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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Tuesday, 12 August, 1879,

Questions.—Petitions.,—Formal Motion.—No-Confidence
Motion.

The SreARER took the chair at half-past
3 o’clock.

QUESTIONS.

The Hon. J. Dovceras asked the Colonial
Secretary—

Tf it is his intention to continue to act as a
Director on the Board of the Queensland
National Bank (Limited), after the date when
the agreement between that Bank and the
Government comes into foree?

The CovoxiaL SEcrEraArRY (Mr. Palmer)
replied—

If the hon. member will ask me any question
with respect to the Government departments
under my control, or matters connected with
public policy, I shall be happy to answer to the
best of my ability. With my private arrange-
ments he has nothing whatever to do.

Mr. MestoN asked the Minister for
Works—

1. If it is the intention of the Grovernment
to make the Sandgate Line answer the purposes
of a line to deep water ?

2. If not, is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to construct any railway line to deep
water to facilitate the Export Trade of the
Colony—in coal and other products ?

The MinisTER For WoRks (Mr. Mac-
rossan) replied—

The Government have already disclosed their
railway poliey in the Loan Estimates.

PETITIONS.

Mr. Garrick presented a petition from
the Residents of the North Pine District,
against the Divisional Boards Bill.

Petition read and received.

Mr. CoorER presented a petition from
Subscribers to the Cooktown School of
Arts, praying that a sum might be placed
on the Supplementary Hstimates in aid of
such Institution, and moved that it be
receiveds
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The Speaxer: The petition cannot be
received; the prayer is,that a sum of
money be placed on the Estimates in sup-
port of the views of the petitioners. That
is against the Standing Orders. :

FORMAL MOTION.

The following formal motion was agreed
to:—

By Mr. Horwitz—

1. That the Bill to enable the Trustees of an
Allotment of Land in the Town of Warwick,
granted for the purposes of a School of Arts, to
gell the same, and to devote the proceeds to the
purchase of other land more conveniently
situated, or devote the proceeds to the building
of a new School of Arts in a more central situa-
tion, be referved for the consideration and
report of a Select Committee.

2. That such Committee consist of Mr. Beor,
My. Tyrel, Mr. Groom, Mr. II. W. Palmer, and
the Mover, with power to send for persons and
papers, and to sit during any adjournment of
the House.

NO-CONFIDENCE MOTION.

The Prrumier (Mr. Mcllwraith) moved
that the Speaker leave the chair, and the
House resolve itself into Committee of
Supply.

The Hon. 8. W. Grirrire: I gave
notice on Thursday last that it was
my intention, on the resumption of the
debate on the Loan Estimates, to move a
resolution condemnatory generally of the
policy of the Government, and yesterday T
gave notice that the form of it would be
this— That the proposals of the Govern-
ment in relation to the construction of
public works are unsatisfactory to the
House.” I have selected this form of
wording because I do not object to any
one particular part of the proposals of the
Government so much as to their whole
policy. I propose to consider the policy as
a whole, and as a whole I think that I
shall be able to establish to the satisfaction
of a great many hon. members of this
House, and of a great many beyond them,
and to the satisfaction of an overwhelming
majority of the country, that the proposals
now brought down are entirely unsatis-
factory. This motion could not have been
- broughton at an earlierperiod of the session.
‘We have spent already much time during
the session and have made no real pro-
gress; but that want of progress is to be
charged to the Government themselves, be-
cause, while they have been frittering
away our time on a variety of matters of
less importance, they have declined until
last week to let us know what their real
policy of public works was. We on this
side of the House have been waiting and
asking for information, from the beginning
of the session, to hear what the policy
was, or to have its principles disclosed.
The hon. gentleman at the head of the
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Government had a place of repentance; or,
at least, a locus penitentice—it does not
necessarily follow that that means a
place of repentance-—when he made his
statement on introducing the Toan Hsti-
mates ; but having heard it, T ask do we
really know their intentions? I must say
that I still have some lingering suspicion
that they may turn round and say they
did not mean this or that. We were told
by the Minister for Works, this afternoon,
that the railway policy of the Government
was fully disclosed in the Loan Esti-
mates, and we have also been told by
the Treasurer that his financial policy
Lhas been fully disclosed. I am aware
that the present is a most important
erisis in the history of the colony, and I
agree with what the Treasurer said last
week that some loan is necessary during
the present year. We are all aware that
the money already voted and borrowed, or
authorised to be borrowed, for some of our
public works, is not sufficient to complete
those works to which the eredit of the
country is pledged. TUpon that point
there is no difference of opinion, and
there are also many other works in pro-
gress besides these railways which 1t is
also necessary should be carried on. Itis
not to these two classes of works that we
take exception, but it is to the new items
disclosed in the policy that I intend prin-
cipally to address myself. T shall not
trouble the House with any remarks on those
items in the Loan Estimates devoted to the
purposes of carrying out railways already
sanctioned to the termini which have been
agreed on, and the plans of which have been
approved by Parliament. In considering
a matter of this sort, we are bound to look
around and see what is the state of the
colony. At the present time we know that
we are worse off than during the previous
history of the colony for many years.
Our revenue, instead of receiving a
yearly addition to it, is, if not fall-
ing off, at any rate stationary. Our
population is not inereasing as it was wont
to do; on the contrary, the action of the
Government has tended rather to decrease
than to increase population. Our products
are not inereasing as they have done, and
as they ought to, and we find ourselves,
therefore, in difiicult circumstanees—not
peculiar to Queensland, I must say,
but shared in by nearly the whole of
the civilised world at this time. That
fact, however, is a most important clement
in the consideration of the affairs of the
colony, and no Government has any right
to bring down a proposition involving
a large expenditure of public money with-
out taking that fact into their serious con-
sideration. I have no doubt the Trea-
surer will tell us he has considered
it, but I maintain that he has not given
due weight to thiz cirenmstance; and,
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though I give him every credit for a
knowledge of the world, I still say he
has not given proper weight to them,
and therefore the proposals he makes to
the House under existing circumstances
are unsatisfactory. I am a believer in
party Government. I believe that gencral
rules and principles prove the best in the
long run for conducting public business,
just as in the private affairs of men; but,
if ever there was an oceasion when
one’s faith in the principles of party
Government could be shaken, it is the
present. If hon. members on that side
were free to express their opinions upon
the policy now submitted, without endan-
gering the position of the Government,
that policy would be condemned by
an overwhelming majority. If I am de-
feated on this motion, it will be because a
sufficientnumber of the House prefer to keep
the present occupants of the Treasury
benches in their places rather than con-
demn a policy which in their hearts they do
not approve of. 'We must, however, take
things as wefind them, and I'wouldsay that
itisnot with the desire of turningthe present
Government out of office that I move this
motion. I wish that the matter could be
disposed of on its merits entirely irre-
spective of the interests of the occupiers
of the Treasury benches. I hope that
a higher sentiment will prevail with
hon. members than the interests of Gov-
ernment or of party. The present time is
not one in which anyone need be eager to
have the responsibility of conducting the
affairs of the colony. I believe from my
heart hon. members on the other side
think so, too; but, from the fact that the
circumstances of the colony are different
now to what they were in prosperous times,
it requires more skill and wisdom to pilot
it through its troubles. That fact ought
only to give rise to more caution and more
care, and to call for the exercise of those
higher qualities of statesmanship which
we had hoped hon. members sitting on the
Treasury benches possess, and which they
ought to have been able to show now. But
I have looked in vain this session for any
evidence of that determined will which two
or three members of the Government are
accustomed to pride themselves on, or for
any evidences of that higher statesmanship
or grasp of the circumstances of the times.
Before I condemn the policy of the Gov-
ernment it is necessary to discover what
that policyreally is. First of all we had the
Speech delivered at the opening of the
session; then we had some incidental
things which happened ; we had the Finan-
cial Statement of the Treasurer; and,
lastly, we have the Loan Kstimates, with
such explanation as the Treasurer was
pleased to give to us last week. Turning
to the Speech delivered at the opening of
the session we are certainly unable to elicit
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much from that. For aught that appears
in that document the Government had not
made up their minds to any policy of public
works at all. They tell ns—

“My Ministers are of opinion that the

seftlement of population and the inerease of
land revenue depend upon the speedy extension
of our facilities for internal communication.
They are also of opinion that the slow progress
of harbour improvements hitherto has deprived
the colony of much of the advantage which
ought to have been derived from the sums from
time to time expended. You will therefore
be asked to make provision, by loan, for carry-
ing on these and other public undertakings with
vigour.”
Of course, that may mean anything or
nothing, as the Government might after-
wards make up their minds. There was not
a word, be it observed, in that Speech about
branch railways. There is a reference, as
hon. members will have heard, to the
speedy extension of our facilities for in-
ternal communication; but there is not
a suggestion that the Government ever
intended to do anything in the way of
constructing branch railways, or,in faet,
anything more than pushing on the trunk
lines into the interior. Almost concurrent
with that, we found the Government were
dismissing all the surveyors employed in
the colony in the survey of bra,nc]g Iines—
if not all, certainly nearly all. "'When their
attention was called to that early in the ses-
sion, by myself, either the Premier or the
Minister for Works said, in reference to
those railways, “ We are not going to make
them.” We thought that this might also
be an additional piece of information,
and. that there, at any rate, was one sign
of the strength of purpose which some of
the members of the Government, when they
were not in office, used to pride themselves
upon possessing. As the session, however,
went on, two or three members on that side
of the House gave the Government to
understand that they would not submit to
a policy of that kind. There were two or
three speeches made by hon. members on
that side showing a little independence ;
and we, therefore, on our side began
to expect that the Government would
materially modify that policy. When the
Financial Statement—the next document
to which we may refer for a real exposition
of the policy of the Government—came on
we were told what was the intention of the
Government up to that time. I shall have
to refer to two or three passages in that
Statement, in the hope that we may extract
what is really that policy which I now
propose to condemn, These passages must
be taken altogether as showing the meaning
of the Government, and I do not hesitate
to say that with some of them I cordially
agree. The first passage I refer tois this—

“ Wherever unproductive expenditure on
Loan Account could be revised without a breach



1202 No-Confidence Motion.

of the public engagements, it has been impar-
tially eut down; and although my proposals
show that no reduction of the gross outlay on
public works is contemplated, the Government
have been actuated by a vesolute determmation
to ask your sanction to no appropriation which
does not promise to augment revenue, either
directly by utilising Crown lands at present in-
accessible and comparatively valueless, or indi-
rectly by removing obstacles from the path of
promising industries or expanding commerce.
It is only in a strict adherence to this deter-
mination that the Government can find a justi-
fication for proposing any further addition to
the public obligations.”

‘With the latter proposition I cordially
agree. It is only by strict adherence to
that determination the Government can
find any justification for imposing further
addition to the public obligations, and
that is the test I propose to apply to the
proposals of the Government now under
consideration, not the ones under con-
sideration at that time. I shall refer to
another passage in that speech dealing with
the Loan Account. The Treasurer said in
the same speech—
“The diminution of traffic on cur existing
- lines results, to a considerable extent, from the
reduced area of country at present under sheep.
(See table.) The causes of this reduction are
~ the general failure of the coast country as the
habitat of the sheep, the marsupial plague, and
the bad seasons we have until lately encoun-
tered. It must be wellknown to this Commit-
tee that the richest lands in the colony, as well
as those most available for close settlement, lie
far to the westward, and have not yet been
touched by any of our railways. The large
increase in the Government rent-rolls for the
western districts shows the extent to which
sebtlement is there taking place. The Govern-
ment are confident that when quick and certain
communication is supplied in that direction by
the extension of our main railway lines, not
only will the necessity for additional taxation
be avoided, but the former prosperity of the
colony will be restored and established on a
broad and unassailable basis.”

From that we might infer that it was part
of the policy of the Government, as was
stated, to extend the trunk lines into the
interior ; and 1t was stated that this would
cost a million and a-half, and that the
Government looked to those extensions for
restoring the prosperity of the colony to its
former condition. The Treasurer also
stated, with reference to the amount re-
quired to pay the interest on the loan of
three millions— )

“To provide interest upon this amount about
£188,000 per annum will be required, and the
Government, in selecting the works on which the
loans should be expended, have proceeded with
a view to provide interest from the land, and so
avert the necessity of additional taxation. Hvery
mile of railway by which the interior of the
colony is penetrated makes available for pas-
toral occupation and for conditional and home-
stead selection, as well as for sale by other
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means, an additional area of Crown lands pre-
viously almost valueless for any practical pur-
pose. To the augmented land reve:rue thus
procurable, and the revenue obtained from the
increased railway. traflic resulting from the ex-
tension of profitable settlement, the Govern-
ment confidently look for ample means to defray
the interest on the contemplated loan.”

Then we pass on to the question of branch
lines—

“In selecting the localities for the experi-
ment of making branch railways in the more
settled districts, the Government will be guided
to a certain extent by the same principle,
although it is important to recollect that the
land in these localities having been mostly
alienated from the Crown, cannot be looked to
so confidently for the annual revenue necessary
to meet interest charges. The Government,
however, will select localities in which the con-
struction of branch railways will stimulate the
trafic on the main lines, and promote an
export trade in produce. To this end, no more
favourable locality presents itself to the Gov-
ernment for experimental branch lines than
the farming districts of the Darling Downs.”

The policy then, according to this, was that
there were to be experimental branch lines
and they were to be tried on the Darling
Downs—a place in which it was well
known no preparation whatever had been
made for constructing branch lines up to
that time, or at most only a few weeks
before. It was well known, also, that at
that time an eleetion was pending for the
Darling Downs district. There is a pas-
sage in the speech which relates to another
question, which I may here refer to also—
namely, the raising of revenue—though
not revenue to go into the Treasury—

“ Qur present financial position, however,
urges on us the necessity of economical reform,
which we propose to initiate by saddling upon
property the expenditure incurred for its im-
provement

A very admirable principle I—

Our "disbursements from the Works Depart-
ment go dirvectly to the improvement of pro-
perty, and a property-tax, to provide the means
for such disbursements, becomes the natural
and inevitable consequence. While the work-
ing-man is free to carry his labour to the best
market, taxation solely for the improvement of
property should not be allowed to encroach
upon his means. The application of Customs
revenue to public works would, therefore, be
unjust to a large body of the taxpayers. How
then, is a property-tax to be raised ?”’

And the answer is—by the mode provided
by the Divisional Boards Bill. These ex-
tracts contain a policy, so far as it can be
extracted from the speech on the Financial
Statement. The Treasurer said this was
the policy upon which an appeal was made
to the constituencies, and upon which the
present Parliament was returned. I em-
phatically deny that this was the case.
This was not the policy upon which an
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appeal was made to the constituencies,
nor was it the policy upon which the eon-
stituencies returned the Parliament to carry
it out. I say without fear of contradiction
outside the House, though I shall natu-
rally be contradicted inside, that an ap-
peal to the constituencies at the present
time would show® very clearly whether
that was the policy that this Parlia-
ment was intended to carry out. The
summary of that policy, so far as we
can discover it, is this: Lines were to be
made into the interior ; branch lines were
to be tried on the Darling Downs; trunk
lines were to be extended to the interior.
The only mode proposed for paying the
interest on the loan of three millions was
the augmented revenue to be procured
from the extension of trunk lines, and the
relief to the general revenue afforded by
the Divisional Boards Bill. That was the
whole policy, so far as public works are
concerned, and if there was anything more
in it it would surely have been pointed
out in the debate on the Financial State-
ment, when the same objection was made
as is now raised. Having seen how, in the
early part of the session, the Government
frequently changed front, and became advo-
cates of things of which they at first dis-
approved, we waited till the Loan Hsti-
mates came on. The policy declared
in them is somewhat different.  Certainly
with respect to branch railways there is an
important variation. Branch railways are
no longer considered an experiment to be
tried on the Darling Downs, but as things
that are to be carried out elsewhere.
There are seven of them, two of which
only are on the Darling Downs, the rest
being in different parts of the ecolony.
This 1is, in substance, giving effect to
the objections made from that side of the
House when those independent members
to whom I referred said pretty plainly
that they were not going to submit to
this policy of the Government—to expend
vast sums of money to carry lines into
the interior and nothing more. I am not
going to complain of the Government for
changing their policy. They may change
that as often as they like, and I hope they
will change again once more, as I am quite
sure they will, before the session ends. Ido
not complain of that. I have to take the
policy as I find it. I donot say they are
unworthy of confidence because they are
driven about by every wind from one side
of the House or the other. If they are
supported by a majority of the House the
minority cannot complain of their changing
their policy. That is a matter entirely for
their own honour. If they are, however,
so to be driven about, and change their
minds from time to time at the will of
their discontented followers, I have no
complaint to make except that 1t is a course
of conduct which always brings its own
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punishment in time, and that we on this
side are perfectly contented to wait. Let
us, then, deal with the policy as we have
it now before us. The policy, as declared
in the Loan KEstimates, differs from that
disclosed inthe Financial Statement mainly
with respect to the branch lines. I shall
be told, no doubt, that this policy is the
same as that of the last Government, in sub-
stance. That is a matter, again, 1 do not
care to discuss. I shall not say whether
it is or whether it is not; but I may say
that the policy proposed now is, to a great
extent, a part of the policy proposed by
the late Government. But there is one
great difference—that the late Govern-
ment never made it their policy simply
to borrow money. The proposition that
I shall endeavour to establish is, that
the only policy disclosed by the Govern-
ment up to the present time is to borrow
money simply. If you ask the question,
“ What will you do with it ?’ the answer
is, “That is immaterial; we will borrow
the money.” If you ask, *“In which direc-
tion will you take the lines?” the answeris,
“We will settle that afterwards; let us
have the money.” If we ask, “Upon
what principle will you construet these
branch lines?” the answer is, “ We do not
know ; there is at present no principle
applicable, but we will find that out after-
wards—only let us have the money.” I
will go through this policy, and show that
there is nothing more in it, from beginning
to end, but to borrow money; and I
need not remind hon. members that
that is a most unsatisfactory state of
things. Ttis only a fragment of a policy,
and it does mnot require any great busi-
ness capacity or statesmanship to borrow
money, if anyone will lend it to you ; on the
other hand, 1t is evidence of statesmanship
to borrow money, spend it upon repro-
ductive works, and establish a sound
system upon which to pay the interest
without ruining everybody by the process.
This policy, it 1s perfectly true, embraces an
extension of trunk lines of railway, and
I may be reminded that we ourselves
admitted that the trunk lines already
authorised should be extended with the
ultimate design of connecting them by a
trunk line proper running from south to
north, and I have not the slightest doubt,
if T have the ordinary fortune of living the
years usually allotted to ‘man, I shall see
that policy carried out. But it is one thing
to lay down a policy of that kind; it is
quite another to propose to the House how
to carry it out. After all, T might remind
the House that the first scheme of a rail-
way running north and south was pro-
pounded by Mr. Macalister some ten years
ago, and 1t was a line that would lead
from Brisbane to the Gulf of Carpentaria.
I hope to see that carried out some
day; but because I so hope it does not
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bind me at once to make a railway without
considering any details as to how I am to
pay for it, the direction in which it is to
run, and the other numerous circumstances
which must be attendant upon so impor-
tant a public works policy. I remember
that in the neighbouring colony of South
Australia, a few years ago, Mr. Boucaut,
then Premier, brought forward a compre-
hensive system of public works, but he
brought forward with it a sufficient finan-
cial policy; and when he was defeated on
the financial part of his policy he declined
to go on with the remainder, as any intelli-
gent Government would do, and as I sup-
pose every Government that has ever, to
the present time, brought forward a pro-

osal for borrowing large sums of money

as done. I say, therefore, the proposals
of the late Government are perfectly im-
material to the question at issue. What
we have to do with is the policy of the
present Governmenf. The late Govern-
ment, while they wished to construct these
main lines, intended also to make their
construction contingent upon sufficient
means of raising the interest to pay for
them without burdening the general revenue
of the colony. I have referred to the state-
ment made 1n the Speech and in the Finan-
cial Statement of the Treasurer. The state-
ment of the Treasurer upon the Loan
Estimates told us nothing. He only gave
us a running cominentary upon the items
of the Estimates. He gave us no general
financial policy. He did not tell us how
he was going to pay the interest. He told
us a loan was necessary: but we were all
agreed upon that. So far as we can sce,
therefore, the only proposal the Govern-
ment wmade with respect to paying
the interest on the loan was in the
Financial Statement — namely, the sav-
ing of the vevenue by the operation of
the Divisional Boards Bill and the land
revenue which was to be derived from the
extension of the main trunk lines. That is
all that was disclosed. I hope there will
be something more disclosed yet, but that
is all we have to go upon to-night. There
is nothing, at any rate, analogous to in-
ereased taxation. There is no proposal to
increase the population of the colony, nor
any means definitely suggested for increas-
ing the revenue. 1 am not going to fall
info the error of prescribing too soon. I
have no doubt we shall be taunted on this
side of the House, as we have been already
in the Press—that it is much easier to ob-
ject than suggest, much easier to destroy
than to construet ;—I am perfectly aware of
that. The late Government were quite
prepared at the beginning of this year,
when they intended to propose the borrow-
ing of a sum of money for public works,
to propose proper means for paying the
interest; but I am not going, on the
present occasion, to state the details
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of that mode of raising interest, because,
notwithstanding the blame which I know
will be attributed to me for not doing so,
T distinetly decline at present to make any
proposals of that kind. It will be time
enough afterwards, if we find it is abso-
lutely necessary. If the Government can-
not, or will not, make+ proper proposals,
which are necessary corollaries to the pro-
posal to spend all this money, we may be
forced to save the country from the injuries
which they are attempting to bring upon
it. At the present time I am contented to
confine myself to condemning the proposals
of the Government. In considering the
separate items of the Loan Hstimates
it must be borne in mind that this loan
of three millions is intended to carry
us over three years. All will agree that
a million a year is quite enough to borrow,
and it cannot be expected that anything
beyond that will be added during the
next three years. The first item is Immi-
gration, for which service the Government
propose to borrow £100,000, which, with the
addition of £80,000 or £90,000 which the
Treasurer says hehas in hand, means a
serious diminution in immigration. With
a present debt of over ten millions, or about
£50 a head on a population of 200,000, we
cannot afford to mecrease that debt to the
enormous extent proposed unless we have
some proposition which will have the
effect of inereasing the population so
as to divide the burden among a greater
number of people. It is absolutely sui-
cidal, without making provision to increase
the population, to propose to increase the
public debt to such an enormous extent.
‘We must bear in mind that the only pro-
position made to pay the interest is by
increased land revenue. How is it to be
obtained ¥ How will the proposed railways
conduce to raise a revenue from the land
applicable to the payment of the increased
interest 7 I am quite aware thab in con-
junction withthe construction of railways an
mereased land revenue may be raised ; but
the Treasurer has not proposed anything of
thekind, He has told us, however, that his
propositions are now complete, and we
have to deal with them as they are. Where
is the land revenue, then, to come from ?
Take the first item under the head of
railways — Extension of Southern and
Western line from Roma, 130 miles, at
£3,000 per mile. The first question that
suggests itself is, in what direction is
the line going—west, south, north-west,
or south-west, or where? The ‘Trea-
surer says he does not know—he has not
made up his mind. There is a proposition
to borrow £400,000 for a line, and when
the Treasurer is asked he says he does not
know whereit is to go. Was ever sucha
proposition seriously made by a Treasurer
before? Since he first proposed the ex-
tension he had.publicly stated that be had



No-Confidence Motion.

not made up his mind. He knows that not
a farthing of the money can be spent until
the House has approved of the plans. It
seems the Government have not yet made
up their minds in which direction the
survey will be made. The plans cannot be
prepared before next year, and it is quite
certain that, at the outside, the Government
cannot ask the approval of more than fifty
miles during next year. Which direction
will the line take after that? TPerhaps
the House will then say, “ You have sur-
veyed in the wrong direction; we will not go
that way.” They will have secured their
objeet in borrowing the £400,000, and in the
meantime we have to pay interest on the
money. How canan authorisation for that
purpose conduce to raise additional revenue
from the land? Thereisno connection what-
ever between this particular sum of money
now proposed to be borrowed by the Govern-
ment and any inereased revenue from the
land of the colony. DBut suppose we con-
cede that the Government have made up
their minds, they could not ask authority
for more than fifty miles during the pre-
sent session. They have only a trial
survey—and that not further than Mit-
chell ; but I will suppose they had a per-
manent survey, and that they could ask the
House to approve of plans and specifica-
tions to Mitchell. Supposing that there
is something definite in their scheme, and
giving ‘them the benefit of every possible
doubt, what would be the result? The
works would not be construeted for two
years from the present time, and when
would the 130 miles be constructed? Con-
sidering the state of progress of the sur-
veys, and that the Government have not
made up their minds, the 130 miles would
not be constructed for four years from
the present time. In the meantime, we
have to pay the interest on the money.

The Mixister ror Laxps: The money
would be earning interest.

Mr. Grirrire: Yes; the money would
be earning interest, and I shall show that
that is all in the scheme of borrowing
money. The money would be earning
interest—but, where? It is quite certain
that it would not be earning interest
through land revenue. It is so hard to
deal with shadows of this kind: but suppose
this line were extended to St. George—
which proposition seems to have received
consideration—how will that earn interest?
I am quite aware that the extension of the
line might be made to earn interest, but
the Government propose to leave the law
and the land revenue as it is, and have put
forward no additional scheme. If auction
sales were to be introduced, it is easy to
see the sources from whence money might
come. Suppose the line were extended
130 miles westward, would the mere fact
of its extension increase the number
of sheep in the Maranoa district? No
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doubt it would not—but would it increase
the number further west? I do not profess
to be familiar with those matters, but, if
my information is not entirely wrong, the
country 130 miles west from Roma is
not good, and the terminus is for all
practical purposes as good at Roma.
But at present the Government do not say
they intend to extend the line west from
Roma, and we have to deal with the sub-
ject as we have it. The Treasurer does
not say he proposes to rely upon additional
trafic on the line—he says he relies upon
additional land revenue; but unless some
change is made in the law no additional
revenue will be derived from that source.
Here is, then, a proposition simply to bor-
row money for an unknown, unascertained
purpose, without any proposition as to rais-
ing revenue to pay any part of the interest.
I expect by-and-bye the Treasurer will say
he does not propose to borrow all at once;
but, if he does not, let him borrow as much
as he wants now, and, when he can show
how to pay the interest, borrow more.
Let him for the present borrow just
as much as he knows what to do with and
how to pay for. If he does not want to bor-
row three millions all at onee, he has no
business to ask for it all at once. I come
next to the extension of the Central Rail-
way from Retreat, 130 miles at £3,000 per
mile. 'We do not know where it is to be
taken to——due west, south-west, or north,
and I presume the Government have not
made up their minds where it will end.
Does the Treasurer mean to say thatthe
extension of that line will immediately
have such a large practical operation upon
settlement in the far western country as to
create a largely increased land revenue?

The PrEMIER: Yes.

Mz, Grirrire: The hon. gentleman
knows better. He must know that such an
extension will only shorten the immense
distance that separates us from that mag-
nificent country which he speaks of as
admirably adapted for close settlement—
which, I suppose, means that it can be
made available for carrying more sheep.
To suppose it suitable for homestead or
conditional selections at the present time
is positively absurd. We know it can be
utilised, and made to return an increased
revenue to the colony; but the Treasurer
does not propose any such scheme. What
additional revenue will there be from the
land through the construction of that line?
Will there be more land taken up? We
have been told that runs there were not
stocked for want of water, and that there
are droughts for two or three years at a
time—will that be remedied ?

The PreMI1ER : Yes.

Mer. GerrrritE: The railway cannot
bring rain. Possibly the drought might be
remedied, not by the railway, but by the
money borrowed, Itis not the construetion-
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of the railway but the money authorised to
be borrowed that is looked to remedy the
drought. The mere construction of that
line, which we know will not pay its work-
ing expenses, will not of itself, without some
additional proposition accompanying it, in-
crease the land revenue any more than the
extension of the railway in the southern dis-
trict. Ifthis moneyisborrowed,the interest
must come out of general revenue until some
other proposition is made to relieve the
general revenue. Then we have the Nor-
thern railway—where is that going? A pro-
position to construct a railway to the moon
would be not much move absurd. They
tell us one terminus but not the other. We
know one is to be at Charters Towers, but
we know of no surveys beyond there. The
Government, in fact, propose to borrow
money for 130 miles of railway before they
have begun to survey the route. What is
there to show that thatextension will be im-
mediately beneficial to the land revenue of
the colony? It seems almost nonsense to
ask suchquestions. Ttseemsimpossiblethat
any set of men affecting to govern a country
can make such a wild proposition—to bor-
row money about the mode of expenditure
of which they know nothing. The only
result would be that the country will be
permanently saddled with the payment of
interest for many years before there could
be any possible return. So much for the
trunk lines of railway, the construction of
which I should cordially approve of
if the proposal to construct were ac-
companied, as such a proposal always
ought to be, with a proposition to meet
the interest on the cost of construetion.
‘With regard to the item £418,000 for the
completion of lines already authorised, I
believe that sum is wanted, and I believe,
also, that the figures stated ave too low.
‘When in the Works Office, some figures
nearly analagous to those were given to me,
but larger amounts ; and I think it would be
better to ask for more. A very small amount
is put down for rolling-stock ; but those are
mere details. Then we come to branch lines.
I have before referred to their history.
First we knew nothing, then they were not
going to be made, then experimental lines
were to be constructed on the Darling
Downs, and now we have these. Irrespec-
tive of any individual lines, the best com-
mentary on this part of the G overnment pro-
posal will be found in the speech delivered
by the present Treasurer in the House last
session, read with what he said last week
when speaking on the Loan Estimates. On a
motion exaetly analogous to that which I
have moved, the present Colonial Treasurer
said on the 24th July—

“We know perfectly well that a Loan Bill
cannot be passed through the House without
certain items in it of a log-rolling character.
‘When a Loan Bill has been brought forward
the principal object of it has been apparent
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enough—that is to get money for specific
public works—but there has always been some
items put in it for the purpose of getting the
Bill passed.”

I wonder which arve the log-rolling items
here ¥ The Treasurer recognises the axiom
that such items must be inserted, though
the prineipal object is to get money for
specifie public works. I think, on the pre-
sent occasion, the principal object is appa-
rent enough—to get money. 1he Colonial
Treasurer told us that the line from Bris-
bane to Sandgate was put down at £4,000
per mile, and he asks £52,000 for that
purpose. Yethe tells us that the Engineer-
in-Chief estimates that it will cost over
£6,000 per mile, exclusive of rolling-
stock and purchase of land, and what is
the use of the Colonial Treasurer asking
for £52,000°? Why does he not honestly
say that he has put on the item only that
it may be taken off again ¥

The Preyrer: I never said it would
cost £6,000 to build this line. T said the
engineer’s estimate was £6,000 and mine
ras £4,000, and I stood by mine.

Mzr. GrrrrriTH : I will read exactly what
the Colonial Treasurer said— -

“This is the estimate that I have put down
for what I consider the best line of the Engi-
neer-in-Chief—the route by the Albion. He
estimates the costs at £6,322 per mile, for what.
he calls a first-class line. I do not consider
that a line of this character is vequired, neither
do I believe the colony would be justified in re-
commending such an expensive railway-—and
here I may add that the engineer’s estimate did
not include rolling-stock or the purchase of the
land. Ibelieve, however, that a line quite suit-
able for the purpose can be made for £4,000
per mile ; and if it can, the colony will be justi-
fied in undertaking it.”

Is it not apparent that the Colonial Trea-

surer does not believe anything of the
kind? If he supposed the line could be

. made for £4,000 per mile, he might have

favoured us with some information as to
how it could be done. When I took up
the matter of cheap railways and tried to
get information on the subject, he lauglied,
and said my propositions were wild.

The Prryier : No; T did not say that,

Mr. Grirrrra: Well, it amounted very
much to the same thing. Now, considering
that the same Engineer-in-Chief says that
the proposed Burrum Railway can be con-
structed for £3,000 per mile, and this rail-
way for not less than £6,000 exclusive of
land and rolling-stock, if the cost of this
line can be reduced to £4,000, surely the
cost of the Burrum line can be reduced to
£2,000. But the whole £3,000 is put down
for that line. Itis quite evident that, as
to the Sandgate line, the Government
are not in earnest, but have put it down
to make the Xstimates look well, with
the intention of having it left off. If the
Treagsurer believed in it he ought to show
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how the reduction is to be made. The
gradients are not steep—not more than one
in fifty being required anywhere. The line
is only thirteen miles long, but there will
be two very heavy bridges to bring up the
cost ;—in fact, that itemn may be called
simply a bogus item. The next proposed
line is from Ipswich to TFassifern—thirty
miles, at £2,500 per mile, and with regard
to that the Treasurer simply says—

“ The estimate of the Engineer-in-Chief was
£3,400 per mile, but I have reduced it to
£2,500 for something like the same reasons that
I gave for reducing the Sandgate line, and with
a thorough belief that the work can be carried
out for the amount.”

‘When the Treasurer makes a Financial
Statement, and tells the House what cer-
tain railways could be constructed for per
mile, he ought to tell us something more
than that he thinks so—he ought to say
upon what principle and what gauge they
are to be constructed. The next line is
from the Southern and Western Railway
to Mount Esk, the route of which has not
even been permanently surveyed. For the
Maryborough and Burrumn Railway a pro-
vision is made of £3,000 per mile. It is
well known that the country over which
that will pass is about as level a piece
of country as could be found in the
colony. The Treasurer says that line
is as good as any of the others. That
is certainly an instance of * damning with
faint praise.” He tells us that one, which
can be done without the assistance of the
Government at all, is as good as any
of the others. Anyone listening to his re-
marks must conclude that he retains the
opinion he enunciated last year, and every
time he had spoken on the subject until
he brought forward those estimates, that
the branch railways are a very bad lot.
Then there are the two experimental lines
on the Downs to cost £2,500 per mile
each. One is to go from Toowoomba to
Highfields, but no one would suppose fora
moment that a railway would be made
there for that amount—the Treasurer
knows it cannot be done. The other is
proposed to be made between Warwick and
Killarney—but has the surveyor even
looked at the route yet P Those are two
glaring instances of whatthe Colonial Trea-
surer called last year log-rolling items.
If ever there was a time for log-rolling
items, this is not the time; and the Pre-
mier will find that any attempt to catch
votes by baits through which the hooks
show so transparently will fail. Hon.
members will not be led to sacrifice their
principles or to bring the colony into
serious difficulties simply Ly small baits of
this kind being thrown out. Then we
cometothe Central Railway branch towards
Clermont — £50,000. If there is any-
thing insincere in the whole scheme, this
item iz the worst of the lot. The loan
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is to serve for three years, and the Premier
puts down £50,000 for a line towards Cler-
mont. 'We know that the distance is sixty
miles by the shortest way, and by the
way that will open the best land it is
considerably longer: and yet, all that
he proposes to spend on the line for the
next three years is £50,000, which amount,
he knows perfectly well, will not make
more than fifteen miles. What will be the
good of that? It is evidently another bait.
A petition eame in from Clermont lately,
asking for a branch line, and this is the
way the Colonial Treasurer meets it. He
knows that the amount down is perfectly
useless. The insincerity of the item is
transparent, and no man in his senses who
really was in earnest would make such a
proposition. The branch line scheme, how-
ever, is not more remarkable for the mites
putin with such glaring insineerity, than for
the absence of lines which should have ap-
peared. The Government propose to open
up a new coalfield on the Burrum River, for
which the intervention’of Parliament is
not wanted, because private persons are
ready to build the line that will be re-
quired : but with respect to the old exist-
ing coalfields the Government have not a
word to say. When they are asked
whether they will construct a railway
to open them up, they reply that their
intentions are fully disclosed in their Loan
Estimates. It is perfectly clear that they
do not intend to develop old-established
coalfields; but they are willing, when not
asked, to develop new ones which have
not yet been thoroughly proved. I shall
not say much about the other items. I
helieve we should go on with the harbour
and river works that we have in hand, and
that we require more dredges ; but there
are items here, also, which are putin to
make the Loan Bill pass. Who asked for
£10,000 for the improvement of the Logan
River? “Do not say anything about not
getting your railway; you shall have
£10,000 toimprove yourriver’—thatis what
the Governmentvirtually say to the people of
the Logan. I do not believe that the people
of the Logan care much for the proposed
expenditure.” Where are the Government
going to spend the money ? Then thereis
£10,000 down for the Xndeavour River,
where there is a remarkably fine harbour
with room for the largest ships to come and
lie alongside the wharves. ILhave seen them
lying there myself. However, I will not
condescend to details, for I condemn the
Governiment policy as a whole. As to the
provision for roads and bridges, we have
heard speeches from members of the Gov-
ernment that it is improper to borrow
money for such a purpose ; but the pill they
want the House and country to swallow is
£1,170,000 for main lines—and it requires a
lot of gilding ; hence all these items. Part
of the Government scheme was the Divi-
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sional Boards Bill, by which they were
going to relieve the revenue and set free
a large sum of money which would be
available to pay interest. That Bill will
not suit, however. The Colonial Trea-
surer must see that there is not the re-
motest chance of it passing in its present
form ; so that, as a sop to the objectors,
£100,000 is put down fo meet the
first expenditure of road boards and
shire couneils. 1
to bring about any difference in the posi-
tion. As to the items for buildings, water
supply, and telegraphs, these are matters
of detail which I shall not take the trouble
to criticise, and of course the Government
do not regard them as involving any vital
principle. There is £10,000 down for the
defences of the eolony, but the Govern-
ment do not know how it is to be expended.
‘What does the whole scheme come to?
‘We have a proposition to borrow £1,200,000
for trunk lines; but as regards two-thirds
of the amount, the Government do not
know what they ave going to do with it;
with respect to the other third, I presume
they know, although they have not told
us, in what direction the line is to go.
As for the branch lines, they do not
intend to construct them for some time to
come. Has there ever been an instance
known in this colony of Parliament autho-
rising the borrowing of money for railways
before sanctioning the lines to be con-
structed ? Has Parliament ever authorised
the borrowing of half-a-million without
first knowing where the lines were to go?
The usual practice was to get the lines
authorised, and then to ask for the money ;
but this is to be exactly reversed, and the
House is to be asked to borrow the money
without sanctioning the works, and with
the knowledge that the Government will
not be in a position to ask the House to
authorise them for two years. All that
the Government can ask the House to
sanction this session is the construction of
thirty or forty miles out of the 390 miles of
trunk railways, and out of the whole of the
branch lines that they mention in the Esti-
mates. They tell us they want the money,
but until the works Dbecome reprodue-
tive how is the interest 1o be paid?
The only answer is “ by the increased land
revenue.” If they get an increased land
revenue it will not be from these railways,
and no scheme has yet Deen disclosed how
it is to be derived. I said some time ago
that the only real prineiple in the policy
of the Government is to Dborrow money,
and I have pointed oubt that to a great
extent the Government do not know what
it is to be borrowed for. What is to be
done with it when it has been borrowed ?
The Treasurer may tell us that we are
spending at the rate of nearly a million a
year on public works. I grant that; but
does he mean to fell us that we are

I fail to see how that is -
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always to go on expending that amount
on public works® The money wanted
for public works already in progress is
about £500,000. It is quite clear that we
shall not run short of funds if we borrow
that money, but we are told that the
rest of this loan must be borrowed for
the purpose of keeping public works
generally going on. Isaywe cannof keep
this on. By the time the Premier gets
to Roma and Charters Towers he will
have nothing authorised to proceed with,
and the effect of his proposal will be to
bring money intothe colony which must lie
idle until Parliament determines where it
shall be spent, and that will be only when
Parliament has the requisite information
before it. The money will lie idle, and
will be put with the Government bankers,
whoever they may be. "We have no right
to borrow large sums of money which
cannot be applied for any practical pur-
pose. The Government have made no
proposal for the real expenditure of the
larger part of the sum which they intend
to borrow. I say, therefore, their scheme
is entirely unsatisfactory to the House,
and if it is not unsatisfactory to the House
it is so to the country, as no one knows
better than the Government. I hope
the House will pause before they sanc-
tion the borrowing of this enormous sum
without any provision for the payment of
the interest. T do not know whether all
members of the Opposition agree with me ;
but, for my part, I will say that I am
willing to borrow for the construction of
the lines previously advocated by us, but I
do protest against the borrowing of money
when the Government have no proposition
to stand by, when the plans are nof ready,
and the necessary authority for its expen-
diture eannot be obtained for some time,
and when it will be necessary to let the
money be idle—or, rather, as the Minister
for Lands put it, when it will be simply
earning interest by being placed on loan.
Such a policy would be absolutely ruinous
for this colony to enter upon. I do not
know whether I shall be able to carry my
motion ; but I am satisfied that the general
disapproval of the Government proposi-
tions will be so strong that the Go-
vernment will not be able to carry
them out. I have no objection to their
retaining office so long as their supporters
are intent to keep them there, but I be-
lieve that one result of my motion will be
that these most iniquitous proposals will
not be carried, and I shall be perfectly con-
tented if I gain that object by this debate.
The proposals are too monstrous for any
Parliament in its senses to assent to—and
I am convinced there is so much good
sense that, in committee, they will be so
modified that the Government will not
recognise them. I regret that the Gov-
ernment did not use their strength as
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they should ; and that they did not come
before us with some proposals which they
believed in and would stand by. If they
had shown to the House that they them-
selves believed in their scheme, they would
have got much more support than they
will; but they have vacillated so much, and
have made propositions which are so clearly
impossible of being carried out, that I feel
myself justified in moving—

“That the proposals of the Government in
relation to the construction of public works are
unsatisfactory to this House.”

The Prevrer (Mr. Mecllwraith): Tam
sure, when the leader of the Opposition
gave notice on Thursday of a motion
which amounted to a vote of want of con-
fidence, hon. members thought that in his
opinion the right time had come in his
opinion for exposing the whole policy of
the Government. The hon. member has
got credit for showing wisdom and eaution
in waiting his time to challenge the policy of
the Government; but I am afraid that he has
got more credit than he deserved, judging
by the speech he has just concluded.
The whole substance of that speech was
delivered by his colleague, the hon. mem-
ber for Maryborough, two months ago,
when he himself ought to have spoken.
Why did he not bring forward his motion
then? He has said that he waited until
he heard our policy fully explained, and
now, after hearing it, he has not more to
say than his colleague said two months
ago. The hon. member in his opening re-
marks said it was necessary to wait this
long time in order to see the Government
policy thoroughly brought ont. I have
said it before, and I say again, that this
Ministry have disclosed their policy sooncr
in the session than any Ministry which
preceded them ; and I ean only contrast
our conduct with the miserable position
the Government in which the hon. member
held a portfolio took up last year. We
had to wait until the end of the session
before we heard an announcement from
the Treasurer that he had a loan to
propose, although it comprised one of
the most important points of the Govern-
ment policy. We waited three months for
the announcement, and, at last, I had to
bring down a vote of want of confidence—
not on the policy disclosed, but because
the Government had disclosed none at all.
Then and only then the Government propo-
sals were brought out. If I may use an
Irishism, the hon. member began with a
peroration. - What does this speech amount
to P—simply that the policy of the Gov-
ernment is to borrow. By reference to
afew little detached expressions that I have
used at various times in different places,
and by drawing a lot of small arguments
from the details of the TLoan Estimates,
the hon, gentleman tried to prove that our
puly policy is to borrow. There is a great
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deal more truth in that assertion than he
meant for. I am sorry to say that if must
be the essential part of the policy of any
Government, just now, that money must
be borrowed. Who has brought me into
that position? Why am I bound, as Trea-
surer, to make a loan an essential feature
of my policy? Simply becanse hon.
members opposite, when they were in
office, forced the country into such a

-position that we are bound to go on bor-

rowing to avert disaster. At the present
time there are between 45,000 and 50,000
adult males in the ecolony, and by the
action of the hon. members opposite,
during the five years they were in office,
5,000 are directly in the employment of the
Government, and 4,000 are indirectly, so
that one-fifth of the adult male population
of the colony is in the employment of the
Government direetly or indirectly. What
Treasurer staring that fact in the face, and
remembering that our expenditure is one
million a year from loan, which is nearly
equal to the product of each of our chief
industries—gold and wool—would doubt
that he was Dound to go on borrowing
in_ order to carry on our public works’
policy? 'We are bound to carry on the
public works in progress, and to see
that a large number of people are not
thrown out of employment. They have
also been working up a large system
of immigration for many years, and have
brought many immigrants to the colony.
I say that a large loan is necessary owing
to the action of the Opposition when in
office, and the Opposition should be the
last persons to complain at our scheme.
Our position as a Government was very
plain.  We took office at a bad time,
when population was possibly decreasing,
although on that point there wasno certain
evidence—but when, beyond doubt, pro-
duction was greatly decreasing, when the
revenue was falling off, and the colony was
in a depressed state as a whole. This was
the policy we were bound topursue. Wehad
to see that we carried out public works, at
all events, to as great an extent as Defore,
so that population was not forced out of the
colony. The next thing we had to consider
was, what public works should we encour-
age, seeing that a public works policy was
actually necessary. That is a subject I
have maturely considered and that my col-
leagues have maturely considered, and our
ideas do not come before the House for the
first time. I have let my ideas be made
known for years. Last year I made them
known in a very elaborate form, and
we come forward with the same policy
now as I advocated last year. Having
to carry out a public works policy, we
said that public works of the best character
should be undertaken—works which would
show the greatest remunerative properties,
which were more likely to be repro£1ctive,
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and were actually required in the interests
of the country. Tlus policy is embodied
in the Loan Hstimates. Has the hon.

leader of the Opposition challenged
the items in the KEstimates? —has he
dared to say anything against them

except to impute motives to us in proposing
them? He would not say that they were
wrong items to be there, because he could
scarecely single out one with which he him-

self and the other leading members of the.

Opposition had not identified themselves.
The hon. member’s opinion against our
works policy is worthless, because there is
scarcely anitem in it that he himself has not
advocated. When I brought forward my
motion of want of confidence last year, the
hon. gentleman was notonly a believer in it,
but was actually struck with the fact that it
so closely approximated to the policy he and
his colleagues had had under consideration
a short time before. He actually sneered
at us across the House, and intimated that
surely we must have stolen the policy of
the then Government. He, at all events, said
that the loan estimate I then proposed was
exactly the same, so far as the items were
concerned, as the policy that they had dis-
cussed in the Cabinet with approval; and his
colleague, the hon. member for Maryborough
(Mr. Douglas), supplemented that informa-
tion by stating that it exactly agreed, or
very nearly so, so far as the amount was
concerned ; and the policy I now bring
before the House is virtually the same as
that I proposed. when leader of the Opposi-
tion, and which was endorsed by those hon.
gentlemen, one of whom was then Premier
and the other Attorney-General. I have
only to refer to their speeches in support
of my statement. Here is what the hon.
member for Maryborough, then Premier,
said, criticising the Estimates, which were
virtually the same as those I now put
before the House :—

“I am quite willing, upon some matters at
all events, to learn from the honourable mem-
ber (Mr. MecIlwraith); and I am happy to
learn to-night that his scheme, so far as the
amounts he mentions, really does not materially
differ from that which the Government have
lately been seriously considering. The honour-
able gentleman referred to items, and I am
quite willing to refer to items, if he pleases. I
believe that our deliberations upon these points
have certainly preceded his.”

They were actually so anxious that T
should not have credit for being the father
of this policy, that he says they must be
entitled to precedence. Then, what does
his colleague, who was then Attorney-
General, say on the same question—

“ I must confess I was surprised when the
honourable member read down the list of pro-
posed items: immigration, harbours and
rivers, defences, municipalities, branch lines,
extension of trunk lines. I was amazed, and,
if T did not know such a thing was impossible,
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I should have imagined that some person had
surreptitiously obtained possession of written
documents which had been in the hands of the
Government weeks ago. I wasamazed at the
extraordinary coincidence, not in the figures
but in the headings.”

The Atftorney-General answers for the
headings at the very least, and his col-
league, the Premier, answers for the figures,
so that it would almost appear as if I had
stolen the documents themselves. This,
is the policy which those hon. gentlemen
now say should not be endorsed by this
House. I do not say the inference to be
drawn is either right or wrong, because
the opinion of the hon. member for
North Brisbane is against it; but what
I say is, that the opinion of that hon.
gentleman is -worthless, because he advo-
cated last year exactly the same policy that
he says is unworthy of the confidence of
the House this year.

Mr. GrrrrFira : No.

The PreMiER: I say that is the position
T take up—that the hon. gentleman’s opinion
is worthless because he advocated in the
strongest way possible, last year, the very
policy which he now eondemns.

Mr. GrirriTH: No;—do not misrepresent
me.

The Premier: I will deal with the hon.
member from his own speeches. He says
I have misrepresented him ; but let us see
what he says further on. First, the hon.
member for Maryborough said—

“We are quite willing to admit the impori-
ance of the North, and I may say that we
propose in our future railway policy to proceed
with three main trunk lines into the interior.
I mention this, as it is evident that there are
two branch lines that must penetrate the in-
terior, and there is a third also—namely, from
Charters Towers—which must in time be
extended. We believe that these lines should
be vigorously pushed into the interior, as they
would open up country which is at present
perfectly secluded and unpeopled, but which
when made aceessible by railways will become
more settled.”

Then the hon, member for North Brisbane
followed up the Premier and said—

“T believe that our main lines must be ex-
tended—the Southern and Western, the Cen-
tral, and the Townsville— and it is quite clear
that during the next five years we shall have,
in addition to those extensions, to construct
branch lines on a more economical principle. I
am even more ganguine on this subject than the
hon. the Premier, as I believe that these lines
can be made for much less than £3,000 a-mile.
That has been my opinion for many years; and
I remember that on the first occasion of my
addressing electors of this colony I alluded to
the subject, and expressed the same opinion.”

‘While speaking on this point, although it
is rather digressing from the subject, I
may say with reference to the statement of
the hon. member, that on one occasion in
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this House I laughed at him because he
said he believed cheap lines of railway
could be constructed for £2,500 a-mile, that
I never laughed at him for that reason.
What I did laugh at, at the time referred
to, was the fact that he seemed to consider
that he had made a discovery; while Mr.
Ballard had aetually reported to the House
on the subject, and his report was in print
some years ago. That is what I laughed
at, and not at the idea that railways could
be constructed at that price, because I have
always been a strong advocate for cheap
lines. I think that I have identified the
leader of the Opposition with the main
trunk line policy. Next comes the branch
lines policy. L do not think I require to
enforce on them very strongly that they
have advocated this policy, though always
indefinitely, because they raised a cry
on this question in the hope of setting
the farmers against this side of the
House. That was the object of the cry;
but it was always an indefinite ery, although
some members put it into words, and
told us what branch lines they would
advocate. Now, for the purpose of showing
a comparison between the branch lines I
advocate and those advocated by hon.
members opposite last year, let us see what
were the lines they mentioned. In reply
to a question of mine relating to their
poliey connected with branch lines, they
said their policy would embrace these
special lines —Brisbane to Logan, Ipswich
to Fassifern, Toowoomba to Highfields,
Brisbane to the Pine and Caboolture, Oxley
to South Brisbane, and the Railway Station
to the Northern Suburbs vid Victoria Park,
and Emerald Downs to Clermont. All
those branch lines were advoeated by both
those leaders at the very end of last session,
and the only reason they gave why they
did not bring forward that policy was that,
at the end of a Parliament, it was not the
proper thing to submit such a gigantic
proposal—when Parliament was in a mori-
bund state—and that the proper course was
to refer the question to the constituencies.
Tt has been referred to the constituencies,
and, as I said in my Financial State-
ment, the constituencies have decided in
our favour, and that is the reason
we occupy the position we do at the
present time. The hon. gentleman made
his charges against me, I think, under
three heads. The first was, that my great
object was to borrow money ; the next, that
my great object was to pass this £1,200,000
for trunk lines ; all the rest waslog-rolling
—+to gild the pill, as he ealled it. The next
charge was that I had made no provision
for interest on the loan that I have sub-
mitted to the House. 1 hope I have
met the objection that our great cry was to
borrow. 1 admit at once that to borrow
was the necessary position of the Treasurer
at the present time, That position was
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necessitated by the action of previous
Governments; and I say that any Trea--
surer coming into office could not avoid
taking up the position I have assumed. I
do not attempt to justify that position, be-
cause whoever should take my place—if I
should lose it—would require to do the
same thing. Itis an inevitable position—
we must borrow. Whatis the best way to
borrow ? I know hon. members opposite
will differ from me as to that way. %ur'mg
the time that the present Opposition were
in power, or during the last four years of
their time—from 1875 up to the end
of 1878—they borrowed to the extent
of £4,942,800. In 1875, £1,695,000; in
1876, £740,700; in 1877, £1,322,000; and
in 1878, £1,184,800. Not a year since 1875
was allowed to go over without the late
Government borrowing a good deal more
than a million, and in one case nearly a
million and three-quarters. That is a
policy I do not approve of, and it is a
policy the late Treasurer does not approve
of, because in one of his eloquent finaneial
statements he points out the danger of con-
stantly, year by year, appearing before the
financiers of London as borrowers. When
he proposed the sum of £1,322,000 he made
that speech, and he repeated it in still more
eloquent language when he borrowed the
£1,184,000 the next year. Istrongly object
to loans being brought forward on new
ground every year, because it has a preju-
dicial effect upon the colony in the estima-
tion of those from whom we borrow. It is
much better to let our position be known as
faras possible tothosefrom whom we borrow.
If we ask for a million this year and
another next year, and so on for years,
they will say, ““this thing is to go on for
ever;” and they will get tired of it, at
last, of constantly meeting our demands,
and will want to know with what object
we are asking for the money, and what
public works we intend to carry out with it.
‘What I havetried to do is to form a scheme
which will embrace the next three years,
and place before the public the works we
desire to carry out duringthat period. That
will be something like a definite scheme,
and with that information we can con-
fidently appeal to the financiers at home.
It may be said, and I know will be said,
that it will have a depreciatory effect upon
our sales if it is known that we were going
to launch this large amount of money—
three millions—on the home market. But
we know perfectly well that we will re-
quire this three millions of money during -
the next three years, and we should not
try to conceal our position from those from
whom we borrow. The suggestion of the
leader of the Opposition is that we should
disguise our position, take a million this
year, and let them know nothing about our
intention to ask for another million next
year. But is it not much better to say
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exactly what we want—that we will want a
million this year, another next year, and
another the year following P Thatis some-
thing like a clear and definite scheme ; but
to ask for a million and say nothing about
our future intentions is simply to deceive.
T quite admit that we would get a better
price for the first million if we were to
pursue the course suggesied by the leader
of the Opposition—by deceiving the men
who furnish us with money; but I think
it is far better to be clear and straight-
forward. We would not get so good
a price for the second. T think I have
shown pretty plainly good sound reasons
why I should have brought forward a
three-million loan. T have also shown—
although I have not made a special point
of it—that, so far from going into a gigan-
tic scheme of borrowing money, I am
actually borrowing less than the average
annual amount that has been borrowed by
the last Administration. The next point
is, that I have not provided interest for
this loan. The hon. gentleman said that
I had given no intimation asto how the
interest is to be provided, but he misquoted
my words. .

Mr. GrirrIiTH : I read what you said.

The PreMIER : When the hon. member,
for another argument, had occasion to
quote my words, they came out all right;
but in the course of his argument he said
over and over again that I had given no
indication whatever of any increase of
revenue to meet this increase of interest,
except one thing—that is, increased sales
of land. But I did more than that, as the
hon. member will see when I read that
portion of my speech over again.

Mr. GrreriTa : I did not say increased
gales of land, but increased land revenue.
I quoted the exact words of the hon.
mentber.

The Premier: I will take the hon.
member’s statement, which is the same so
far as my argument is concerned. What
I said in my Financial Statement was

thig—-
© “To the augmented land revenue thus pro-
curable, and the revenue obtained from the
increased railway traffic resulting from the ex-
tension of profitable settlement, the Govern-
ment confidently look for ample means to
defray the interest on the contemplated loan.”

That was my opinion then; I have not
changed it since, and the hon. member has
not met that. He says it is the duty of
the Treasurer in putting a scheme of this
sort before the House to intimate how the
interest is to be got; but did the hon.
member for Enoggera (Mr. Dickson), when
he asked for the loan of £1,184,000, say
anything about how he was going to find
the interest for that? Was he told by the
then Opposition that it was necessary to
increase taxation for that loan? When
the loan for £1,182,000 was asked for,

[ASSEMBLY.]

WNo-Confidence Motion.

wasg he told that he must propose increased
taxation to meet the increased charge for
interest? Was it considered the para-
mount duty of the Treasurer then, by
his colleagues, to provide for that in-
terest by increased taxation? I chal-
lenge the leader of the Opposition to
give a single instance in which the
Treasurer has come down to the House
with Loan Estimates, and informed that
House that he was going to increase the
taxation of the country for the purpose of
finding the interest on the money he pro-
posed to borrow : it would be the strongest
argument I could bring forward against
my own estimate if T said anything of the
kind. The statesman to whom the leader
of the Opposition referred, and whose ex-
ample he says I ought to follow, was
Mr. Boucaut, who brought forward a
great scheme, comprising something like
four or five railways and other public
works, in South Australia, and at the same
time introduced a scheme of inereased tax-
ation for the purpose of paying the interest.
‘What was the result of that proposition
by this great statesman? The consequence
was, that the Parliament condemmned the
whole scheme on account of the proposal
to increase taxation, and the Government
were thrown out. Their successors came
into office, carried out the part of the
scheme relating to the construction of rail-
ways, leaving out the portion increasing
taxation, and they are sitting there still.

Mr. Grrrrira : They are not sitting
there still. s

The Preaier: The party are sitting
there still.

Mpr. GrrFriTa : There havée heen several
changes since then.

The Preaarr : I know there have been
some changes, but the party are still in
power. That is the precedent the hon.
gentleman wishes me to follow; but I
disclaim it. I challenge him to show
a single case in which it has been
said that it is essential that IMinis-
ters should come down and ask for an
increased taxation on proposing a loan.
I have said as plainly as possible that in-
creased taxation is not necessary, and
especially so in comnection with these
works, for which T propose to borrow
£1,200,000, and that met with the animad-
version of the hon. member. I repeat, and
I can prove thoroughly, by looking to re-
sults in New South Wales and Victoria,
that*the increased land revenue that will
be derived from the construction of these
works will do a great deal towards paying
the interest, so that there is not the
slightest reason why we should ask for in-
creased taxation. My chief object of
anxiety in pushing these railways into the
interior isnot, as has been insinuated by hon.
members opposite, that I have any private
interests to foster by having railways ex»
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tended there—becauseT canconscientiously
say that individually I have not the
slightest knowledge that I will in any
form be benefited by the extension of
railways out west, or by the carrying out
of a single item in the whole of my Loan
Estimates ; but my anxiety in connection
with this Joan has mainly sprung from the
fact that to the increased land revenue
from those districts we must certainly
look, not only to pay the interest but the
principal of the loan whenever we make up
our minds to do it, if it should become
necessary to pay it from such a source. It
is because 1am thoroughly confident it
will be met from the revenue provided
from that quarter that I am anxious to
see the rich lands out there tapped. And,
sir, who are the men that question whether
this source is sufficient to meet the interest
on the loan that I have brought for-
ward? They say that my provision for
interest is insufficient; but while I
have at my disposal—and I am speak-
ing mow for the Ministry—while we
have at our disposal for sale by auction,
or selection, or any other process defined
by law, the great bulk of the land in the
western interior of the colony—I say
while I have that at my command, it is
questioned by the other side that I have
sufficient to pay the interest of the loan.
Now, what has been the legislation that
has distinguished the other side for the last
three years? Why, that they believe
that they will be able to raise sufficient
money from sales of land, not merely to
pay the interest that acerues annually, bub
to pay for the construction of the lines
themselves. I say if there has been one
distinguishing feature of their policy it has
been that; and yet they mnow come for-
ward and say I have not made provision
for interest. I think Ihaveanswered pretty
well that charge ; but let us look theinatter
a little more in the face, and see what pro-
vision the hon. member says I ought to
have made. He makes it very large. He
says I have to provide interest to the
amount of £130,000; but does he suppose
that none of these works are to be repro-
ductive? I can give him my opinion
that there is not a single one of these works
that I do not confidently believe will be at
least as productive as the railways we have
at present ;—there is not one of them that
will not yield as much interest as the
works that are actually constructed
and in operation at the present time.
Let us see what interest I have to provide
for, and then it will be observed that the
reproductive works I have to make will
yield as large an interest as that given by
the railway works alrveady constructed—
which is 3%+ per cent. The total of the
loan for which'I ask is £3,053,000, of
which I estimate :£139,000 as the amount
of depreciation for the last debentures
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sold. The total amount to be reeceived
will therefore be £2,914,000. I will take
out of those Estimates all works which
are not reproductive. First, theve is the
sum of £100,000 for immigration—I strike
that out; also, £249,000 for harbours and
rivers; £62,650 for roads and bridges;
£100,000 for road boards and shire coun-
cils; £80,000 for buildings, and £10,000
for the defence of the colony : making a
total of £610,650. That amount shows the
non-reproductive portion of my estimate, and
the whole of the rest is as likely to pay 3%
per cent. interest as the works actually con-
structed at the present time. This leaves
the reproductive portion of the estimate to
amount to £2,312,350; the interest on that,
at 3¢ per cent., is £75,151, and, as we shall
have to pay for the whole amount £131,131,
the difference between those sums is the
amount which the Treasury will have
to find in addition as interest on the
loan, which, in round numbers, is £56,000;
—and yet gentlemen who contemplated last
year spending something like £700,000 or
£800,000 on works to be paid for out of sales
from railway reserves are wroth because,
for the loan I have proposed, I have not
made provision by taxation to raise £56,000
for interest. But I could make oui a
great deal worse case against the other
side; for, while they anticipaled obtain-
ing that large sum out of the railway
reserves, I have the whole colony to
go to. I did not confine myself to the
railway reserves when I thought of how
to pay the interest; I saw that I had
the whole of the colony to look to—not
like the leaders on the other side, who said
we could get this amount from the railway
reserves in some way or other, only to find
out in the end that it was impossible to
raise the money from that source. I have
not allowed my reason to be blinded as
they did, and I hold that the normal
land sales of the colony will be per-
fectly sufficient to pay for the interest on
any moderate loan that we are likely
to incur. I have no idea of looking for
the money to a certain portion of land only.
T look to the whole of the lands of the
colony to provide the interest required for
this loan. I might have made this com-
parison a great deal better for myself,
because the railways hitherto construeted,
and which are paying 3% per cent. on the
amount spent upon them, were constructed
under considerable difficulties and at great
expense. Not only can we construct rail-
ways cheaper now than we could then,
owing to better appliances, more capital in
the colony, and a better stock of Iabour,
but in all further extensions westward the
difficulties in the way are nearly overcome.
Instead of the average cost of future
extensions being as it was up to the end of
last year, when the railway reached Du-
lacea, an average of £9,000 a mile, it will
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in future not exceed £3,000, or at the most
£4,000, per mile. My estimate is £3,000,
and I believe that all future extensions
westward will be done for that amount.
That makes the problem a great deal
easier, because the railways which have
cost £9,000 a mile pay at the rate of 3%
per cent. It was not going beyond reason-
able anticipations to estimate that these
extensions which will be made so much
cheaper will pay considerably more in-
terest per cent. of expenditure. The
leader of the Opposition passed by a very
considerable item, viz., £418,000 to com-
plete the construction of lines actually in
progress. He said he would pass that
item by because it was an amount which
ought to be granted, as they were works
to which the country stood pledged. But
that very fact reflects most seriously on
the administration of the last Government,
because the amount was necessitated by
the extravagant scheme of public works
which they passed without attempting to
obtain consent of the House. All those
lines—the Western Railway to Roma, the
Warwick to Stanthorpe, the Maryborough
to Gympie, the Bundaberg and Mount
Perry,and the Central Railway to Retreat—
were never advocated on their merits in
this House. A scheme was put forth by
the late Government by which railways
were to be constructed without money at
all, but were to be paid for out of land
taken from the reserves in each district.
The consequence was that the House
allowed those lines to pass in a body to
the serious detriment of the colony, for
we are now obliged to go back to the
old system of borrowing money in order
that they may be completed. The bon.
member’s last charge was that I have put
forward the whole of these small items in
order to get the £1,200,000 passed through
for the purpose of extending railways into
the interior; all the rest being, to use his
own words, the gilding to the pill. In
making that charge the hon. gentleman is
very unfair to me, seeing that I have been
so consistent in my advocacy of almost
all the items put down on the Estimates.
Take the £249,000 for harbours and rivers.
There is not a member who has been a
more consistent advocate for giving facilities
for foreign shipping in our different ports
than myself, and I have never lost an
opportunity of bringing that question
forward since I have been a member
of the House. If the hon. member says
that I have put down that item outside
of my convictions, and as gilding to the
ill, I do not think his remark is Justified
Ey facts, and I challenge him to point out
anything I have ever said in disparagement
of such works; and I have taken the first
opportunity in my power to put them pro-
minently before the House. Thenthereisthe
item of £100,000, tomeet the first expenditure
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of road boards and shire councils. If the
hon. member had said that that was merely
a gilding to make the Divisional Boards
Bill more palatable, he might have been
nearer the mark ; but, whether subject to
that objection or not, it is perfectly plain
that theitem is very necessary, and must be
brought forward by any Treasurer. The
next item of £200,000, is the sum which by
law we are bound to provide by way of
loans to municipalities. That cannot be
called gilding to the pill. The vote for
buildings is a matter almost entirely de-
partmental. We are bound to provide build-
ngs necessary for carrying on business
throughout the colony ; and, so far from this
item being gilding to please any particular
constituency, I may say that, personally, I
am acquainted with very fewitems putdown,
and have taken the most of them from the
estimates supplied by the Works Depart-
ment. The next item, of £18,250 for water
supply, cannot be called gilding, for it is
an amount rendered necessary by the mal-
administration of the late Government, and
a great portion of it has been actually ex-
pended. Astothe votefor£70,000, forelectric
telegraph construction, I have always advo-
cated the extension of telegraphs wherever
practicable and profitable. I have now
gone over all the items which the hon.
member sald were gilding to the pill,
in order to induce the country to swallow
the extensions of the three trunk lines of
railway into the interior; and there is not
one of which I have not been a sirong
advocate ever since I have been a member
of the House. I have now met the three
objections taken by the hon. member to
the policy of the Government. After
stating those objections, the hon. gentleman
went 1nto details and questioned the policy
of the Government in having put down so
small an amount as £100,000 for immigra-
tion; but, as Ihaveexplained before, there
is an amount of £90,000 in hand for that
purpose, so that the sum actually avail-
able will be £190,000. I have also given
very good reason why immigration should
be suspended at the present time, and
I have not altered my mind on that
point. I think it a proper policy to
pursue under present circumstances,
and in proof of its wisdom I need only
point to the proof given by the leader of
the Opposition himself, when he said that
it would be folly to pour immigrants into
the colony when they were actually leaving
it as fast as they could. It was perfect
nonsense for the hon. member to say that
it was owing to the action of the Govern-
ment in dismissing some of the workmen
from the Ipswich shops that those people
were leaving the colony. The agitation
in this matter had certainly served most
effectually to bring the Government into a
good deal of wunpopularity. It had
been used by the leaders of the Opposi-



No-Confidence Motion.

tion to mislead the public, and the result
had been to lower politics in the eyes
of all who took an interest in them.
The dismissals were a necessary depart-
mental reform, which I have not since seen
the slightest reason to regret. I believe it
will be conducive to the good of the colony,
and people are beginning to see that now, in
spite of the wrong statements put before
them by the leaders of the Opposition.
When we took that step we said 1t was an
improper thing to be keeping men there on
loan—because most of them were paid out
of the Loan Fund—on work which would
not be required for more than two years.
And yet the leaders of the Opposi-
tion say we must not borrow the money,
and in the same breath that we must not
dismiss the men who were living on the
borrowed money. Can any position be
more untenable? With regard to immi-
gration our ideas are perfectly plain, and
are not open to the insinuations made upon
them by the hon. member for North Bris-
bane, that we do not believe in immigra-
tion. I wish to see Queensland a populous
colony, and I have advocated every mea-
sure that would tend to accomplish that
object ; and as soon as we can see our way
to resume immigration we shall do it.
I have intimated that over and over
again. The hon. member asked—but
he must have been-speaking in igno-
rance—what additional benefit would be
given to the country by the extension of the
three trunk lines 130 miles further west?
If the hon. gentleman cannot understand
that, I cannot explain it more fully
than by saying this: that such extensions
would bring the country through which
they run under a higher kind of settlement,
and would bring settlement where there
isnowno settlementat all; while all the land
from the extreme point of the extensions to
the present termini would be increased in
value. A Dbetter reply still is, as I have
often explained: separated from the west
districts by a large space of compara-
tively barren country, these extensions
will open to the highest class of selectors
millions and millions of acres of the best
land in the colony. That is a perfectly
intelligible argument, and the Govern-
ment, in doing so, would be acting like
a wise proprietor of a large estate who
wished to bring his land under the best
system of occupation. The hon gentleman
also asked such a foolish question as—
“ would railways prevent drought?” And
yet even in that question there is half a
trath. Most droughts were caused, not
because sufficient water had not fallen, but
because there were no means of making
dams for storage of water at anything like
remunerative rates. With the facilities
given byarailway a district could be covered
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disastrous effects would be comparatively
In that sense there is not the
slightest doubt that railways will prevent
Another piece of information
given by the hon. gentleman was that Mr.
Macalister was the first to broach the sub-
ject of a main trunk line of railway. I do
not wish to take away any credit to which
Mr. Maealister is entitled, but the scheme
which he publicly propounded ten years
ago he got from myself and another gentle-
man. That is recorded, as is well known,
in the pages of Hansard. I do not claim
for myself the merit of originality, because
I know that such a scheme was propounded
years and years before I took the slightest
public interest in the matter ;—indeed, I
might say that it actually preceded the
settlement of the country,and thatthe object
of the expedition under Sir Thomas Mitchell
was not for purposes of settlement, but to
find a north-western route between New
South Wales and India. So that the idea
goes a long way further back than Mr.
Macalister. The hon. gentleman also said
the first thing we did when we got into
power was to dismiss surveyors, thus
showing that we did not intend to go on
with branch lines. I do not see how he
can have arrived at such a conclusion.
We did not dismiss those surveyors be-
cause we had no intention of going on with
branch lines of railway, but because we
did not intend to go on with those branch
lines on which they were engaged. A
cerbain number of surveys were being
carried on by the late Government for
party purposes—that is, they were being
done to please constituencies, to make
them believe they were going to have
a rallway, thus doing what I before
accused the hon. member for Maryborough
of having done with regard to road parties.
‘We stopped all those surveys, and I think
we did a good service in so doing. No
money is rightly spent which is not spent
in accordance with the wishes of Parliament,
and we were complying with the wishes of
Parliament in stopping expenditure which
was not authorised byit, and on works which
we did not consider would be required.
This is not the first time that the insinua-
tions made by the other side of the House,
that this Government in bringing forward
a loan of this magnitude have no other
intention than that of getting the money and
putting it into the monetary institutions of
the colony. With the easy facility of an
astute lawyer accustomed to practice in
court, the hon. leader of the Opposition

. took advantage of an interjection made by

with dams, and a drought would bea thing |

of only secondary consequence, and their

my hon. colleagne—that the money, if not
employed in the construetion of publie
works, would be earning interest in the
banks—to try and force a policy on the
Government which I myself, as Treasurer,
have done all T can to dispel. When
the Colonial Treasurver plainly intimates
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what his policy is, that policy ought fo
be understood from his words, and a
different construction should not be put
on them from a chance misinterpreted
interjection. I cannot say too plainly that
it is not the intention of Government
to launch their loan all at once; it is not
their intention that Government shall have
any large sums of money at any time in
the possession of any bank either in this or
in the other colonies. Their distinet plans
are to have nothing more than suflicient
money to carry on public works; and I do
not think, in spite of what the hon. gentle-
man had said, that we shall have at any
time such large balances as the late Gov-
ernment has constantly had in the banks
for the last three or four years. That
statement of the Treasurer should be suffi-
cient to intimate our policy. That assurance
I have given before on two or three occa-
sions, and I repeat it now, that every
constitutional cheek that can be used by the
“House to confine the Ministry to the inten-
tions thus expressed by me I am prepared to
accept. I cannot give a better assurance than
thatofmyintentions,and it does not do much
ceredit to the leader of the Opposition that
he should deal with insinuations as to
what our infentions are. I have proclaimed
what our intentions are, and 1t is quite
within his power, if he doubts them, to
suggest some means by which a constitu-
tional check can be put on the action of
Ministers. The hon. gentleman, in his
attack upon the policy of the Government,
seemed to have forgotten the way in which
business has beenmanagedinthe House, and
tohaveignored themannerinwhich thisclass
of business is done—not only here but in
all the other colonies. He said it was un-
heard-of, unconstitutional, unprecedented,
that a loan of this sort should be proposed
without the actual works being specified
and the plans and specifications produced.
I challenge the hon. gentleman upon
that point;—I say it has mnot been
the practice of the House. In a neigh-
bouring colony, within the last four weeks,
there have been £7,000,000 voted for rail-
ways, and not one single plan or specifica-
tion accompanied the Hstimates, and those
plans have not been approved of yet. I
can point to similar legislation in New
Zealand on two or three occasions within
the last two or three years. Only general
proposals have been made, but the money
was voted. This is not only consistent
with the way business is managed here.
but with common-sense; because, when we
make up our minds to a railway in a certain
direction, it is not necessary that the House
should have all the information before
they vote the money. We make up our
minds and have a general idea how much
a particular railway will cost, and we ask
the sanction of the House, and then
proceed as a matter of course to find

rASSEMBLY.]

No-Confidence Motion.

out whether we can raise the money.
Then it is time enough to ask the appro-
val of the House for plans and sections,
and that is a course the present Ministry
will be quite prepared to follow. The
hon. member seemed to consider he had
made a great point of an answer I gave
to a deputation to-day, which waited upon
me for the purpose of getting a diver-
sion of the Roma extension from a west-
ward to a southerly direction: what his
point was I failed to understand. The
policy of this House has been, not from
this side but from both sides of the
House, affirmed in favour of extending our
Southern and Western line westward, and
with the particular object of reaching the
rich lands of the interior. It has been
affirmed on both sides that the extension of
our main lines must take place from two or
three points where nature has given faci-
lities for harbour accommodation. I do not
think these lines require to be more com-
pletely indicated than they have been by me.
It is sufficient for the House to come to a
judgment upon the matter when I say that
it is to carry out the principle initiated so
long ago in this House of tapping the coun-
try in the west. The Central line will be
carried as mnear as possible west from
its present terminus at Emerald, and I say
that line will do good service when 1t
reaches the point to which we intend to
carry it, although it will not reach a town.
Does the hon. member suppose that when
this House voted so much for the con-
struction of the railway to Roma it was
simply to reach the town of Roma?
The interests of Roma were not considered
paramount. The great object was to develop
the country, and the same objeetis in view,
although there may not be a town at the
end of each section of the proposed lines.
I have avoided all through, in my Finan-
cial Statement and in speeches that have
been forced upon me in defence of that
Statement, as much as I could, loeal
jealousies, and have done what I could
to develop the general interests of the
colony in the Hstimates I have put
before the House; and I certainly did
not expect that the speech of the hon.
member would fend to stir up those
jealousies. He says that putting down on
the Hstimates a railway from Maryborough
to the Burrum was a proof that I had no
intention of developing our proved coalfields
at the present time. Now, Ihave given great
attention to the development of our coal-
field on the Brisbane watershed—I have
thought about the subject often; I have
been identified with the interest myself,
which has forced the matter more par-
ticularly upon my notice, and I can tell
the hon. member the Government have
not neglected thesc interests. Were the
Government to see any means by which
a railway at the present time to deep-
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water would have the effect of develop-
ing the coalfields of the Brishane water-
shed, they would do it at once. In spite
of the charges brought against me, that T
am-inimical to Ipswich interests, I will
tell the House plainly what I have told
them before, that the coal trade languishes
not on aceount of the want of railways, but
on account of the friable character of the
eoal. We know there are empty ships
leaving this colony constantly, and nothing
would give a greater impetus to the ship-
ping trade than the fact that we could send
our coal to foreign ports ; but every shipper
is aware that he cannot here get the coal
he requires, and this is why that industry
does not take the position that is expected
of it. 'We have not reached the quality of
coal to be got at Newecastle—that is the
gecret, and when that is done the trade
will be developed. It is not, I repeat, a
question atall of the cost at which the coal
could be delivered in Brishane, for they can
be delivered cheaper in Brishane than in
Newecastle. The guestion is the quality of
the coal, and then, when that is improved,
the present accommodation in Brisbhane
will be sufficient to develop the trade to
compete with Newcastle. ‘When the coal
beeomes more marketable, T have no doubt
the proper thing will be to give the
required railway communication; and, if
this Government are in office, they will
have both the ability and the wish to do
whatever they can to assist this valuable
industry. 1 have now gone over the
various points touched upon by the leader
of the Opposition in his attack upon the
Government. The hon. gentleman said
that he had lost faith in party Govern-
ment.

Mr. Grrrrrrm: Noj I did not.

The Previzr : He said he had always
been a believer in party Government, but
the shape in which these Estimates had
been placed before the House had shaken
his faith. My faith, also, is shaken when
I find the hon. gentleman taking the posi-
tion he has in making this attack. Ile
waited two months to make it; but anyone
seeing him speaking to-night would say
that he was speaking as an advoeate hold-
ing a brief, and not as a politician. He
was condemning a policy which, under
different circumstances, being in office,
last year, he most strenuously advocated.

Mzr. GrirriTH: Nol

The Pruyier: Yes; and a few more
extracts from his speech would confirm
every word I say. The hon. gentleman
was condemning a policy of which le pre-
viously approved, and he failed to show
that T have been inconsistentin taking it
up now. The policy that finds expression
in the Loan Estimates is not a new policy
of mine; it is one I have always advo-
eated ; and I was glad to see that the hon.
gentleman’s ideas agreed so much with
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mine, and to think that whether we were
on one side of the House or the other we
should, at all events, work together for
that one object, and try and find out a
policy that would develop the country—
a policy which the country is much in
want of at the present time. I expected
something different from what has hap-
pened, and I have lost some faith in
party Government, because I find the
hon, gentleman assuming the position he
does. I can contrast his conduct with
the loyalty with which I have stood to my
prineiples in this House. What was the
principal legislation last year? What will
distinguish last year in the political annals
of the colony? 'Will it not be the Local
Government Act? I was then leader of
the Opposition, and had a splendid chance,
if I had taken advantage of what the hon.
gentleman and his friends have taken ad-
vantage of —I might then have appealed to
all the farmers of the colony, and: told
them that the Government were bringing
in a Bill to tax them for making their roads
and bridges. I might have used all the
influence of the Press which the hon.
member has brought to bear. I might
have got up the same class of meetings
against the Local Government Bill which
he and those working with him have got
up against the Divisional Boards Bill; but
I was loyal to the prineciples of that Bill,
and assisted it in the best way I could to
pass through the House. I contrast that
behaviour of mine as leader of the Oppo-
sition with the action taken by the present
leader of that position. I am proud of
what Ihave done, and am not to be moved
from the position Thave taken up by anyin-
sinuation or charges that I am working for
one object—and that object the extension of
main lines of railway into the squatting
districts. By the policy embodied in our
Bills and Estimates I will stand orfall. T
don’t care what charges are brought against
me—I say it is the true policy of this colony.
I believe in developing every interest of
the colony, but it will be a sad thing if,
after expending thirteen millions of money,
we find we leave unreached land which
is comparatively unutilised and still lying
vacant, and without anything to pay for our
indebtedness. I say the safety of the
colony depends upon our reaching that rich
country, and it is the only thing that will
increase our revenue. I gave every credit
tothehon. member when he stated he did not
want office at the presenttime. Igavehim
credit for his shrewdness in saying that
office would not suit him now. He has
been, up to the present time, a fair-weather
political sailor, crowding on the greatest
press of sail he could carry and making
great speed. There never was a time when
he could not pass a Loan Bill through the
House. When he was in office we were
always in a better position in the English
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loan market than we are at the present
time. Now a different time comes upon us.
As he says himself, the population of the
country is or may be decreasing, and
there is° not the slightest doubt our
produce has been decreasing. Our ex-
ports have been decreasing; the incomes
and wealth of all classes of the community
have been decreasing. These are so many
difficulties in the way of a politician thirst-
ing for office, and who has the sense to re-
alise what they mean. Therefore, I give
credit to the hon. member for knowing that
he would be better off the Treasury benches
just now, and that it would be even to

is advantage as a politician, eager to' find
favour with the country, if he were out of
the House altogether. He would have
saved the country, at all events, seeing a

olitician taking such a retrograde step as
Ee has done, attacking the policy he pre-
viously advocated, and attacking it on prin-
ciples which actually impugned the honesty
of the members of the existing Government.
T do not thirst for office at the present
time either—it is not by any means a bed
of roses; but I consider it is a matter of
duty to stick to it, and I will stick to it so
long as I can and the country calls me to
be here. I have enunciated my policy as
well as I can in the Loan KEstimates and
in the Bills before the ouse. Thab policy
I consider to be a remedy for the evils
which beset us; and if the House does not
consider that it is a suitable poliey, I shall
be one of the happiest of men if I am
released from office.

Mr. Dicgson: The Colonial Treasurer
never appears in better form than when
he is defending the policy of his Govern-
ment; he claims to have produced a policy
‘earlier in the session than has been done
by any preceding Government, and has
expressed himself in such a way that
it almost seems as if he actually believed
he had a policy. I, however, with other
hon. members, should have been glad
if he had added to his remarks some infor-
mation as to where we are to find that
policy—whether in the speech from the
Governor, the first Financial Statement,
the supplementary statement, or the whole
three of them together. I have endea-
voured very carefully to go through the
whole of these three memorable docu-
ments; but there are inconsistencies, am-

biguities, and contradictions which prevent

me from gathering a clear insight into the

olicy of the Government for which the
Eon. member claims credit. And I must
say, if the policy be no more clearly
delineated in these documents than in the
speech we have heard, it is extremely
vague, because that gentleman, notwith-
standing thathelhas occupied the time of the
House for a considerable time in a forcible
speech, has sailed all around the salient
points of his loan policy without once com-
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mitting himself to a decided expression of
opinion, and without giving that definite
information which in the interests of the
country the House has a right to, and
which have been demanded in the clearest
manner by the leader of the Opposition.
The Colonial Treasurer has not answered
the very exhaustive comments made by my
hon. friend, this evening, concerning the
policy of the Government in connection
with their loan proposals. The most con-
sistent and definite line of policy adopted
by the Colonial Treasurer is continuously
to charge his predecessors with all the
faults he could, and justify himself by
loading them—T will not say with obloquy
— but with charges of incapacity and
all other faults that would be injurious
to an Administration, and he contends
that his position at the present time is
caused by the action of his predecessors.
I say there is not the slightest scintilla
of fact in such a statement. The action
of the late Government did not commit
the present Government to the neces-
sity of proceeding with a three-million
loan. It certainly did entail upon them
the necessity of carrying out works already
authorised, but not to commit the country
to such a loan, or to asking power from
the House to grant it all at one period.
The hon. genileman says he has been very
explicit in informing the House coneerning
these loan proposals, and he comments
upon our own action with regard to the
loan of last year. There was a reason,
however, last year, why the loan proposals
did not come forward early in the session
—they were purposely delayed on account
of the unfavourable condition of the Lon-
don money market; and, as was stated in
the House last year, the proposed loan was
delayed until the old loan then in the mar-
ket was floated. The hon. gentleman has
dilated upon the effect of the present loan
proposals being similar to those of the
late Administration: no doubt in certain
services they are similar, but the simi-
larity entirely terminates there, because
there were definite proposals made by
the late Administration, 1o last January,
in which they showed the country that,
while they were prepared to proceed with
a comprehensive loan policy, they were also
prepared to introduce a speecial scheme
whereby special revenue would be raised to
make provision for the increased, interest.
That 1s the essence of the present con-
tention. We say the Government have
not disclosed how they can obtain from
ordinary revenue a sufficient amount to
provide for the interest upon this money
proposed to be borrowed. That is a point
upon which the Colonial Treasurer has
failed to give direct information which he is
called upon now to do, because the present
debate is, to a great extent, the outcome of
ambiguous statements made by the howu.
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gentleman in his first Financial Statement.
The hon. gentleman’s remarks chiefly go to
show that he considers there exists a neces-
sity for borrowing money at the present time
for the purpose of keeping up the eredit of
the colony—or, in other words, to provide
against the stoppage of public works
through want of loan funds. He objects,
however, to borrow such sums as may be
conveniently obtained from time to time,
but prefers to goin for what hetermsa
comprehensive loan policy, covering a suf-
ficient awmount for all purposes during the
ensuing three years. But he shows no
necessity for adopting this course. He
says he is only following the example set
by previous Treasurers, who asked from
time to time for such money as was required,
whereas he intends to ask in advance for
the same amount of money as would be re-
quired by other Treasurers atannual periods.
I cannot observe that he has advanced a
single argument to show that any saving or
benefit to the colony willresult from borrow-
ingso large an amountof publicmoney inone
estimate. He added, subsequently, that he
did not intend to float the whole of the loan
at one time ; but if the Loan Bill is passed,
he will be able to act as he likes, and no
restrictions can be imposed upon him.
He knows it was an empty vaunt to tell us
that we could impose restrictions upon him,
because, if the Loan Bill is once passed, he
can sell the debentures as he pleases, and
no enactment could prevent him from
doing so. Nor should I recommend the
House to impose any such restriction,
inasmuch as the Executive has a right to
accept the full responsibilities of their
action, and accept the responsibilities of
selling the loan at once, by deferred instal-
ment or such other manner as they may con-
sider conducive to the interests of the colony.
The Colonial Treasurer has no right to tell
the Opposition that they may relieve him of
his responsibilities by preventing him from
selling the loan in any larger portion than
the Opposition consider best. . He abdicates
his proper functions if he asks either the
House or the Opposition to prevent him
from having that full control which the
Administration ought to possess so as to
deal with the funds of the colony in such
manner as they consider most beneficial.
The Colonial Treasurer said that in the
interest of the public creditor he was
desirous of adopting this course, and that
he considered it honest and straight-
forward to do so. I was certainly amused
at the consideration shown by the hon.
gentleman for the feelings of the buyers of
our debentures: to my mind that con-
gideration is entirely misplaced, because
these buyers are sharp business men,
well able to look after their own
interest without the interposition of the
Treasurer. Depend upon it, they are able
to look after their own interest suth-
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ciently well, as we observe they did in
the purchase of the last loan sold in
London in the beginning of this year. If
a little more consideration were shown for
the interests of the colony instead of this
extreme solicitude for the public creditor,
perhaps it would be more desirable. But the
Treasurer made a point out of this which I
cannot pass over. He makes an ad miseri-
cordiam appeal to the House—to learn
why was he called upon particularly to
disclose the source of revenue from
which he proposed to pay interest on
the loan? He points out what is per-
fectly true, that no previous Colonial
Treasurer has been called upon to make
such disclosures—that I was never sub-
jected to such inquiry; and he considers
that the demand, being unusual, should
not be made to him. But the circum-
stances of the colony at the present time are
exceptional. T would putfourreasons—-sub-
stantial reasons—why he is bound to satisfy
the House and the country of his ability—
I know that he has the desire—to raise
sufficient revenue to provide interest upon
this loan. He commenced the financial
year on the Ist July with a debtor balance
of £177,000—an _exceptional amount to be
at ‘ghe debit of the Consolidated Revenue,
which should make any Treasurer. feel
the grave responsibilities of the financial
position of the colony at the present time.
Not only so, but he came down to the
House, and, not looking the stern neces-
sities of the Statein the face, he submitted
a statement of estimated receipts and expen-
diture which showed a very small margin
for unforeseen expenditure. Hven if those
estimates were realised, the inexorable ex-
penditure, always largely in excess of an-
ticipated expenditure, will exceed that small
margin. According to the Auditor-Gene-
ral’s report, I foresee that the unforeseen
expenditure which, extremely heavy in
itself during the last four months of
the year ending June, 1879, will result in
larger Supplementary Estimates than those
of any previous Treasurer. For the year
ending in June, 1880, the Treasurer’s
statement of revenue and expenditure for
1879-80 discloses a margin accruing from
revenue over expenditure of only £50,000.
Seeing that the estimated receipts are
unfortunately to a great extent proble-
matical ~and I should be glad to
see the revenue recover ibs elasticity
and surpass the Treasurer’s anticipation
—but, judging the expenditure by the
last six weeks or two months of this
year, I say that the margin will be so
narrow that the Treasurer will not find
himself able to cover the supplementary
expenditure, much less to cover the in-
terest on this large debt. That is quite
sufficient reason for demanding from the
Treasurer a statement of how he proposed
to provide interest on this large amount of
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three millions. . In addition to that the
Treasurer has not faced the difficulties by

roposing any scheme of administration or
Fegislation to improve the position of the
revenue—it is left to take carve of itself;
and in the face of diminution of receipts
the Treasurer still persists that he will be
able to get a suflicient amount to pay the
interest on this loan. He has told wus
already that he looked chiefly to the land
revenue; but I contend that this head of
receipts, more than any other source of
revenue, is likely to be depressed during
the ensuing twelve months. Without wish-
ing to re-open the question of anticipated
revenue, I much doubt whether the land
revenue, any more than the revenue proper,
is likely to be realised. I pass on to another
phase of the question. The Treasurer took
credit to himself for making what he
termed a second Financial Statement, and
in other places was awarded credit for
having given such full information to the
House as to his loan proposals. He took
eredit for this new custom, which he alleged
previous Treasurers had not attempted to
introduce. But the credit, if any, is due to
the hon. member for North Brisbane, who
wrung this statement from the Treasurer
by putting to him a question as to
whether he intended to make such a state-
ment to the House. I wasrather surprised
to hear the Treasurer answer in the affirm-
ative, as such a course might have been ex-
ceedingly inconvenient. He ought, how-
ever, to have followed up his other Finan-
cial Statement by its proper complement
showing how he expected the land revenue
specially devoted by him to this object was
toaccrue. Had hein afew words explained
to the House where he would obtain a
sufficient revenue, a great part of thisdiscus-
sion might have been avoided, and in that
respect the hon. gentleman has not met the
hon. member for North Brisbane’s seru-
tiny of his loan proposals. The Treasurer
dwelt upon the necessity for a loan at
the present time, and I will comment
briefly on the position he has taken up.
I am not at all opposed to a loan, provided
the Treasurer complies with two condi-
tions—gives us proper information as to the
destination of the money ; and,secondly, full
and satisfactory explanation as to where the
revenue is to be obtained from to pay the
annual interest to the public ecreditor.
Those are the two main questions, and
the Treasurer need not imagine he is an-
swering this objection when he says that
he will be receiving 3% per cent. interest
from railways. He may receive that re-
turn when they are constructed; but the
present loan is to extend over three
years, and the several lines proposed, even
1f sanectioned, will not be completed within
that time. Where is the interest, mean-
while, to be found to pay for the money
pot employed or being employed in‘the
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construction of these lines? That is the
whole gist, or a very important part, of the
present contention. The works which he
calls reproductive can only be so after con-
struction ; in the meantime, where is the
interest to be obtained? The Treasurer
chiefly points to the fact that the loanis
required. He says—

“T have to direct the attention of the House
to this fact—that it is very necessary the Loan
Bill should be passed as soon as possible.”
And again—

“I do not think the Loan Fund will be suffi-
cient for longer than the end of the financial
year. I need not, therefore, enforce upon the
House that it is absclutely necessary that the
Government should be in a position fo carry
on the works when the funds in hand are ex-
hausted.”

And again—

“For the reason, however, that we will ac-
tually require money at the end of the financial
year, and from the fact that we must know as
soon as possible whether the debentures will
float, I urge upon the House to put through
the Loan Estimates with despatch. There is
not the slightest doubt that we are foreed to go
into the market for a loan.”

These expressions justified my hon. friend

'in stating that the burden of the song of

the Colonial Treasurer was, “Grant us
this loan—we must have this loan.” Tt
was not so much the desire to employ
money in works as an ad misericordiam
appeal for the purpose of replenishing the
decreasing loan balances in the Treasury.
At this stage I enter my protest against
this system of borrowing money. 1 say
that this system must have a termi.
nation sooner or later. If we are simply
to go on borrowing money for the purpose
of keeping up our loan balances, depend
upon it it will soon have a disastrous
conclusion. We are endeavouring to ex-
tend our credit far beyond the gradual
increase of our capital, and there can be
but one termination to such a disastrous
procedure. In the year 1869 we had loan
obligations to the extent of £3,021,000, or
an average of £28 per head, our population
being 110,000. With the loan now pro-
posed we will have a total loan obligation
of 13} millions, being an average of £64
per head approximately for a population
of 210,000. These figures do not, per-
haps, fully disclose the actual strain such
a loan has upon our resources. In the
year 1869 our receipts from customs and
excise amounted to £316,000, and the annual
interest payable by us on our loan liabili-
ties was £181,000, and we were paying
exceptionally high interest at that time—
namely, 6 per cent. We find, now, that
with the proposed loan our annual charge
for interest will be £600,000, or in excess
of the joint production of customs and
excise at the present time. I will not take
np the time of the Committee by compaxing
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our rapidly progressing interest expendi-
ture annually with other items of revenue ;
I have simply taken the two principal
items of our public revenue—as customs
and excise must be for many years—and
by that test we observe that, under the
new loan proposal, the whole of our re-
ceipts aceruing through these principal
sources of revenue will be absorbed in the
annual payment of interest. I donotdepre-
cate borrowing, but we ought to take warning
by our present position to borrow only for re-
productive works. That should certainly be
the key-note of our further loan proposals.
In the past we have been borrowing, if not
too largely, certainly not wisely, and we
ought to be warned by the errors of the
past; and the Treasurerof the day, towhich-
ever party he belongs, should take care
that the country is only committed to loan
obligations which will be re-invested in
works of a sufficiently reproductive charac-
ter to provide interest upon such increasing
obligations. Unless we adopt that principle
as our safeguard, we shall launch the colony
into grave financial difficulties. As I have
already shown, nearly one-half of our
annual revenue will be absorbed in pay-
ment of interest when the proposals of the
Government are accepted; and therefore
I contend I am justified in entering my
individual protest against such unprofit-
able expenditure as is disclosed in the pre-
sent loan proposals. The line of action
I now recommend I endeavoured to give
effect to when in office, in support of
which assertion I refer hon. members to
the Opening Speech of last January.
While I advocate borrowing, and see the
great advantage of a young colony pos-
sessing the confidence of English capi-
talists,” I contend that our true course
ig to confine ourselves to borrowing solely
for reproductive works. If the Trea-
surer can show us¢4at featurein these loan
proposals, I should withdraw from my
objection; but, even assuming that the ex-
tension of the three main lines which he
proposes should become reproductive, which
is very problematical—I question whether
they will become remunerative in the nexf
ten years—itis the duty of the Treasurer
to be particularly careful that he does not
commit the country to a large expenditure
in this direction, which will not only
saddle the country with an annual burden,
but will be part of a scheme that succes-
sive Governments of the colony will have
to extend. We shall have to continunally
extend the scheme, continually inerease the
burden of our obligations, and continually
add to the burdens of the people. This is
but the beginning of a large scheme, and
I object to it at its commencement on the
round that the proposed investments in
the shape of these main trunk lines will
not produce revenue, as the lines are not
likely to become reproductive works, in the
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actual signification of the term, for a con-
siderable time. The Treasurer, in his
Financial Statement in June, coincided
with my views, for he then said—

“Wherever unproductive expenditure on
Loan Account could be revised without a breach
of the public engagements, it has been impar-
tially cut down; and although my proposals
show that no reduction of the gross outlay
on public works is contemplated, the Govern«
ment have been actuated by a resolute deter-
mination to ask your sanction to no appropria~
tion which does mnot promise to augment
revenue, either directly by utilising Crown
lands at present inaccessible and comparatively
valueless, or indirectly by removing obstacles
from the path of promising industries or ex-
panding commerce. It is only by a striet
adherence to this determination that the Gov-
ernment can find a justification for proposing
any further addition to the public obligations.”

That paragraph is one which must com-
mend itself to general acceptation; but the
Treasurer has departed from it, because he
does not show in his new loan proposals—
I say new advisedly, the August proposals
being different to those made in June—
that he is prepared to confine himself to
reproductive works, and to curtail the
Liability of our loan engagements to that
particular class of transactions. In June
the Treasurer told us that for carrying ous
the Government proposals he should re-
quire a loan of about three millions, which
was to be expended as follows:—Immi-
gration, £100,000; extension of main lines,
£1,500,000; branch lines, £300,000; elec-
tric telegraphs, £40,000; loans to loeal
bodies, £200,000; harbour and river im-
provements, £200,000; public buildings,
£60,000; and he added— )

“To provide interest for this amount about
£183,000 annually will be required, and the
Government, in selecting the works on which
the loans should be expended, have proceeded
with a view to provide interest from the land,
and so avert the mnecessity of additional taxa-
tion.”’

Had the hon. gentleman demonstrated how
this was to be done from land, the conten-
tion would cease so far as the question of
interest is concerned; but I will put it to
any hon. member whether the Treasurer
to-night, or in his financial statement on
last Wednesday, dealt with this particular
phase of the question. Not only has he
failed to do that, but he has altered
very materially his proposals as made in
June. He then proposed to borrow one
and a-half millions for extension of main
trunk lines; now he puts it at £1,170,000,
and there is one noteworthy feature in
his statement of Wednesday—namely, the
constant expression of regret which per-
vades it that he is unable to maintain the
larger expenditure for main lines. There
is no lack of sincerity on his part regard-
ing these lines, whatever insinuations oy
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suspicions' may be levelled at him under
the head of branch lines. With regard to
branch lines I will only note, in addition
to the able comments of the leader of the
Opposition, that the amount has been in-
creased onthe Loan Estimates from £300,000
to £418,000. The provision for buildings
has also been increased from £60,000 to
£80,000, and for electric telegraphs it
has been raised from £40,000 to £70,000.
‘With regard to the extension of these main
trunk lines of railway, I have always stated
that I am not opposed to such extensions;
but [ take up this position: Up to a
certain point they have been constructed at
a charge upon the general taxpayers of the
colony, to provide both for interest and
maintenance. I say the time has now
come when special provision ought to be
"made to provide the interest on the cost of
the construction of those lines, if they are
to be extended at all. That was the policy
the late Administration constantly had in
view, and it must be borne, also, in mind
that that Administration had made special
provision for the interest upon these lines
—a provision which is now sought to be
swept away b}yl the Treasurer, on the
ground that he will have the whole
lands of the colony to look to to supply a
revenue for this purpose. But he does not
observe that, while he may have all these
lands to look to for the interest on this loan,
he is doing away with a safeguard of
the Consolidated Revenue itself. The
present Railway Reserves Act provides
that special portions of public land shall be
dedicated to the purpose of paying the
interest, thereby relieving—and, in fact,

reventing—the Consolidated Revenuefrom
geing charged, as it otherwise would be,
with the interest—the inexorable interest
annually accruing upon these loans. It

may be said that the Consolidated Revenue -

will be reimbursed from general sales of
land throughout the colony; but we know
well what past administration has done and
what present administration is likely to
achieve, from which we may confidently as-
sume thatit will be practically impossible at
the presenttime to provide from salesofland
the interest accruing upon our national
indebtedness, increased by the presentloan,
and representing something like £600,000
er annum. 1 contend that any action,
egislative or otherwise, which the Trea-
surer intended to take witha view to carry-
ing out his proposals concerning an in-
ereased land revenue ought to have pre-
ceded these Loan Estimates, because we
would then have been able to judge how
far his expectations were likely to be real-
ised. He has told us that he intends to
relieve revenue by the provisions of the
Divisional Boards Bill ; but I have consi-
derable doubts whether that Bill will ever
become law—at any rate, why does he
not try to make it lawP I am amazed,
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considering the warm interest the Govern-
ment and their supporters take in that Bill,
that there have not been more petitions
received in its favour. All the petitions
that have been received are, I think, on the
negative side ; there are none affirming the
desirability of passing the Bill; and, con-
sidering the unanimously expressed opinion
of the country against it, 1 hold there is
little probability that it will become law
this session; and, should it not become
law, how is the revenue to be relieved,
and how will the Treasurer be able to
provide, not only the necessary disburse-
ments upon roads and bridges, but also the
increasing amount of interest that this loan
will necessitate? The whole thing is a
fallacy, and the sooner the Treasurer
recognises that the better. I admit that the
Treasurer of the colonyis placed in a pecu-
liar position this year financially, butit is a
position he should look in the face. It is
no use temporising, and trusting to an im-
proved revenue and possibilities that may
never arise. He should have been prepared
when he made his Financial Statement to
provide for decreasing revenue and increas-
ing expenditure—more especially having
steadily in view large loan proposals, which
must, at the outset, call for considerable
increase of revenue to provide the interest
uponsuch loan until the worksbecome repro-
ductive, if ever they do. As a member of

_this House I protest againstthe new system

the Treasurer seeks to introduce, and which
I may term ‘ Victorianising” our institu-
tions—that, because the Vietorian Legisla-
ture hias passed a loan for seven millions
without inquiry

An Horv. MEMBER: New South Wales.

Mr. Dicksox: It does not matter.

The CoroNIAL SECRETARY : It is some-
where.

Mr. Dicksox : It is something like the
Government railways, uncertain and vague.
I say that the fact of a sister colony having
passed a loan without inquiring minutely
nto details is no argument that the same
thing should be done here. The House has
a right to serutinize such a large loan
proposal as this, and I consider it an -
insult to the intelligence of hon. mem-
bers that they should be asked to vote
something like a million and a quarter
for the construction of railways which the
Government themselves have not the
slightest knowledge of. They have no
surveys in their possession; they know
nothing of the character of the country
these lines must traverse or to what
point of the compass they intend to
go. I say, under these circumstances,
the proposal is a most monstrous one;
and 1 am sure that even hon. mem-
bers who may ardently desire to see
the construction of these main trunk
lines—and I class myself amongst them,
if it be dome wupon a safe basis—
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will agree with me that no Govern-
ment has a right to solicit the confidence
of hon. members to the extent that they
are to be given the command of three
millions of money to construct railways to
lead anywhere and nowhere. If the Gov-
ernment had come down and said they in-
tended making these lines to certain points,
we might respect them for having carefully
considered the matter and obtained due
information ; but I say that such a propo-
sition as this surpasses all the bounds of
decency and propriety in constitutional
parliamentary Government. I would ask
what inducement can the Government
set forth at the present time for pro-
ceeding with such large extensions into
the interior P If the Treasurer could
show us from late statistics that the
railway returns were of an extremely
zatisfactory character—that the traffic and
" revenue were constantly increasing—there
would be some justification for this de-
mand ; but what do we find in the Gazette
returns since last JulyP—one continual
downward tendency, in passenger and goods
trafiie, upon all our lines. This fact at the
present time should inspire mistrast in
the policy of rushing our railway lines
into the interior without really con-
sidering whether there is likely to be
trafic or revenue commensurate with
the expenditure.  The Treasurer has
given a cheerful view of the possibility of
increased revenue; but the facts dis-
closed by the Gazette returns for the
past year show a general decrease of rail-
way revenue which I much regret. I
should have rejoiced to see an increase
upon previous years; but unfortunately it
is the other way, and there is no encourage-
ment in the shape of reproduction in
its true sense to be learned from the
statistics of our present lines. I have no
doubt that in the future these lines will
pay, but surely it is only right and proper
to proceed with their construction to the
extent demanded when the necessity for it
arises. Why the extent of 130 miles should
have been selected any more than 150 I do
not think the Treasurer himself could satis-
factorily answer.

The PruMIBR: Yes; I can.

Mr. Dicgson: It brings the loan, as
suggested by the leader of the Opposition,
to three millions. That reminds me that
the Treasurer, in his second financial state-
ment, explained a necessity which embar-
rassed and compelled him to reduce the
amount of his loan from £3,300,000 to
£3,000,000. He does not think he could
float a loan for £3,300,000, but he could
for £3,000,000. There must be some
magic in three millions which does not
appertain to any other sum. He makes
his railways fit into the size of his estimate,
rather than frame his estimate to the ex-
tent of railways required ; and those rail-
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ways are to lead anywhere or nowhere, so
long as they do not exceed that sum. T
suppose it is to maintain consistency with
his loan proposals when leader of the
Opposition that he has fixed the amount
at this sum. The hon gentleman, in
referring to this loan, said we should
consider the feelings of lenders; but I
am of opinion that it would be better if the
Government accompanied their loan pro-
posals with reliable information as to the
destination and direction of these rail-
ways, which would inspire confidence in
the public creditor. I think the vague-
ness of the loan proposals reflect no credit
on the Government, and will have a very
injurious effect upon our borrowing powers.
‘We have been accustomed, in transmit-
ting loans to England, to accompany them
with statistics showing the posifion of the
colony, the nature of the works embraced
in such Loan Hstimates, and, in short,
giving every information to the buyers of
our debentures at home; but that informa-
tion it will be out of the power of the
Treasurer to convey because he is not
in possession of it, and his Loan Bill will
be received as not having received that
careful forethought and attention which
it ought to receive unless accompanied
by that information. The Treasurer, in
reply to the hon. member for North
Brisbane, indulged in a very glowing
picture of the splendid country to the
far west, which he tells us is so admir-
ably adapted for close settlement; and
I inferred from his remarks that the
130 miles of railway would land wus
in the midst of that fertile country.
But I am inclined to think, from informa-
tion I have received, that the proposed
130 miles of railway will fall far short of
landing us in that country; that it will
probably take another 130 miles to com-
plete. At any rate, the whole scheme is,
as I said before, committing the country
to an immense expenditure for part of a
scheme which must be proceeded with, no
matter what the results may hereafter be
in a pecuniary point of view; and if these
lines are carried out without any provi-
sion being made for the payment of the
interest, we will saddle the country with a
perpetual load of debt which will have
to be met by the Treasurer of the future.
Branch railways are a matter on which a
large number of people in the colony have
set their hearts, and when the TLoan Esti.
mate made its appearance it was consi-
dered by many people outside the House
as showing a sincere desire on the part of
the Government to meet the requirements
of dense agricultural settlement. I am
sorry to have my sincerity in the proposals
of the Government completely shaken, not
only by the Financial Statement made by
the Treasurer on last Wednesday, but also-

| by a sentence he introduced into his speech
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to-night. - He referred to the late Govern-
ment having endeavoured to set the farm-
ing classes against that side of the House.
The advocacy of branch lines was not pro-
moted by this side of the House with
any desire to create class antagonisms,
but simply to demand, on the part of the
agricultural settlers, those facilities of com-
munication which they saw were not being
given to them, while railway extension of
a costly character was being provided into
the interior for the benefit of one class
chiefly. I should have liked to see the pro-
fessed sincerity of the Colonial Treasurer
borne out by his remarks of last Wednes-
day; but such is unfortunately not the
case, inasmuch as he has put down sums
for branch railways which his own Engi-
neer-in-Chief considers totally inadequate
for theirconsiruction. The natural inference
is, that the Treasurer put them down to in-
ducehon. members to support his Estimates;
but, feeling the uncertainty of being able to
construct them for that amount, he tells us
the country ought not to proceed with
expensive lines of railways in these
directions, but if they can be con-
structed for those sums they may be pro-
ceeded with—the meaning being that if a
certain thing come to pass, which was ex-
tremely improbable, he would consider the
further necessity or merits of the ecase.
‘We do not find any such uncertainty
in his language about the main lines
of railway—they are to be proceeded
with without any hypothetical “1f’" in the
way, Whether they cost moreor less ;—not so
the branch railways. Speaking of one line
of railway, the hon. gentleman said—

“1believe, however, that a line quite suitable
for the purpose can be made for £4,000 per
mile ; and if it ean, the colony will be justified
in undertaking it.”

‘When they observed such a marked dis-
crepancy between the Estimates of the Trea-
surer and the Engineer-in-Chief, I can only
come to the conclusion that the Treasuver
has very little expectation that he will
be called on to build these branch rail-
ways at all. This is not my individual
opinion only. My constituents are as
much interested as the residents in any
other district in having one of those branch
lines of railway; but since the state-
ment of the Colonial Treasurer, last Wed-
nesday, I have been waited upon by several
of them not to attempt to obtain a line
in my electorate to the detriment of the
colony generally, but to lend my individual
weight as a member of the House to ob-
tain from the Government certain definite
information which they consider necessary
in the interests of the colony in connection
with the railway loan proposals of the Gov-
ernment. Andno doubt other hon. members
who desire to see branch railways through
their respective districts will at present
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subordinate that feeling until they see
that the loan proposals of the Govern-
ment are placed on such a basis that they
will be acceptable to the colony, and will
not press as a burden and a drag on its
prosperity for many years to come. The
hon. member for North Brisbane referred
to the absence of plans and specifications :
I shall not at present refer to that further
than to say that these TLoan Estimates
should have been preceded by such infor-
mation as Government had at their disposal
in conmection with the branch railways.
If they had not working plans in readiness,
they have certain surveys which ought
to have been submitted, and the Gov-
ernment ought to have announced at an
earlier period of the session their intention
of proceeding with the construction of the
lines. While I am glad to see provision
made for increased expenditure in con-
nection with some of our main rivers, yet
I consider the sums put down for many of
them are unnecessary, and I can only con-
clude that they have been put down in
order to make the estimate agreeable all
round. Allowing that the Government
were sincere in their proposals, the sum of
£30,000 for the Pioneer River is one which
may or-may not be judiciously expended.
It 1s a work which has hitherto taxed the
ability of the Engineer of Harbours and
Rivers; and, until he is in a position to
give some authoritative information as to
how that money can be advantageously
employed in permanently improving the
Pioneer River,instead of beingthrownaway,
as former expenditure has been, to the
serious loss of the colony, T shall objeet to
that vote being obtained by the Govern-
ment, even though they profess the utmost
sineerity in the matter, unless accompanied
by satisfactory professional information.
I am very sorry to see an intimation that
that great work at Cleveland Bay—the jetty
or breakwater—which would have trans-
formed it from an open roadstead into one
of the best harbours on the coast, is to be
abandoned, in order to remove a ledge of
rocks from that miserable ditch Ross’s
Creek, which can never be made inte a
navigable river in its true sense. It was
pitiabletosee that the Government had been
induced by political influences to desist
from an undertaking which is looked upon
by every person in Queensland as one ofits
most importantpublic works, and one which,
if finished, will redound to the eredit of the
colony. But these are matters of detail,
and 1 shall express my opinion more fully
upon them afterwards. I now pass on to
the item of £1C£0,000 intended as a sugar-
plum to the agricultural settlers, to take
away the disagreeable flavour of the
Divisional Boards Bill. This the Treasurer
himself admitted to-night, and I say itisa
departure from the legitimate loan policy
of the Government to take this £100,000
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out of the reproductive category and make
it a free gift—for it is nothing less—to in-
duce the agricultural settlers to accept the
Divisional Boards Bill and get their share
of that money. It will be, fist come first
served—Ilet them all come and commence
their reign gloriously. But I can tell
the hon. gentleman that from all T have
seen and heard it will take a much stronger
inducement than a share in this £100,000
to induce the agricultural settlers to accept
such an obnoxious measure as the Divi-
sional Boards Bill is in its present form.
Idemur tothe Treasurershiftinghis ground.
He has no right to borrow from the pub-
lic creditor to make gifts therewith. He
should make such gifts out of his revenue,
if be has asurplus. It is nothing else than
providing for the construction of our roads
out of loan expenditure. That is a system
which the hon. gentleman has frequently
deprecated, as I myself have ; and, although
I was once compelled to adopt it, I am
distinetly opposed to it as a system. T
do not say I am guiltless in the mat-
ter, but there were special circumstances
in connection with my obtaining £100,000
for roads on Loan Estimates in 1876. But,
granting that such a thing has been donein
the past, that is no reason for its repetition
in the future. T agree with the Colonial
Treasurcr in deprecating the system, but
his deprecation 1s not followed by amend-
ment, and he actually returns to the old
way to which he himself objeets. It may
be a convenient mode of providing for the
expenditure on roads which will be neces-
sary on account of the manner in which
the revenue estimates have been prepared.
The Minister for Works must see dangers
thickening round him in that direction, and
must know that the roads of the colony
are now getting into a disgraceful state.
Although it may be convenient to relieve
the revenue estimate by obtaining a sum
of £100,000 from the loan vote for road
maintenance, still I should have expected
that the Premier would have resisted the
importunities of his colleague, and would
have made provision for repairs of roads
from its legitimate source. Another ob-
jection I have in connection with this
Loan Estimate is that under the head
of electric telegraph construction. This
forcibly bears out what I stated previ-
ously in regard to the Loan Estimates
for public works. Our loan expenditure
in this department rises to nearly half
a million of money, including these pro-
posals ; while our annual revenue from
this service is mnearly £36,000, against
£56,000 expenditure, showing an annual
deficiency of £20,000 in this department;
and, if we add the annual interest, we
shall find that electric telegraphy ecauses
a loss annually to the Treasurer of
£40,000. I am of opinion that the pro-
posals for these extensions are unneces-
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sary. £70,000 is put down for them ; the
principal item of which is to be spent on
a line between Aramac and the Diaman-
tina—namely, £22,000. What justification
is there for this expenditure, especially
if we desire to be careful in limiting our
expenditure from loan to reproductive
works P I have shown that this depart-
ment loses £40,000 annually, and, there-
fore, we may very well dispense with such
luxuries as this line from Aramac to the
Diamantina. The Treasurer, last June,
in making his financial statement, promul-
%a?eqf these four articles of his financial
elief—

“1. We should appropriate to the Conso-
lidated Revenue the entire proceeds of land
sales. 2. We should not permit large sales of
land in advance of railway construction which
do not lead to settlement. 8. We should re-
move from the responsibility of the Central
Government a portion of the cost of construct-
ing local works, and saddle, by means of local
government, that cost on the classes of property
which the expenditure benefits; and, 4. We
should curtail the expenditure upon our Civil
Service.”

How does the Colonial Treasurer propose
to give effect to these propositions? ~He
has not even attempted to abrogate those
clauses of the Railway Reserves Act which
enforced special provisions for interest on
loan, and which were the justification of the
late Administration in their loan proposals.
He has since done nothing of the sort; and,
although he condemned the railway policy
of the late Government, yet it has been
the means of enabling the Treasurer to
obtain from the Railway Reserve Fund a
transfer of £130,000, which stands him in
good stead at present, and which, should he
repeal the Reserves poliecy, he will not be
able to fall back upon in future. And in
case of a further decline in the revenue re-
ceipts, he will, at the end of the next
financial year, be in a position to require
equal if not greater assistance. I say that
the Treasurer, in asking for thisloan, ought
to have been in a position to satisfy hon.
members on both sides of the House, for
many hon. members who support the Gov-
ernment do so not because they approve
of the Kstimates, but because it is a party
question, and in their heart of hearts dis-
approve of that reticence which prevented
the country learning satisfactorily what
were the reasonable probabilities of pro-
viding for the annual interest, and of learn-
ing from these proposals the raison d’etre
for such a large railway policy, and why
the Treasurer asked the House to sanetion
three railway lines to penetrate the in-
terior 130 miles without any distinet infor-
mation as to their direction or the proba-
bility of revenue being derived from them.
The country has looked forward to this de-
bate, and I hope it will receive some better
assurance than has been vouchsafed by the
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Treasurer of the sincerity of his loan pro-
posals, and of the ability of the revenue to
provide the interest on the money borrowed.
I quite agree with what has been said by
thehon. member who introduced the motion,
that these proposals are at the present time
extremely vague and unsatisfactory.

The CorontaL SECRETARY (Mr. Palmer):
I look upon it as a special dispensation of
Providence that the members of the Gov-
ernment are not of a very nervous disposi-
tion, for I am sure that the tremendous
flourish of trumpets with which the mover
of the vote of censure on the Government
gave notice of his intention on Thursday
last, and the fact that this awful motion
was hanging over our heads would have so
frightened us, if we had been of a timid
temperament, that we should never have
slept in our beds. After all the fanfaran-
ade, I must say I was astonished at the
weak displays of the hon. gentleman who
introduced this motion and the hon. gentle-
man who supported it. Such a miserably
weak attack from such a source as the hon.
member for Brisbane, who, when his heart
is in his work, can make a strong and
determined attack, I have never witnessed,
and I can only come to the conclusion that
he really did not believe in the motion he
brought forward. I can come to no other
conclusion, because, from his well-known
ability, the evidences of which we have
frequently had in this House, we know
that he would have acted far differently if
he had really believed in what he was
doing. The debate, so faras it had gone, has
also astonished me. The loud trumpet
sounds with which it was ushered in, and
the imposing announcement to the country,
which has brought the largest gathering I
have seenin this Housein both galleries for
some years, have had a result which reminds
me very much of an old fable. Iwonder the
hon. gentleman who last addressed us did
not treat us to a little more of that classical
language which he is so much in the habit
of using; but I did notice thathe straggled
into some stray French. He puts me in
the mind of nothing so much as the old
saying—* Parturiunt montes nascitur ridi-
culus mus.” What has come out of all
this nonsense and fanfaranade I leave the
House to judge for themselves. The two
hon. gentlemen who have spoken putme
also in mind of the prudent housewife
who; as I was told in my boyish days, was
in the habit of saving all the scraps of the
week to make a grand Saturday’s stew.
These hon. gentlemen have evidently
treasured up every speech made on this
side of the House this session, to produce
what P—a remarkably bad stew on the
present occasion, consisting principally of
froth. The speech of the hon. member for
Brisbane has been so completely and
thoroughly answered by my hon. friend,
the Premier of the colony, that I need

[ASSEMBLY.]

No-Confidence Motion.

hardly refer to it, and I shall only do so
o notice a few remarks which escaped my
hon. friend’s attention. The hon. gentle-
man began by assuring us that it was
his convietion that, notwithstanding the
trouble the Treasurer has taken to lay
down his policy, we have no policy at all,
and that if we have one we are very likely
to change it. Looking back to the whole
history of the previous Ministry, I think
the hon, gentleman must have been judging
us by themselves, for it will be in the
remembrance of the whole House—and, .
indeed, the whole country—that when they
formed a Ministry we proved over and
over again, from speeches made by the
members of the Government during their
election tours, that they had no idea of
carrying out any railway policy at all. It
has been proved by every speech of every
member of the late Administration, that
they even deprecated a railway policy, and
any policy they had we on this side of the
House forced upon them. We forced
them on from one thing to another, until at
last they got out of their depth, and landed
themselves on that bunch of railways
which brought the colony into the finaneial
condition in which it now is. The hon.
gentleman, therefore, measures us by him-
self and colleagnes. He Lknows they
were a Ministry of no policy whatever;
that we drove them from one point
to another; that the Opposition of the
day did exactly what they pleased
with the Ministry. We¢ carried almost
every point we wanted to carry, and they
were to all intents and purposes the most
squeezable Government that ever existed—
certainly in Queensland, and, I believe, on
the face of the earth. But though we did
pretty much as we liked, they are not to
imagine that we shall be like them. T can
promise the hon. gentleman he will not
find us very squeezable. They have not
squeezed much out of us yet; and they
will not. He will find, as he has already
done, that we are very dry; and, in short,
a very hard nut to crack. Any difficulties
in which this eolony is now involved—
putting aside the crisis from which all the
world, more or less, is suffering—has been
mainly brought about by the action of the
late Government in plunging us into so
many railways at a time. Their system of
bunching railways, which they could not
carry singly, has brought upon the country
almost all the difficulties in which we are
involved.

The Hon. G. THorx : Oh, no!

The Coroxn1ar SrcrErary: That hon.
gentleman who had travelled so far and
learned so little will be good enough not
to interrupt. The hon. gentleman will
have an opportunity to-morrow, and all
next week if he likes, to express his senti-
ments, and I hope he will give wus a full
account of his travels, for it would be very
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amusing to the House. The hon. member
for Brisbane commenced his speech by
telling us that this motion was not brought
forward with any intention of turning the
Goverriment out. Then, why wasit brought
forward? What is a motion of want of
confidence brought forward for, except to
turn out the Government of the day?
What is the object of the motion? Isit
to waste time as we have been wasting it
all through the session? Is it simply to
annoy us, or what does the hon. gentle-
man hope to gain by his motion?
He informed us that he did not bring it
forward for the purpose of turning the
Government out, but he at the same time
failed to inform us for what he brought his
motion forward. I desire to return my
thanks to the hon. gentleman for the mag-
nanimity he showed towards the Govern-
ment when he informed them that if we had
a majority he should be quite willing to
allow them to remain in office. I am sure
we ought to be very grateful. One of the
charges he brought against us was that our
first act in coming into office was the dis-
missal of the railway surveyors that were
then in the Public Service; but we did
nothing of the sort. We dismissed sur-
veyors on lines which had never been sanc-
tioned by Parliament ; and perhaps the
hon. gentleman forgets that the Railway
Act positively prescribes that no railway
shall be surveyed until it is first sanctioned
by Parliament. In the Act to Amend the
Railway Laws, which was passed in 1872,
the second clause says distinetly—

“ Whensoever Parliament shall have approved
of a survey or surveys being made for the pur-
pose of extending existing lines of rilways or
for making others the Government shall cause
to be prepared plans sections and books of
reference of every such railway and shall also
cause the commissioner to have levels taken and
surveys made of the country and lands through
which such railway is to be carried together
with a map or plan of the said line and of the
lands through which it is to pass.”

That distinctly shows that the intention of

the Legislature is that surveys shall not,

be undertaken on the authority of the
Government alone—not even preliminary
surveys—but that it shall be ordered by
Parliament in the first instance when the
surveys shall be made, and that then is
the proper time for making these surveys
and carrying them out. The previous
Government disregarded that Act of Par-
liament, for they had surveying parties out
in all directions—for what purpose I will
not say, but they had surveyors out, as I
state, in all directions—and in doing so
acted contrary to the Act of Parliament.
Therefore, one of our first acts, and very
properly so, was to dispense with the
services of these surveyors. Then the
hon. gentleman gave us the example of
South Australia, and told wus that it
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was the practice in that colony that,
where any prominent part of the policy
of a Government was defeated, it was
their duty not to go on with their policy as
a whole, but to giveit up. I should like to
know whether the late Government adop-
ted that practice when they were beaten
in obtaining two members for Fortitude
Valley-—was not that a prominent part of
their policy? Then we were accused of
having stopped immigration, and by doing
so of having caused very material harm
to the colony; and almost in the same
breath the hon. gentleman told us that we
had driven a number of people out of the
colony. I should like to know what was
the good of continuing immigration if it
was only to fill still more a labour-market
that was already so full that people
were leaving the colony? The hon.
gentleman contradicted himself when say-
ing that we had driven people out
of the colony. I deny the fact that our
act in dismissing some of the artisans from
the Ipswich railway shops had a tendency
to drive people out of the colony, for
although we deemed it our duty to lessen
the number of people who were and even
now are only half employed in those work-
shops, we found that by giving certain
contracts in the colony we were furnishing
employment to mechanics of the same
description. That being the case, how
can it be said that our administration had
the effect of driving people out of the
colony ? The tendency of labour is always
to find its own level, and no doubt what
has taken people out of the colony has been
the erection of the Exhibition buildings
in Sydney and in Melbourne, which have
attracted an enormous number of artizans.
I have no doubt whatever that when the
strain caused by the very large buildings
is removed, as it shortly will be, the
labour will find its way back to this colony
of its own accord, without any attempt on
our part to force it. The way to attract
labour is to find work for it when it comes,
and that way is the one which the Govern-
ment have adopted by their proposal
to borrow large sums for public works.
The revenue will be improved by popula-
tion, and I am positive that as population
comes back to the colony the revenue will
rise with it—mnot only the revenue, but
land sales will rise; for it is the tendency
of people, when they accumulate money, to
settle on the land, and thus we shall reap
all the benefits. Hon. members opposite,
who have addressed the House this even-
ing, have spoken as if they believed the
colony was always to be in the same de-
pressed state as it is mnow in; but
I believe myself that just as bright
days will arise as there have ever
been, and although the depression is,
no doubt, very severe, and we all feel it,
I do not believe that the colony is going
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to the dogs. Then the hon. gentleman
spoke as if all this three millions of money
were to be raised at once; but my hon.
colleague, the Treasurer, has over and over
again stated that, if it was agreed to raise
that loan, it would be raised from time to
time, and that his intention wasnot to raise
it all at once for the purpose of placing it
in the banks. His intention is to raise
it when wanted; and I say it is much
more honest, much more straightforward,
and much more manly to go to the public
of England, from whom we principally
borrow money, and to tell them that we
want to have a loan of three millions
if we can get one, than to go in for
peddling loans year after year. This
1s not a new policy with this Government;
it has been our policy for years when we
were sitting in Opposition, as we were sure
that in the long run we should establish
more confidence and get a better hold in
the English market if we were to tell them
straightforwardly at once what we want for
the next two or three years, than if we
were to go in for a little peddling loan

olicy. We have not altered our policy,
Eut have endeavoured to carry out the
same that we always held when in Opposi-
tion. Notwithstanding the statement made
by hon. gentlemen opposite, that when once
the Government had the power there was
nothing to prevent them from raising the
whole loan at once, I think that the word
of the Treasurer, when once passed—that
he will not raise more than is absolutely
necessary at a time—should be quite suf-
ficient for hon. members. I believe myself
that the word of the Treasurer will be quite
binding on him, and will be accepted in the
English market. We have had an example
of that lately. When Mr. Berry, the
Premier of Victoria, was at home, although
authorised to borrow five millions, he only
raised threemillions, givingat the same time
a promise that he would not borrow more
until a stated time. That promise was
accepted at home, and I am sure that a
promise given by the Treasurer of this
colony will be quite sufficient when he
gives his word that, although he wants to
borrow three millions, he does not intend
to raise it except at stated intervals. I
think it is more honest to state what we
mean, and not to deceive the public in Eng-
land, who know quite as mueh, and perhaps
more, of the colony than many of us do
ourselves. The power of borrowing is not
regulated so much by the actual state of
the colony as by the state of the money-
market at home. ‘When money is plentiful
it can be raised without difficulty; but, if
the money-market is tight, there will be a
great deal of diffieulty in borrowing, no
matter what security you may have to
offer. I believe that the Government of
New South Wales have had authority
standing over for years to borrow & consi-
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derable amount of money; but they have
not put that authority into execution until
very recently, and they are now about to
act upon it. There is no reason whatever
why the Government of this colony, having
the same power to borrow, should not use
it until they find it absolutely necessary
to do so. I think I have taken up all
the points of the speech of the hon. mem-
ber for Brisbane (Mr. Griffith) which
escaped the notice of the Treasurer, and
I shall now have a few words to say
upon the speech of the hon. member (Mr.
Dickson), which, asusual, was distinguished
by long words more than by argument.
He followed his usual custom, and, to use
his own metaphor, “ sailed round the salient
points ** of the Treasurer’s speech without
going into the arguments contained in it in
any way. The hon. gentleman quite forgot
to tell us that it was mainly his action as
Treasurer of the late Government that
brought us into all our difficulties. It was
his prognostication of revenue which has
never been derived from the Customs or
from any other source from which he ex-
pected to get it, that led the late Govern-
ment into difficulties. They were frequently
warned by the then Opposition of the dan-
gerous shoals fowards which they were
drifting ; but, instead of accepting the warn-
ing, they went on spending money as fast
as they could and creating offices every-
where. I blame the late Treasurer, as
pilot of the ship, for not having warned his
colleagues of the dangers into which they
were drifting; of dangers which have
landed the colony in a deficiency of
£180,000, which the hon. gentleman ap-
peared to glory in when speaking of it
and for which he was cheered by the
hon. member for Moreton (Mr. Garrick).
It seems as though the hon. member for
Moreton gloried and exulted in the defieit
of £180,000 beecause it has tended to place
the Government of the dayin rather an
embarrassing condition, and the ex-Trea-
surer himself seems to think it a very fine
thing ; but I do not know what he can find
to be proud of, unless he is like the fox
that lost its tail and was proud of it. I
was rather struck with the want of poli-
tical honesty in his enunciation, not made
now for the first time, that if we conceal
our want and go in for a small loan we
shall do a better thing on the London
market. I find, in a speech he made last
year, he said—

“The position I have all along taken up
is that supposing our last loan had nof been
successfully floated—and up to a week of the
time it was floated considerable doubts existed
in the London money-market as to the result of
that operation which fortunately turned out so
well—1I say that had that loan not been success-
fully floated, I have all along contended that we
should not actually require to put a loan before
the country this year ; and hence my reticence,
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in making my Financial Statement, in referring
to the desivability of floating any further loan
this year ; inasmuch as had that Statement ap-
peared it would, undoubtedly, have disturbed
the tenders which were received for the loan
just then being offered in the London market.”

The political honesty of such a statement as
that was not likely to improve the prices
of our debentures on the London market.
He goes on—

“ My view is fully borne out by the latest
Stock Exchange report received only three
days ago at the Treagury, which states that up
to the week within which the last loan was
floated considerable doubt existed in the mar-
ket amongst capitalists and others as to invest-
ing in colonial securities, but by a partial
dissipation of the gloom connected with the
Eastern question those seeurities rose in favour,
the first investnient being the Queensland loan,
followed by the New Zealand § per cent. loan,
both of which were tendered for at a much
higher price than could possibly have been ob-
tained if placed in the market a fortnight
earlier.”

Then, mark the cunning which the homn.
member calls finance—

“T did not give prominence in my Financial
Statement to a question of a loan this session,
because if the last loan had not been success-
fully floated it might not have been a season-
able proposition to submit to the country.
‘When that loan was floated, the day after my
Financial Statement was made, in replying to
the debate on that Statement, T intimated that
the hands of the Government were free to con-
sider what further action would be taken in the
matter of the loan.”

Mr. Drogson: I got a better price than

ou.
7 The Coroxnrar SECRETARY : I admit the
hon. gentleman’s cunning. He might say
that his loan had been better floated, but
it is rank arrogance for the hon. gentleman
to claim to himself that through the fact of
his being Treasurer at the time one penny
more was got than would have been got
had any other member of the House or any
other man in the country been Colonial
Treasurer. The investing public of Eng-
land had probably never heard his name,
and could not spell it now unless they had
a debenture before them ; so that when he
said he got a better price he is assuming a
great deal too much. What I object to in
the whole statement—though no doubt the
hon. member thinks he was remarkably
clever—is the way he has—1I will not
say cheated, but-— misled the money-
lending public of England. He held
back information which I say he was
bound to give, and it was disingenuous, if
not dishonest, to withhold it. I prefer
the plan of the Treasurer, who says—
“We want three millions, and we propose
to take authority to borrow that amount,
and let you know beforehand what we
want now and what we shall want.” We
. may get a little less for our debentures, but
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I am quite sure that they will on the whole
command a steadier and better price when
itis known that no attempt is made to mis-
lead. The hon. gentleman dwelt a good
deal upon the necessity of the Treasurer
informing him how he was going to pro-
vide for the interest from ordinary re-
venue; but the Treasurer never said he
was going to do so. He entered fully
into the question of the probability of being
able to provide a great deal more than that
from the increasing revenue from land
and the sale of land. A great deal of
capital was made by both the hon. mem-
ber for Enoggera and the hon. member
for Brisbane, by saying that extend-
ing the railays 130 wmiles would not
bring us nearer to the good country; butit
is evident that the 130 miles of rail must
bring us 130 miles nearer to the good
country. No one said that either of the
three railways would go into the best
country, or that they would reach their
ultimate destination. The hon. member
for Enoggera twitted us with not having
come down to the House with a complete
plan of railways, overlooking the fact that
the cost of such a complete system carried
to the South Australian border would be
about fifty millions. I never heard any-
thing so absurd in my life. No one on
this side who has any knowledge of the
subject will say that by extending those
railways 130 miles we shall bring them to
the heart of the good eountry, and no one
on that side will say that we shall not
bring them 130 miles nearer to it. By
carrying them 50 or 100 miles further
we shall answer every purpose intended.
It is not necessary to carry them into
the heart of the country in order to bring
that country into the market—if we can
get through the bad country intervening
between the coast and the good country so
that settlers with their drays can come to
the railway, we shall have done all that
will be necessary for years to come. To
talk about a complete system is down-
right nonsense, considering our present
population and present revenue—or even
the amount of land we have to sell. We
have been told by the ex-Treasurer that
no Treasurer has ever been obliged to
come down to the House with such enor-
mous Supplementary Estimates as the

present Treasurer’s would be. Surely
he must remember he is speaking of
the legacy left by him. It will be

owing to his garbled Hstimates of last
year, in which everything was cut down
to the lowest possible figure, in many
cases against the advice of the heads
of the departments, who warned the
ex-Treasurer that his Estimates wounld
not be sufficient, that the enormous de-
ficiency—if it is so enormous as he asserts,
but which I doubt—has been caused. It
will have been brought sbout entirely by
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his own action in putting down amounts on
the Estimates which he knew would not be
sufficient for the purpose. If he means to
bring that statement forward as a proof of
the inefficiency of the Government, his
argument may be understood by himself,
but it cannot be by anybody else. Then
the question of how the interest is to be
provided for had been repeated over and
" over again until one is sick of hearing it.
Do those hon. members forget that no inte-
rest can by any possibility begin to acerue
before the 1st July next, supposing the Lioan
Bill passed and part of the loan floated—and
then only the interest on the part floated
will have commenced to accrue. They have
started with the idea that theinterest on the
whole of the three millions will begin from
the jump, and that the Treasurer 1s bound
to provide for the payment of the interest
“upon the whole amount at once ; but the
Treasurer has already told them that he
does not intend to float the whole at one
time. The hon. member for Enoggera also
assures us that the second financial state-
ment was brought out by the action of the
hon. member for North Brisbane; butthat
hon. member will hardly venture to assume
that credit. If the Colonial Treasurer had
not chosen on his own account to make
that statement, no hon. member of the
House could have dragged it out of
him. The necessity for a loan has been
admitted by both speakers on the Opposi-
tion side.
Mr. Grrerrre : A loan.
The Coronias SecrETARY : That is what
I said—I know the difference between “ 2’
and “the.” I do not say “the” loan.
They could hardly avoid admitting the
necessity for a loan after the samples the
Treasurer has given from their speeches
last year. They have gone back a great
deal from what they then advanced, but
they can hardly draw back from their ad-
vocacy of the necessity for a loan. And
there is a necessity for a very large loan.
If the House only looks the question in
the face they must see the necessity for
carrying on the public works of the colony.
‘We have been told by the Treasurer that
-the present loan will be exhausted in
rather more than eight months. That loan
has been the means of keeping alarge num-
ber of men in employment, and unless hon.
members are prepared to say thatall public
works in the colony shall cease at that
time, and those men be thrown out
of employ, and thereby driven out of the
colony most thoroughly, they must admit
that there is a necessity for a loan, and
for a large one. Having been driven into
an extensive system of works by the pre-
vious Ministry, it is impossible for the
Government to put the drag on all at ouce
without ruining the country completely. I
deny entirely that the Colonial Treasurer
in making his application to the House,
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and saying he wished to borrow, borrow,
borrow~—the word has been repeated over
and over again. like a parrot’s cry—made
any ad misericordiam appeal to the House,
He did nothing of the kind, and his speech
presented a very strong contrast to that of
the hon. member who introduced this
motion, both in manner, substance, and the
style in which it was delivered—and there
was not a particle of ad misericordiam
about it. The hon. member for Enoggera
seems to forget everything he ever did, and
every policy he had ever held. He forgets
the railway reserves and the proposed
poliey of the Government of which he was
a member; and he forgets entirely that we
are notbound down to the railway reserves.
‘We have the whole of the colony to
pick and choose from, and can sell
any part of it on giving proper notice.
The hon. meniber also indulged in some
dark forebodings ; but, judging from his
past predictions on financial matters, judg-
ing by his forecasts regarding the revenue
being seriously out in every item—being
utterly wrong—I am very much inelined
to think that his frightful forebodings now
will turn out just as much the other way
as his previous prophesies were false in a
contrary direction. I believe we shall not
always be in the low state that we are now,
and that with an increased expenditure by
public works, and with the people that
must follow on work being offered, the
revenue will rally, and we shall, out of
revenue alone, be able to pay a large pro-
portion of the interest on the proposed
loan, as well as on other liabilities. Then,
he told us that he had always supported
main lines. He did when in office, and we
know that other members of the Minis-
try with which he was connected made
statements as to their support of main
lines inside and outside the House, but
much more straightforward when outside
it. T have a report of a speech made by
the leader of the Opposition at Charters
Towers, when he was speaking what he
really thought. I willread an extract from
that speech apropos of the doubt thrown
by the hor. member (Mr. Dickson) upon
the statement of the Treasurer that light
railways could be made for £2,500 per
mile. The hon. member said broadly that
he did not think the Treasurer believed it
could be done, and that he was only hold-
ing}it out as a bit of gilding. Now, he
will hear what his colleague said at Char-
ters Towers. His colleague was only a
young Minister for Works at the time, but
he seemed to have studied the question;
and I have a great respect for his opinions
—especially when I agree with them. -The
present leader of the Opposition then said
that hie had

“ Always been anadvocate for cheap railways.
‘When he first addressed his constituents he
| believed that railways could be made for £1,000

!
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per mile on the Queensland gauge, but he had
seen fit to modify that opinion, and now believed
they could be built for £2,000 per mile; and
when that was accomplished a new era would
be inaugurated in the public works policy of
Queensland. His Government had consistently
advocated railway extension, but they must cut
their coats according to their cloth.”

Now we have the ex-Treasurer attempting
to throw considerable doubt upon the
Premier’s statement that railways can be
made for £2,500 per mile, whilst we have
his colleague saying, at Charters Towers,
that at first he thought they could be built
for £1,000 per mile, but he had since
modified his opinions and he now believed
that lines quite sufficient for the wants of
the country could be made for £2,000 per
mile on the Queensland gauge. I think
the hon. member wasted a great deal of
eloquence and used some tremendously
long words—words which I hardly knew
the meaning of—in trying to make it
appear that the Treasurer did not be-
lieve what he had laid down in the
Loan Kstimates. Then he got quite indig-
nant at the idea that the House was not to
serutinise the Loan Estimates. 'Who denied
their right to do so? They have the right to
scrutinize every vote brought before them,
but it should be done fairly, honestly,
and straightforwardly. Again, he wants to
know why the Treasurer did not bring in
Estimates for extensions 150 miles long
instead of 130. Why did he not ask why
extensions for 1,000 or 2,000 miles had not
been brought in? What is the use of
asking such a ridiculous question? It is
a mere question of expense, and the differ-
ence is just sixty miles, or £180,000. In
addition to the speech made by the leader
of the Opposition at Charters Towers, I
beg to rvemind the House that your own
Estimate, Mr. Speaker, for the Mary-
borough and Gympie line was not to ex-
ceed £2,000 per mile, and I have always
been exceedingly sorry that it was not
adhered to, and that we did not vote
a railway on that Estimate. It would
have proved whether the scheme was
practicable or mnot. I believe myself
snitable railways can be made for £2,000
per mile. Then the hon. member twitted
the Treasurer with offering a bribe of
£100,000 to gild the pill of the Divisional
Boards Bill.” Does he forget that it was
openly stated by the Treasurer that he
" always intended to start the road boards
and shire councils into life with a gift from
the Government? If the hon. member does
not remember this he ought to, and he cer-
tainly ought not to make the statement
that the £100,000 was intended as a bribe,
considering that the Premier announced on
the second reading of the Divisional Boards
Bill that it was impossible the shire coun-
cils could eome info existence unless help
was given them during the first year. The
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hon. member forgets that in every loan he
has introduced he has borrowed for roads
and bridges. In his 76-77 loan he bor-
rowed £100,000, and, to show the squeeze-
ability of the Government, I remember dis-
tinetly that T succeeded in getting £14,000
in addition out of that very pliant and
squeezable Government. Does the hon.
member forget these facts, or hasheignored
them? He puts me very much in mind of
the proverb—

““The devil got sick, the devil a monk would be;

The devil got well, the devil 2 monk was he,””

He was very ready to borrow when in
office ; but now that he is not on the Trea-
sury benches, but on the Opposition, it is
downright sin and a shame. The force
of folly can no further go. The hon.mem-
ber informed us that if the Treasurer had
not got £130,000 transferred from the Rail-
way Reserves Act he could not have gone
as far as he has. He knows very well that
not a shilling has been transferred yet. If
our policy is carried, and we repeal the
Railway Reserves Act in the way that
we intend, no doubt the Treasurer
will get the amount; but the hon.
member with his experience must know,
or ought to know, that the Treasurer
cannot have a shilling until the Railway
Reserves Act is repealed. He must
know in “his heart of hearts,” to use his
own phrase, that his statement was not
literally correct. I have not much more
to say, having already spoken unusually
long—for me. I shall be satisfied with the
decision of the House, whatever it may be,
on our policy. We are not particularly
anxious to stick to the helm of State in
the present troublous waters. We will
not waste many tears if this motion is car-
ried, and will endeavour to retire as grace-
fully as we can; but until we are de-
feated we shall try to hold our own, and
to keep a fast hold of the wheel, and we
will not be “ squeezed.”

Mr. Teorn: I intended to have spoken
at some length on the Toan Hstimates, but
after the exhaustive speeches of the two
gentlemen sitting on the Opposition Benches,
I will endeavour to compress what I have
to say in a small compass. First of all, I
will refer to a very serious charge that has
been made with regard to the floating of
the loan in England by the late Treasurer.
I wasin England at the time it was floated.
Money was very tight then; for fixed
deposits 4% per cent. interest was being
given, and discounts were higher than they
had been for years; still the late Treasurer
floated his loan better than the present Trea-
surer did his, notwithstanding that the pre-
sent Treasurer had everything in his favour,
money beingeasy and discount 11 per cent. I
consider that the action of the late Treasurer
is to be commended, for he saved the colony
£50,000 or £60,000 by his shrewdness,
sagacity, and, I may say, ability. In that
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transaction he displayed great sagacity,
which, I must say, is wanting in the
present Treasurer. The hon. gentleman
accused me of including in a loan £100,000
for roads and bridges. I admit that I did,
and that I made a mistake which will never
be repeated should T again sit on the
Treasury benches. I am astonished, how-
ever, at the present Government including
such an item in a loan. I was twitted by
the present Minister for Works, last even-
ing, with having gone in for such a loan,
but it must be remembered that there was
good reason for my action at that particular
time. The roads had becn torn up in all
directions by the disastrous flood which
oceurred in that year, and the country was
erying out for the repair of the roads and
bridges. I put on the amount to repair the
damage done by the flood, but since then
have found that I madeamistake. No doubt
a judgment came upon the colony in con-
sequence, for no rain fell until the other
day ; the colony went without rain for two
years after I committed the error. I am
not ashamed to acknowledge that I com-
mitted a mistake, and I hope hon. members
opposite will make the same acknowledg-
ment in regard to their proposals to devote
a great part of their loan to unproductive
works. The hon. member also stated that T
wasresponsiblefor all these sins—that I was
the great sinner on that side of the House.
I know he intended his remarks for me
with reference to the making of surveys. I
am quite aware of the Act of Parliament
that was read by the Colonial Secretary,
and that I had no right to make surveys
contrary to the provisions of that Aet; but
if that Act had been carried out strictly
the great central line would never have
been extended. I ask the present Minister
for Works whether he is not at the present
moment making surveys in contravention
of that Act?

The Min1sTER FOB WoRKS: No.

Mr. Tmory: I have not the slightest
doubt that heis making them at the present
time ; and I can tell him further—1I do not
make this statement myself, but as it has
been told to me, and I repeat it for what it
is worth—that surveys are being made
through friends’ land—through the lands of
good straight voters at the last election. I
can tell the Minister for Works that in the
district I once represented—Fassifern—
there were two surveys made, one by my-
gelf and another by the Minister for
‘Works who succeeded me ; but the present
Minister for. Works is going to have a
third survey, and it is stated in the West
Moreton distriet, and has not been contra-
dicted, that the last survey is being made
through the land of people who at the last
election voted for the supporters of the

resent Government. I hope the Minister
or Works will be able to contradict that
statement, There are lots of petty little
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things that I do not intend to go into, and
I shall come at once to the loan policy of the
Government. Withregard to that poliey I
may state at the outset that I am not at all
opposed to the loan. I am not in favour of
a stoppage of our public works, and should
be only too happy to see the Government
get a loan to-morrow to carry on those
works; but I cannot endorse their action
and policy at the present time. I can
state, sir, that the Government are not
anxious for thisloan ; thatthey are anxious
for a rest-and-caution policy just now.
They are anxious to dangle this loan before
hon. members and the country--to let them
smell it, and nothing more ; they are not
anxious that they should bite. I am per-
fectly certain of that, because otherwise
we should have had the Treasurer coming
down with plans and books of reference of
the proposed railway. When I was Mini-
ster for Works, the present Treasurer in-
sisted, before I talked about railways,
before they were mooted, that all informa-
tion—plans and books of reference, routes
and cost—connected with those railways,
and the reasons why they should be carried
out, should be placed on the table of the
House. In proof of that I will read a
speech made by that hon. gentleman when
leader of the Opposition. It will remind
him of the contradictory statement he
made to-night; and I would also point
out that he made a great mistake with
regard to the practice in New South
Wales and South Australia. There the
surveys are made first, and the informa-
tion has not to be squeezed out of the
Government. The practice on the Burke
line—and, in fact, all the lines in New South
‘Wales—has always been to afford every
information to the House when a line is
asked for. That is what I did, when I was
Minister for Works; I gave every infor-
mation, and yet the present Treasurer and
Colonial Secretary were not satisfied. The
day before I laid the plans and book of
reference on the table the present Colonial
Secretary wanted further proof that the
railways would be reproductive, or he
would not sanction my proceeding. Here
are the words of the present Premier, Mr.
MeIlwraith—

“The manner in which the Government had
put forward their railway policy, throughout
the session, had been extraordinary. He could
challenge any honourable member to bring for-
ward an instance where the plans and specifica-
tions had not been produced at the time the
desirability of making the line was being dis
cussed, and other matters in connection with it.”’
How does the hon. member reconcile that
speech with his statement to-night, that it
is not necessary to place plans and sections -
on the table of the House? I tabled a
motion yesterday, and I was sure it would
be allowed to go as formal. I wanted that
information for the country-—the hon.
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member would say the Houseis the country,
but I question very much whether this
House is the country : I should like to try
conclusions with him on that point. And
T can tell the hon. member further, that if
T had been here we would have had a dif-
ferent House. I can alsosay that there
are worse gentlemen at the head of the
Governments in the different colonies—far
worse than the gentleman who sits there
now. In connection with my statement
respecting the information demanded from
me by the Treasurer, T may say that when
I took office as Minister for Works I was
given very little time—only three weeks—
to go to the country and formulate my
policy; but the present Government have
had four months, and even now they have
no poliey at all, and are not likely to have
so long as they remain where they are.
‘When I laid the plans and sections and
routes and estimates on the table, the
present Colonial Secretary complained that
1 had not given any reasons why the lines
should be made. He said—

¢« They had given no information whatever ;
they had not brought forward any tables or
statistics or anything to prove that any one of
these lines would prove a commercial success ;
and before they voted away money in this
headlong manner, he thought it was the duty
of members of the House to satisfy themselves
that there was a reasonable prospect of the
lines being remunerative.”
I ask the leader of the present Govern-
ment why he has not brought forward
figures to-night, or why he did not bring
forward figures the other night, when he
introduced his Loan Hstimates, to show
that these projected lines of railway will
prove a commercial success? Not only
have they not proved that, but they
will not give us any information; they
have no plans to show the routes the
lines will take, or any information
whatiyer. With regard to branch rail-
ways, we know that unless they meander
through agrieultural districts they are ab-
solutely useless. InXEngland we find them
meandering throughout the best farming
distriets, and I will not support any branch
lines, or any lines in the colony, unless I
know the route and that the greatest num-
ber of people will be benefited by such
lines. With regard to main lines, 1 am an
advocate of them. I am not going to re-
trograde from my former policy in that re-
spect ; and I will give my reasons why
those lines should be carried into the inte-
rior, and I am certain they will be ap-
proved of — we know from experience
that farming will not pay unless farmers
are able to keep sheep or something
that will ensure a certain return every
year. In Kast Moreton there are mno
sheep; in West Moreton and the Wide
Bay and Burnett there are very few.
If ‘our trunk lines are extended into the
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western interior sheep will take the place
of cattle on those vast prairies, and squat-
ters’ cattle will not come into competi-
tion with farmers’ cattle as at present—
which is the cause of the prevailing low
price of cattle in the coast distriets. It is
time that at least two of the trunk lines
were rendered more profitable, which can
be done by making branch lines from each
of them. I should like to see the Balonne
distriet tapped by a branch railway from
Yulebah to St. George. Such a line would
absorb the whole of the trade of that dis-
trict and a portion of that of New South
‘Wales. That district is often very hard
up for supplies, and I think the country
would approve of such a line as I suggest.
I should also like to see a branch line
from Emerald Downs to Clermont, and it
as well as the other could be made to pay
at once. A third line I should like to see
is the one from Brisbane to deep-water, the
omission of which from the Loan Estimate
is looked upon by the people in Brishane
and in West Moreton as a stab at the dis-
trict of West Moreton. This little branch
will be a good paying line, and instead of
ships going away in ballast to Newcastle
and other places for coal, they would
load with coal here, and trade here would
increase and the whole of the southern
district be benefited. A line to Burrum
is proposed. I am not going to oppose
that line, but after they had made it
they would not be able to ship their coal
without expending a quarter of a million
in making a proper port. That line,
equally with the one in the south,
ought to be constructed. As to the Ips-
wich coal being of an inferior quality, as
stated by the hon. gentleman, I can tell
him that suchis not the case. The reason
why it does not appear so good is that it
has to be transhipped three or four times,
to its great apparent detriment. I need
only ask hon. members to compare the
quality of the gas at Ipswich with that at
Brisbane : the difference is infinitely in
favour of the Ipswich gas, and it is even
contemplated to send gas down from
Ipswich to Brisbane by mains. I know
the Burrum coal is of an excellent quality,
but so is that at Ipswich, and a branch
line of only two miles for the latter would
at once raise the export from £30,000
or £40,000 to £100,000 a year, besides
acting as a feeder to the line bebween
Brisbane and Ipswich. I have objected
to the loan policy of the Government
because they have given us no data to go
upon. We do mnot know what the lines
will cost, nor what expenditure their policy
will land us-'in. I expected the Colonial
Treasurer would have given us all the
necessary information when he introduced
his Loan Estimates, instead of the meagre
statement which he himself, I do not
think, helieves in, and which I have no
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£
doubt he is anxious the House would not
agree to so long as he is allowed to keep
his place on the Treasury bench. Another
objection T have to their loan policy is that
we ought no longer to borrow money for
unreproductive works. We have done
enough in that way in the past, and that is
the cause of our present heavy indebtedness.
I do not care how much you borrow for
railways so long as our future prospects
continue bright. The Premier, in his
statement, said the Bundaberg and Mount
Perry line was my idea. Certainly it
was ; but he endorsed my action with
regard to it, for he said it was the
line which above all others would pay the
best. The hon. gentleman favoured that
line for three reasons. He was then be-
ginning to be ambitious and aspired to the
Premiership of the colony; secondly, he
had sitting alongside him a gentleman re-
presenting that electorate who supported
the railway policy of the then Government;
and thirdly, he wished to represent that
electorate 1n the House, which he does at
the present time, although how he got re-
turned for it I need not say on the present
occasion. When the construction of that
line was proposed copper was 25 per cent.
higher than itis now, and there was every
prospect of the line being as remunerative
as any of the others; and I trust it
will be so yet. The hon. gentleman in
his speech on that occasion said that the
Bundaberg and Mount Perry line the Gov-
ernment ought especially to make if they
made any line at all in that district. That
line, as I acknowledge, is a weak one, but
I hope to see it in time as remunerative as
the others, and T am not at all sorry that
we decided upon its construction. My
railway policy was a moderate one ; it did
not demoralise the country like that of the
present Government. But I do not think
they wish to carry out the whole of their
proposed policy, and I believe they would
be glad if this side would thwart them
in carrying it into effect and, ab the
same time, allow the present Ministry to
occupy the Treasury benches. I also object
to their policy because they will not tell
us how they intend to meet the interest
on the proposed new loan ; and that is the
most serious objection I have to it. The
Colonial Treasurer proposes to pay it out
of land revenue; but I can tell him that if
he thinks so he never made a greater mis-
take in his life, when landholders have the
land tax and the improvement tax looming
before them. No one would take up land
under those conditions in the outside dis-
tricts, while the squatters would be able to
keep their runs intact for ever. I say now,
as [ said before, that if the Divisional
Boards Bill is carried in anything like its
present shape it will prevent the sale of
land. The amount of land hitherto sold is
but an infinitesimal portion of the whole;
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and although there is a vast amount of rich
land yet available in the west, it is not
likely tobesold if the Divisional Boards Biil
were to pass. By shelving that Bill the
interest on the loan may be met from
the sale of land; but, if it should ever
come into operation, I may tell the Trea-
surer plainly that the money vealised
on all lands sold in the outside districts he
will be able to jingle in the tumbler on the
table. If the hour were not so late I might
give many other minor reasons why I
object to the policy of the Government.
There is one item in the Works Depart-
ment which I notice is reduced, and that
is the Commissioner’s estimate for rolling-
stock. I can tell this House that the
Commissioner has always kept these ex-
penses within bounds—in fact, he has,
if anything, been rather niggardly in
the matter—and the Minister for Works
has made a great mistake in reducing
the amount for rolling-stock below the
Commissioner’s estimate.  The reason
that he has reduced the amount is
plainty this, that Le does not intend to
carry out his policy, for if he does he will
require at least double the amount. It is
no use shirking the question: if these rail-
ways are to be made, rolling-stock must be
made for them ; and it is only deceiving
the House and the publiec to say it will not
be required, for the rolling-stock is part
and pareel of a line. We have not
been told anything about the price of
the land which will have to be pur-
chased, but only that railways are to
be made at £2,500 a mile, as is being
done in the northern extension. Every-
body knows it is not the construction of
the lines which costs the money; it is the
building of the stations and the purchase
of rolling-stock and land. That is where
I differ with the Colonial Treasurer in his
estimate of the cost of branch and main
lines. Besides, he is not justified in
going into any designs for railway con-
struction without first having made proper
investigation. It will have to be recol-
lected, also, that the Southern and Wes-
tern Railway and the Northern Railway
are not yet complete, and that rolling-stock
must be supplied to meet their increasing
requirements every year; thus, if these
lines cost £3,000 a mile this year, next
year they will cost probably £3,200; in-
deed, there is no finality to the cost of
railway lines. It is just as well to go in
for the amount of rolling-stock which is
required at once. In regard to branch
lines, 1 see that the estimate which the
hon. - member has laid on the table for the
three lines differs from that of the En-
gineer-in-Chief to the extent of £105,000
without plant or rolling-stoek, and I
think we shall be led astray un-
less some further information is given
about them. So far as they are con-
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cerned, they will cost double what the
Treasurer expects, unless the parties in
the districts through which the lines pass
give up the land. There are no particulars
given of the Warwick to Killarney line,
but I may tell hon. members that if it
takes a straight course it will go through
one man’s property all the way—Canning
Downs—and the only way to avoid it will
be to take a circuitous route. When the
hon. member moves for that line I ex-
ect to have some information about
it, and to see the plans laid on the
table of the House, and I can assure the
hon. member I shall not be a party to
voting money for that line unless I get far
more information from the Government
than there is at present. Ihave been try-
ing to get information I want, but I must
admit I eannot fathom the present Premier.
I now come to the estimate for harbours
and rivers, for which there is a guarter of
a million of money asked, and I may
suggest the guestion, who are the people
to be benefited by it # Are the farmers
to be taxed for improvements frow
which they derive but little benefit ? And
should not the people who are most
benefited be specially taxed for these
works ® In France that system is carried
out, and in Brittany I recollect that a very
Leavy tax was being levied there for the
improvement of harbours. I don’t see
why the mercantile community should get
all the benefit of these improvements, and
the poor hardworking man be ground
down and be driven out of the colony to
more favoured colonies, as they inevitably
will be if the Divisional Boards Bill
should pass. Why should not the rich
merchants be taxed for the improvement
of harbours and ports as well as the
poor farmers P—for I don’t see why
people who receive special benefit should
not also pay for them. I am not
in favour of this vote, though I shall not
be a party to repudiation. I am sorry the
Government are not carrying out my policy
in regard to Townsville. You can never
make a port of Ross’ Creek, and to spend
money ou it is simply throwing it into the
creek—in fact, it is a bribe. I look to see
the jetty carried out, and acting not
merely as a breakwater but as a landing-
place for any vessels trading on the coast.
Then there is £30,000 for the storage for
water in the interior. That is another
very large question ; but I do not see why
outside distriets should escape scot-free for
their water storage, when people in the
municipalities have to pay 5 per cent,
and even more, on the money the works
may have cost. What is fair for one
is fair for the other: there is no reason
to make fish of one and fowl of the
other. In one case the water-rate in
a town was 2s. in the pound, or 10
per cent. I will here contradict a state-
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ment by the Treasurer, that the addi-
tional means asked for for water-supply is
entirely owing to the mal-administration
of the former Government. The hon. mem-
ber forgets that fresh mains are always
being laid in—just as in the case of the
rolling-stock, and that the managers of
waterworks have to extend their opera-
tions frequently. The Treasurer showed
gross ignorance in being unaware that,
as streets were always being opened up,
and waterways put down, so much more
would the water supply cost ;—fresh pipes
had to be paid for, and had to be laid. I
was on the Waterworks Board myself at
one time, and it was astonishing the number
of fresh proposals which were continually
cropping up for water in new streets, and
it was not the mal-administration of the
late Government that necessitated more
money being asked for. I see £10,000
for the defences of the colony. We have
had quite enough of that, and instead of
spending money on volunteers, I hope the
House, when in committee, will be no
party to voting any further sum for the
defences of the colony. I would rather
take the hon. gentleman at the head of the
Government benches as a leader than half
the officers at the present fime, and I would
rather march under his banner than under
that of many of the guasiknowing ones. The
hon. member would be afar better judge of
whatdefences there should be than would be
obtained from the opinion of imported new-
chums from the old world. It is time it
was stopped and that we looked to our-
selves, for there are just as good men out
here as there—and, in fact, far better. If
instead of coming down with these Esti-
mates the Treasurer had gone throughout
the colony and preached self-reliance to
the people he would have done better. If
he had taken a speech delivered by Gam-
betta some six months ago, and delivered
that all over the colony, it would be far
better than to ask the country to agree
to these unreasonable proposals—he might
say, these unstatesmanlike and demoral-
ising proposals. It is utterly impossible
that any of these projected lines can be
commenced for the next two years. We
have had no information of the routes
or the probable cost, and there is nothing
to show they are likely to pay. I think
at this late hour I have said quite suffi-
cient, although I could go on much longer.
I have already said that I am in accord
with the Government in respect to push-
ing on public works, but in opposition to
them as regards their loan policy, which
I do not believe they are sincere in
themselves.

On the motion of Mr. Bainry, the de-
bate was adjourned.

The House adjourned at seventeen
minutes past 10 o’clock.





