for? Is it simply to say 
" ditto " to the Lower House, or is it to 
form an independent judgment upon the 
evidence before it, and come to a decision 
accordingly? With regard to the Bill, we 
have found-what? That we have not ob­
tained the evidence in relation to the different 
railways included in it that we consider 
requisite. Therefore, when it is proposed 
that a committee composed of honorable 
member8 in whom I have the utmost confi­
dence should examine for themselves into 
the neceBsities of a particular portion of the 
country, I, for my part, regard the pro­
position as one for which I am thankful. 
I may inform Dr. Dobson that an investi­
gation like that which we are now asked 
to undertake would not be a novel procedure. 
I recollect that some twenty years ago, 
when I was a member of the Assembly, a 
select committee was appointed to investi­
gate certain matters in connexion with the 
Yan Yean, and, I have no doubt other 
select committees have been appointed since 
for very similar objects. Why it is scarcely 
a month sillce the Government arranged 
tha.t the members of both Houses should 
visit and inspect the Grampian quarry. 
With such precedents in view, I think it is 
past the mark altogether to talk of the 
present motion being one of no-confidence, 
or of it being an impropriety for this House 
to attempt to decide matters according to 
its own judgment because a particular 
decision has been arrived at elsewhere. The 
only point at which I hesitate is the length 
of time the proposed inquiry will take. To 
a delay of three or four weeks I would not 
object ill the least, but I confess my patience 
would be tried if I thought it was to extend 
until the end of February. 

Dr. DOBSON.-The Government may 
not last as long. 

Mr. ANDERSON.-It is possible it 
will not, but this House will last the time, 

and the information now in question would 
be very useful to it. If Mr. Campbell will 
undertake to say that the inquiry will be 
finished in a month at the outside, I will 
heartily support his motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL.-I think the honor­
able member (Mr. Anderson) misunderstood 
me. In speaking of February, I was refer­
ring to the time when the whole Bill would 
probably be disposed of. I have no doubt that,' 
if the select committee is appointed, it will be 
able to get through its work in a fortnight. 

The Hon. VV. PEARSON.-Sir, I would 
like to know why the lines in Gippsland have 
been singled out for this inquiry in preference 
to the lines proposed for other parts of the 
colony? I am told that a caucus has been 
held by certain members of this House, and 
that they are determined to put out every 
other line in the Bill, as long as they can get 
the western and north-western lines carried. 
(Ories of "Name.") I am informed that 
Mr. Outhbert was one of the caucus. 

The Hon. H. OUTHBERT.-I most 
emphatically deny the truth of the statement. 
I have not spoken to two members of this 
House against any particular line. 

Mr. ZEAL.-l was told it by a member 
of the Assembly. 

Mr. OUTHBERT.-The honorablemem­
bel' should not pay so much attention to 
what comes from that source. 

Mr. PEARSON.-I accept Mr. Outh­
bert's denial and withdraw the statement I 
made, but I must reiterate my objection to 
the lines in the Gippsland district being 
exceptionally treated in the manner proposed 
by Mr. Oampbell. It is one of the most 
important portions of the colony, and has 
received less Government expenditure on 
roads and railways than any other part 
of the country. I can see in the gallery 
now a number of gentlemen who are pre­
pared to give evidence as to the resources 
of the district, the quality of the soil, and 
the difficulties that the inhabitants have to 
contend with in regard to transit for their 
produce. I think the Oouncil should hear 
their evidence, instead of appointing a select 
committee for the purpose suggested by 
Mr. Oampbell. 

The Hon. W. A. ZEAL.-Sir, I think 
that the House is to be congratulated on 
the temperate and impartial way in which 
Mr. Oampbell brought forward his motion. 
I should state that I myself gave the hon­
orable member reason to believe, when the 
proposal was first suggested, that I would 
act on this committee, but subsequently. I 
heard the honorable member say that unless 
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the motion was carried the Gippsland lines 
would be inevitably struck out. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. - The honorable 
member must have misunderstood my re­
marIe I merely spoke of the danger of the 
lines being struck out. I simply wished to 
emphasize the fact that there were ex­
ceptional difficulties in connexion with some 
of the lines, and that therefore they needed 
to be dealt with in an exceptional way. 

Mr. ZEAL.-I accept the honorable 
member's explanation, but I still think it 
bears out the position I take up on this 
question. The honorable member is entirely 
mistaken in supposing that I am opposed to 
tramways. I consider that tramways, in 
certain portions of the country, would be an 
admirable means of conveying produce to 
. the main arteries of communication, and if 
a Bill were introduced under the sanction of 
the Government for the formation of tram-

. ways it would receive my hearty support. 
From my point of view, however, the pre­
sent motion is an attack upon the Gipps­
land lines of railway, and I must ask the 
honorable member to withdraw my name 
from the proposed committee, because I be­
lieve its appointment at the present stage 
would only have the effect of embarrassing 
the Government and jeopardizing the Bill. 
I would also ask every honorable member 
who believes in fair play to come to the side 
of the weaker party on this occasion, and to 
assist a struggling portion of the colony to 
obtain its fair share of the public expendi­
ture in the construction of works which are 
absolutely necessary for the struggling 
settlers in that district. Allusion has been 
made to the evidence of Mr. Oallanan in 
favour of the construction of tramways in 
Gippsland, but that gentleman showed, 
when I examined him, that he had really no 
knowledge of the cost of constrncting tram­
ways. According to the Government officers, 
it would take £450 a mile for the survey 
and supervision of the lines proposed, and if 
that estimate is correct-I objected to it, as 
honorable members are aware-how are 
tramways to be made for £120 a mile? 
A more misleading statement was never 
made than that tramways could be made for 
anything like that sum. The commonest kind 
of tramway for the conveyance of passengers 
and goods could not be constructed for less 
than £1,000 a mile, because we hn,ve not only 
to take into account the laying down of the 
sleepers, but also the equipment of the line with 
all its necessary adjuncts, platforms, rolling­
stock, &c. If honorable members think fit to 
excise from the Bill the Gippsland lines, on 

them be the responsibility, but I will cer .. 
tainly call for a division on the excision of any 
line in the Gippsland district in favour of 
which a case has been proved, so that it may 
go forth who are opposing these lines. In 
Gippsland the colony has a mine of unde­
veloJ:Jed wealth-I was told only the other day 
that a magnificent tract of country contain .. 
ing thousands of acres of the richest land 
l1as lately been discovered to the north of 
Neerim-and I consider that it would be 
cruel to drive the struggling race of farmers 
in the Gippsland district off the land for 
want of such accommodation as is afforded 
them in the Bill. I cannot be a party to 
any scheme which will deprive those agri­
culturists of their due share of the public 
expenditure. 

The Hon. F. T. SARGOOD.-Mr • 
President, I do not know which has sur .. 
prised me most-the position taken up by 
the Solicitor-General in regarding this motion 
as one of want of confidence, or the state­
ment of Mr. Pearson and Mr. Zeal that there 
was an attempt on the part of members of tIllS 
House to deprive Gippsland of its fair share 
of the public expenditure on railway con­
struction. It is quite within the province 9f 
the Oouncil to amend this Bill by striking out 
or altering any of the lines proposed in it, 
and I presume that, if the House in its 
wisdom thought fit to strike out certain lines, 
the Solicitor-General would not consider such 
action as a vote of want of confidence in the 
Government, but merely as an exerci.se of 
one of the undoubted powers of the House. 
1£ the Government therefore would be con­
tent to see a number of lines absolutely 
struck out, and the people interested conse­
quently deprived of communication alto .. 
gether, I am certainly at a loss to understand 
how it can be regarded as a vote of want of 
confidence for the House to take a step 
which may result in the Gippsland district. 
obtaining double or treble the length of line 
the Government propose to give it. As 
far as I am concerned, I utterly deny the 
charge that I have any desire to deprive 
Gi ppslanrl of its fair share of the public 
money. On the contrary, I have always 
recognised the fact that in Gippsland we 
have a magnificent province which only wants 
developing, and it is because I believe that 
the introduction of tramways will develop 
the district far more quickly than the rail­
ways proposed in this Bill that I think the 
House should have more information about 
the subject. There is a great deal of informa­
tion in connexioll with the practicability 
of constructing tramways in this district 
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·which can only be gained by an examination 
of the ground. From what I learned in 
England, and also from my experience 
during the many years I have been in the 
colony, I am certainly of opinion that tram­
ways would be a vast boon to many districts 
of the country. It is not of so much con­
sequence that the farmers should have well. 
formed railways which will admit of a speed 
of 15 or 30 miles an hour as that they 
should have something ill lieu of macada­
mized roads, which are not only costly to 
make, but to maintain, and which, indeed, 
in Gippsland are practically impossible t.o 
construct. With light tramways, many of 
which need not be more than 2ft. or 2ft. 6in. 
wide, large tracts of country might be opened 
up, and facilities afforded for the cheap con­
,veyance of produce. If the select com­
mittee should report in favour of such tram­
ways, Gippsland, instead of regretting any 
little delay that may occur, will have cause 
to be grateful to the House, because it will 
be enabled to get three miles of line instead 
of one. For these reasons I think the ap­
pointment of a select committee would be an 
advantage, but I would suggest that it would 
perllaps be advisable to postpone its appoint­
ment until we llave heard the whole of the 
evidence in connexion with the Bill. 

Mr. ,\VALLACE.-I desire to explain 
that the object I had in view in allowing' 
my name to be placed on the proposed 
committee was the direct interest of Gipps­
land. So far from wishing to deprive 
Gippsland of any of the expenditure pro­
posed for it, I consider that that district has 
never had its fair share of the public money, 
and that it is high time more attention was 
paid to it; and I will do all in my power to 
see that it is properly treated. 

The Hon. J. LORIMER.-Sir, .r am 
very much surprised that this motion has 
not been received by the Government in a 
different spirit. Mr. Campbell,in the course 
of his remarks, did not say a single word to 
justify the impression that the motion is 
directed in a hostile spirit either against the 
Government or against the interests of 
Gippsland. As far as the Bill is concerned, 
I believe the only desire the honorable mem­
ber has in view is to elicit further information. 
A most important problem has been sub­
mitted to the House, and I am sure no 
honorable member can feel himself capable 
of solving it with the information at present 
furnished. The question is not whether 
certain lines should be thrown out or not, 
but how the money available can be best 
laid out for the benefit of the colony. The 

Solicitor-General, it seems to me, himself 
condemned the Government scheme in rela­
tion to the lines referred to in the motion 
when he stated. that these were specially 
cheap lines-more of the nature of tramways 
than railwavs-andcould be made of second­
hand rails. ~ I was startled by this state­
ment, because I had no idea that the lines 
were to be made in such a flimsy way. The 
lines mentioned in the motion extend over 
40 .miles, and they are estimated to cost 
£106,564, or on an average of £2,664 per 
mile. That is by no means the cheapest 
rate of construction proposed in the Bill­
there are other lines which are estimated. to 
cost less-and therefore I cannot understand 
how these Gippsland railways are only to be 
cheap lines to rnn at the rate of six or eight 
miles an hour as was stated. by the Solicitor­
General. If the lines are to be of the 
character described, I think they are not 
worth the money. For my part, I think 
Gippsland has been very scantily treated in 
the Bill. The Avoca and Ararat line is to 
cost £114,000, and what is £106,000 to a 
district like Gippsland when £114,000 can 
be granted for such a very doubtful connect­
ing line as that between Avoca and Ararat? 

lVIr. MACBAIN.-The £106,000 does 
not include all the Gippsland lines. 

Mr. LORIMER.-I am aware of that, 
but I am speaking of the particular lines 
mentioned in the motion. So far from the 
honorable members who support the motion 
desiring to do any injustice to Gippsland, we 
want to do more for it than the Government 
propose. Even at lVIr. Zeal's estimate of 
£1,000 a mile, we could give 80 or 90 miles 
of tramway to Gippsland for the cost of the 
40 miles offlimsy railway which the Solicitor­
General says it is. intended to construct. 
Besides, I am sure that tramways to convey 
produce at the rate of six or eight miles an 
hour could be constrncted for £500 or £GOO 
a mile. If the motion is adopted, I do not 
see that it need delay the passage of the Bill 
by one week; for the matter of that, the 
inquiry could go on simultaneously with the 
Bill. Perhaps, however, the suggestion of 
Mr. Sargood that the motion should be post­
poned until all the evidence is taken is the 
best course to adopt, and the House, before 
finally dealing with the Bill, can then decide 
whether it is desirable to inquire into the 
question of tramways. I am decidedly in 
favour of such an inquiry. 

The Hon. W. McCULLOCH.-I trust 
that Mr. Campbell will accept the suggestion 
to postpone his motion. "Titnesses arc now 
in attendance to give evidence regarding 
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thes'e lines,ancl I think that after a witness 
has been called to condemn the Gippsland 
lines evidence should be heard in their favour. 
I am convinced that, when honorable mem­
bers have heard the evidence which will be 
produced, they will come to the conclusion 
that there is no necessity for them to go to 
Gippsland themselves to inquire into the 
matter. 

The Hon. N. THORNLEY.-Iwish to 
correct the statement that Mr. Oallanan was 
brought here to condemn the Gippsland 
lines. He was asked to give evidence as an 
old Government officer, and as the district 
surveyor of that district, who was acquainted 
with the physical difficulties of the country. 
Mr. Pearson asked why Gippsland should 
be dealt· with in the exceptional way now 
proposed. The reason simply is that· the 
country is an exceptionally difficul~ one to 
deal with, because it consists of a series of 
spurs and gullies. The Government have 
selected two or three spurs to put expensive 
lines upon, and the object of the motion is to 
multiply those lines and afford the struggling 
farmers, about whom Mr. Zeal is so 
anxious, two or three times the amount of 
accommodation provided by the Bill. Very 
few people will be benefited by the proposed 
railways, which will reach no distance. 
Each of them will only serve the people on 
that partic1Jlar spur, and persons on other 
spurs will be leHwithout any accommodation. 
Moreover, the lines projected by the Govern­
ment will probably take five or six years to 
construct, while tramways eould be made in a 
couple of years, and, besides, their construc­
tion would afford employment to the strug­
gling farmers who would be very glad to get 
some work to help them along. I do not 
wish to deprive Gippsland of one penny of 
the money pro,vided for it; I simply wish to 
spend the money to the best advantage. 

The Hon. J. MAOBAIN.-I think 
honorable members misunderstood the Soli­
citor-General in the statement he made. 
What he intended to eonvey w~s that, 
while he did not doubt the right of the 
House to consider any question of tbis kind 
-it .is quite within the functions of the 
House to do so-it was not always expe­
dient to do what it is in the power of the 
Chamber to perform. I would ask hon­
OI·able members whether it would not be 
most inexpedient to earry a motion of this 
character, which really strikes at the func­
tions of the Government. I venture to s~.y 
that, if either Mr. Anderson or Mr. Outh­
bert represented the Government in this 
House, they would take exactly the same 

view of the motion that niy hOllorable col­
league and. I do. Of course honorable 
members can do what they like, but they 
must take the con seq uences of their action. 
I do not regard the motion as one of 
want of confidence, because, according to 
the constitutional practice of England, this 
Ohamber might go on passing votes of 
want of confidence in the Government, and. 
the Ministry could bid ·them defiance. I 
presume, however, that honorable members 
are not aware that a motion of want of cou­
fidence has been already tabled in another 
place to-day, which may settle the whole of 
the difficulty. I would point out to honor": 
able members that the lines in the Bill have 
received the sanction of the Legislative 
Assembly, and that a large number of theni 
have also been already adopted by, the 
Council, so that really only a few lines re­
main to be decided upon. I would appeal 
therefore to honorable members whether it 
is not inopportune to intrude such a 
motion as this at the present late stage of 
the consideration of the question. The 
question whether tramways or railways 
should be adopted in this colony has already. 

~ been fully considered, and the construction 
~ of railways has been ~dopted as the estab­
lished policy of the country. Many districts· 
have been already supplied with railways, 
and the people of other localities, Wl10' cou­
tribute equally to the taxation of the couu-· 
try, consider· that they are entitled to have 
railways likewise. For my own part, I am' 
not afraid to say that I have always been 
inclined to favour the idea of having l"M.ain 
trunk railways with feeders to them on the 
tramway principle; "\,)ut that policy has not' 

. been adopted by the country. The country. 
has adopted the policy of making raihvays· 
throughout the colony, and I have no hesi-· 
tation in saying that the Government could 
not accept any alteration of that policy by 
agreeing to the present motion. The proper 
course for honorable members to pursue; if 

. they think any of the small railways pro-. 
posed for the Gippsland district are not 
justified, w01.1.1d be to sti·ike them out of the: 
Bill, and to take the responsibility. The: 
House can then take another Oppc.·tunity, 
if it chooses, of appointing a select committee . 
to inquire into the question of tramways. 
But I would ask honorable members W]lY 
should railways, at a cost of £3,000 a mile, 
be constructed iu other portions of the 
colony, and the people of Gippsland put off 
with timba· tramways to cost £150 a mile? 
Oompetent men assert that the railways' 
proposed for Gippsland are as justifiable a~" 
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any other lines in the Bill; and I must say 
I would prefer to take the evidence of prac­
tical and experienced men to the opinion of 
a sel€ct committee consisting of gentlemen 
who for the most part know just as little 
about railways and tramways as I do myself. 
I admit that Mr. Thornley has given 
attention to this question, but I hardly 
think the other members of the pro­
posed select committee can lay claim to any 
practical knowledge of the matter. It is 
quite possible that Mr. Campbell and Mr. 
Lorimer may be members of a Government 
some day-I shall be very glad to see them 
in that position-and I am sure that they 
will then strenuously resist any motion of 
this kind, if brought forward with reference 
to a Railway Bill for which they are respon­
sible. Looked at in its constitutional aspect, 
the present motion is undoubtedly an undue 
interference with the functions of the Govern­
ment. Mr. Campbell states that he does not 
intend it in that light, and I believe him; but 
the honorable member must see that it casts 
a reflection upon the railway policy of the· 
Government. I think that the motion should 
be withdrawn; and, after the Railway Bill 
is disposed of, honorable members can then 
consider the question of appointing a com­
mittee or a commission to inquire into the 
question of tramways. 

Mr. LORIMER.-It will be too late 
then. 

Mr. MACBAIN.-The motion strikes at 
the very root of the railway policy of the 
Government. The political crisis which is 
threatened by the no-confidence motion, 
tabled in the Assembly, may stop business 
in the Council for a time, and I would ask 
Mr. Campbell not to complicate matters, 
but to withdraw his motion instead of post­
poning it. Rather than have the motion 
postponed, I would prefer the House to 
divide upon it at once. 

The Hon. O. J. HAM.-Sir, it appears 
to me that the motion is a most unusual one. 
There is no precedent for Parliament appoint­
ing a certain number of its members to pere­
grinate the country, inspect.lines of railway, 
and turn themselves into amateur engineers. 
The proper course to pursue in regard to 
railway matters is to obtain the best evidence 
which can be procured-in fact, to continue 
to take evidence at the bar of the House 
from those who have a practical knowledge 
of the subject. The course proposed by Mr. 
Campbell would certainly be an unadvisable 
one to take, especially at the present time, 
when its adoption would delay the considera­
tion of the Railway Bill, which the country 

is anxious should be dealt with as quickly 
as possible. The construction of tramways 
is, I believe, a matter which will have to be 
considered, but it should be considered apart 
altogether from the present Railway Bill. 
If the Bill is passed, the whole question of 
having tramways as feeders to the railway 
lines may, at a future time, occupy the 
attention of the House; but at present it 
would be unwise to adopt the honorable 
member's motion. 

The Hon. N. FITZGERALD.-Mr. 
President, I think honorable members would 
be glad to hear from the Solicitor-General 
what decision the Government have come to 
as to going on with the business before this 
House. 

Dr. DOBSON.-I am aware unofficially 
that a motion of want of confidence in the 
Government has been tabled in the Legisla­
tive Assembly, but I cannot take any action 
in the matter at present. As. soon as I get· 
official information of the fact, I shall be 
acting in strict accordance with precedent 
by moving that this House adjourn until 
next week, as it would be contrary to parlia­
mentary practice for the Oouncil to continue 
sitting while a motion of want of confidence 
is being debated in the other Chamber. 

Mr. FITZGERALD.-Under the cir­
cumst~nces, I think that the most judicious 
course for the Council to adopt would be 
to adjomn the debate on Mr. Campbell's 
motion. 

Mr. MACBAIN.-Whynot divide upon 
it now? 

Mr. FITZGERALD.-I hope that hon­
OI'able members will not divide upon it now, 
because this is not a time when there should 
be any party feeling in this House. The 
representatives of the Government declare 
that they regard the motion as a direct inter­
ference with the functions of the Govern­
ment. That is a question upon which 
differences of opinion may legitimately be 
entertained ; but I apprehend that the Go­
vernment have no desire to push the Council, 
at this early stage of its reformed career, 
into the position of supporting another place 
in antagonism to their policy. 

Mr. MACBAIN.-I don't ask that. 
Mr. FITZGERALD.-Bythe honorable 

member asking for a division on the motion 
to-night, it would appear as if the Govern­
ment desired to be either strengthened or 
weakened by the action of this House. I 
think that the motion ought to be postponed 
until we have completed the taking of evi­
dence at the bar of the House in regard to 
the various lines which are ill dispute. I 
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hope, however, that the representatives of 
the Government will not propose that busi­
ness shall, be stopped ,here, pending the 
decision of the other Chamber on the no­
confidence motion, because if they do so the 
consequence will be that the progress of the 
Railway Bill will be greatly delayed. Under 
the circumstances in which we are placed, I 
think that it would be almost a crime to 
postpone the business of the House simply 
for the sake of adhering to precedent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL.~I am perfectly will- , 
ing that the debate shall be adjourned, if it 
is the desire of the House to adjourn it. 

On the motion of the Hon. J. 
BUCHANAN, the debate was adjourned 
until Thursday, December 14. 

RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION BILL. 
The House went into committee for the 

further consideration of this Bill. 
The examination of witnesses at the bar 

(adjourned from the previous day) was con­
tinued. 

l\fr. J. E. Dowling was further examined 
as to the proposed Lancefield and Kilmore 
Railway. 

Messrs. John Starr, engineer of the shire 
of Korong ; Samuel Rinder, secretary of the 
shire of Korong ; James Cheetham, mayor 
of Tarnagulla; Thomas Tatchell, conunis­
sion agent, and member of the Inglewood 
Borough Council; and Samuel Deeble, 
auctioneer, Inglewood, were examined with 
reference to the Inglewood and Dunolly 
Railway. Messrs. William Stewart, hop 
grower, and president of the Narracan Rail­
way League ; John Lloyd, farmer, N arracan 
West j and Elijah Stranger, selector, Nar­
racan West, gave evidence as to the Moe 
and N arracan Ra,ilway. Messrs. Stephen 
Francis, mayor of Brighton; A. W. Har­
ston, Picnic Point; N atbaniel Bennett, 
licensed victualler, Retreat Hotel, Brighton 
Beach; and Thomas Crisp, solicitor, 
Brighton, were examined in regard to the 
Brighton and Picnic Point Railway. 

At the close of the examinatioll, progress 
was reported. 

THE MINISTRY. 
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON stated that, 

although he had not yet been officially ap­
prised of the fact, sufficient information had 
reached him with regard to the tabling, 
in another place, of a motion of want of 
confidence in the existing Administration 
to induce him to refrain from submitting 
the motion of which he had given notice, 
that the House, at its rising, should adjourn 

until the following day. On two previous 
occasions since the present Administration 
had been in office, the Council had recog­
nised the necessity for following the consti­
tutional rule that, as soon as a motion of want 
of confidence was tabled in the Legislative 
Assembly, it became the duty of the repre­
sentatives of the Government in the Council 
to suspend business until that vote was either 
carried or rejected. The reason for that 
course' was obvious. Supposing the vote 
were carried, the Government would have 
either to go to the country or to resign. Con­
sequently, there was no good in the Council 
proceeding with business until the motion 
was dealt with. The motion of no-confidence 
would be debated in the Assembly on Tues­
day, and, on the assumption that the debate 
would terminate that night, he begged to 
move that the House, at its rising, do ad 
journ until Wednesday. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The House adjourned at twenty minutes 

to eleven o'clock, until Wednesday, Decem~ 
bel' 13. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Thursday, })e'cember 7, 1882. 

Portland Free Library-,Bacchus Marsh Railway-Lands 
Department: Residence Areas at Queenscliff-,Interim 
Land Bill-Indecency on the River Yn.!ra.-R.,\ilway 
Management: Collision at Hawthorn: Notice of Motion 
of Want of Confidence in the Government: Adjourn­
ment of the House. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 
fOlli' o'clock p.m. 

PORTLAND FREE LIBRARY. 
Mr. 'VR1xON asked the Postmaster­

General if the Government would grant the 
use of the old post~office at Portland for the 
purposes of a free public library? As soon 
as the use of a building could be obtained, 
the libra.ry would be opened. 

Mr. BOLTON said he had no objection 
to the old post-office at Portland being used 
for a free public library, though he did 
not think that it would be a suitable build­
ing for the purpose. The matter. was 
one which rested with the Public vVorks 
department; but fiS ffir back as the month 
of August last, a recommendation was made 
to that department that the old post and 
telegraph offices should be sold for removal, 
as the site would be required for yard room 
in colinexion with the new offices, especially 
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in view of the probability of the English 
mails being at some future time landed at 
Portland. 

BACCHUS MAnSI-! RAILV1AY. 
Mr. DEAKIN asked the Minister of 

Railways if there was any difficulty about 
letting the contract for the construction of 
the Bacchus Marsh Railway; if so, would 
he let a contract for making the line as far 
as Melton, leaving the rest to be let in a 
separate contract? 

Mr. BENT said he signed the papers the 
other day, and he was not aware that the 
successful tenderer had not taken up the 
contract. He would inquire into the matter, 
and be prepared to answer the question on 
a future day if the honorable member would 
repeat it. 

LANDS DEPARTMENT. 
SALE AT QUEENS CLIFF. 

Majol' SMITH asked the Minister of 
Lands if he would postpone the sale of land 
taken up at Queenscliff as residence areas 
under the Gold-fields Act until the House 
had an opportunity of discussing the matter? 

Mr. VV. MADDEN, in reply, read the 
following memorandum from the Secretary 
for Lands:-

II This question refers to allotments 9A, 9n, lOA, 
lOn, section 12, situated in Mercer, Symonds,and 
Learmonth streets, Queenscliff, and gazetted to 
be sold by auction on the 27th inst. On the 
18th uIt. reports reached this office from the dis­
trict surveyor and from the borough council, to 
the effec~ that the allotments had been peg&"ed 
out as residence area sites under the Mimng 
Statute by certain residents of Ballarat, and re­
commending that the land, which is of consider­
able value, should be at once sold by public 
auction. It is not the intention of the Mining 
Statute 1865 nor of the Hesidellce Areas Act 1881, 
that land in such a town as Queenscliff should 
be held under miner's right or business licence, 
and steps were therefore at once taken to pre­
vent its occupation in such a manner. An Order 
in Council was obtained on the 20th uIt. whereby 
the allotments in question were excepted by the 
Government from occupation for mining pur­
poses or for residence or business under any 
miner's right or business licence. This order was 
gazetted on the 24th ult., and determined all 
rights to occupation of the land. See decision 
of Buprinne Court, Regina v. Dowling, ex parte 
:McLean,2 V.R., (L) 61. No person therefore has 
any title to any portion of land, the legal estate 
bemg in the Crown alone." 

He (Mr. Madden) had no intention of 
altering his .decision. 

INTERIM LAND BILL. 

Mr. ORKNEY asked the Minister of 
Lands if he intended to introduce an interim 
Land Bill to continue the Act which would 
shortly expire? 

Mr. W. MADDEN said he begged to can 
the attention of the honorable member to the 
first order of the day, which was for the re­
sumption of the debate on the m,otion for the 
second reading of the Land Acts Oontinua­
tion and Amendment Bill. The Govern­
ment did not intend to introduce any other 
Land Bill than that. 

INDECENCY ON THE YARRA. 
Mr. Z 0 X asked the Chief Secretary if his 

attention had been called to the gross outo: 
rages against public decency which took place 
on the banks of the Yarra by persons inde­
cently exposing themselves? The river and, 
its banks were favourite places of public re­
sort, and steps ought to be taken to put a 
stop to the practice to which he alluded. 
Severalof his constituents had requested him 
to mention the subject to the Chief Secre­
tary. 

Mr. GRANT stated that he would bring 
the matter under the notice of the Chief 
Commissioner of Police, and request 11irn to 
take action to put a stop to the practice 
complained of. ' 

RAILWAY MANAGEMENT. 

COLLISION AT HAWTHORN. 

Mr., MUNRO.-Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
call attention to the following motion stand­
ing on the notice-paper in my name :-

" That a select committee of seven members, 
three to form a quorum, be appointed by ballot, 

, to inquire into and report upon the management 
and working of the Railway department, and 
specially to report upon the whole circumstances 
relating to the recent disastrous occurrences at 
Hawthorn j such committee to have power to 
call for persons, papers, and records, to sit on 
days when the House does not meet, and to move' 
from place to place." 
I beg.to ask if the Premier will allow this 
motion to be discussed at once, in order 
that public feeling may be allayed? The 
feeling outside the House as to the neglect 
of this Chamber to take any action in the 
matter is most intense. In fact, the House 
is said to be neglecting its duty by allow­
ing these things to go on without taking· 
action. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-r-Sir, I think it 
would be rather unadvisable to appoint' a 
select committee at present for the purposes' 
contemplated by the honorable member's 
motion. I submit that when the intense 
public feeling has subsided will be the proper' 
time for such a committee to be, appointed. 
As for the observations made out-of-doors 
that this House is held responsible for what 

: has occurred, all I can say is that the 
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House is not l'esponsible and cannot be 
held responsible. 

Major SMITH.-Tlle Government is. 
responsible. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honora,ble 
member may take that from a certain paper, 
but nq member will echo it. Whatever may 
appear in the press, I trust that no other 
honorable member will make such anobserva­
tion as that, 

Major SMITH.-I make it. 
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable 

member ought to be ashamed of himself. 
Major SMITH.-The Premier ought to 

be ashamed of himself. The Government is 
responsible. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I repel the ob­
servation. It is most insulting and most 
unjustifiable. 

Major SMITH.-I re-assert it. 
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.~The honorable 

member is more disorderly than ever. The 
honorable member is always disorderly-he 
is always interrupting. The honorable mem­
ber ought to know by this time what his 
place is. 

Major SMITH.-Go on with the ques­
tion. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable 
member should not make insulting inter­
ruptions. Until he knows how to behave 
himself, he ought to be silent. I was answer­
ing the question of the honorable member 
for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) when 
the honorable member for Ballarat 'West 
(Major Smith) interrupted me. I say that 
the intensity of the feeling at present is 
just the reason why it is unadvisable that a 
select committee should be appointed now. 
There is no reason why this House should 
in any way be held responsible for the re­
cent accident, and the remarks which have 
been made are merely the effect of the ex­
citement out-of-doors on the subject. I also 
wish to point out to the House that a 
select committee should not be appointed to 
inquire into the matter jJa1'i paS8~t with the 
inquiry by' the coroner. Practically the 
coroner's inquest precludes any other in­
quiry being instituted at present. If a 
select committee of the House is' to be ap­
pointed to make any investigation, it should 
be appointed after the Christmas recess. I 
apprehend that the House willllave a recess 
of ten days at Christmas, and, in that case, 
about the beginning of next month will be 
the proper time to appoint the committee, if 
the House is so inclined. 

Mr. MUNRO.-Do you refuse to allow 
the motion to come on ? 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am simply 
, giving reasons why I think that the motion 

should not take precedence of. the ordinary 
business of the House. 

Mr. BERRY.-Mr. Speaker, I don't 
know whether the answer which the Premier 
has given to the honorable member for North 
Melbourne (Mr. Munro) is a final one, 01' 

whether he merely intends it as a sugges­
tion. In my opinion, the Premier has not 
risen to the necessities of the occasion at alL 
What have we to do with the coroner's in­
quiry ? What the public require is that the 
faults of the Railway department, whatever 
they may be, shall be rectified at once. As 
I pointed out the other evening, the coronel' 
may sit for a month before any verdict is 
given, and even then only the immediate 
cause of the accident will be arrived at. 
What we want is the remote cause, from 
which the immediate cause arose. There 
is no use in the honorable member for North 
Melbourne being left to bring forward his 
inotion in the ordinary way, because in that 
case in all probability it will not come on for 
discussion for three months. The inquiry 
ought to be held at Ollce, while the facts arc 
fresh, and while all the papers and memo­
randa are obtainable. No doubt the public 
excitement has arisen to a large extent from 
the refusal of the Government--

The SPEAKER.-Does the honorable 
member intend to propose a motion? 

Mr. BERRY.-I don't want to make a 
motion, but I want to know distinctly 
whether or not the Government intend to 
give precedence to the motion of the honor­
able member for North Melbourne. I take 
it that the honorable member means what 
he says, and that he is bound to make such 
a statement that the Government cannot 
'refuse to give the motion precedence. If 
they will not voluntarily give precedence to 
tIle motion, steps must be taken to compel 
them to do so. The House will not be 
doing its duty unless it adopts tI1at course~ 
The facts already disclosed take away pub­
lic confidence from the administration or the 
Railway department. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.- Who is the 
honorable member addressing? . 

Mr. BERRY .. - I am addressing the 
Premier, through' the Speaker. The Pre­
mier spoke in such an undefined tone that 
I wish to give him au opportunity of saying 
whether it is really his intention, as the 
head of the Government, not to allow the 
motion to come on in the spirit in which it 
was originally placed on the paper, or 
whether he will allow it to be discussed at; 
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once, with the view to an immediate in­
quiry. If 11e will not allow it to be dis­
cussed promptly, it will be the bounden 
duty of the honorable member for North 
Melbourne to intimate to the Govern­
ment the full meaning of the motion, in 
which I will support him; and then it will 
be the duty of the Government to give it 
precedence. 

Mr. MUNRO.-Sir, I don't know 
whether the Premier has mad-e his final 
answer to the question. If he really means 
that we are not to be allowed to inquire into 
this business, I shall give a noti~e that he 
must be prepared to attend to. 

Mr. L. L. SMITH.-Give it at once. 
Mr. MUNRO.--I will do it now. I 

shall propose this motion as a want of con­
fidence motion. 

Mr. L. L. SMITH.-That is the way. 
Mr .. M:UNRO.-The country expects this 

House to inquire into the matter, and it will 
not be trifled with. 

Sir B. O!LOGHLEN.-Mr. Speaker, I 
ask the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. 
Berry) whether he endorses the action of 
the honorable member for North Melbourne 
(Mr. Munro)? 

Mr. BERRY.-Yes. 
Major SMITH.-Certainly; all the Op. 

position endorse it. 
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Under the cir­

cumstances, the proper course is for the 
House to adjourn. I therefore beg to move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ZOX.-Sir, I think it will be a very 
great pity for this House to adjourn wIlen 
there is so much important business to be 
attended to. A question like the late rail­
way accident; in which every honorable mem­
ber is deeply interested, ought not to be 
argued in heat, or quarrelled over. I will 
ask the Premier to state a time when he 
will allow the motion of the honorable mem­
ber for l~orth Melbourne (Mr. Munro) to be 
discussed? 

Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-It is to be a 
motion of want of confidence, and it will be 
discussed on Tuesday. 

Mr •. ZOX.-If the honorable member 
gets a satisfactory answer as to the time 
when the question can be brought forward, 
the whole matter may be settled without an 
adjournment. The honorable member knows 
full well that the country expects that we 
will not discuss the subject on a motion of 
want of confidence. Let the proposal to 
appoint a committee of inquiry be argued on 
its merits. I am as anxious as any honor­
able member is that there should be a 

thorough and impartial investigation into 
the cause of the late terrible calamity. 

An HONORABLE ME~IBER.-When? 
Mr. ZOX.-As soon as possible. 
Major SMITH.-AdjourJ;l, adjourn. 
Mr. ZOX.-The Major is very anxious 

to get office, but this is not the time for him 
to attempt to do so. I hope that the pro­
posal of the honorable member for North 
Melbourne will not be brought forward as a 
motion of want of confidence. If the Pre­
mier will state a specific time when a select 
committee will be appointed for the express 
purpose of making the desired investigation, 
I believe that the honorable member for 
North Melbourne will be perfectly satisfied. 

Mr. MUNRO.-Mr. Speaker, I desire it 
to be understood that it is not at my request 
that the House is asked to adjourn. If the 
Government would pay respect to the wish 
of the country, and to the wish of a large 
majority of the members of this House, the 
committee might be appointed in five 
minutes, and there would be no delay of 
public business. If, however, the Govern­
ment of their own free will desire to adjourn 
the House, then we have no other means of 
getting redress than by adopting the course 
which I propose. The matter which I 
desire shall be inquired into is one which is 
rending the hearts of the people of this 
country, and yet we are refused access to 
the papers and documents-weare refused 
information in any shape or form. 

Mr. L. L. SMITH.-When? 
Mr. MUNRO.-Now; by the Govern­

ment. (" No !") ]\tIy motion proposes 
that a committee shall be appointed by ballot, 
so that it would be a perfectly fair com­
mittee, and yet we are to be debarred from 
having an inquiry. If the Government want 
an adjournment, I shall not object to it; 
but if they wish to go on with business, all 
they have to do is to agree to the motion for 
a committee of inquiry, and the committee 
can be appointed in a few minutes. The 
ordinary business of the House can then 
proceed without any delay. 

Mr. L. L. SMITH.-No business can be 
done while a motion of want of confidence 
is pending. 

Mr. MUNRO.-If the Government will 
allow a committee of inquiry to be appointed, 
there will be no want of confidence motion. 
If, however, they will not do so, we must take 
the best means we can to compel them to do 
so. I for one insist upon taking that course 
at whatever risk or cost. I insist on the 
country knowing who is responsible for the. 
Railway department being managed in such 
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a way that men are slaughtered, and that 
people who travel on the railways are in daily 
terror of their lives. It is time that we knew 
something about these things, and how it is 
that the railway time-tables are always being 
changed, so that the very men in charge of 
the lines do not know when the trains ought 
to go. We are told to wait until after the 
coroner's inquest is over. If things go on 
as they have been doing, we shall perpetually 
have coroner's inquests. I think that the 
House is bound to insist on the motion which 
I have tabled being discussed and dealt 
with. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Sir, I am not 
going to discuss the value of the honorable 
member's motion, but I wish to point out to 
the House and the country that the Govern­
ment are responsible for the conduct of busi­
ness in this Ohamber. Therefore, when the 
honorable member for North Melbourne 
(Mr. Munro), backed up by the leader of the 
Opposition, deliberately proposes to take a 
course of action different from that laid 
down by the Government, and announces 
that, if it is not followed voluntarily, the 
Goyernment will be compelled to follow it ; 
and when-the Government declining to be 
influenced by that threat-the honorable 
member gives notice of a motion of want of 
confidence, which motion is sanctioned by 
the leader of the Oppooition, there is no 
other course for the Government to adopt 
than to propose the adjournment of tl1e 
House. 

Mr. BERRY.-Mr. Speaker, I do not 
believe that anybody, except an honorable 
member sitting on his own side of the 
House, objects to the course which the 
Premier proposes to take, nor do . I think 
that the warmth with which he has spoken 
is justified. The honorable gentleman will 
not be dealing fairly with the House and the 
country if he does not carry out the ex­
pressed wish of the House, declared the 
other evening in a debate which was calm 
and judicial, almost to a fault. I put a 
question to the honorable gentleman myself, 
and I afterwards left the chamber, thinking 
that silence gave consent, and that the Go­
vernment would appoint a board independent 
of Parliament-a board of citizens in whom 
the country would have confidence-to in­
quire into the management of the Railway 
department. 

Mr. BEN'l'.-That is what the Premier 
said he would do. 

Mr. BERRY.-He is reported in the 
papers to have said, and it has not been 
contradicted, that he declined to take that 

course until after the coroner's inquiry. The 
honorable gentleman repeated that state .. 
ment. to-night when he was asked to allow 
the motion for the appointment of a select 
committee to be discussed. It is that which 
has forced the honorable member for North 
Melbourne (Mr. Munro) to insist, in view 
of the strong public opinion, and the strong 
feeling in this House, that there should be 
an immediate inquiry-an inquiry at which 
every official in the Railway department 
can speak out openly and freely, without 
fear. That is the sort of inquiry which is 
wanted. 

Mr. BENT.-Who objects to that? 
Mr. BE RR Y. - If the officials in the 

Railway department find that this House 
will not protect them-that it will not com­
pel the Government to make a full and 
independent inquiry at once, or take that 
course themselves-the men will have their 
tongues tied, and they will be as much con­
trolled as t'o the evidence they are to give as 
it is possible for men to be controlled. 
Therefore I say it is the action of the Go­
vernment that has compelled the honorable 
member for North Melbourne to take the 
course which he has intimated his intention 
to adopt. It was within the province of the 
Premier to give the honorable member's 
motion precedence, but he has chosen to act 
otherwise. He has accepted it as a no-con­
fidence motion by the very fact of not. 
allowing it to come on to-day. It is a· 
motion which should have been discussed 
immediately, or it was useless to give notice 
of it. The Premier knew last night that it 
was the intention of the honorable member 
to move the motion discussed to-day. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No. 
Mr. BERRY.-What is the use of such 

a motion unless the subject it deals with .is 
discussed at once, when all the facts are 
fresh in. the minds of honorable members? 
"\V ho can remember all the facts a month 
hence? Who can tell that all the papers 
will be presented ill their integrity if the in­
quiry is postponed? From .first to last the 
Ministry have not risen to the importance 
of this question. One hundred and fifty 
persons have been injured, and one man has 
been sent to 11is grave; but anyone who 
listened to the debate the other night would 
think that the Minister of Railways was 
entitled to sympathy, and not the victims 
who are writhing on their beds in pain. We 
have no other means than those we are 
adopting now to force on an inquiry. If 
ever public opinion was united, it is united 
now in demanding that there shall be a 
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thorough and impartial inquiry at once. I 
don't understand the Government resisting 
an inquiry. . They should have been the 
first to propose one; they ought to have 
been the first to urge that there should be a 
tribunal independent of them altoget.her, in 
wllich the public would have confidence, to 
make a full and searching investigation. I 
regret the waste of time. (" Hear, hear," 
from the Ministerial benches.) But it does 
not lie in the mouths of honorable members 
on the Ministerial benches to charge the 
Opposition with wasting time. Is not the 
debate on the Land Bill a waste of time? 
A Min:ister of the Crown spoke on that 
measure last night up to eleven o'clock, and 
then he moved the adjournment of the de­
bate in order to continue his speech to-night, 
as if the whole object of the Government 
was to waste time. vVe are doing no good 
here; but we shall be doing good if, by an 
inquir1forced on immediately, we can search 
into the very depths of the management of 
our railways, and discover means whereby in 
fnture life and limb will be safe. 

Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Sir, as the 
lamentable occurrence which took place on 
Saturday evening happened in the neighbour­
hood where I live, I suppose I may- consider 
myself fortunate that I was not one of the 
victims. The first thing which struck me 
when I read of the disaster was that I had 
fully anticipated not only this particular 
accident but several others. In April last, 
when the session commenced, it was fore­
shadowed in the Governor's speech that a 
Bill would be introducetl for the better 
management of the railways, but from that 
time to this I have not seen the measure. 
If the Government were fully impressed 
with the importance of this matter, Ithink 
that, instead of continuing the sham discus­
sion on the land question, they would at 
once take up the Railways Management Bill, 
and have it dealt with. The subject iR a 
very simple one. The public are convinced 
-and anyone who consults the opinion of 
the public either through the press or through 
other sources must know that such is the 
fact-that there is a united feeling that the 
interference of the Government should be 
eliminated entirely from the railway system, 
and that the railways be managed without 
any political influence. If the consideration 
of the Bill was now proceeded with, an 
opportunity would be afforded to give effect 
to public opinion by a very simple proposition. 
In order that the railways may be managed 
without political influence, we will han to get 
rid of a political Miuister at the Railway 

department. Wemustcometothe conclusion 
that not any of us-not even the best of us­
are fit to be placed in charge of such an insti.,. 
tution as the Railway department, in the first 
place because we have not the necessary 
training, and in the second place because, as 
politicians, we cannot be expected to do 
otherwise than all politicians do who have the 
power of patronage in their hands. In re­
gard to the proposed inquiry, I firmly believe 
that if the honorable member for North 
Melbourne (Mr. Munro) will confine his 
motion to asking for an investigation, not 
as to general management of the depart­
ment, but as to this particular accident, and 
the causes which led up to it, and not make 
a party question of the matter, all honorable 
members will suppor/; him. I cannot see 
why the coroner's inquest, which is to ascer­
tain the cause of the death of the unfortn. 
nate man who was killed in the accident, 
should prevent further inquiry being made 
by another tribunal. I am not at all sure 
that the coroner has the same power that 
the House has to command the production 
of every paper that may be required from 
the Railway department and the examina­
tion of every officer whose evidence may be 
desired. I am also anxiolls that the Rail­
ways Management Bill should be pushed on 
with as much rapidity as possible. I cannot 
see why the Land Bill, ",hich has slumbered 
in the hands of the present Government for 
two sessions, should prevent other business 
of a practical and not a political character 
being proceeded with. If the House wishes 
to deal with practical matters, it should 
take up the Railways Management Bill as 
soon as possible, and it should not be askecl 
to adjourn because the Government treat the 
motion of the honorable member for North 
Melbourne as one of want of confidence. 
Why should I and other honorable members 
be drawn into a quarrel of this kind? The 
inquiry is imperatively necessary, and it 
should not be refused. I hope that the 
head of the Government will reconsider his 
decision, and consent to the motion being 
brought forward without loss of time,in order 
that an inquiry may take place. 

Mr. GRANT.-Sir, the honorable mem­
ber for Belfast seems to labour under the 
impression that the Premier has refused an 
inquiry; but the honorable gentleman sim­
ply suggested that the inquiry should not 
take place until after the coroner's inquest 
is held. 

Mr. WOODS.-The coroner's inquest is 
only as to the cause of the death of the man 
who has been killed. 
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r Mr. GRANT.-=-Would it not be mani­
festly unfair to have another inquiry of a 
public character while the coroner's inquest 
is proceeding? Such an inquiry might create 
a prejudice against the persons whose con­
duct will be investigated before tl1e coroner's 
jnry. A sense of fair play ought to induce 
honorable members not to appoint any com­
mittee of inquiry until the coroner's inquest 
is held. 

Mr. BERRY.-Other people may be 
killed in the meantimf:'. . 

Mr. GRANT.-It must commend itself 
to honorable members' sense of fair play and 
English justice that until the coroner's in­
quest is over any inquiry of the kind pro­
posed by the honorable member for North 
Melbourne (Mr. Munro) would be prema­
ture. 

Major SMITH.-Mr. Speaker, the Chief 
Secretary appears to forget that the coroner 
will only inquire into the cause of the death 
of the unfortunate man who has been killed, 
whereas the House desires that there shall 
be an investigation into the whole of the 
circumstances snrrounding the accident. 
BQfore the facts are obliterated-before there 
are any more fires to hide the mismanage­
ment of the Railway department-an in­
quiry is required. It ought to be held 
promptly-at once. It need not in the 
slightest degree interfere with the coro­
ner's inquest. The public mind is united 
in the opinion that a prompt investigation 
should take place, and not only the Govern­
ment, but the whole of the House, will be 
responsible if it is not undertaken at once. 
There is a feeling of indignation among my 
constituents that Parliament should rather 
be inclined to condone the action of the Go­
vernment than to make the investigation. I 
would not be performing my public duty if 
I did not insist upon an inquiry being made 
now while the facts are fresh, before any 
more documents disappear, or any evidence 
which is now available becomes inaccessible. 
I would point out to the honorable member 
for Belfast that before dealing with the Rail­
ways Management Bill the House ought to 
be in possession of the information which the 
proposed inquiry is intended to elicit, so that 
we may better understand what kind of a 
measure ought to be passed. I, however, 
agree with the honorable member that the 
Railways Management Bill is of infinitely 
more importance than the discussion of the 
I.Jand Bill, which measure will never pass 
this House. Honorable members will be 
culpable if they do not insist upon the cause 
of the late accident and all the. circumstances 

connected therewith being inql.lired. into 
while the witnesses have the facts fresh in 
their minds. I cannot conceive it possible 
that honorable members sitting bellind the 
Government will burke the inquiry or post­
pone it on the frivolous pretext that there 
ought not to be any other investigation 
until the coroner's inquest is held. It is 
most extraordinary that three serious acci­
dents should have occurred on the suburban 
railways within a comparatively recent period, 
and that the Government some time ago 
dismissed from the public service the man 
who managed those lines without loss of life 
for nearly a quarter of a century. We find 
the time-tables altered, and competent men 
who had managed the traffic on the suburban 
lines for 20 years replaced by men brought 
from other parts of the country, who have 
had no experience of the working of that 
traffic. I say tha.t the Minister of Railways 
is responsible, and that he must accept the 
responsibility. 

Mr. BENT.-Did I do it? 
Major SMITH.-The honorable gentle­

man knows very well he did it. 
Mr. BENT.-No, I did not. 
Major SMITH.-H a select committee is 

appointed we shall get at the real truth-we 
shall ascertain whether the Minister did not 
alter the recommendation of his officers, and 
whether that fact did not lead up to the 
disa.ster the otller day. vVhy in Europe 
and other parts of the world, such a thing as 
the repair of a railway by daylight is not 
known; the repairs are always done at night. 
Another subject for inquiry is how a special 
train came to be run on a suburban line 
where the ordinary traffic is considerable. 
For my part, I would be sorry to be in the 
position of any supporter of the Government 
who might seek to prevent this inquiry taking 
place. 

Mr. L. L. SMITH.-Sir, I think the 
House and the country will see that the 
rally spoken of last night has come about. 
The speech of the leader of t.he Opposition 
shows that we are going back to old times. 

Major SMITH.-Adjourn. 
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-Evidently the Major 

does not like it. No doubt he is disappointed 
when he found his declaration in mock­
heroic style, " vVe will have it," fall rather 
flat. It should be distinctly understood 
-the country will understand-that the 
Ministry do not refuse any inquiry what­
ever. All they say is that, while the present 
public excitement prevails, we cannot have 
the calm deliberation which should char­
acterize such an inquiry. Moreover, the 
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Premier is of opinion that, pending the 
coroner's inquest upon a man who is now 
dead, iii would be improper to institute a 
second inquiry. But the three honorable 
members who have spoken from the opposi­
tion benches do not like that their action 
should be resisted in any way, and particu­
larly as they think an opportunity now offers 
to defeat the Ministry and get on the Minis­
terial side of the House. That is the main 
question with them. They fancy they can 
take advantage of the present public ex­
citement to embarrass the Ministry by a 
side-wind. But the public will see through 
the machinations of three or four honorable 
members who have not disguised their feel­
ing that nothing that the present Ministry 
can do will satisfy them. Is it not plain 
what is meant when the Ministry are told 
-" We will have you out, and have you out 
at once "? The object of those honorable 
members in now asking for an inquiry is too 
plain. It may serve them as a rallying cry, 
which they are at present without. Honor­
able members in opposition have not dared 
to oppose the Land Bill, but they lUl,ve tried 
to talk it out of the House. The Premier, 
as the leader of the House, has laid down the 
course of business which he desires to see ob­
served; but tIle honorable member for North 
Melbourne (Mr. Munro), backed up by the 
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), 
wants to precipitate an inquiry. It is well 
known that the motion of the honorable 
member for North Melbourne was devised 
before honorable members came to this 
House to-night. The whole thing is cut and 
dried. The members of the proposed com­
mittee are to be balloted for, but is not the 
list for which honorable members in oppo­
sition will vote already in the pocket of the 
honorable member for North Melbourne? 

Major SMITH.-Why not adjourn? 
Mr~ L. L. SMITH.-Am I to be told, 

after listening to the Major, that I am not to 
expose his machinations? Not only have 
we not refused the inquiry which honorable 
members in opposition ask for, but we have 
acquiesced in it. However, honorable mem­
bers want that inquiry forthwith. They have 
given notice of a motion of want of confidence 
in order that the inquiry shall take place now. 
We say the inquiry should take place not 
now, but as soon as the public excitement, 
which at present prevails, has passed away. 
Already a Bill for the better management 
of the railways llas been submitted to the 
House. That measure Ilas been read a first 
time, and we have promised that it shall come 
on for second reading in a fortnight. The 

Bill will be circulated in a few days. There .. 
fore, in a political sense, it is indecent, to say 

. the least, for an honorable member to seek 
to force this matter upon the Government 
at the present time. The coroner's inquest 
is a proceeding with which the liberty of the 
subject is concerned. It may be the means 
of criminating one or more persons, and 
holding them up to public reprobation. And 
ought honorable members, as Englishmen, 
as men supposed to be imbued with a love of 
fair' play, to allow the case of those persons 
to be prejudged? The honorable member for 
North Melbourne, according to his motion, 
wants the committee specially to report on 
the wllOle circumstances relatil1g to the recent 
disastrous occurrences at Hawthorn; and 
if tIle committee were to be appointed, 
there .would be two juries sitting concur­
rently . Now is it right or decent for a man 
who may be accused to have two distinct bodies 
sitting in judgment upon him at the same 
time? How could witnesses required before 
the one court be also before the other court? 
The whole thing ought to be exposed before 
the country at large as one of the most in­
decent attempts ever made to use a public 
calamity for the purpose of ousting an Ad­
ministration from office. I say the leader 
of the Opposition is not doing justice -to 
himself in stating that he endorses such a 
procedure. I think nothing of the attitude 
of the .honorable member for Ballarat West 
(Major Smith), who has stated, distinctly 
and positively, that Iris desire is, under any 
circumstances, to get rid of the Govern­
ment; or of the honorable member for North 
Melbourne, because he has asserted that 
nothing the Ministry may do will please 
him, and that he will assist to put them out 
as quickly as possible ; but I say it is not 
decent for the leader of the Opposition to 
seek to get up a rallying cry and to make 
political capital out of an accident of this 
kind. When the honorable member for .Bel­
fast spoke this evening about the Land Bill, 
the honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. 
Mirams) interjected that it was a farce. 

Mr. MIRAMS.-It is a farce. 
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-If the honorable 

member for Collingwood were to travel 
about the country and hear what people 
have to say as to his leasing idea, he would 
find that the general opinion is that it is a 
farce that any debate should take place upon 
such a subject. Two previous Administra­
tions did not dare to introduce a Land Bill. 
They shirked doing that which the country 
wanted. The present Administration, how­
ever, said they would carry through a Land 



Railway Managemeftt. [DECEMBER 7. ] Oollision at H awtlto1'n. 2745 

Bill. They brought in one last session, and, 
at the express wish of the House, they put it 

. off until this session; and now we will stick 
to it. But honorable members who dare not 
go before their constituents as men who 
neglected the Land Bill try to talk it out of 
the House. In conclusion, I repeat that the 
country at large will see that the Opposition 
are taking advantage, in a most indecent 
manner, of a serious calamity which we all 
deplore to oust this Administration. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I beg to ask the 
honorable member for North Melbourne 
(Mr. Munro) to hand in his motion. 

Mr. MUNRO .-1 handed it in last night. 
Mr. vVOODS.-Sir, itwas my intention to 

have moved the adjoul'l1ment of the House in 
order to bring before the notice of Parliament 
what I consider a scandalously indecent article 
in theA1'g'ltS newspaper to-day, which reflects 
upon myself and upon others. 

Mr. BENT.-Bring that on when the 
motion of want of confidence is proposed on 
Tuesday. . 

Mr. WOODS.-I may tell the Minister of 
Railways that the vote of want of confidence 
has nothing to do with my clearing my own 
reputation; and I submit that every honor­
able member should have the opportunity of 
clearing his reputation. 

Mr. BENT.-The motion of which the 
honorable member for North Melbou,rne 
(Mr. Munro) has given notice is a 
direct vote of want of confidence in my­
self ; and it is accepted as such by the 
Government. U ndcr these circumstances, 
will it not be better for the honorable mem­
ber for Stawell to reserve what he has to say 
until the motion is debated? I am anxious 
that there should be no discussion or warmth 
to-night. The honorable member for Sta­
well must have heard the honorable member 

. for North Melboul'l1e put his motion as a 
vote of want of confidence direct. There is 
no use in talking about it. He has had it 
in his pocket for some days. 

Mr. MUNRO.-Mr. Speaker, I wrote 
out the motion at the table, last night, and 
handed it to the Olerk in the usual way. I 
expected that the Governmentwould allow it 
to be brought forward thisafternooll, when the 
matter could have been settled and a proper 
committee appointed in a few minutes. 
However, the Premier refused to allow it to 
be brought forward. I then said if I could 
not bring it forward one way, :.: would bring 
it forward another way-namely, as a want 
of confidence motion. As SUC]l, the Premier 
accepted it, and moved the adjournment of 
the House. 

S~S. 1682.-9 G 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The words of 
the honorable member for North Melbourne 
were-" I give notice that I move a vote of 
want of confidence," and it was when those 
words were used that I asked whether the 
motion received the approbation of the honor­
able member for Geelong (Mr. Berry). 

Mr. BERRY.-The Premier asked me 
if I endorsed the motion as one of no con­
fidence in the Government. I said I did, 
because the Govel'l1ment would not allow it to 
come on in any other way. Then the Premier 
moved that the House do now adjoul'l1. The 
honorable gentleman cannot now hark back, 
or, if he does llark back, it should be only 
to allow the motion to be debated forthwith. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am not harking 
back. I only want the honorable member 
for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) to hand 
in his notice of motion. 

Mr. vVOODS.-No doubt this is "a 
very pretty quarrel as it stands," but I don't 
want to interfere in it. If honorable mem­
bers prefer that I should reserve my remarks 
on the wanton, scandalous, and villano us 
attack made upon me, not for the first or 
the fiftieth time, by the A1'g'ltS, I will do so. 
lt appears that I must be hit through my 
brake. I regard the A1'g'ltS as responsible 
for the death of the man who is lying in his 
grave now. Certainly I regard lVIr. Thomp­
son as less responsible in the matter than 
the A1'g'llS. Whenever the debate comes on 
I will show in such a way that this House 
cannot ignore the evidence tllat the A1'gUS is 
directly responsible for that man's death. 
I hold in my hand a record of more than a 
hundred railway accidents which have oc­
curred in England, with the result of the 
inquiries instituted into those accidents by 
the Board of Trade; and I must say I 
cannot understand the blind fatuity of the 
Premier in refusing to crushed and mangled 
humanity the demand which is on every 
one's lips. I have not at command words 
to characterize the honorable gentleman's 
conduct in refusing this inquiry at once. 
I am positively amazed. The Premier ought 
never to have allowed the honorable member 
for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) to place 
his motion on the paper. The honorable 
gentleman ought to have been the first man 
to ask the House to share the responsibility 
of an investigation, wl1ich should be imme­
diate and searching, into the whole case. 
What does it matter whether the Govern­
ment are "in" or "out," or whetper cer­
tain persons are intriguing to get on the 
Treasury bench, compared with the im­
portance of an inquiry of this kind which 
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'involves life or death, and which, in the' 
. interests of the public, should be instituted 

without the least delay? I may mention 
that the day before the occurrence at Haw­
thorn took place I happened to be coming 

-from Lillydale in the first" special " by 
which the Premier and other Ministers and 
Member~ of Parliament were passengers. 

· We slipped through Hawthorn station at 
what may be called a moderate speed for 
going through points, and then I noticed 
all at once that we were travclling on the 
down line. I called the attention of the 
honorable member for North Melbourne to 
the fact. I said there must be sOI.!le frightful 

,mistake. I knew there were two lines, but 
I did not know that only one ,vas being 
worked. Indeed that queer piece of pro­
cedure of first making two lines and then 
using only one I never knew adopted in 
any part of the world before. I said­
"Munro, we are travelling on the down 
line; we are in danger of a collision at any 
instant." The honorable member turned off 
the matter laughingly, saying-" Oh! it's 
all right." He did not see the danger I 
,saw. I had scarcely done speaking when 
the train slipped through the crossing a.nd 
got on to the propel' line, but we were scarcely 
clear when the down train from Melbourne 

-came sweeping past at the rate of 15 miles 
an hour. Had we been two seconds later, 
the special train in w.hich I was travelling 
would have been cut in two. 'Vhat I say 
11as verification in the report of the station-
·master at Hawthorn. vVith rega.rd to. the 
" specia.l" from Box Hill, he says-

cc I sent her through. • . . I thought she 
would pass the 6.7 p.m. 'down' at Burnley, as 
did the Ministerial train the preceding night." 

The Ministerial" special" escaped by the 
skin of its teeth. Had the one train been 
a little later, or the other a little earlier, 

· nothing on earth - not even automatic 
continuous brakes -would have prevented 
a collision, compared with which the col-

.lision on Saturday would have been small. 
(Cries of" Adjourn," and" Go on~") I am 
in the hands of the House. I don't want 
to injure my case by stating what I have to 
state, in my own self-defence, to unwilling 

· ears. If honorable members have made up , 
their minds to adjourn I shall certainly 

· reserve my remarks lllltil the House meets 
· again. Under these circumstances I con-
· elude, retaining my right to defend myself 
· at the propel' time. 

Mr. FRANCIS.-Mr. Speaker, I feel it 
· would be wrong-from the position of l'espon-
· sibility in which honorable gentlemen sitting 

on this (the Ministerial) side of the House 
thought fit, some months ago, to place me­
to refrain from saying something on an occa­
sion like the present. I regret that I was not 
in my place when this discussion commenced, 
because I would have been glad not to have 
lost a single word. I am not disposed to 
make light of the claim of the honorable 
member for Stawell to be heard in relation 
to another matter; but it is clear from the 
remarks of that honorable member and hon­
orable members who preceded him that the 

. present time, when a feeling of irritation 
prevails-a feeling of irritation which may 
be justified-is most inopportune for dis­
cussing any question even remotely con­
nected with the accident which happened the 
other day. At the same time, while alivQ 
to the fact that we ought not to prejudge 
the evidence which may be given before the 
coronel', I think that, if I had been in the 
position of the Premier, though it might 
appeal' to be acting perhaps unwisely, and 
certainly impulsively, I would have been 
willing to run that risk rather than prevent 
delay in the making of an investigation, so 
long as it was kept clear of the coroner's 
inquest. Such a sense have I of these re­
peated accidents tl1at I am sure, if I were 
in office, my instincts and practice, if not 
my logic, would have impelled me to insti­
tute an inquiry at once. However, it is for 
the Ministry to decide whether a general 
inquiry is possible or practicable so long as 
the case is sub Judice. I may mention that, 
the other day, I was travelling in an omnibus 
in company with Mr. Moss, an officer of the 
Railway department, who was employed to 
inquire into the different cases arising out of 
the J olimont accident, in which proceedings 
were taken against the Government. Think­
ing that the gentl~man might be engaged in 
similar work in connexion with the Haw­
thorn accident, I asked him if more deaths 
than one had taken place; and he seemed 
to indicate that, although there had been 
only one death, he was afraid that one or 
two other cases might have a fatal issue. I 
call attention to this representation to show 
that the present may not be the only coronial 
inquiry arising out of the Hawthorn accident. 
Let us hope in God's mercy that it will. 
But supposing there are other fatal cases, 
would there not be a d...'l.nger of the irrita~ion 
and indignation under which the community 
is laboring being wrongly directed, if Par­
liament, at such a juncture, were to push an 
inquiry into the whole question? I must 
deprecate the mixing up of party heat and 
political temper in a discussion of this kind. 
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Let me ask whether the appointment or Mr. 
Thompson, as station-master at Hawthorn, 
was a political appointment, ror which this 
Government can be held responsible? 

Mr. McKEAN. - Is the Postmastel'­
GeneralrE',sponsible for a robbery of mails? 

Mr. FRANOIS.-Sometimes. In the 
best regulated services accidents will happen, 
and I consider it wrong to make this rail­
way accident a vote or want of confidence 
matter. Whatever committee may be ap­
pointed under such a motion as the honor­
able member for North Melbourne (Mr. 
Munro) has tabled must necessarily be 
tinged by party influences. 

Mr. MUNRO.-How ? 
Mr. FRANOIS.-The committee must 

necessarily be the appointees of the majority, 
and if the appointment were to take place 
after a stand-up fight, is it likely that the 
committee would be rree from party in­
fluences? Yet a committee, if its labours 
are to have anything like profitable result, 
should be, like Cresar's wife, beyond 
suspicion. Besides it is well known that 

, personal considerations or a peculiar kind 
are bound to be involved in the affair. 

Mr. BERRY.-,,\Ve only want an in­
quiry. 

Mr. FRANOIS.-And I do not want to 
, stop the way or one. All I say is that as 
long as the state or public business is what 
it is, and the coroner's inquest is in actual 
progress, I will be no party to rorcing on 
the parliamentary investigation some honor­
able members have in their minds. 

Mr.MUNRO.-But the coroller's inquest 
has been postponed ror a fortnight. 

Mr. FRANOIS.-Only ror eight days. 
Mr. MUNRO. - One newspaper has 

stated that the adjournment will run over a 
rortnight. ' 

Mr. FRANOIS.-Well, I read the coro­
ner's announcement ror myself. I anl' afraid 
that one section of the press scarcely dis­
cusses the accident in a dispassionate spirit. 
vVith all the facts berore me, I consider the 
bringing rorward or this no-confidence motion 

,as a very unrair mode of attacking the 
. Government. If honorable members want 

to oust the Government, there are two or 
three other courses open to them, each of 
which would be rar more rail' and manly than 
the one they adopt. Why, for instance, do 
they not move a direct motion or no-con­
fidence? I do not say that one could. not 
be moved which I would not support. There 
are one or two matters upon which I dis­
agree with the Government, and upon which 
I would oppose them as strongly as any 

'9 G 2 

member of the Opposition. But the imme­
diate appointment of a committee or board 
to investigate the circumstances surrounding 
the accident is a very different affair. I say 
such a committee or board ought not to 
be appointed in the present excited state of 
public fteling. I will add that, as rar as I 
can see, the accident is in no way attributable 
to any political appointments. Under these 
circumstances, I ask. the leader or the Oppo­
sition why should he accept the responsibility 
or supporting so serious a step as the pro­
posing of a motion, the consideration of 
which will stand in the way of dealing with 
the Estimates as well as every other kind of 
public business? How can any Govern­
ment do the work that properly falls to 
their share, and properly defend the Treasury 
when things have come to this pass, that, 
whenever the minority in this Chamber have 
the smallest excuse for attacking the Govern­
ment, all legislation has to be pushed on one 
side as something which it is utterly impos­
sible to 'carry? Again, have we not had on the 
notice-paper for many weeks past a Bill for 
the better management of our railways, the 
consideration or which has been kept back 
by the action or the House in insisting upon 
absolute precedence being given to other 
measures? Altogether, this indirect no­
confidence motion is out or place and uncalled 
ror. ,Possibly one portion or the ideas con­
veyed in it will get some support at the 
public meetings that are to be held in Mel­
bourne and Hawthorn to-morrow, but it is 
quite inopportune. Every inquiry of the 
kind in question that is the outspring of 
political antagonism is bound to be a failure. 
It is perfectly true that whenever a railway 
accident happens in England, an inquiry into 
the causes of it is immediately held, but the 
management or railways at home and in this 
country are two very different affairs. In 
England there is no Railway department. 

Mr. WOODS.-But there is the Board 
or Trade. 

Mr. FRANOIS.-Yes, and, because the 
Imperial Government are not directlyan­
swerable for affairs or railway management, 
the Board of Trade have an officer-Oaptain 
Tyler-whose special duty it is to inquire 
into the particulars of every railway accident 
as soon as possible after it has taken place. 
Railways in England are private property, 
and the Board or Trade, as part of the' 
Government, does its best to keep a tight 
hand over them. Of course there must be 
a searching inquiry into the Hawthorn ac­
cident, and doubtless one will be· entered 
upon as soon as possible; but it would' be 
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a mistake to ptoceed in haste, by taking 
the matter up before the proper time. I 
protest now, as I did a day or two ago, 
against anything approaching to legislation 
in hysterics. By Tuesday perhaps the 
House, as a whole, will be in a position to 
proceed with sobriety. 

Mr. LONGMORE.-Mr. Speaker, I 
agree, to some extent, with the remark of 
the last speaker to the effect that it is pro­
posed to hasten a little too fast. When we 
consider the accidents that have taken place 
on our railway lines, we must deplore 
them-no right-minded man could do other­
wise--but we ought to be careful in attach­
ing the blame of them. The honorable 
member at present at the head of the Rail­
way d.epartment is charged with having had 
a number of very severe accidents during 
his administration, but is he to be held re­
sponsible for them? For my part, I think 
altogether too much blame is laid upon him. 
Is it not patent that it was the merest 
chance that prevented the J olimont accident 
from occurring during the reign of his pre­
decessor? 

Mr. WOODS.-It was practically caused 
by his predecessor. 

Mr. LONGMORE.-Certainly that pre­
decessor appointed the Engineer-in-Chief, 
who was responsible for the proper inspection 
of the wheel tires, and everything else con­
nected with the working of the lines. So 
the honorable gentleman has no right to 
cast up that accident against the presel~t 
head of the Railway department. 

Mr. PATTERSON.-But that Engi­
neer-in-Chief was practically deprived of all 
his authority and control. 

Mr. LONGMORE.-Which did not 
occur until he had allowed the tires to get 
worn down to the fraction of an inch. There 
could be no possible justification for the 
state of that tire. When I was Minister of 
Railways a serious accident occurred on the 
main line. It was caused by the driver of 
a special train loaded with excursionists from 
Castlemaine rusbing it, notwithstanding 
that the semaphore arm was up, into a train 
standing on a siding. The consequence 
was the telescoping of two or three wheat 
trucks which were pitched up over the 
engine, and that some 20 or 30 passengers 
were severely injured. What would have 
been thought of the fairness of the House 
had an honorable member come forward then 
and said with respect to me what a nigl1t or 
two ago the Major said in effect of the 
present Minister of Railways, namely­
" Y011 are a murderer" 1· 

Major SMITH.-I never said a word or 
the sort. 

Mr. LONGMORE. - The honorable 
member practically said he would bring a 
charge of murder against the present head 
of the Railway department. 

Major SMITH.-That is your version, 
not mine. 

Mr. LONGMORE.-On the occasion I 
speak of the House knew of the accident, for 
I mentioned it in this Ohamber, but honor­
able members never moved in the matter. 
I admit that we have got before us a state 
of things that calls for an inquiry. 

Major SMITH.-And we will have one, 
and have it now. 

Mr. LONGMORE.-But we don't want 
an inquiry simply to serve the Major's 

. purposes. The coroner is just now holding 
an inquest into the death of one of the 
unfortunate victims of the late accident, 
and, inasmuch as this investigation will go 
iuto every ramification of the Railway de­
partment, it will necessarily occupy a con­
siderable time. Under these circumstances, 
what can we expect from the present discus­
sion or from the discussion we are asked to 
enter upon next Tuesday in connexion with 
a motion of no-confidence, and which is bound 
to last a fortnight if it lasts a day? I have 
no doubt that in due course a thorough in­
quiry will be made not only into the COll­

dition of the Rail way department but also 
into the changes that might be beneficially 
made in its management, and I will go so 
far as to say that it ought to be carried on 
by professional men, and to be instituted as 
soon as possible, but the business. should not 
be rushed. The men blamable for the late 
accident ought not to find themselves before 
two tribunals at the same time. If matters 
are to be studied in a truly judicial spirit, they 
must be approached deliberately and not in 
the heat of excited party feeling. What 
has to be kept in view is the best means of 
preventing the destruction of life and pro­
perty in the future, not the fishing up of 
reasons why the controlofthe railways should 
be taken out of the hands of Parliament and 
placed in those of an irresponsible board. 
We have heard honorable members talk of the 
advantages derivable from the appointment of 
irresponsible boards, but what are they able 
to do? Look at the Harbour Trust, what 
has that body managed to accomplish? 
Again, if we appoint an irresponsible rail­
way board do we not hand over to them an 
enol-mous political power, which they would 
be more than human if they did not exercise? 
In fact, with the Lands department managed 
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by an irresponsible board composed of con­
servatives, and with the Education de­
partment in the same position, as well as a 
railway board, Parliament might be set 
aside altogether. ' The sooner we have the 
proper judicial inquiry I refer to the better, 
but the destruction of life and limb by a 
railway accident ought not to be made a 
reason for turning the Government out of 
office, unless it could be shown that they 
are guilty of not using the precautions 
against accident which they ought to have 
used. 

Mr. McKEAN.-Sir, I gather from the 
tone of the discussion that there is a strong 
desire that an inquiry into the condition and 
management of the Railway department 
should be held contemporaneously with the 
coroner's inquest into the cause of the late 
fatal accident at Hawthorn. If that is 
really the general feeling, I beg to recom­
mend the Government not to lose an instant 
in employing half-a-dozen of the best de­
tectives procurable to look up particulars in 
connexion with the subject to be inquired 
into, and also that, in view of the legal 
actions that will be brought, the best legal 
talent of the colony should be secured on 
the side of the Crown. So much depends in 
such affairs upon the nature of the evidence 
offered and the manner in which it is put 
before the court. But apart from that view, 
I think a searching inquiry, by say a depart­
mental board, into every matter arising out 
of the late accident, ought to be made by 
the Government in such a way that no time 
would be lost in placing the result of their 
investigation before us. 

Mr: L. L. SMITH.-That the Govern­
ment have promised shall be done. 

Mr. McKEAN.-Then I don't see the 
ground for this indirect motion of want of 
confidence. Are the proceedings of Par~ 
liament to be delayed simply because certain 
honorable members want to raise difficulties 
in the way of the Ministry with the view of 
embarrassing them? If those honorable 
members aim at seizing the Treasury bencll, 
I say let them seek to achieve their purpose 
by a direct 'method. Let them boldly ask 
the House to carry a motion openly cOildem­
natory of the Government. I don't like to 
see matters affecting the interests of the 
whole country dealt with by a side-wind. 
vVhen a political party in this Chamber at­
tacks the Administration of the day in order to 
oust tllem from office, it ought to exhibit at 
least some candour and straightforwardness. 
I urge honorable members not to bring the 
public business of the colony to a full stop 

by means which will simply give extra 
weight to the demands for compensation 
that will be set up in connexion with the 
Hawthorn accident, not only by those actu­
ally injured, but also by schemers who will 
pretend to have suffered from it. In the 
first place, the really injured will be encour­
aged to enlarge their claims; and, secondly, 
the passengers who were in no way injured 
will be tempted to indulge in the misrepre­
sentations that were so successful in con­
nexion with the Jolimont accident. It is 
notorious that several of those who got ver­
dicts against the Government on the latter 
account ceased, directly they received their 
money, to show the smallest sign of ill­
health. In one case of the kind, a party 
who had obtained compensation admitted to 
me that he had sustained no injury what­
ever. I ask the honorable member for North 
Melbourne (Mr. Munro) to seriously reflect 
upon the possible consequences of his 
motion if he persists in carrying it further. 
It will mean delaying public business for a 
little longer than this evening. 

Mr. MUNRO.-Why you told me not 
long since that you would support such a 
motion. 

Mr. McKEAN.-I don't hesitate to say 
that, if I saw in the House the material of 
which a better Ministry could be made, I 

, would go in at once for turning out the pre­
sent Ministry. I would also do the same 
thing if I thought my action would result 
jn a dissolution, because I would be very glad 
to see the House dissolved. It must, how­
ever, always be a que'stion which side a dis­
solution would favour. Those who go in too 
hurriedly for an appeal to the constituencies 
are apt to get what they don't want. A 
complete illustration of that sort of thing has 
been recently afforded in New South Wales. 
Sir Henry Parkes was too quick in going to 
the country. Had he waited there would 
have been a reaction in his favour, but as 
matters stand he finds himself in a minority, 
and the other party will come in. If the 
motion of the honorable member for North 
Melbourne succeeds-I don't believe it will 
-what will be the result? Supposing the 
electors are appealed to, what will they say? 
May we not hear on every hand that the 
Government have brought in a Bill for the 
better Inanagement of the rail ways, and also 
that the Minister of Railways had no more 
to do with the Hawthorn accident than the 
Postmaster-General had to do with the late 
post-office robbery? Do we not all know 
that railway accidents constitute something 
that is necessarily attendant upon modern 
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civili:mtion, and also that tlley are incon~ 
ceivably less productive of injury to life and 
limb-taking theavemge of cases-than the 
accidents that happen with coaches, cabs, 
buggies, and other vehicles? I ask honor­
able members generally to reflect seriously 
upon what I have pointed out to them, and 
also upon the harm that will arise from de­
laying the consideration of the Estimates, 
stoppiIrg the progress of the Railway Bill 
elsewhere, and interfering with the progress 
of affairs in a variety of ways. I ought also 
to mention how the action of the House may 
affect the feelings of the juries tl1at will be 
em panelled to try the compensation cases, 
·and induce them to award greater damages 
than they ought to do. As for the discussion 
indulged in this evening, it is inopportune, 
ill-advised, and it ought to cease. 

Mr. BENT.-Sir, I would not have said 
anything on this occasion but that there are 
one or two matters regarding which I think 
the House would like to have some informa­
.tion. The Jolimont embankment was re­
ferred to on Tuesday evening by the honor­
able member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) and 
the honorable member for East Melbourne 
(Mr. 'V alsh), and on the following morning 
I sent a memo. to the Engineer of Existing 
Lines on the subject. To-day I received the 
following reply :-

" Memo. in reply to the minute of the honorable 
the Minister of yesterday'sdate:-lst. I have care­
fully examined theJolimontembankment, which 
is perfectly safe. The water against the em ban k­
ment causes it to consolidate sooner than it would 
otherwise have done, but precautions are taken 
to preserve the levels of the permanent way, and, 
as the bank has been widened by stiff clay and 
shale from the cuttings on the south suburbau 
lines, there is no danger of the sand filling, which 
was put in place of the bridge in the line of 
Gisborne-street, being washed away. The water 
level on the upper or northern side of the em­
bankment is <Jlly 2 feet 3 inches higher than that 
on the south side. I have taken steps to bring 
the water across from north to south by syphon, 
but it cannot be lowered below the water level 
in the Yarra, which is the outlet. I have com­
municated with the city surveyor with a view of 
draining the water from the side cutting pits on 
the south of the embankment by a culvert or 
pipe drain through the reserve near the corpora­
tion baths. It is intended to fill up the low 
ground on the north side of the railway to the 
level of the present embankment and to utilize 
the space for sidings, which are required in con­
nexion with the Prince's-bridge station." 
I also instructed Mr. Greene to have a 
special examination made of all the bridges, 
because, as honorable members are aware, 
there was a heavy flood on Tuesday which 
might 1utYe caused some damage. On this 
subject Mr. Greene states-

" An examination of the bridges and works is 
made daily by each foreman of platelayers, be­
~ides a frequent periodical examination by 

. skilled inspectors of works in accordance with 
rules and special instructions; and in view of 
the possible damage to the line by locnl storms, 
I asked the Engineer of Maintenance to address 
circulars to the district inspectors, of which I 
attach copies. I believe all reasonable pre­
cautions are taken against accidents to the per­
manent way through the failure of works." 
The honorable member for Geelong (Mr. 
Berry) referred to the time-tables not having 
been delivered until the morning of the 2nd 
iust., and I therefore requested the Traffic 
Manager to inform me oftheexact dates. His 
reply is that the service time-tables for the 
south suburban lines were sent on the 30th 
November, and trypographical copies of the 
special time-table were sent to the stations 
all the way to Hawthorn on the 29th, and 
to the stations beyond Hawtho111 on the 
1st. 

Mr. BERRY.-They should have been 
sent a week before. 

Mr. BENT.-Perhaps a month? With 
regard to the motion which the honorable 
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) 
11as given notice of, I have not the slightest 
doubt that it was intended before to-night to 
bring it forward as a motion of want of 
confidence. The honorable member for Gee­
long, tIle honorable member for North Mel­
boume, the honorable member for Creswick 
(Mr. Richardson), and the honorable member 
for Ballarat 'Vest (Major Smith) are all 
"in it." 

Mr. BERRY.-That is perfectly untrue. 
Mr. MUNRO:-You could easily get out 

of the difficulty by letting the motion go. 
Mr. BENT.-I am perfectly indifferent 

to the result of the motion. I may state, 
however, for the information of the House 
that I llad a consultation with the officers 
of the department this morning, and that 
I decided to recommend my colleagues to. 
appoint an independent board next Monday 
to make a searching investigation into the 
whole of this affair. That information will 
be found in this evening's papers, so that it 
cannot be said I took that course in conse­
quence of the motion of the honorable mem­
ber for North Melbourne. 

Mr. ZOX . ....:.. Why did you not say that? 
Mr. BENT.-The Premier was asked to 

reply to the question of the honorable mem­
ber for North Melbourne the moment he 
entered the chamber, and before he had any 
opportunity of consulting with his colleagnes. 

MI'. BERRY.-You were here, and had 
an opportunity of speaking. 

Mr. RICHARDSON.-Do yon want a 
victory for yourself personally? 

Mr. BEN'l'.-I court the fullest investi. 
gatron. I am not charged in connexion with 
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this affair. At all events, there has been 
only one man in this House-shall I call 
him a man? -who made any charge against 
me personally, but can that honorable mem­
ber look me in the face and say, apart from 
all party considerations, that I am to blame? 

Major SMITH.-There has been official 
blundering somewhere, and you are respon­
sible. 

Mr. BENT. - There may have been 
official blundering, yet no honorable mem .. 
bel' was justified in saying to me what the 
honorable member for Ballarat. West did. 
I can understand the Opposition desiring to 
oust the Government on a fair issue-no 
one would blame them for that-but I can­
not understand an unfortunate occurrence of 
this kind being selected as a subject fpr 
attack. Talk about "thehart panting for the 
water-brook," why the honorable member for 
Ballarat "Vest, week after week, has been 
saying-" vVe will have them out soon." 
Ce~tainly, however, I have no reason to t 
complain of the honorable member when I 
remember that he has not said half as many. 
hard things against me as he did against his 
own colleague, the honorable member for 
Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson). I repeat 
tl1at I court inquiry, and the best proof ofthat 
is that I have arranged to ask my colleagues 
to appoint an independent board. 'Vhy should 
I fear an inquiry? Even supposing the 
present system of railway management is bad, 
am I to blame for it? I refuse to take the 
matter in a personal light at all. The hon­
orable member for Ballarat "Vest referred to 
the appointments I have made, but not one 
of the officers who is charged in connexion 
with this matter was appointed by me. 

Major SMITH.-You put a new man, 
Mr. Moore, from another part of the colony 
in charge of the line. . 

Mr. BENT.-The honorable member is 
wrong once more. The Inspector of Trains, 
Mr. Gill, has been in the Hobson's Bay 
Railway department ever since it was 
initiated, I believe. 

Mr. LANGRIDGlE.-Is not Mr. Moore 
over him? 

Mr. BENT.-Mr. Moore is the Traffic 
Superintendept, and, although I don't know 
him, I am informed that he is one of the 
best officers in the department. I am told 
that he was formerly the respected station­
master at Ballarat 'Vest, and he has bcen in 
the service for many years. I am surprised 
at the honorable member for Ballarat West 
talking thus about appointments when he 
llimself the other night compla.ined that 
the officers of the Education department 
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were complaining about the whole lists 
of appointments he made when he was in . 
office. Let me tell the honorable member 
that there is such a thing as indecent haste . 
in trying to get on to the Treasury bench. 
It is admitted that if the blame of this sad 
affair is sheeted home to anyone it means 
manslaughter, and, if that is the case, are 
these people to have two trials at the same 
time? rrhen how can the witnesses be in 
two places at once? If all that is wanted 
is an inquiry, the motion that has been tabled 
should be withdrawn. 

Mr. MUNRO.-Not a hit of it. 
Mr. BENT .~~ never thought it would 

be. Honorable members will not come to a 
vote on the Land Bill, yet they make use 
of this melancholy occurrence to get up an 
attack. on the 1'reasury bench. I make 

J them a present of all the honour and emolu­
ments they will get out of such a proceeding 
-using a dead man's body to step into office. 
If all that is wanted is a fair and impartial 
inquiry, the Premier has already stated that 
such an inquiry will be held. 

Major SMITH.-'Ve do not want a, 
board that you will appoint. 

Mr. BENT.-All the appointmentoe by 
H1is Government have been the best ever 
made in the colony, from the judges down­
wards. They were made irrespective of 
creed, party, or colour. I would remind the 
honorable member for Ballarat West that 
it was during the regime of his late colleague, 
the honorable member for Castlemaine, the 
officer was appointed under whose charge the 
railways were when the Jolimont accident 
occurred. 

Ml·. PATTERSON.-The a.ccident oc .. 
cUl'l'ed in your time. 
. Mr. BENT.-If I ran down t.he tires of 
the carriage wheels in nine weeks, I must 
have been very ·clever. I say, if a political 
fight is to take place, let it be upon some 
principle-upon some fair issue. This is not 
an attack on the Government; some gentle­
men simply wan.t to make a pers01)al attack 
upon myself. I have no wish to enter into 
a discussion of the question at this stage, 
and I will avoid saying anything about the 
accident' until the proper time, but I would 
be sorry to allow it to be said without con­
tradiction that the Government had refused 
an inquiry, when the fact is that a searching 
investigation is to be held-an inquiry 
which I arranged to recommend to my col­
leagues before this motion was brought 
forward to-day. The fact is that some hon­
orable members on the opposition side of 
the House do not want to do any work. 
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Dr. QUIOK.-This House is not fit to 
do any work. 

Mr. BENT.-I looked forward to the 
passing of the Land Bill, the Water Oon­
servation Act Amendment Bill, and the 
Estimates before Ohristmas. I must say 
that I never heard of a more un-English pro­
ceeding than the tabling of the motion of the 
honorable member for North Melbollrne at 
a time when a number of men are practically 
on their trial before a judicial tribunal. 
Although in England the Board of Trade 
holds inquiries on accidents of this kind, the 
inquiry is invariably postponed until after 
the coroner's inquest. The proceeding of the 
honorable member for North Melbourne is 
contrary to all good feeling, and I can hardly 
understand it being supported in any British 
community. The least the honorable mem­
ber can do for his own credit is to withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. MUNRO.-I could not think of it. 
Mr. BENT.-I am only speaking for the 

honorable member's own credit and for the 
sake of the Opposition. I have no fear of 
the result. I know there are some gentlemen 
on that side of the House who will not follow 
him in such a motion. 

1\11'. BERRY.-Then the sooner we know 
them the better. 

Mr. B:UjNT.-The honorable member has 
let the secret out. It is admitted that this 
is a political move made over a deplorable 
railway accident. Under such circumstances, 
what inquiry and what evidence would affect 
the decision of the honorable members who 
are taking part in this matter? They are 
determined to vote against the Government, 
right or wrong. This is made purely a 
matter of politics. 

Major SMITH.-What else are we here 
for but politics? 

Mr. BENT.-But let us have fair and 
honorable politics. I make the honorable 
member a present of such politics as this. 
The publie will now be able to value at its 
true worth the sympathy of the three hon­
orable members who are taking the most 
prominent part in this affair. They do not 
care for the poor sufferers by this melancholy 
accident; they are siinply making an at­
tempt to get on the Treasury bench, and 
wish to provoke a debate which can only be­
come a political wrangle. This is what 
honorable members call" policy." 

MajorSMITH.-Ourpolicy is to prevent 
rail way accidents in the future. 

Mr. BENT.-The honorable member's 
object is to get on the Treasury train, and 
to prevent accidents to himself. But I may 

tell the honorable member that he is not 
"in it." I trnst that, when the motion 
comes on, there will be a sufficient instinct 
of fair play among honorable members to 
cause them to decide that nothing shall be 
done until the coroner's inquest is over. 

Mr. PEARSON. - Sir, as Ministers 
have attempted to show that there is some­
thing contrary to practice in moving for a 
select cbmmittee upon an administrative 
casualty of this kind, it is important to in­
quire what has been the practice of the Im­
perial Government on such matters, and I 
have found two or three cases which bear 
distinctly on the question. In 1855, when 
the people of England were shocked by the 
news that hundreds of men were dying in 
the Crimea, although the management of 
the army and navy was a matter peculiarly 
belonging to the Crown, as a special privi­
lege Mr. Roebuck moved in the House of 
Commons for a select committee to inquire 
into it. 

Mr. GRANT.-Was there a coroner's 
iqquest being held? 

Mr. PEARSON.-Lord John Russell 
did not shelter himself under the plea' that 
court martials might be proceeding on 
generals, or departmental boards on officers. 
He wrote to the Premier, Lord Aberdeen, 
that he did not see how such a demand for 
inquiry could be resisted. When the Go­
vernment did attempt to resist it, they were 
beaten by two to one, and the Ministry had 
to be reconstructed. I would remind the 
House, too, that there is no time when the 
Imperial Parliament is more reluctant to 
interfere with the Government, or to bring 
about a change in the Administration, than 
in time of war; yet it did not shrink on 
that occasion, but did its duty manfully. 
Then, in 1870, when a great ship of war 
sank suddenly, a board was appointed to 
inquire into the occurrence j and that 
board, composed of admirals and captains, 
brought up a report censuring Parliament 
itself. Does anyone think that a coroner's 
inquest can sheet home responsibility to 
responsible Ministers of the Crown. or Par­
liament? In the following year, when the 
Megcera was sent out so badly provided and 
so thin that she was ultimately run ashore 
on St. Paul's Island, an inquiry was held, 
presided oyer by Lord Lawrence, which 
reported that Sir Spencer Robinson and some 
other officials of the highest position were to 
blame. That is the kind of inquiry we want 
-an inquiry that will sheet home the re­
sponsibilitytoits proper source-but,insteacl 
of it. being granted, we are told to wait 
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patiently until the coroner's inquest is over, 
or until a board has assessed the claims for 
compensation. 

Mr. GRANT.-No one says that. 
Mr. PEARSON.-That is the kind of 

board mentioned in the evening papers to 
which the Minister of Railways referred. 
The Ministry are jesting with a terrible 
subject. Who can tell when the coroner's 
inquest will cease? There has been already 
one victim, and there may be others. Re­
ference has been made to the J olimont 

-accident. This House neglected its duty on 
that occasion, and left it to the other 
Chamber to perform. The other House is 
not able to speak with such authority as the 
Assembly, but it drafted two recommenda­
tions, which, if they had been carried out, 
would llave prevented such an accident as 
occurred at Hawthorn. Those recommenda­
tions, however, were disregarded by the 
Minister, and, if there were no other reason 
than that, the House should insist upon 
having a select committee. It is not merely 
the Minister of Railways or the Administra­
tion who are on their trial, but this House 
itself. 

Mr. FRASER.-I desire to know from 
the Attorney-General whether it is true that 
the coroner adjourned the inquest for the 
time he did in consequence of pressure from 
the department? 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Certainly not. 
Mr. FISHER.-Sir, I regret exceedingly 

that this question should be before the 
House. I think there was not the slightest 
necessity for the motion of the honorable 
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) 
in the way in which he has submitted it. 
'Vhat is the raison d'etl'e of the motion? 
I could have understood it if the Govern­
ment had said" We will have no inquiry," 
but they have said nothing of the kind. On 
the contrary, I understood from the Pre­
mier that there was to be a full inquiry at 
the proper time. I agree with him that this 
is not the proper time for such an inquiry. 
I think it would be most improper to have 
an inquiry just now if the public are in the 
heated state they are represented to be 
in ; although the fact that, according to the 
newspapers, only 270 persons have signed 
the requisition to the Mayor of Melbourne 
for a public meeting does not go to show 
that there is much public excitement on the 
subject. An inquiry held hot upon a disaster 
of this kind would be more like a Lynch trial 
in America than a calm and judicial inves­
tigation before a judge and jury. I am in­
clined to agree with those who think that au 

inquiry should be conducted by members of 
this House-I think this House should part 
with as few of its privileges as possible-but 
there is a time for everything, and certainly 
the inquiry should not be held until at least 
there has been another day of the coroner's 
inquest. I would not say that the House 
should wait for the termination of the inquest 
if it is likely to last over a considerable time, 
but we ought at least to wait until after the 
next day on which the coroner's jury sit. I 
have no doubt that on that day the main 
body of the evidence will be given, and the 
House and the country will then be able to 
judge from sworn testimony what are the 
real facts in connexion with the sad disaster. 
I trust that the House will not rush into 
extremes, as it seems to be the desire of 
some honorable members to do. If the 
motion for an inquiry be pushed on hurriedly, 
the public will be disposed to say that some 
honorable members are not above seizing 
upon the unfortunate accident which has 
occurred in order to make it a peg on which 
to hang some advancement for themselves. 
I shall regret if the public have the oppor­
tunity of saying anything of the kind. Why 
cannot honorable members wait for a week? 
What special necessity is there to hurry on 
an inquiry at the present moment? As has 
been already stated, there have been other 
accidents on the railways besides the one 
at Hawthorn. Some time ago, there ,vas an 
accident at Beaufort, in wllich a time-table 
played a very prominent part. I remember 
having a motion on the notice-paper for 
many months in regard to the time-table 
used on the occasion of that accident, but 
I never had the opportunity of proposing 
the motion. I do not know that it is in 
the power of this House, or of any board, 
or of the most capable men in the world to 
so manage our railways as always to avoid 
any accident. At all events, I do not think 
this is the occasion for bringing forward 
such a motion as that of which the honor­
able member for North Melbourne has 
given notice. The object of the motion 
seems to be to dislodge the Ministry from 
the Treasury bench, in order that other 
honorable members may take their place. If 
that is the object of those honorable members 
who are anxious to push on the motion, 
I would say to them-If you wjsh to eject 
the Ministl'y, choose anything but the sub­
ject of this disaster for that purpose ; do not 
mix up a terrible railway accident with your 
aspirations for office. I would join with 
honorable members in ejecting the Ministry 
011 any legitimate grounds, but, seeing that 
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the Government have not refused an inquiry 
into the cause of the accident, I cannot 
support a. motion of this description when it 
is brought forward for the purpose of effect­
ing a change of Ministry. Perch, the 
messenger, in Dombey and Son, was always 
ready to rejoice in the misfortunes and 
disasters of the firm, for the greater the 
troubles which befel them the more comforts 
he enjoyed; and, in the same way, this rail­
way disaster appears to be a perfect godsend 
to certain members of this House. 

Sir C. MAC MAHON.-Mr. Speaker, 
the honorable member for Mandurallg (Mr. 
Fisher) concluded his address with some 
remarks which I do not think at all becom­
ing when discussing such a serious subject 
as the one now before the House. ·VI ere the 
Hawthorn accident the first accident that 
had occurred on the suburban railways, the 
honorable member might be correct in say­
ing that it should not be made a ground for 
assailing the Government, or any member 
of the Government, but it must be remem­
bered that for several weeks past we 
have been engaged in discussing a Bill for 
increasing the railway system of the colony 
to an extent which many honorable mem­
bers believe that it will be impossible for the 
Government to work under existing circum­
stances, and that we have also been discuss­
ing a Bill for the construction of tramways. 
During the discussion of these measures it 
has been shown that the Government want 
to retain a large portion of the controlling 
power over all modes of conveyance, but it 
will be impossible for them ever to exercise 
it satisfactorily to the country. The purchase 
ofthe Hobson's Bay Company's railways was 
one of the greatest mistakes that a Goyern­
ment ever committed. I have always main­
tained that it is out of the power of any 
Governmen t,consid ering the i nfl. uences which 
are brought to bear upon them, to success­
fully work suburban railways in opposition 
to the cabs and omnibuses, and I·think that 
time has shown this to be the case. I will 
now say something whic11, had I stated it 
publicly at the time it occurred, would have 
materially hlCreased the amount of the 
damages which had to be paid on account of 
the J olimont railway accident. One month 
before that accident occurred I went to Mr. 
Elsdon, the then Engineer-in-Chief, who 
was associated with me in former days, when 
I was concerned in the working of one of the 
suburban lines, and I told him the great 
danger he was incurring. I said to him­
"You have undertaken more than you are 
capable of performing; take my advice; 

get a first-class man to manage the south 
suburban traffic." I even mentioned the 
llame of a man who could do the work, 
though he was not in this colony. I further 
said to Mr. Elsdon-" If I were you I 
would rather confine myself to the rest of 
the railways than have the working of those 
very dangerous lines; drop all professional 
jealousy; don't want to be the 'boss' of 
everything, but get a man who will take the 
responsibility of working the south suburban 
traffie." Mr. Elsdon said-" What is your 
idea ?" I replied-" If you don't take my 
advice, within one month you will have a 
big accident." He asked-" What from 1" 
and I answered-" Deficient rolling-stock, 
imperfect engines, imperfect rails, and the 
running of express trains." I ga\Te this 
information to Mr. Elsdon. I told him that 
an accident must inevitably happen unless 
other arrangements were made. I have 
myself seen a Brighton train start llalf-an­
hour late, and what was the cause of it being 
late 1 The shunting of 30 cattle trucks 
from Gippsland, with an engine pushing 
them instead of drawing them, and causing 
the whole station to be blocked. You can .. 
not get the right class of men to employ on 
the railways trained for their work in a 
moment; but matters in connexion with the 
railways have been going from bad to worse. 
I must do the Minister of Railways the jus­
tice to say that he has shown an energy and 
activity which very few men in his position 
would exhibit, but his energy and activity 
have been misdirected. The honorable gen­
tleman has taken i.Ipon himself to meddle 
with every trifling detail, to interfere with 
every station-master, porter, and other offi. 
cial-in fact, to believe himself to be the 
grand boss of the world in rail \vay manage­
ment. He has settled the site of a station 
in two minutes, when the local residents have 
been unable to agree upon it after weeks of 
discnssivn. Is all this honest management, 
for the benefit of the public at large, 01' is it 
political management 1 Has not the Min­
ister virtually said to 11Onorable members­
"Keep us in office, and we will give you 
what yon want, and what otherwise you 
cannot get" 1 Does not his action mean­
"Keep us in office, and we will put your 
friends in billets" 1 I am a constant tra­
veller on one or two railway lines, and I have 
seen the effects of political patronage. 'Vhen 
parents become too old to look for any posi­
tion themselves, their boys are taken into the 
service. Boys of all sorts have been put 
into important positions. At the Spencer­
street station you will find a lot of boys 
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utterly ignorant of the duties they have to 
attend to. I. have seen a crowd of several 
hundred persons who have come from "Til­
liamstown, and one boy at a gate trying to 
keep the people back, and pretending to 
check the tickets, though it was utterly im­
possible that he could do so. This has taken 
place under the nose of the Minister of 
Rail ways, and under the noses of the station­
masters, whom I never see attending to their 
duties. Under these circumstances, is it any 
wonder that such an accident as that which 
has recently happened should occur? The 
members of this House are the owners of the 
railways for the time being-they are the re­
presentatives of the shareholders-and they 
have a rigllt to demand an inquiry into the 
cause of the disaster, even though it should 
lead to the resignation of the Government. 

Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-An inquiry has 
not been refused. 

Sir C. MAC MAHON.-I understand 
that the Premier regards the motion of the 
honorable member for North Melbourne 
(Mr. Munro) as one of want of confidence, 
and that he has therefore moved the adjourn­
ment of the House. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I will explain. 
The honorable member for North Mel­
bourne (Mr. Munro) asked that precedence 
should be given to his motion over all other 
business. I stated various reasons why it 
would be unadvisable at the present moment 
to appoint a committee of inquiry. I said 
that an investigation might shortly take 
place, but that the proper time to make it 
was not whilst the coroner's inquest is going 
on, and whilst the public mind is in a state 
of excitement. The honorable member for 
Geelong (Mr. Berry) was not satisfied with 
that reply t and he suggested it particular 
course to t:....e honorable member for North 
Melbourne, namely, that he shoul~ give 
notice of a motion of want of confidence 
in the Government. The honorable member 
adopted that suggestion, nnd I nsked the 
lender of the Opposition if he endorsed the 
action, and the honorable member for Gee­
long said he did. I subsequently stated that 
the Government could not submit to have 
the order of business dictated by the Oppo­
sition, and I accepted the action of the 
honorable member for North Melbourne as 
a motion of want of confidence, and accord., 
ingly moved the adjournment of the House. 
I have, however, stated all along that the 
Government are perfectly willing that an 
inquiry shall take place. 

Sir C. MAC MAHON.-I understand 
~he Premier to admit that my statement is 

correct. The honorable gentleman has pro­
posed the adjournment of the House because 
he nccepts the motion of the honorable 
mem bel' for North Melbourne as one· of 
no-confidence. It appea.rs to me that some 
members think that God Almighty has 
interfered in this case, and brought about a. 
xailwayaccident. Is it to be said that a Land 
Bill or some other rubbish is to intervene to 
.prevent nn inquiry? Are we to allow our 
people to be slaughtered without having a 
proper investigntiollof the matter? Such 
a thing could not possibly happen if the 
rnilways belonged to a private company, and 
it should not be allowed to be the ca.se here. 
In the first place, this accident is not the 
first by several that has occurred, and, in· 
the second place, honorable members are in 
reality the representatives of the share­
holders in the concern. It is admitted that 
the Jolimont nccident could have been 
avoided, and, in dealing with it and its re­
sults, no proper course was adopted. All 
sorts of fiddling experiments were made. 
Instead of a proper body being appointed to 
inquire into the matter and to assess the 
compensation to be paid, the courts of law 
wero appealed to, and bargnins were made 
which were utterly discreditable to the 
Government. Is this kind of thing to be 
repeated to a much greater extent? Is it 
not time for the House to step in and insist 
on an inquiry, not mer~ly to discover who is 
to blame for the accident, but also to ascer­
tain whether the system of railway adminis­
tration and mnnngement is right or wrong. 
I think that the system is altogether wrong. 

Mr. McKEAN.-The Government think 
so too. 
. SirC;MAC MAHON.-I cannotullder­
stand the position of the Government. 
They haye brought in a Bill to provide for 
the better management of the railways, but 
it is in the nature of a Bm to make the sys­
tem more· political. The political patronage, 
which has· been the grent evil of the system 
in the past, is to be extended. Can we im­
agine nny private commercinl establishment 
being conducted on such principles? The 
honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) 
stated the other night that n certain circular 
was issued by the Minister of Railways. 

Mr. L. L. SMITH.-That was contra­
dicted. 

Sir C. MAC MAHON.-Supposing I 
prove that the statement is true, what will 
be the result? Will the Government take 
the responsibility and resign? There is no 
answer. Then that shows in what way 
patronage has been exercised. There i~ 
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scarcely a man appointed in the Railway 
department without a note to the political 
head from some Member of Parliament or 
from some influential person connected with 
a constituency. I don't think that this 
state of things can be ascribed wholly to the 
present Minister of Railways. He has 
merely im.proved vastly upon what his pre­
decessors have done. We can all see that 
most of his time is snent on the other side 
of the House. We are not so blind as not 
to see what is going on. It would not be 
right, however, to blame the honorable gen­
tleman individually for all that has ta~~en 
place. His great fault has been that he has 
been too anxious to move about, to see 
everything, to do everything, and to imagine 
he knows everything, instead of quietly 
looking after the official management of the 
department. There is, indeed too much run­
ning about done by all Ministers. I hope 
that this melancholy accident will teach 
them that they ought to confine themselves 
to the administration of their department, 
instead of running about the country, tout­
ing, and receiving deputations from muni­
cipal councils and other bodies with the view 
of securing a majority at the next election. 
There is too much struggling for political 
place and power. A large number of honor­
able members, however, are interested in ob­
taining something for their friends rather 
than in obtaining somethillgforthemsdves. 
This is putting the matter plainly. The re­
marks I have made point to the curse of 
the Government service-political patron-
age. . 

Mr. BENT.-You were called a corrupt 
Speaker, and you did not like it. 

Sir C. MAC MAHON.-That is true; 
but I cannot understand the interjection 
coming from a man who was the first to take 
up Illy cause, and denounce those who made 
the statement against me. Is that a good 
hit? 

Mr. BENT.-I did not say that my 
remark was a good hit, but I will call the 
honorable member's attention to the fact 
that he has repeated the statement that I 
sent round a circular amongst members of 
the Opposition. I deny the statement, and 
I challenge the honorable member to prove 
that I issued any such circular. 

Sir C. MAC MAHON.-Assumingthat 
I do prove it, what will be the result? Will 
the Government go out of office? 

Mr. McKEAN.-That is an Irish way oJ: 
answering a question. 

SirC.MACMAHON.-ItmaybeanIrish 
way, but it is a very good one. This House 

has been to a great extent to blame for many 
years for the evils connected with political 
patronage, and those evils have not been 
confined to the Railway department. I will 
do the honorable member for Castlemaine 
(Mr. Patterson) the justice to say that he 
attempted to free the Railway department 
from political patronage, although he may 
have been a little injudicious in the manner 
in which he attempted to do so. He, how­
ever, was the first Minister who endeavoured 
to deprive the Railway department of the ex­
ercise of political patronage, though I think 
he unfortunately went the wrong way about it. 
I would ask the Premier to reconsider his 
objection to an inquiry into the cause of the 
accident being made by this House before 
the coroner's inquest is over. A coroner's 
jury, as we all know, are the passers by 
summoned by a constable to inquire into the 
cause of death. Is it to be supposed that 
they are so superior to honorable members 
that the House is to wait for a verdict before 
ordering an inquiry? 

Mr. GRANT.-That is not the ground 
of the objection. 

Sir C. MAC MAHON.-It may not be; 
but if the Premier would take my advice he 
would see that we are bound, as representa­
tives of the people, to vote for an inquiry 
being held, to show that we are prepared to 
have the matter investigated. 

Mr. A. T. CLARK.-Sir, the honor­
able member for West Melbourne (Sir C. 
Mac Mahon) has shown the inconsistency 
of the conservative party by advocating that 
the railways should be taken from the con­
trol of the State and placed in charge of an 
irresponsible board. Formerly they advocated 
that the State should have the control of the 
whole of the railways in the country. 

Sir C. MAC MAHON.-I never did. 
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-At all events, the 

party to which the honorable member belongs 
forced on the Government the purchase of 
the railways of a private company. They 
said that the State ought to own all the 
railways. The honorable member and his 
party are now particularly anxious that the 
railways shall pass out of the hands of the 
State-that they shall either be leased, or 
that an irresponsible board shall be created 
to manage them. The honorable member, 
and those who agree with him in wishing 
that the control ovei' the railways shall be 
taken out of the hands of Parliament and 
of a responsible Minister, ought to recollect 
that, in the old country, each railway is 
managed by a board, and that over all the 
railway boards there is a central board~ 
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namely, tl1e Board of Trade. In England, 
railway accidents occur almost daily, but 
does the House of Oommons cry out, every 
time one happens, that .the railway boards 
are not fit to manage the lines? It is 
childish nonsense for the honorable member 
for 'tVest Melboume and his friends to tell 
the public that, because one twopenny-half­
penny accident occurs on our railways, it 
is necessary to create all this fuss and 
furore. (" Oh ! ") I say that the late 
disaster was a twopenny-halfpenny accident 
in comparison with the accidents which oc­
cur almost daily in the old country. Never 
before in our history was an attempt of this 
sort made by a side-wind to appoint a com­
mittee ~lOt to inquire into the cause of the 
late accident, but to sheet home to the 
Government the fact that they have failed 
in their administrative capacity. A politi­
cal attempt. is being made to use the acci­
dent as a lever to oust the Government. Is 
that honest? I am prepared to vote 
against the Government if the honorable 
member for North Melboume (Mr. Munro) 
will have the courage of his opinions, and 
submit a general motion declaring that this 
House has no confidence in the Ministry. 

Mr. PATTERSON.-You are not. 
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-I am, and I will 

stake my character against that of the hon­
orable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patter­
son). When I go to the country it will not 
be with the honorable member. 

Dr. QUICK.-You are speaking rot. 
The SPEAKER.-The phrase is un­

parliamentary, and the honorable and leamed 
member must, therefore, withdraw it, and 
express regret for having used it. 

Dr. QUICK.-Mr. Speaker, if you con­
sider the remark unparliamentary, I will 
withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER.-The honorable and 
learned member mus~ express his regret for 
having used the term. 

Dr. QUICK.-Well, I regret having 
used it. 

Mr. A. T. CLARK.-No threat, from 
whatever quarter it may come, will intimi­
date me from doing what I consider my 
duty, and expressing my own opinion. I 
will not be forced into voting for a motion 
of no confidence on a pretext which cannot 
be justified. A great deal of blame has 
been attempted to be thrown on the Minister 
of Railways in connexion with this accident, 
but surely honorable members ought to be 
fair to one another. The Minister of Rail­
ways had no more to do with the accident 
than I had. I have been astonished to 

hear honorable members who hold the 
same political views that I do, advo­
cate that men should be brought out 
from home to manage the railways. I be­
lieve in the motto, "Australia for the 
Australians," and I think that there are men 
in this colony with sufficient brains, intelli­
gence, and ability to manage our railways. 
The Victorian railways will compare favor .. 
ably with any railways in the world. I ven­
ture to say that there are 50 per cent. less 
accidents on our lines tHan on those of any 
.other country. Accidents will occur occa­
sionally, however carefully railways may be 
managed. No one regrets the late accident 
more than I do, but I will be no party to 
oust the Government bya side-wind. Neither 
the Minister of Railways nor any other 
Minister is in the smallest degree responsible 
for the accident. Though the present occu­
papts of the Treasury bench acted unfairly 
to the late Govemment, that is no reason 
why we should be unfair to them. The way 
in which the honorable member for North 
Melboume is attempting to oust the Ministry 
is unworthy of him. I think they ought to 
be out of office, and I repeat that I will assist 
the honorable member if he will attempt to 
eject them in a straightforward manner. If 
this House wants purifying, as some honor­
able members have said it does, let it be 
dissolved. I hope, however, that we shall 
go to the country not on a side-issue-not a 
question of broken bones and mangled bodies 
"':""'but simply on the education question. 

Mr. GRAVES.-Sir, I think this matter 
has gone far beyond what it ought to have 
done. No one deplores the late accident 
more than the members of the Government, 
and for my part I would leave any Ministry 
that refused the fullest and the most search­
ing investigation into the cause of the dis. 
aster; but I think that the inquiry should 
take place atthe propertime,and when things 
are ripe for it. The honorable member for 
Castlemaine (Mr. Pearson) has referred to 
the appointment by the House of Commons, 
in 1855, of a select committee to inquire into 
the cause of certain deaths in the Crimea. 
The appointment of that committee was quite 
justifiable, and the Legislative Assembly of 
Victoria would not refuse to appoint a com­
mittee under similar circumstances, butth-ere 
is no parallel between that case and the pre­
sent. The honorable member for North 
Melbourne (Mr. Munro) asks that a com­
mittee shall be appointed to inquire into 
and report upon the management of the 
Railway department, and specially to report 
" on the whole circulllstances relating to 
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the recent disastrous occurrences at Haw­
thorn." Now what are the facts? At the 
present time a coroner's Jury is holding an 
inquiry into the" disastrous occurrences at 
Hn.wthorn." The coroner is the representa­
tive of the Queen; he issues his warrant and 
'summons a jury; the jury are empanelled, 
n.nd witnesses are examined before them on 
'oath. There can be no better constituted tri­
bunal than a coroner's Jury, and it would be 
highly irregular and improper fora committee 
of this House to intervene while the inquiry 
before the coroner is proceeding. A com­
mittee of this House ha s no power to 
examine witnesses on oath, and yet it is 
proposed that a committee shall take irre­
sponsible evidence, which may affect the lives 
n.nd liberties of some of Her Majesty's sub­
jects, during the very time that the same wit­
'nesses are being examined before n. properly 
constituted court. A coroner's jury is one of 
the highest tribunals in the land, and on 
this point I will read the following from 
Bake?' on the Office of Coroner:-

"The coroner's jury appears to me to be of far 
greater importance than any other, because the 
investigation is conducted before a judicial 
officer in 0PE!l1 court by the oaths of at least twel ve 
men (and being a grand jury there may be, and 
in cases of importance, sometimes are as inany as 
23) and they are bound to hear evidence on all 
sides, both for and against any person who may 
be snspected, and they are consequently the most 
likely to form a correct judgment on the matter 
before them." 

I submit that it would not be proper-in­
deed it would be un-English and unmanly 
-for a committee of this House, however 
able the members of it might be, to inter­
vene in the present case before the coroner's 
jury has completed its judicial investigation. 
In conclusi.on, I repeat that I would resign 

-office immediately if this Ministry were to 
refuse to gmnt the most searching inquiry at 
the earliest possible date, which is when the 
coroner's jury have found a verdict on the case 
now before them. 

Mr. DE~AKIN.-Sir, the last speaker 
would have improved his argument if he had 
not resorted to those personalities of which 
we have had too many from the Treasury 
bench this evening. Whatever mayor may 
not be the motives of those who support the 
motion of which the honorable member for 
North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) has gi\7en 

. notice, this is not the time to discuss the 
motion as it has been discussed. An attempt 
has been made to raise a discussion upon it by 
a side-wind. In consequence of the Govern­
mentdeclining to allow the motion to be dealt 
with and settled this evening, we have had an 
informal discussion of which nothing can 

I 

come, with the effect possibly of robbing the 
discussion of next Tuesday of part of its 
force and meaning. That is unfair. With­
out prejudging the case in any way, I would 
like to point out that only since this motion 
has been tabled have the Government become 
enamoured of inquiry. When the honorable 
member for North Melbourne first put his 
question, it was couched in the most polite 
and most gentlemanly manner . No one could 
have thought from that question that there 
was any idea of making the motion one of no 
confidence in the Government. But what was 
the answer the honorable member received? 
Why that an inquiry might take place after 
the Christmas recess. And what were we 
led incidentally to suppose the body to 
undertake that inquiry would be? The 
motion of the honorable member for North 
Melbourne is that this House shall elect, 
by ballot from its members, five gentlemen 
whom the majority consider best fitted to 
undertake the inquiry; and what have the 
Government to dread from an investigation 
conducted by a committee which they them­
selves are sure or returning? 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Weentertain no 
dread. 

Mr. DEAKIN.-The inquiry must be 
dreaded if it is to be postponed until after 
Christmas. 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-vVe only claim 
fair play for those who are accused. 

Mr. DEAKIN.-Then the Ministry led 
us by implication to understand that tho 
inquiry, when undertaken, would be under­
taken by a number of gentlemen nominated 
by themselves; and we know by the Educa­
tion Commission, and other commissions an:d 
boards, wllat chance honorable gentlemen 
on this (the opposition) side have of obtain­
ing the impartial jury they require. If the 
Ministry, even now, were to guarantee that 
an inquiry by an impartial board should be 
commenced immediately, honorable members 
on this. side would be perfectly satisfied. 
Nothing more than a full and impartiai 
inquiry is sought for by the motion. 
As a last resource, the honorable mem­
bel" for North Melbourne has been com­
pelled to make the motion a motion of 
want of confidence, simply that it may have 
precedence next Tuesday, the Government 
having refused to give it precedence to-night. 
Will anyone who reads the terms of the 
motion venture to say that the inquiry it 
seeks would, in the slightest degree, inter­
fere with the proceedings of the coroner's 
jury ? Not in the slightest. The object of 
the coroner's' inquest is to 'ascertain the 
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'cause of death of one man. But the inquiry 
contemplated by the motion is one infinitely 
broader-it goes into the whole manage­
ment of the Railway department. To say 
that such an inquiry is un-English is 
most preposterous. Why the preliminary 

,investigations of the committee would oc­
cupy much longer time than would be 
luecessary for the coroner's jury to bring in 
its verdict. The coroner's jury would, in 
all probability, have donc its work before the 
committee commenced taking evidence. If 
the Ministry are sincere in their repeated 
protestations about their desire for investi­
gation, why have they uot put before the 
,House some definite proposal for inquiry? 
We 11a ve been promised a searching and full 

.inquiry, but we know by experience that the 
construction put on such terms by honor­
able members on the Ministerial side and 
the construction we put are different things. 
vVe require some guarantee as to the body 
that will be appointed to make inquiry, 
from whom it will be chosen, the scope and 
tenor of the inquiry, and when it will be 
commenced. "'V\T e have not the slightest 
information on these subjects. Even after 
the motion has been turned into a motion of 
want of confidence, the Ministry state that 
the plan of the honorable member for North 
Melbourne is not their plan. We have 
before us only one definite proposition-the 
proposition of the honorable member for 
North Melbourne. If that is rejected we 
shall be left absolutely at sea; Ministers, 
and not Parliament, will be the masters of 
the situation; they will be able to do ex­
actly as they please in selecting the persons 
to make the inquiry, and in directing its 
scope and tenor. But what satisfaction will 
this House have in an inquiry conducted in 
that manner? In the case of the J olimont 
accident, this House neglected its duty. 
However, the othe'r Chamber was alive to 
its responsibility, and appointed a committee 
of investigation. The finding of that com­
mittee is of the utmost value. Indeed, if the 
finding had been attended to by the Railway 
department, we would not ha ve had to de­
plore the serious accident at Hawthorn. 
But our neglect of duty on that occasion is 

,no reason why we should neglect our duty 
·now. I have no doubt that the efforts to 
.tlll'n the motion into a political move may 
have influence with a certain number of 
persons; but that will not diminish by one 
tittle the interest which the community take 
in this matter. I tell the Ministry that they 
.have entirely mistaken the feeling of town 
.and country in taking the course they have. 

Since the accident, the feeling which lms 
universally prevailed is that somebody has 
blundered, and that it should be ascertained, 
in the earliest possible time, who the blun­
derCl's are, so that there may be some secu­
rity against danger. That is the one desire 
w hieh fills every house in the country; and tllC 
Government ought to be the first to satisfy 
that very natural desire. If the result of 
the debate on Tuesday is, to leave the sup­
porters of the motion in a minority-what 
then? We, shall have done all, we desire. 
We shall have served our purpose. We shall 
have shown the country that we have been 
true to the demands upon us-that we have 
appreciated the full meaning of the situation. 
More than that, we shall have the satisfac­
tion of knowing that we have dragooned the 
Government into having an inquiry much 
more searching, and in much quicker time, 
than they would have had if we had taken 
no action. If we had sat supinely, they would 
have let the thing go by default. They cannot 
do that on this occasion, and for that state 
of things the country has the Opposition to 
thank. Whether the motion be carried or 
not, the inquiry must come now. Ministers 
may alter or vary the terms just as they 
please, they cannot escape an inquiry which 
will settle the question who is responsible 
for the accident upon the Hawthornline. The 
motion will have another value. During this 
session, several propositions have been made 
which the Ministry, without need, have taken 
as motions of want of confidence; and on 
every occasion the Ministry have had the 
:support not only of members on their own side 
of the House but of members on this (the 
opposition) side, who nevertheless have in­
timated that they are prepared to assist in 
putting out the Government w henevel' a 
straight issue is raised. But according to 
these gentlemen, there never is a straight 
issue. However, the division on the motion 
will show that gentlemen sit on this side of 
the House who do not necessarily share the 
views of the majority on .this side. The 
only way in which the House can be sifted 
is by a series of divisions, which will show 
the country which way men's opinions tend 
far better than the particular seats they 
occupy. In conclusion, I desire to say that 
if the Government help the Opposition on 
Tuesday night, a division on the motion can 
be taken that night; and then we shall be 
able to proceed to that business about which 
the Ministry are so anxious. At the same 
time, jf an inquiry into the most terrible 
railway accident that has ever happenccl in • 
V ictol'ia, with the view of protecting the 
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lives or the public ill. the future from such a 
massacre, be not business, I would like to know 
what business is. 

Mr. MACGREGOR.-Mr. Speaker, I 
think I shall be able to show that there are 
two sides to this question, though I would 
not have risen to speak but for the remarks 
which fell from the honorable member for 
vVest Melbourne (Sir O. Mac Mahon). 
. The honorable member declares that political 
patronage was the cause of the accident at 
Hawthorn. In reply to that, I say that Mr. 
Thompson, who is said to be the cause of the 
calamity, was appointed by the directors of 
the old Hobson's Bay Oompany-a board 
,of commercial gentlemen. I know some­
. thing of the proceedings of the company. I 
trained many of the young men who became 
employes of the company, and I can say that 
the health of those young men was seriously 
impaired in consequence of the wretched 
office accommodation which was provided 
for them. vVhen the Hobson's Bay lines 
were purchased by the Government, at the in­
stigation of the honorable member for North 
Melbourne (Mr. Munro), some of the car­
riages were not worth twopence. At that 
time, not only were there bad carriages but 
there were bad engines, the station accom­
modation was filthy, and everything was bad. 
In fact, the State acquired a bad bargain. 
Now I say thatwhen the honorable memberfor 
Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) appointed Mr. 
Elsdon to the position of Engineer-in-Ohief, 
it was the duty of both Minister and Engincer­
in-Ohief to ascertain the condition of every 
line and every carriage. Did they do so? 
I trow not. Did they take steps to obtain a 
supply of new engines and carriages? No. 
I say thai; successive Ministers of Railways 
-Mr. Woods, Mr. Patterson, and Mr. 
Gillies-are all to blame for the imperfect 
condition of the rolling-stock which led to 
the J olimont accident. Under the rule of 
the present Minister of Railways, great 
improvements have been effected at the 
Flinders-street station. The platforms, in­
stead of being filthy and dirty, are now clean 
and tidy, the porters and other employes 
are civil, and trains are despatched to the 
minute. At Emerald Hill, and also at 
Albert Park, the detention of each train 
occupies only 15 seconds, which is found 
ample for passengers to alight, and other 
passengers to take their places. The fares 
between Melbourne. and Emerald Hill have 
been so reduced that the working man can 
now have a monthly ticket for 5s., which 
means no more than one penny per journey. 
Of course the result of cheap f~res is to 

increase the number of the travelling public 
and so increase the railway revenue. I must 
give the late Minister of Railways credit 
for selecting a site for a railway station be­
tween Albert Park and St. Kilda, but to 
the present Minister is due the credit of 
erecting the station; and one result of pro­
viding that accommodation is that, at a sale 
of land in the locality which took place 
recently, the price realized was at the rate of 
something like £3,000 per acre. Is not 
this an evidence that the railways are being 
managed on the truest commercial principles? 
Honorable members talk of sending to 
England for experts to manage ol1r railways, 
but that course I hold to be wholly unneces­
sary while such men as Mr. Mirls, Mr . 
Murray, and Mr. Anderson are in the em­
ploy of the Government. Men like these 
could form a board of experts, whose assis­
tance would be invaluable to the Minister of 
Railways. I would like Mr. Murray to 
have the selection of 30 young men, whose 
ages should be between 21 and 30, who are 
acquainted with telegraphy, and the system 
of book-keeping required by the Railway 
department, who must be steady and sober, 
and whose chief duty should be to see that 
a train is not allowed to leave one station 
without the assurance that the line between 
it and the next station is clear. If such 
a corps were organized and employed, the 
risk of railway collision would be reduced 
to a minimum. Had a system of the kind 
been in force last week, the great calamity 
at Hawthorn would not have happened. I 
am an advocate for a searching inquiry into 
the circumstances connected with that 
disaster, but I think the coroner's inquest 
should be allowed to close first. If that 
course is not taken, some complication may 
occur, because it is quite within the limits 
of possibility for the coroner's jury to bring 
in a verdict of manslaughter. Oertainly I 
would keep the two investigations apart. 
Let the one be finished first, and then as 
soon as the Ministry see their way, which 
probably they will do in a week or ten days, 
let them appoint a board to deal with the 
whole case. 

Mr. WHEELER.-I think almost every 
member of the House admits that a search­
ing inquiry should be made into the circum­
stances attending the Hawthorn accident. 
The Government, from the first, have shown 
a desire to appoint proper persons, at the 
proper time, to institute the inquiry. It 
has been assumed on the other side that the 
Government are unwilling to take action. 
Bu.t the Government have spoken out 
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plainly; indeed, one Minister has declared 
that he would leave the Government if 
inquiry were not to take place. What does 
the House want more than tllat? It ap­
pears to me that some honorable members 
in opposition are disposed to deal with the 
Ministry on the principle of hanging them 
first and trying them afterwards. The hon­
OI'able member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), in 
one of those extraordinary rallying speeches 
which are so characteristic of him, insinuated 
that the Ministry were dealing with their 
Land Bill only in such a way as to kill 
time, as was shown by the fact that, last 
night, the debate on the second reading was 
adjourned in the middle of a Minister's 
speech. I say this statement is un­
fair, because it is calculated to mi81ead the 
public. I was present, last night, when the 
Hbuse rose, and witnessed what took place. 
At ten minutes past eleven o'clock, the 
Minister of Customs was addressing the 
House, when he was subjected to inter­
jections and interruptions from the honor­
able member for Ballarat 'Vest (Major 
Smith) which almost prevented him speak­
ing at aU. It was under these circum­
stances, and in deference to honorable mem­
bers, many of whom called out" Adjourn, 
adjourn," that the Minister or Customs 
moved the adjournment of the debate. In 
my opinion, the Ministry 11ave shown every 
disposition to get on with the business of 
the country, but they have been thwarted in 
every direction. Here we are now close upon 
Christmas witliout the Estimates having 
been dealt with. Yet local bodies all over the 
colony are waiting for grants to enable them 
to carry out works before the winter sets in. 

Mr. MUNRO.-The Government have 
never yet submitted the Estimates to the 
House. 

Mr. WHEELER.-Honorablemembers 
in opposition have taken care that the 
Government should not have the opportu­
nity. The Ministry have been beset by 
votes of want of confidence, and by " stone­
walling." Why the honorable member for 
Collingwood (Mr. Mimms) has declared that 
the Land Bill shall never pass. 

Mr. MIRAMS.-N or shall it. I said 
that from the first. 

Mr. WHEELER.-That is the kind of 
thing which the Ministry h~wehad to submit 
to. The honorable member for vVest Bourke 
(Mr. Deakin) has made a clever speech,ap- , 
parently with the object of paving the way 
for his party to beat a retreat j and they 
will have to beat a retreat. 

Mr. MUNRO.-Indeed they won't. 
SESe 1882.-9 H ' 

Mr. vVHEELER.-What did the hon­
OI'able member for West Bourke say but that 
ifthe Government would givea guarantee that 
an inquiry would be instituted, the Opposi­
tion would accept the assurance in good faith? 
What does that mean but paving the way 
for a ret.reat? The honorable member 
knows very well thatthe matter will be taken 
up outside by the public meetings about to 
be held, though why we should care about 
public meetings I am at a loss to know. 
Such public meetings, as a rule, are got up 
by the wire-pullers belonging to a political 
party. 

Mr. ZOX.-That is not the case with the 
meeting to be held in Melbourne to-morrow. 

Mr. BERRY.-Go and face them. 
Mr. vVHEELER.-I have no particular 

objection; but I don't make politics a trade j 
and I don't want to go on platforms all over 
the country with the view of currying favour 
with the crowd. I was sorry to hear the 
remarks of the honorable member for West 
Melbourne (Sir C. Mac Mahon). In my 
opinion, they were undignified; tl1ey were 
unbecoming a gentleman in his position. 
"Vhat did he say? vVhy that he wished no 
better cry than the refusal of the Govern­
ment for an inquiry into this railway acci­
dent to go to the country with. Again, 
what is one of the worst things we have 
heard said of the Minister of Railways? 
That he has learned a great deal from his 
predecessors, and is to be found every night 
sitting among honorable members of the 
Opposition. Such a practice on his part 
may, from one point of view, be rather against 
the honorable gentleman, but what are we to 
think of the members of the Opposition who 
allow themselves to be easily talked over? 
I have no wish that the present discussion 
should be continued. I want to see the 
fullest possible investigation into the Haw­
thorn accident, and I would like also a com­
plete cl1ange in the Railway department. I 
have over and over again ad vacated placing 
it in the hands of a thoroughly non-political 
board. I don't say our railway officials are 
inefficient, but I think their work should be 
more subdivided. If such an alteration were 
effected, the result would be great gain to the 
public in every sense. I am not one of those 
whocryoutthat honorable members have been 
corrupted by means of political patronage. 
I don't believe anything of the kind is the 
case, The practice has simply been that the 
Minister of Railways has had to be continu­
ally making new appointments, and that he 
has been only too glad when good men for 
them were pointed out to him. I, for one, 
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would never dream of going to the Railway· 
department unless I knew that the man I 
went there for was a good and proper person, 
and well suited to the position I wished him 
to have. 

Mr. MIRAMS.-Sir, after listening to 
the present discussion for some hours, I 
quite fail to appreciate the object of the 
Government, first in starting it, and then 
in keeping it up as they have done. I do 
not remember a single case in which when 
notice had been given of a no-confidence 
motion, and the head of the Government 
}}ad accepted it as such, and moved the ad­
journment of the House, a discussion was 
launched by Ministers in order that they 
might, if possible, find a way out of their 
difficulty. They first get up themselves and 
then put up their supporters behind them to 
keep up the talk. 

Mr. FRASER.-And a supporter not 
behind them also. 

Mr. McKEAN.---.:He simply replied to 
the Opposition. 

Mr. MIRAMS.-No; thefirsthonorable 
member who spoke after the acceptance of 
the motion as one of no-confidence was an 
honorable member in the Ministerial corner. 
I allllde to the honorable member for East 
Melbourne (Mr. Zox), wlto, I think, acted 
in the interests of the Government quite 
unintentionally. I think the case is that 
Ilis action in rising was simply taken ad­
vantage of by Ministers to enable them to 
keep up the discussion. And what has the 
discussion tended to ? The burthen of the 
Government song has been that honorable 
members in opposition have no right to 
take advantage of the public excitement in 
relation to the Hawthorn accident in order 
to secure a condemnation of the Ministry 
which they would not be able to obtain if 
they tried for it in the usual way. But I 
say that, if anyone is responsible for the 
motion now in question being one ·0£ 110-
confidence, it is the Premier himself. So 
fnr as I know, the honorable member for 
North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) did 110t 
intend to give notice of a motion of no­
confidence. He simply a,sked for precedence 
for a motion which is really urgent if there 
is to be an inquiry into the accident at all, 
and we are to do our duty to our fellow 
citizens in endeavouring to protect their 
propert.y and their lives; and it was only 
the scant courtesy-the very cavalier reply 
-the Premier gave him that forced him 
into the pO.3ition he afterwards took up. 
How could he agree to the inquiry being 
put off till ~ftel' the Christmas recess? So 

I say the Premier is distinctly responsible 
for the motion being one of no-confidence. 
If he saw any sting in the proposition as it 
originally stood, why did he not promptly 
render it innocuouS by calmly agreeing in 
obedience to the public opinion outside, 
which we know exists, to the appointment of 
a committee of inquiry at once? Again, 
having given the motion the character it 
now assumes, why did the Government not 
adjourn the House immediately? U nde-r 
ordinary circmllstances we would have risen 
within two minutes afterwards. But Minis .. 
tel'S seemed frightened, and in order to get 
out of their difficulty they started the debate 
which has continued until now. We are 
told that it is indecent for the Opposition to 
attempt to oust the Ministry on a question 
like that of an inquiry into the late acci­
dent. It is argued that there is someth~g 
wrong in making use of a public calamity in 
order to secure a political ad vantage for the 
opposition side of the House. Indeed one 
honorable member on the Ministerial side 
spoke of an attempt being made to ride to 
power over broken bones and mangled bodies. 
vVell, if there has been any party move in 
the matter, I, for one, repudiate it. I know 
nothing about it, and have had no hand in 
it. I simply speak as the representative of 
suburban constituents who have to largely 
use the suburban trains, and with the feeling 
that I would fail in my duty to them if I 
did not say what I believe to be right in 
relation to the present matter, namely, that 
the searching inquiry that should take place 
into the circumstances surrounding the acci­
dent ought to be entered upon immediately, 
and not be deferred until after the Christmas 
recess. I will say further that, if it be an 
unusual circumstance for the Opposition to 
attempt to secure a political victory by 
means of a motion like that of the honor­
able member for North Melbourne, it is even 
more unusual to find a Government attempt­
ing to shelter itself behind a coroner's jury, 
as the present Government are doing. The 
whole tale of the apologists for the Ministry 
has been :-" Let us stave off this inquiry 
by any means-by any excuse, no matter 
how flimsy it may be-until public excite­
ment subsides a little, and the Goyernment 
nre able to go through the necessary inquiry 
without damage to them in their political 
position." It is upon that ground the 
coroner's jury excuse has been raked up. 
Why we have had one honorable mem­
ber telling us what a grand institution a 
coroner's jury 13, and how its members may 
practically be regarde~l as constituting the 



,Rail'tvay Managemein~. [DECEMBER 7.J Oollision at Hawtho1'n. 2763 

highest tribunal of the land, in order to make 
it appear that it will not be derogatory on 
the part of this House to give way to them. 
Then we have had the last speaker charac­
terizing this debate as a waste of time, for 
which we in opposition are responsible. 

Mr. ANDERSON.-So you are. 
Mr. MIRAMS.-That may be the hon­

orable member's opinion, but I venture to 
say it is not that of the public outside. vVe 
have been told that honorable members on 
this (the opposition) side have wasted the 
whole of the session. It has been distinctly as­
sel·teel thnt by "stone-walling" and repeated 
notices of motions of no-confidence we have 
prevented the Government from carrying 
their Estimates, their Land Bill, and a few 
other little things of the kind. But, 'yith 
respect to myself, I utterly deny the charge. 
I appeal to my action and speeches in this 
chamber as showing that up to the present 
time I have had no part or lot in any ob­
strnction of the sort. 

Mr. ANDERSON.-You simply took 
two nights to speak on the Land Bill. 

Mr. MIRAMS.-I don't believe there is 
a single person in the House or the country 
who would call my speech on the Land 
Bill "stone-walling" save the honorable 
member. 

Mr. ANDERSON.-Every one who 
reads the speech must see its "stone-wall­
ing " character. 

Mr. MIRAMS.-I beg to say that every 
reader of the speech who desires to answer it 
will find it a puzzle how to do so. There 
is not one among the whole lot of honorable 
members who is able to answer it. I call 
the attention of the honorable member who 
has attempted to sheet home to me the 
charge of "stone-walling" to the first 
speech I made after the s.ession opened, in 
which I described the course I would pursue 
through the session. vVhen the House was 
debating the address in reply to the Gover­
nor's speech, I took the opportunity to tell 
the Premier that, if he persisted in bringing 
forward those of his measures upon which 
there was a vast difference of opinion before 
he went on with the measures he had in 
hand with which we were all agreed, he 
alone would be responsible for the delay in 
public business that would necessarily ensue. 
I also asked him, inasmuch as we had met 
several months earlier than usual, in order 
to consider the EstimateR for 1882-3 be­
fore the year began, to bring them forward 
promptly that we might deal with them at 
once, but what did he do? He delayed 
them. In fact they have been delayed to a 

9H2 

period of the session so late that the late­
ness is almost beyond precedent. I have no 
doubt we shall rise at Christmas without 
having once really touched them, and that 
when we take them in llaud we shall only 
have about three months' money to spend. 
Again, I told the honorable gentleman, 
when theLand Bill was proposed, that I did 
not agree with it, that a great many other 
honorable members and a large party in the 
country were in the same position, and that, 
whether there was or was not an actunl 
majority of the House ready to pass it, 
the question it involved was of such vital 
importance to the community that the con­
stituencies at large were entitled to pass a 
decision upon it before it was dealt with. 
I added that, under these peculiar circum­
stances, I would take every means the forms 
oftheHouse placed within my reach to secure 
a decision upon it from the country before 
one was obtained from the existing moribund 
Assembly. 

Mr. ANDERSON.-No wonder the 
business of Parliament has been delayed. 

Mr. MIRAMS.-What is the use of the 
honorable member talking like that? The 
Land Bill was introduced last May, and I 
have delivered only one speech upon it. Had 
I and my friends on this side of the House 
persistently "stone-walled" the Bill ever 
since, there would be some ground for saying 
we are responsible for the delay in public 
business. But the Land Bill was put on one 
side to make way for the Railway Bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON.-That course was 
forced upon the Goyernment by the House. 

Mr. MIRAMS.-I will not say at whose 
instance the thing was done. I simply men­
tion that it was done. Did I " stone-wall" 
the Railway Bill? Why during the whole of 
the four months it was under consideration I 
did not speak on it above fonl' times, nor did 
the whole of those four times occupy more 
than ten minutes. It was the Minister of 
Railways himself who" stone-walled" the 
Rail way Bill. I remember that on one 
occasion, some weeks or so after he moved 
the second reading of the measure-iTt 
fact while it was in committee-he stood 
up and made a four hours' speech upon it. 
And that speech consisted of nothing in the 
world Lut" stone-walling." The honorable 
gentleman talked the whole time the most 
arrant nonsense it is possible for any man 
to talk who has his head screwed on the right 
way. For four months that sort of thing 
went on, and, when we came to the Land 
Bill, what did I do? I have spoken on the 
meaSlu'e once, and no more. . 
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- Mr. PATTERSON.-But you mean to Mr. MIRAMS.-That is not at all the 
speak again. case. The Minister of Railways' board 

Mr. MIRAMS.-Yes; and, if it is ne- would practically inquire only into claims 
cessary, I will speak on it a dozen times for compensation. 
sooner than let it pass its second reading. Mr. NIMMO.-I scarcely think that is 
I don't hesitate to say that if I can get the quite the fact. At all events both members are 
support of six honorable members in the agreed that there should be an inquiry, and 
House, and a certain amount of public perhaps the main point of difference is when 
opinion outside, the measure will notget into it should take place. The next thing we 
committee on this side of Ohristmas at any ought to noti'Je is that the inquiry we will 
rate. Let it be remembered, however, that be asked on Tuesday to agree with is in­
it is the only Bill I care about opposing. I tended to cover a much wider area than any 
will not" stone-wall " anything else. I will coroner's inquest could embrace. What can 
steadily help the Government to get through the coroner or his jury have to do with the 
all the rest of the business on the notice-paper. working and management of the Railway 
But I feel the necessity there is for stopping department? It seems to me that the report 
the Land Bill, and I would be recreant to th4l committee contemplated by the honor­
my prineiples, unjust and untruthful to my able member for North Melbourne would 
constituents, and unfaithful to the colony, bring up would be of peculiar use in 
if I did not continue to set myself against enabling honorable members to give the 
it while I have a voice to raise and strength Minister of Railways valuable assistance in 
to stand on this floor. That being the case, passing a good ~nd practical .Railways 
I challenge anyone to say I am chargeable Management Bill, and I am inclined to 
with "stone-walling." As a matter of think that, had the Premier looked at the 
fact, the Land Bill has not yet reached the notice of motion in that light, he would 
"stone-walling" stage-the stage at which not have treated it as he has done. 
"stone-walling" will ha.ve to be resorted to. Again, inasmuch as the proposition is that 
Up to the present time, we have had nothing the committee should pursue an investiga­
but legit.imate second-reading debate with tion in two directions, the first being the 
respect to it. vVhen, however, that debate management and working of the railways, 
is over, 1 shall be pi'epared, if it be necessary and the second the circumstances relating 
to do so, to unite with other honorable melll- to the late accident, it is obvious that the 
bel'S· in "stone-walling" the measure most former set of inquiries might be entered upon 
thoroughly. As for the motion given notice without interfering in the smallest degree 
of by the honorable member for North Mel- with the work of the coroner's inquest. For 
bourne, we shall not discharge our duty to example, the committee might look into the 
either ourselv~s, the House, or the country, matter of the application of proper brake 
if we do not unite on Tuesday, to deal with power to railway trains. I am fully alive 
it on its merits irrespective of all conse- to the importance of that subject. Two years 
quences. It is the Ministry, not we, who ago I closely questioned the honorable mem­
are chargeable with those consequences. LeI' for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson), who 
In my opinion, every honorable member was then Minister of Railways, as to the 
who gives his vote against the motion be- course he would pursue with respect to it, 
cause of the eff~ct carrying it may have and I was promised that the particular 
on the position of the Government will fail point of danger to which I then adverted 
to show a due sense of the responsibilities should receive due attention. The state 
11is constituents have placed upon him. . of the permanent way on our railways would 

Mr. NIMMO.-Mr. Speaker, I ~vish in also be a fit subject for investigation. In 
the first' place to express my regret that some instances the sleepers are two or three 
the Premier has seen fit to take up his pre- inches above the level of .the ballast. There 
sent position. There can be no doubt the are besides a number of other points which 
motion the honorable member for North I need not partioularize. I do trust the 
Melbourne (Mr. Munro) has given notice of Premier will yet look at the notice of motion 

. is a very sensible one. In fact members of in a different light. I beg to assure him, 
the Ministry have admitted it to be so. The for myself, that I don't wish for a dissolu­
Minister of Railways, for instance, has prac- tion of Parliament before it expires by 
tlCally told us that he is prepared to take effluxion of time. I llave always endea­
steps to accomplish the purpose the honor- voured to give the Government of the day 
able member for N ol'th Melbourne has in every assistance and support I possibly 
vi~Wt CQuld, The Premier is altogether too 
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sensitive. So far as I know, the action of 
the honorable member for North Melbourne 
was not in the least preconcerted, nor did I 
see that, in the first instance, there was 
anything in it offensive to the Ministry. 
It must be remembered that there is a good 
dealof public indignation against this House 
because we have not long since tah:en 
measures to .protect the public by reforming 
the management of the railways, and I am 
one of those who are for respecting public 
opinion. I am aware that before the Premier 
accepted the notice of motion as one of no­
confidence he appealed to the leader of the 
Opposition, but let us remember that the 
latter honorable gentleman .. , 11a ving two mem­
bers of his family injured by the late acci­
dent, was in altogether a peculiar position. 
He could not refuse his assent to the notice 
of motion. Besides, as I have already 
pointed out, there are really a thousand 
things the committee could profitably con­
sider while the inquest is proceeding. With 
respect to the application of brake power, 
they might compare the merits of the two 
oontinuous brakes that have been brought 
under the attention of the public. It would 
be open to them to ascertain from the re­
cords that in 1879 the Westinghouse brake 
failed in England over 600 times in six 
months. . 

Mr. WOODS.-And 438 times during 
last half-year. 

Mr. NIMMO.-I don't wish, however, 
to condemn or extol any particular brake. 
Another question is whether we should go 
outside the House for gentlemen to conduct 
the inquiry. All these preliminaries might 
be settled in a couple of hours, and with the 
aid of the press we might in another week 
have t"b.e investigation fairly entered upon by 
gentlemen eminently qualified "to conduct it. 
I regret extremely that the Premier did not 
accede to the request made by the honorable 
member for North Melbourne, in whose re­
marks, in the first instance, there was 
nothing harsh or hostile. As for any change 
of Ministry arising out of this matter, I 
cannot disguise from myself that there are 
several matters of great magnitude and im­
portance requiring legislative action. The 
heavy rainfall of the last few days has again 
placed a large portion of my district in 
danger of a flood which, if it had occnrred, 
would have destroyed even a larger amount 
of valuable property on the banks of ths 
Yarra than the last flood did. On a former 
occasion, I estimated the value of property 
destroyed there by a large flood at £60,000, 
a)ld I believe that if a flood occurred now it 

would do more than that amount of damage, 
owing to the additional buildings' which 
have been erected lately. The people in 
this locality are, consequently, very nervous 
on the subject, and are continually asking 
me about the Harbpur Trust Act Amend­
m.ent Bill. This, and other important busi­
ness, such as the Mining on Private Pro­
perty Bill and the Water Conservation Act 
Amendment Bill,are, it appears,to be shelved, 
and we are to enter upon another political 
fight-a scramble for the Treasury bench. 
That state of things is very unsatisfactory 
to honorable members like myself who desire 
to transact practical business. A vessel has 
been blocking the way in the Yarm simply 
for the Wtnt of the Harbour Trust Bill being 
passed, whic1} would enable the trnst to' 
borrow money and in a very short time pro­
vide a waterway sufficient to enable the 
largest vessels that visit Port Phillip to 
come up the Yarra tothe wharfs. Reference. 
has been made to "stone-walli:t\g," but I 
think the Ministry mnst admit that -there 
has never been a leader of an Opposition 
who has shown less disposition to obstruct 
the Government than the honorable member 
f~r Geelong (Mr. Berry). In fact he has 
set an example which, if followed by succeed­
ing leaders on the opposition side of the 
House, will greatly facilitate the transaction 
of business. I think the Premier showecl 
scant courtesy to the honorable member for 
North Melbourne in at once asking him to 
" tread on the tail of his coat." I consider 
that the honorable gentleman might have 
met the request of the honorable member in 
a different spirit, and I trust he will recon- . 
sider his decision and grant an inquiry at 
once into this accident, in deference to the 
wish of the House and the popular feelillg 
outside. There need be no jealousy about 
the constitution of the committee, because tho 
majority of course will be able to exercise. 

. theirpowerin the nominationofthe members. 
Mr. BARR.-I very much regret that 

the whole evening has been wasted in this 
fruitless discussion, which I think might 
have been avoided if the Premier had not, 
in a moment of irritation, stated that he 
would accept the motion or the honorable 
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) 
as one of want of confidence. There is 
a happy medium which the Premier might 
have adopted without any loss of dignity or 
self-respect. No doubt the Government arc 
the recognised leaders of the House, but, 
w hen the House expresses the general voice 
of public opinion, the Government might, 
without t'tuy inf,rlngement on their dignity, . 
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yield to the wishes expressed for the ap­
pointment of this committee. The Minister 
of Railways mentioned this evening that he 
intended. to recommend. the appointment of 
a board, but it has been stated that the 
board is to consist, at all events partially, of 
officers of the department. 

Mr. BENT.-No. An outside board 
altogether. 

Mr. BARR.-I am very glad to hear it. 
The officers will be required as witnesses 
with regard to the internal working of the 
department. One or two honorable members 
llave tried to cast the personal onus of 
this accident on the Ministry, but I don't 
think that the House or the country will 
follow them in that view. No gentleman 
ll.dministering a public department for the 
time being can be held responsible for an 
accident occurring through the laches of 
some of his subordinates. 

Mr. FINOHAM.-Unless he actively 
interferes with them in the discharge of their 
duties. 

Mr. BARR.-Of course if a Minister 
of Railways insisted on running a spe­
cial train against the ad vice of his officers 
that would be a diiferentmatter, but it is 
denied that any such thing has been done. 
Indeed I d.o not believe that any Minister 
would take the enormous responsibility 
of doing sllch a thing. I think, however, 
that there was no necessity for the Pre­
mier dragging his coat across the floor 
of the House on this occasion. He might 
easily have said that if the House wished 
an inquiry the Government would offer no 
opposition, especially as it appears the op­
position is only with regard to the date of 
holding the inquiry. I think the Govern­
ment would lose no kudos, but rather gain 
by assisting the House to have a thorough 
inquiry into the origin of this disaster. 

Mr. BENT .-1 wish to say that my ob­
ject in deciding to recommend the appoint­
ment of a board of independent persons out­
side the department-five men unconnected 
with politics altogether - was to enable 
evidence to be taken on oath, a thing which 
could not be done by a select committee. 

Mr. BAHR.-That statement clears the 
way very much, and I think such an inquiry 
sllOuld be held without the least delay. 

Mr. BERRY.-No board would have the 
power of a select committee. 

Mr. BARR.-I have heard that evidence 
is sometimes given before boards under a 
state of fear, but, on the other hand, a select 
committee would not be able to take evidence 
on oath. It has been stated that the inquiry 

would clash with the coroner's inquest,· but 
I do not think that would be the case at all, 
because the board or committee would inquire 
into the very things the inquest will" not 
touch. There is no doubt that it is impos­
sible for a Minister having charge of an 
extensive department to be responsible for 
all the details of its working, but there 
must be some one who is responsible. I may 
mention that in travelling on the Lillydale 
line I was struck by a fault in construction 
which is also to be seen on some other lines 
-namely, the existence of very sharp curves 
in deep cuttings. That is a thing which 
should be avoided, because, at such points, 
it is impossible if, by some mistake, ~wo trains 
are coming from opposite directions on the 
same line, for the danger of a collision to be 
seen in time to be avoided. I think the 
Government will do well to accept the sug .. 
gestion which has come from all sides· of 
the House, that a select committee, board, 
or commission should be appointed as early 
as possible to make a searching inquiry into 
this unfortunate occurrence. 

Mr. BURROvVES.-I think the honor .. 
able member for Emerald Hill (Mr. Nimmo) 
could not have been in the House when this 
matter was first brought forward, or he 
would not have made some of the remarks 
he has done. The Premier stated that it was 
the intention of the Government to have a 
thorough inquiry into the accident before the 
honorable member for North Melbourne (Mr. 
Munro) said he would make his motion one 
of want of confidence, so that the challenge 
came from that (the opposition) side of 
the House. If it is the intention of the 
Government to appoint a committee or board 
on this matter, what more do the House 
want? 

Mr. LANGRIDGE.-The Premier said 
after Ohristmas. 

Mr. J3URROvVES.-The coroner's in­
quest is being held, and I think honorable 
members will see that it would not be right 
or judicious .to have another investigation 
going on at the same time. Besides, do 
honorable members think that an inquiry by 
a committee of this Honse will give more 
satisfaction to the public than a coronial 
inquiry at which both the jury and the wit­
nesses are sworn? At that inquiry, every .. 
thing will be done by the Government to 
have the fullest possible information elicited, 
and then the Government will appoint such 
a committee or board as the Honse will ap­
prove of, to take up whatever points may 
not have been dealt with at the inquest. 
In that way we may obtain some means of 
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bettering our position in the future. The 
Government having clearly stated their in­
tention of taking this course, I think the dis­
cussion was quite unnecessary. It is evident 
that there is more behind this movement than 
a mere desire for an inquiry. The present 
Minister of Railways has done more to en­
deavour to ensure the safety of passengers 
on the railways than any of his predecessors. 
He has on his own responsibility had the 
two rival brakes fitted to different trains so 
that they may work side by side, and thus 
afford an opportunity of judging which is 
tlie better. He is also desirous of taking 
further steps for the safetyof passengers,and 
he would probably have taken decisive action 
in the matter of adopting a brake ere this 
had he not been hampered by the House. 
We know that, when the question has been 
mooted of the department adopting any 
particular brake, there has always been a cry 
raised in the House by tho advocates of 
another brake, and thus the hands of the 
Minister have been tied. In view of all the 
facts of the case, I think some honorable 
members should not have made the state­
ments they have done with regard to the 
Minister of Railways. 

Mr. LANGRIDGE.-I must say I have 
experienced a sort of melancholy feeling at 
witnessing the position taken up by some 
honorable members to-night. It seems to 
me that the trail of that horrible Railway 
Bill is still over the House. I think the 
Government have brought this discussion 
entirely on themselves by the manner in 
which the Premier received the question put 
by the honorable member for North Mel­
bourne (Mr. Munro). This is not the first 
time the Premier has made a want of con­
fidence question of a simple matter; but I 
presume that kind of thing must come to an 
end some time. The Minister of Railways 
stated this evening that the honorable mem­
ber for North Melbourne, the honorable 
member for Creswick (Mr. Richardson), and 
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. 
Berry) had evidently arranged to bring on 
this affair with the object of attempting to 
displace the Government, but I am in a 
position to say that that statement was quite 
unfounded. I was in the opposition room 
this afternoon when the honorable member 
for North Melbourne came in at twenty-five 
minutes past four o'clock. The honorable 
member for Geelong arrived only a couple 
of minutes before the House met, and all 
that was said by the honorable member for 
North Melbourne was that he intended to 
ask the Government whether they would 

give the House an opportunity of con­
sidering the motion he had given notice 
of, as he did not consider that it was in the 
right place on the paper. That was all that 
took place, and I do not think there were 
more than eight or ten members of the 
Opposition in the room at the time. I 
repeat that the whole of this discussion 
has been caused by the course taken by the 
Premier, and I regretted to see the half­
hearted way in which some honorable mem­
bers have spoken on this question. 'Vhether 
they have been" got at" or not I do not 
know. 

The SPEAKER.-The honorable mem­
ber must see that he is not in order in 
making such a remark. 

Mr. LANGRIDGE.-If it is unparlia­
mentary I will withdraw it, but it has been 
evident, both from what I have seen in the 
chamber and in the lobbies, that something 
has been going on. I think that, if the 
Premier fairly accepted the motion of the 
honorable member for N orih Melbourne as 
one of no-confidence, he ought not to have 
aHowed this discussion to continue, but 
should have got the House to adopt the 
course usual under such circumstances. 

Mr. LA URENS.--"I do not rise for the 
purpose of saying anything on the subject 
which has been under discussion this even­
ing, but to call the attention of the Minister 
of Public 'Yorks to the effect of Tuesday's 
storm on a portion of my district. The em­
bankment which the Government put up for 
the purpose of reclaiming the North Mel­
bourne Swamp has been carried away at 
different points. 

Mr. C. YOUNG.-'Vhat Government 
put up the embankment? . 

Mr. LA URENS.-The embankment was 
constructed under the Berry Government, 
but the present Minister of Public Works 
was appealed to, two or three months ago, 
to rectify the defect in the Arden-street 
extension bridge. The want of room at this 
bridge, and also at the railway bridge, for 
the flow of the water was a great cause of 
the damage, as, owing to the collection of, 
hay, timber, and various debris brought 
down by the flood, there was scarcely any 

. outlet for the water at all. The damage is 
thus described byithe Arg1.lS, and, as I have 
been over the ground, I can vouch for the 
accuracy of the account :-

"The greatest amount of damage seems to 
have been done around North Melbourne, Iflem­
ington-bridge, and l\1oonee Ponds, and there 
were some narrow escapes of loss of life. To the 
north of the Nort.h Melbourne railway station 
there is a long embankment built expressly for 
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the purpose of diverting the storm waters of the 
Moonee Ponds Creek towards the Saltwater 
River, and thus saving the occupants of the 
houses on 1;he low-lying ground round the North 
Melbourne railway station. The water came 
down the creek on Tuesday evening with great 
force, and about nine o'clock a portion of the em­
bankment gave way. 'rhe water rushed through 
the gap with great violence. and very soon the 
whole of the low-lying land was under water, 
extending beyond Lennon's implement works, 
which were 18 inches under water. The road 
leading to the Kensington-park race-course, past 
the I(ensington Hotel, at the corner of the 
Boundary-road, Hotham, was in flome parts 3i 
feet under water, and there was upwards of 
2 feet of water in the hotel, whilst all the houses 
in the vicinity were also flooded. The embank­
ment above alluded to gave way in several 
places, and a cottage standing in It paddock to 
the north of the North Melbourne railway sta­
tion, and in a line with the Coburg Railway, was 
in imminent peril. The water swept across the 
flat very suddenly, and the cottage, which was 
occupied by Mr. Patten, poundkeeper and in­
spector of nuisances for the Hotham municipa­
lity, and his family, soon had nearly 4 feet of 
water in it. As the water continued to rise they 
had to take refuge on the roof, and it was not 
until after one o'clock yesterday morning that 
they were rescued in a boat from their perilous 
position. Proceeding along the Mount Alexander 
road, evidences of the flood are to be seen on all 
hands. On the left the water remained in large 
quantities a.ll over the flat, whilst to the right 
the low-lying lands, the fences, and the country 
generally, plainly showed that in one part the 
water had been over 8 feet deep." 

The matter demands immediate attention, 
especially in view of the construction of the 
Coburg Railway. I was told that if that line 
had been constructed a little further, in the 
absence of the knowledge which this flood 
has afforded, the works would have been 
entirely swept away. 

Mr. O. YOUNG.-I am sure that the 
House is under a deep obligation to the 
honorable member for North Melbourne 
(Mr. Laurens) for calling attention to this 
important matter. The recent flood was 
not nearly 'so great as many previous ones 
have been, bnt the damage which it caused 
was more than usual, owing to the flood 
occurring during harvest time. A large 
qn3.ntity of hay was washed off the banks 
of the Moonee Ponds Creek, and a small 
bridge in the upper portion of the stream 
was carried away. The conseqnence was 
that the waterway of the Arden-street 
bridge became blocked. No doubt that 
bridge was too low, but there would have 
been sufficient passage for the flood waters 
had not the flood occurred during harvest 
time, and brought down a large quantity of 
hay. The waterway can be improved by 
adding another bay to the bridge, and re­
moving an iron water-pipe; but the bridge 
is under the control of the Hotham Town 
Council, and it would be a violation of the 

principles of local government for the Public 
,v orks department to interfere with it. I 
would therefore suggest that the honorable 
member should call the attention of the 
local council to the matter. 

The motion for adjournment was then 
agreed to. . 

The House adjourned at seventeen minutes 
past eleven o'clock, until Tuesday, Decem­
ber 12. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
T'ltesda,Y, December 12, 1882. 

Assent to Bill-·Railways Management Bill-Privilege: 
Mr. Woods-Public Instruction: State School at Allan­
dale-Gippsland Lakes' Entrance-Vaccination at the 
Model Farm-Railway Management : Collision at Haw­
thorn: Want of Confidence in Ministers: Mr. Munro's 
Motion: First Night's Debate. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 
four o'clock p.m. 

ASSENT TO BILL. 
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN presented a mes­

sage from the Governor, intimating that at 
Government House, on the 6th inst., His 
Excellency gave the Royal assent to the 
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures 
Validating Bill. 

PETITION. 

A petition was presented by Mr. Zox, 
signed by the Mayor of Melbourne on behalf 
of a public meeting of citizens held on De­
cembe.r 8, praying the House to take im­
mediate steps to place the management of 
the railways in the hands of qualified and effi­
cient men whose independence and freedom 
should be secured as in the case of the Audit 
Commissioners. 

RAILWAYS MANAGEMENT BILL. 

Mr. KERFERD asked the Premier when 
the Railways Management Bill would be 
circulated? 

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that the 
Bill would be distributed as soon as the want 
of confidence motion was disposed of. 

PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. vVOODS.-Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
bring under the notice of the House a matter 
of privjlege. I think a gross· and scandalous 
breach of privilege has been committed upon 
this House, and upon myself personally as 
a member of it, in a leading article which 


