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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Thu1'sdny, 23 July, 1885] 

Question.~Formal3Iotions.-'fhe Timber Rcgulations.
Printing Committee's Report..-Rontc of the Kilkivan 
and :\laryborongh Railway.-Adjournment. 

'rhe SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 
3 o'clock. 

QUESTION. 
Mr. ANNEAH, asked the Colonial Tre•a

surer-
\Vhat was the ex1.ct cost of the dredge "Platypus," 

including inspection and all other expenses incurred 
nntil she 'va::; lmnded over to the Government in 
Brisbane? 

The COLONIAL TREASUHER (Hon. J. R. 
Dickson) replied-

The cost of the dredge "Platypus" amonnt::, to 
£3-1,073 5s. 2d. Xo special account has hcen rendered 
for inspection, the cost of same having been 1mid in 
London from the general vote for such purposes. 

FOR.YIAL :MOTIONS. 
The following formal motiono were agreed 

to:-
By Mr. GRIMES-
That there be laid on the table of the House a copy 

of the Inspecting ~urvoyor·~ ltcport on the sng~nstcd 
route of a branch railway from Indooroo11illy to Brook
field. 

By the HoN. Sw T. 1IoiL\VRAITH-
That there be laid upon the table of this House a 

copy of the I .. o;; antl gcvorL of the Government Agent to 
tlh" Immigration Agent of the voyag, .. lo the :South ,Seas 
of the "Borough Belle." commencin~ in December and 
enrt.ing in ::\lay last,-together with any other corrc,pon
dence relating to that voyage. 

By Mr. ARCHER-
That there be laid on the tahlc of the IIonse a Itetnrn 

shmving \Yllat amount. ~>f the £15,000 votC'(lla~t year in 
the l•JstimaLcs-in-Chief for Bridge:-; on Jlain l{oads and 
of the £1oO,Oil0 on the I~oan Estimates for the same 
purpose have been appropriated, ~pecifying the works 
arHl sum appl'Olll'iated for each. 

THE TIMBER REGULATIOKS. 
The Ho:s-. Sm T. MciLWRAITH, in moving
That the 'l'imbe1· Regulations nnder the CrO\Yll J,ands 

Ac·t of 18tH ancl the Pastoral Lea~c~ .\..et of 1809 be 
dJ:mgreed with"-

said: :Yir. Speaker,-"'hen tfle Land Act of 1884 
was passed, by clause 131 the right wa:; given to 
the Government to make regulations imposing a 
license fee in respect of any timber license, nnd 
also imposing a royalty on any timber or other 
nmterial cut for removal from Crown lands. 
Under the authority granted by that clause the 
Government, in the early part of the present 
yea.r, issued regulations, and there was a new 
feature in those regulations by which roya.ltie~ 
were imposed on different kinds of timber. 
These royu,lties were : For beech, 1s. per 
100 feet ; for other sorts of hard wood, 6d. 

r per 100 feet ; for pine, 1s. per 100 feet ; and 
for cec1ar, 2s. per 100 feet. I do not remember 
any discussion in w)lich the advisability of 
puttin•' a royalt\ on timber formed a promment 
featm~. It has"always been the spirit of every 
Parliament in which I have sat to do as much as 
we pos,ibly could to encourage the native indus
tries of the colony. In the year 1882, I think, a 
Bill was introduced by the Government of which 
I was the head, imposing a large export duty on 
cedar. The aim that the Government had at 
that time in imposing such an export duty was 
twofold. :B'irst, they desired to tax the people who 
really were using our timber through the Customs, 
as the great bulk of it went out of the colony. 
vVe were desirous of charging a fair price for the 
timber that went out of the colony, and the duty 
which it was proposed to impose would have only 
touched the export trade. On the other hand, 
the duty might very well have acted as an en
couraging duty to home manufacturers, because I 
anticipated, and would gladly have Reen as the 
result of that measnre, large manufactories estab
li-;hed in the various parts of the colony under 
the protection of the export duty which it con
templated. However, the House, tmd especially 
the members led by the present Premier, harassed 
that Bill whibt it was going through the House 
to such an extent that the impost was 
reduced from 12s., which was what I proposed, 
to 2s. on cedar, the amount mentioned in the 
regulations that have been made under the new 
Land Act. There has never been any consent 
given by the House, nor, as I have said, has 
there been any discussion on the principle of im
posing royalties on timber cut down on Crown 
lands. But when other subjecto have cropped 
up there has been a general disposition expressed 
to ftwour and encourage all native industries. I 
do not know any that deserves more encourage
ment than the timber trade, and for this reason : 
that there is no man who has observed the pro
gress of the settled districts who will not admit 
th<tt this trade has been one of the most powerful 
factors in reducing: the land to a cultivatable state. 
If we examine the Bundaberg and Wide Bay 
districts, it will be seen what an astonishing 
amount of good has been done in those districts, 
what an amount of land has been made fit for the 
fanner, and that has been thEi result of the timber 
trade. I remember, ten years ago, that when a man 
selected land he purposely excluded anything in 
the shape of pine scrub, because he wanted 
clear country. The timber country was even
tnally disposed of, and got into the hands of 
timber-getters, and now farmers are settled 
here, and there is no doubt that this is one of 
the most thriving portions of the colony. It 
cannot be disputed, therefore, that timber-getters 
have done an irrnnense a1nount of good in 
pioneering the country. I do not know any , 
industry which has done more in that direc
tion. On that account alone it is difficult to 
understand why so heavy an imposition should 
hav0 been put on timber-getters. It may 
be said that timber-getters got timLer free. 
Are there no other people treated in the 
same way as they were'! Look, for instance, at 
the impw;ition of the gold-miners' t,-,x in Victoria. 
In 1853, when a riot took place on account of the 
impo~ition that gold-miner" had to pay, the miner" 
were rated at 30s. per month, which comes to 
£1~ a year, for the pro~pective gold which they 
might dig out of the earth. That was all the 
miner paid, and he then had the privilege of 
making his own all the gold that he got. 
I do not think the timber-getter in this colony, 
when he gets tilnber free, is getting any n1ore 
than the gold-miner out of the country, and yet 
at the rate put clown here of 1s. per 100 feet for 
beech, 3d. for lmrdwood, and lid. for pine, a 
timber-getter would be paying-that i", a timber-
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getter doing an ordinary year's work-at the rate 
of £50 a year, while the most ever exacted from 
the gold-miner in the old tymnnical times was 
£18 a year. I say that if the (}ovemment had 
for a moment studied the relatiYe posi
tions of the gold-miner and the timber-getter 
in this country they would have seen that 
they were exacting too much from the timber
getter. There is another feature of it that 
ought to have struck the Government. At the 
very time they proposed these new regulations, 
impoFdng new taxation on the tirnber i11<lnstry, 
the trade was just on the balance, almost, of 
whether it was going to be swallowed up-put 
down by the oppmition they had from New 
Zealand and North America. A number of men 
may say, without thinking it out thoroughly, 
"Very well, if they can send us timber from 
New Zealand and America cheaper than we crtn 
get it from our own forests, let our own forests 
stand." But that is a very narrow view to take 
of it. I have always seen the advantage of taking 
the timber from our own forests, and I have 
already pointed out the ad vantage gained from the 
fact that if the timber-getters were doing nothing 
for the good of the country-that is, in the way 
of producing timber cheaper than we can get it 
from other countries-they do good for the 
country by rendering it fit to receive the farmer. 
This imposition put on the timber-getters had no 
doubt a very discouraging effect upon the trade, 
and, in fact, the Government have themselves 
admitted that by receding from the position they 
took up. The timber-getters, from the working· 
men to the saw-mill owners, rose up in arms 
against it, and there was nobody connected with 
it that did not St'e the gross unfairness of it. I 
myself saw the gross unfairness of it, and its un
fairness from the lJarticular time at which the 
imposition was made-~at a time when the majo
rity of those men who had given a strong sup
port to the Government had hopes, so far from 
a royalty being put upon timber, that there 
would be an import duty put upon foreign tim
ber. The aspirations of the men in the districts 
where the trade was chiefly canied on tended to 
that, and though I do not know if the Gov
ernment encouraged those aspirations, still, 
a large number of the timber-getters relied 
upon the Governn1ent to carry out son1ething of 
the kind, and the Government never disclaimed 
the intention to follow the aspirations o£ their 
supporters in this respect. Now, sir, wheneYer 
the opposition of the timber-getters to those 
regulations was made very apparent-that was, 
by means of 'arions deputations and by the 
thunders of the Pre,s-the Minister for Lands 
receded and went away from the regula
tions he had made under the IJresent Act, 
before that Act came into force. It was, how
ever, not only the amount of the royalty that wa~ 
enacted, but it was the method, or mther the 
harassments that necessarily accompanied the 
collection of the royalty, that caused the great 
opposition to the regulations. According to 
the regulations that were first Jmblished, the 
timber-getter when he had felled a certain 
number of trees had to go to the commis
~ioner or smne other officer and give hin1 notice 
that he had that timber out in the field. Then he 
had to wait before he could remove that timber 
until some officer came out and measured it and 
the royalty was paid, and then he was a.t liberty 
to remove it. To men working from hand to 
mouth this system could never have been fair, 
and was looked upon by the men as even a 
heavier grievance than the royalty itself. These 
things having been represented to the Gov
ernment the regulations were withdrawn. 
The regulations as they stand now reduce 
the royalty on hardwood and pine by one· 
half, making it on hardwood 3d., and on pine Gd. 

In [addition to that, the Government tried to 
meet the grievance of the timber having to be 
measured before it leaves the ground on which it 
has been cut, by rnaking several ne\V regulations 
by which, when the timber-getter h[Ld the timber 
cut on the ground, he conld go to the commis· 
sioner and describe the timber he had there and 
receive a permit to ren1ove it to some river orsa\v~ 
mill or some em parium where it could be measured. 
\Vhile that timber was in transit every carrier 
of it must either have the permit in his pocket 
or he must have a copy of it, otherwise the 
timber he is carrying is liable to be forfeited. 
Those are the changes that have been made. 
'l'here was another change, however, and that was 
not meeting the wi,,hes of the timber-getters, 
and not going along with the public opinion 
expressed at the time, but rather contrary to 
it and on a different subject-that was, the 
renewal of special licenses. Before the special 
license was granted, a payment of a fee of £5 
and the usual royalty on all timber was collected, 
but under the new regulations - those issued 
lately and put on the table of the House-this 
fee is exacted, and the renewal is absolutely 
debarred to the licensee, unles» he shows that he 
has cut down as much timber as would have 
yielded in royalties £50 during the year he 
has held the license. I will deal with that first. 
That is a thoroughly impracticable regulation, 
for this reason- that £50 in royalti€'5, at 
3d. per lOO feet, represents 400,000 feet. As 
a matter of fact, I do not believe there are 
a dozen acres in the colony that contain so 
many thousand feet of marketable timber. 
The usual run of la.nd that is let under these 
special licenses does not contain more than about 
150,000 feet of this timber, so that under the 
regulations, unless a man has cut down about 
twice as much timber as he has in the whole of 
the place in one year, he is debarred from 
getting a renei'' a] of the license. That must 
have been a, grave oversight, or the regulation 
was manipulated by someone who knew very 
little about the matter. To go back to the next 
change that has been made. To remedy the 
harassing regulation which c•;mpels the timber 
to be left on the ground until the com
mist:ioner or his assistant corr1es out to 
measure it, we have this system of permits ; that 
is, of course, an adyance in the right direction. 
It is better; but still it requires a timber-getter 
to lose a day every time he wants timber mea
sured, and the smaller the man's business is the 
more he will feel this, and the oftener he will 
want his timber measured. To the man with a 
large business it will not matter so very much ; 
but to the snmll man it is a matter of very consi
derable moment-losing one day or perhaps more 
in going to the con11nissioner, and another day in 
going to the mill to see his tiwher measured, unlebs 
he chooses to take the Governrnent n1easurernent. 
:Now, the other mitigating element in the regula
tions, decreasing the royalty on pine and hard
wood exactly one-half, does not in my opinion 
meet the case ; nor does the suggestion which is 
said to have come from the Government, that 
there should be a counterbalancing tax on all 
timber imported from other countries. To put a 
tax on imported timber is simply increasing the 
taxation of the country. According to the Trea
surer there is no reason for that; and at all events 
there is no reason for doing so by putting the in
creased bxation on such an article as timber. The 
objection that I hrcve to the royalty is not only 
that it exacts too much from the timber-getters, 
but also that it is not a favourable tax from the 
Treasurer's point of view. The best taxes are 
those from which the net amount received by 
the Treasury is the largest sum possible, 
but this is exactly the other way. I can
not conceive any tax that would cost more 
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to collect than this tax on cedar. \V e must 
hnve an ar1ny of sub- cornn1issioners going 
through our forests, all of whmn lvould have to 
be paid out of this myalty; and when we tot it 
up I think we should find that a Yery small 
percentage of evm·y £100 collected actual] y found 
its way into the Treasury. K ot only wore the 
timber-getters harassed in this way at a time 
when the trade was at a very hnv ebb, but the 
Government in particular districts had another 
go at the tracle. On all the lines of the colony 
timber has been carried at so much per ton. 
On the South-western, the :1\Taryborough and 
Gym pie, and the Bundaberg and Mount Perry 
lines-the three lines on which timber was mostly 
curied-it was the custom, although the printed 
regulations in1posed a charge of so 1nuch per 
ton, to calculate so many cubic feet to the 
ton, and the timber \Vas never weig·hed. 
That cuotom exists still on the Southern and 
\V estern line, but on the Maryborough and 
Gympie line and the Bundaberg and Mount 
Perry line weigh-bridges have been erected, 'md 
the timber is actually weighed. Kow, although 
the Minister for \Vorks or the Commissioner for 
Rttilways has not actuttlly ttltered the rates, still 
he has made regulations by which they pay 
ttctually 31 per cent. more for the carrittge of 
timber than they did before. 

The MINISTER I<'OR WORKS: There has 
been no increase in the rates. 

The HoN. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH: I know, 
but I cannot penetrate the skull of the Minister 
for ·works. I think everyone in the House 
understttnds that I said the mtcs were not 
increased, but that an altemtion had been made 
!n the regulations by which the clmrg-e wa-~ 
mcreased 31 per cent. I have not with me 
the calculation on which I based that state
ment, but I will explttin it. I took from tt sttw
mill in opemtion the amount of tim her they sent 
a\vay for a \V hole weok~it \Va":, not an exceptional 
week-and I calculated what they would have 
paid under the old regulation, by which a ton 
was supposed to be fifty cubic feet of pine 
or twenty-five cubic feet of hardwood. Then I 
put !Jeside that t~e amount they di,! ptty when 
the timber was weighed, and I found that the 
:tmount they would have paid under the old 
regulation was exactly 31 per cent. le:;s than 
they actually did pay. I think I have made it 
plttin that the Government has not only in
creased the royttlty, but that on tho:;e two lines 
they httve actually increased the freight 31 per 
cent. No alteration, ho,vever, hm; been nw.de on 
the Southern and \V estern line. I hope the Minis
ter for vVorks understa,nds me now. In putting 
ou the paper the rno~ion standing in 1ny nan1e, 
of course I had no mtention whatever of sug
gestmg that the whole regulations should be 
rescinded; but I put it in this fmm because, 
when the JVIinistcr for Lands made the altera
tion from the regulations of JVIm·ch to the regu
lations of June, he rescinded the former :cl
though about nine out of ten of the new re;,·ula
tions are the same as the old ones. I have dir~cted 
the attention of the Hou:;e to the most prominent 
objections I have ~tgainst the new regulationB. 
\Vhat I say is, that what the timber-getters were 
paying in license fees and for special licenses 
w:-ts quite sufficient, and when \VB conHider the 
state of trade it was rruite unjustifiable to them 
and unfair to the colony to impo"e this royalty. 
:;'{ ot only that, but it is a wasteful tax, inasmuch 
tts it costs so much in Government em]Jloyes to 
collect. Those are the objections I have to it, 
anl~ those objections will not be met by Ministers 
sa_Ymg th:<t to counterbalance it an import duty 
Will be lmd on the timber that comes from other 
colonies. Hon. members of course may wonder 
and ask how it is thttt the timber-getters of thi~ 

country cannot compete with the timber-getters 
ofi{orth America or New Zealand. In hardwood 
they do; there is no hardwood illlported except for 
some Go\'ernment contracts made by the present 
Minister for 'Vorks. The only wood imported is 
pine, and in that this country cannot compete 
with the countries I have mentioned where there 
ttre six times as much timber to the acre as in 
Queensland. Another reason why we should 
put no impediment in the way of the timber
getters is that those men, by cutting clown the 
timber, have opened up some of our very best 
agricultural lands. There is ttnother feature to 
which I cannot help drawing the attention of the 
Hmme, and that is the want of consideration 
shown by Yarious Ministers in the positions they 
have taken up on certain questions. I should 
not be at all astonished to hear the Minister 
for vVorks say thttt he had come to the con
clusion to tt!ter those reguhtions a month or a 
week before I gttve this notice of motion. 

The MINISTJ~R FOR WORKS: I httve 
nothing whatever to do with the matter. 

The Ho;s-. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: I beg the 
hon. member's pardon; I mean the :Minister for 
Lands. It was not a dignified position for the 
Minister to tttke in ttcting· so defiantly as he did 
towards persons interested in the timber in
dustry, and then to introduce a so-called reform 
which will hav-e the effect of nmking the thing 
from some points of view almost worse than it 
was before. The tax will certainly be more un
productive than befora, for we shall have to pay 
the :,ame amount to collect a royalty of 2d. as 
tt royalty of 6d. The two objectionable fea
tures of this tax are, that it has been unjustly 
irnpo:;ed, and that it will be more unremunera
tive to the Sta,te than it was before. I beg to 
move the motion standing in my name. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. C. B. 
Dutton) said : JVIr. Speaker,-The conclusion to 
which the hon. gentlemttn's speech would lead is, 
that he considers any attempt to derive revenue 
from the timber trade is unjust and improper. 
I maintain, on the other hand, that ttny ntttural 
produce of the country, used by anybody in it, 
should pay the State something for its u:;e ; in 
the same way that men who depastnre stock on 
the natural grasses of the colony have to ptty for 
the use of those grasses in the shape of rent. 
I refer to natural products as distinguished from 
artificial products, the work of men's httnds. 
The hrm. gentleman also said that one great 
value the timber-getters had been to the country 
was, that they had opened areas for agricultural 
settlement. K o doubt they have, but not in the 
wtty meant by the hon. gentleman, by cutting 
the timber out of the scrubs. The way they have 
extended settlement is that their earnings tts 
timber-getters enabled them to settle down 
and 1nakc a, start in life a.s agriculturists. 
But that was not the point to which the hrm. 
gentleman dil·ected the ttttention of the House, 
which was, that the mere fact of their cutting 
timber led to agricultural settlement. So it does 
indirectly, but it is the profits they make out of 
timber-getting that enables them to occupy the 
land for agriculture, ctnd the knowledge they 
obtain as timber-getters thttt enables them to 
succeed as agriculturitits. The hon. gentlen1an, 
when o]Jeaking· of the first regulations, said it was 
absolutely required to meawre timber at the 
stump. That is not true, and I will read the 
regulation to show that it is not. The 24th 
regulation of those issued on the 3rd :Niarch is as 
follows:-

" \Yit.hin three months of any timber being cut by a 
holder of an ordinary Ucen.':ic, snch liccn~ec must give 
notice to the commissioner, stating the mnnber of logs, 
the description of timber. the brand. and the locality where 
it was cut. rnw commissioner will then specify a time 
when the ranger or other otlicer will visit the locality, 



170 Tlw llimbm~ Regnlatiuns. [ASSEMBLY.] The Timber Regulations. 

measure the timber, and brand it with the authorised 
bra.nU; or if it is not. vractic,'llJlc to send a ranger or 
other oflicn· "·ithin a convC'nient time, tl;e commis
sione~ may giYc :~printed permit. sprcifyingtlw tputntity 
and k1nd of timhcr. the keaht,·i.n which it "'iYW cut, and 
the brand, and anthori.['{ing· '!:he licensee to remove the 
timber to sneh lllill, l':til\yay station. rafting-ground. or 
otlwr place. as may b:' decided, and the ranger may 
measure anrl bra.nd the timber at snch place 

"rrhe royalty shall be paid within trn days after the 
timber is measured, othenvisc the timber nutv be seized 
anfl forfeited, and sold on behalf of tllo Crowi1." 

That is practically the same as the regulation 
that he approves of now, and which, as he says, 
meets his view". There is no real difference 
between them except that it is made clearer in 
the last regulation. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: I did not 
say I approved of it. 

The MINISTER I<'Oll LANDS : The hon. 
gentleman then referred to the special leases 
under the regulations of the Crown Lands Act 
of 1876. Anybody who knows anything about 
the special leases under that .let nmst kn-ow tbat 
all the best timber country in the colony was 
virtually placed in the hands of a few mill· 
owners. Timber-getters were absolutely ex
cluded from the best timbered districts except 
on the mill-owners' terms, and numbers of 
mill-owners held on to the land for upwar<ls 
of ten years without taking a single stick off 
it. Such action has been most detrimental 
in every district, and the evil is provided 
against under the new regulations by rnakiug 
the holder pay a royalty of £.50 a year. A 
man must cut a certain quantity of timber 
to pay that. The amount ma,y perhaps be 
considered exce,~sive, but it seerued to rne, 
frm11 the information I had before me, that £'i0 
per square mile would not be an excessive 
amount. There are plenty of ;;peciall~cl.ees with 
a good deal more than 200,000 feet of timber in 
then1, and I know sorne of n1y own kno\vledge, 
where there are more than 400,000 feet of the 
very best kind of hardwood-in spite of wlmt the 
mill-owners rna.y say. I do not pretend to know 
so much about pine timber, hut I 1m<lerstand 
there are many scrubs which contain 400,000 ol' 

500,000 feet. However, that is the amount 
of royalty that has to be paid by the 
holder of a special license during one year, 
As to the amount of royalty, I collected informa
tion from almost ,,u source-;-timber-getters, mill
owners, and others-as to what would probably !Je 

bir royalty to impose upon the different kin<ls 
of timber, and there was as great a difference 
in the opinions expre:-;sed and in the advice 
given to me upon that point as it is possible to 
irnagine. It va.ried fron1 even a 8In.:.iller sun1 
than the present royalty imposer! to a larg-er 
one than that at first imposed, and I still am 
of opiuion, judging frmn the r-:ale,.; of tintl)cr 
the Government have marle within the last 
three months, that the fir,;t royctlties were 
even not exee~-;ive, except in tho~e cases where 
there was gwat difficnlty in getting at the 
timber. Quantities of timber haYe been seized 
and sold - timber that had been cut without 
a license, or in tilnber reserveH-and in everv 
case, not only the timber that was cnt, but other 
tin1ber that was standing, \Va1-'sold by auction, and 
brought a price considerably in exces~ of the first 
royalty imposed. I am r1uite willing to admit 
that the timber industry has been suffering 
from great depre";ion for the bst twelve or 
€ighteen months, but it is from cause~ totally 
different from the Timber llegulation,;. They 
commenced tn have ciiect long before the:;e 
Timber Regulations were framed, or before any 
change "''"" contemplated. The chief dejJression 
is in J\Iaryborough. There is not much in 
Drisbane, nor in the Korthern diotricts. There 
are plenty of mills going up in the Korth, from 

Rockhampton to Cooktown; and in Maryborough 
the real depression has been caused by this : at 
one time the whole of theN orthern ports got their 
timber from l\iaryborough, but now those places 
are cutting their o\VU tin1ber or irnporting it from 
New Ze:tland or America, and do not take any 
from JYiar~'borough at all. That is an incidence 
that every trade is liablg to, and if Maryborough 
suffers in that way that is no reason why timber 
should be cut without the State deriving any 
revenue whatever from it. Comparing the 
royalties imposed in this colony with those 
charged in Kew South \Vales, where the timber 
is not as good as it is here-neither their hard
wood, nor their pine, nor their cedar-nor in 
as large quantities ; taking Queensland as a 
whole and New South \Vales as a whole, 
I find that in that colony they pay on 
special mills £10 a year, and in timber 
reserves every license is £6 a year for cutting 
and removing, and, in addition to that, they are 
subject to a royalty ranging from 1s. Gel. to 2d. 
per 100 feet, the rate upon the different kinds 
of timber being fixed by the Minister. In addi
tion to that, the timber-getters have to collect 
their timber at a certain spot. Not only is it 
not measured at the stump, but they must 
collect it at a depot, and upon g-iving notice 
that they lutve got it there it is measured, 
branded hy the rangers, and the royalty is 
then paid. There is no provision there to 
meet the requirements of timber-getters in regard 
to measure1nent at n1ills or rafting-grounds, or 
other arrangements which they find very con
venient in carrying on their business, such as we 
have here. There is one dep6t, and the timber 
must be collected there, measured, and branded. 
In fact, I am of opinion that we are much 
more considerate to the interests of the timber
getters here than they are there, and the price 
is certainly no greater. Pine is included 
amongst first-class timbers there, and when in 
certain positions is liabb to a royalty of 
1s. <id. ; and yet it is said that New South \Vales 
timber-getters can compete with mill-owners here 
in the sale of sawn and dres,<ecl timber. I do 
not think that is lil<ely to be the case, because 
the timber is cut under a royalty, and, comparing 
the two colonies and the amounts charged, I 
consider that have a very good chance of 
cutting out any timber of that kind from New 
So nth vVales at all events. I admit that New 
Zealand is able to supply timber at a lower rate 
than we can here, and that is ow-ing to 
the frcct that large areas of country are 
in the hands of persons who are willing 
to allow anybody to cut it at a low price, 
and they h>1ve much greater facilitie" for getting 
it rlown to their mills by water carriage than we 
have in Queenshnd. There is no doubt about 
that. I do not think the hon. gentleman was 
<tuite correct in the account he gave of the at
tempt made by his Government to impose an 
expm-t dnty on cedar. I have a clear recollection 
of the circumstances that occurred at the time, 
although I only speak from memory. The hon. 
gentleman clmrgc-s the then Opposition with 
having so obstructed the passing of the Bill 
through the House that it was either abandoned or 
so delayed that nothing could be done with it ; 
but, sir, the real fact of the matter is that he 
found outside pre,st1re so great that the Govern
ment abandoned it-ran away from it at once. 

The HoN. Sm T. MolL \YRAITH: The hon. 
gentlen1an is mi~representing n1e. I sa.id nothing 
of the sort. I did not say the Bill was aban
doned. 

The I'HJ~MIJ~H : 13nt it was. 
The MINISTEH FOR LAKDS: Bearing 

tlmt in mind I do not think the hon. gcntle!llan 
wa,s quite fttir in taunting rne \vith having run 
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away from the first royalties imposed. Of 
course those royalties were the result of such 
infor1nation as I was able to uo1lect, a.nd were 
what I thought at the time a fnir thing; but I 
found that outside opinion, as well as the opinion 
of my ~olleagues when they came to invo,tig<>Le 
the thmg thoroughly, was that they were too 
great, and I had no right to set my individual 
opinion against the whole mass of those who 
were supposed to have practical knowledge of 
the working of the regulations ; but it has been 
very carefully attempted to be instilled into 
the mind of the timber-getter th"'t these 
royalties must result in a diminution of his 
profits in working. If that is so, it is contrary 
to anything I have ever heard before in connec
tion with other trades. It seems to me that it is 
the consumer who will he most affecte<l, and not 
the timber-getter, unless his profits are excesilive, 
and then, of course, competition will bring them 
down. It may be that the mill-owners are 
getting an unfair share of the profits of timber 
working, ancl I think that is very likely to be 
the c[tse. From what I can gather from tho 
timber-getters they have been rather lumlly 
pressed in this matter ; in fact, there 
are too many of them in the trarle ; it 
is rather attractive, but competition lms been 
too keen to allow the work to be profit"'ble. I mn 
fortified in that opinion by the fact that the 
price of timber at the mills has risen, during the 
last four or five years, about 4s. per 100 feet. Of 
course I am open to correction by any hem. mem
ber who knows better than I do; but I believe 
the increase has been about 4s. per 100 feet for 
the best kinds of timber, and I find that the 
timber-getter has, during that periocl, received an 
increase of only about 2s. in the log, so that it 
would appear that the profits of the mill-owner 
have gone far ahead of those of the timber-getter. 
They, of course, ha.ve induced the timber-getter 
to believe, and he still persistently believes, that 
this difference must arise from the royalty, but, 
I dare say, in time he will le"'rn to take a more 
correct view of the position, and maintain his 
own right to get a fair price for the log delivered 
at the mill. As to the price of cedar, I do not 
think that anybody would be likely to assert that 
2s. royalty is an unwise amount to impo:;e, whether 
it is exported or used here. The destruction of 
timber in the northern portions of the colony has 
been enormous. In the northern scrnbs there are 
millions and millions of feet of cedar lying-I 
will not say rotting, because cedar takes a long 
time and a great deal of expc•sure to rot-but 
lying unused. It is said that a grent deal of it 
was cut down by 1\lelbourne speculators and 
other people up north, but I think that the 
timber-getters have been as much engaged 
or implicated in the destruction of cedar 
up there as any other men in the country. 
It is not f<tir to blame them for that, because the 
temptations were very great. 'They cut away, 
but not being· able to see their way to get the 
timber out of the scrub, it is lying there now, 
and very likely will be there for the next twenty 
years, I expect, for ail the probabilities there are 
of getting rea~:mnable access to where it is lying. 
I have consulted a great many timber-getters in 
different parts of the colony, and 1 find now that 
with the rc·;>·ulations which are now in force 
they are very well s"'tisfied-that they will 
meet at all events evciry convenience and 
requirement so far as measuring and the other 
regulations connected with the use and hold
ing of a speeial license, are concerned. There 
is very great satisfaction, especially with regttrd 
to special leases. They felt that ti1ev have been 
excluded from anythin.g like a fair ]lltrticipation 
in the timber upon special leases. Now nothing 
like that can exist. The question is whether the 
royalty that has been paid for the holding of a 

special lease for a year i,; excessive or not. 
I am not prepared to say they are wrong; but 
so far as I could jlldge at the time it W<oS a 
fair and reasonable thing to fix it at £~0. 
If tha.t be an excesRive an1ount, it is one 
th"'t it is not impossible to arrest, and one 
that the Government would be hound to 
correct if it be shown by those who are in
terested in the matter that it is excessive. I 
think that in every other respect their interests 
are hoirly and entirely met. Of course anythin~ 
like the injudicious administration of the regula
tions may impose a great many difficulties; but 
if they be administered judiciously they will 
meet the requirements of the timber.g-etters in 
every case. I maintain, at all events, that the 
amount of the royalty, though comparatively 
inconsiderable, will still pay a very large return 
to the country, and the cost of collection will 
not be by any means so excessive as the 
hon. member for Mulgrave wishes the House to 
believe. The b"'iliffs and rangers employed upon 
that work have other duties to perform, in 
inspecting selections, and other work which they 
h"'ve been never thoroughly equal to. Numbers 
of complaints come from different districts 
that there are not enough rangers to make 
reports to, or to obtain their certificates or 
their deeds ; so that there will be a small 
additional number of rangers required in some 
of the districts of the colony, but not such 
as to make any materinl difference in the cost 
of carrying out the regulations as they are 
now. 

:\fr. NORTO:'f said: Mr. Speaker,-I may 
say that in regard to the Timber Regulations I 
give the Minister for Lands some credit for 
having desired to prevent the great waste of 
thnber that ha,s been going on for some years; 
but I think that the course he has adopted has 
not only failed to carry out the object he has in 
view, but has increased the difficulties which the 
timber-getters have to submit to. I am not going 
to express an opinion as to the desirability of 
imposing a royalty at all; but I <Jllite agree with 
what has fallen from the Minister for Lands 
in regard to the depressed state of the timber 
industry at the present time. 'l'he hon. leader of 
the Opposition, in introducing his motion, I believe 
said the same thing-. The depressi'm has existed 
since about eight or twelve months ago; it b0gan 
about that time. Previous to that it was not 
only in a very flourishing condition, but it gave 
employment to a large nun1ber of n1en, who, 
becaw.;e it wa~ in a flouritlhing condition, were 
able to make very good wages indeed. :X ow the 
}linister for Lands argues that the competition is 
too great-that there are too many men engaged 
in it. Surely that i>< n. very poor argument. 
The difficulty is this: tlmt the men who have 
he en engaged in thiH trade are not prepared to 
go out of it at once, and take up some other 
occupation, :-;irnply beuatme emnpetition i:-; :-;o 
grea,t. Bnt if the cmnpetition has been too great, 
and too n1any rnen have been engaged in the in
dustry, the natuml result will be th"'t in the course 
of time, n.nd by degreec;, some of them will give 
up t'lie work, and get employment in some other 
way. According to the Minister for Lands, com· 
petition being too great, he cl"'ps on these Timber 
Regulations and throws a g-reat n1any irnpedi
ments in the way, so forcing· a brge number of 
these men to give up the work they are engaged 
in, not by taking time to bring th"'t about by 
degrees, but by forcing them to go out because 
they cannot get employment. That is the effect 
of his argument. The imposition of these 
royalties will lmve >1 very bad effect. In 
support of the hon. member's own act, he 
refers to what h'ts been done in New South 
\V ales. Is it any argument that because b"'d 
regulations, which are hard u pan the timber-
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g-etters, have been imposed in New South W nJes, 
that eomething, not quite so bad, should be 
imposed here? That is the me«ning of the argu
ment if it h<tve any me«ning «tall; but the bet of 
the matter is that the New South \Vales timber 
industry has not had anything like the same sup
port that it has had here. In New South \\'ales 
the timber has been greatly wasted. A great 
deal of it has been cut and put to improper 
uses, and the rewlt of that is that all the 
scrubs upon the coast, which at one time were 
full of cedar, have been cleared out. If anv 
hon. member likes to read the late reports ii1 
connection with that matter in New South 
\Vales, he will find that almost the only cedar 
which is growing in that colony is in places 
which were for years considered inaccessible
which were not touched simply because there 
was so much difficnlty in the way of bringing the 
wood down. Places at the heads of the Richmond 
or Clarence or Tweed, where for years cedar 
was known to exist, were not touched on ac
count of the difficulty of bringing it down ; 
therefore it was allowed to remain there, but 
these are almost the only places in New South 
\Vales where cedar grows to any extent, and 
there is almost no pine there at all. The pine 
which comes into competition with the pine of this 
colony is that which comes from Kew Zealand 
principally, and also from America and the 
Baltic; but the great difficult<v of the timber
getters who are connected with the pine trade 
is in competing with that which comes from K ew 
Ze>Lland, because there it is worked at very nmch 
less cost than it can be worked here, and it 
is brought he~c and sold at a correspondingly low 
rate. But 1s 1t any reason, because timber-getters 
in New Zealand arc able to get this timber and 
bring it here at a comparatively low rate, that a 
duty should be put uuon timber here to compel 
those who are engaged in the trade to leave timber 
which would otherwise be m'tde use of in this 
colony? There is no object in keeping timber 
which is fit to cut. \Vhen it is fit to cut, the 
sooner it is cut the better. After a certain time 
the trees begin to lose their \ alue ; and there is 
no use in offering any objection to their being 
made use of ut once, because the effect will be that 
there will be an absolute loss to the colony. I 
do not intend to go largely into the subject of those 
special licenses, because I believe under the old 
system the speciallicenses were very much abused; 
but I believe it is the case that many of these 
special licenses were taken up for the simple 
purpose of preventini( ordinary timber-getters 
going on to the land and cutting timber, and 
there is no doubt that an abuse existed with 
regard to that pne point. There are other 
matters connected with these reguh1tions which 
I think ought to he specially referred to now 
that the opportunity is offered. I would point 
out before I go any further that the :Nliniotcr 
for Lands was wrong in srtying that nnder the 
first regulations which were issued there were 
no ditficultie,; in the way of tirnber-1retters 
YClUOVing tiinber before it \VaS rneasured. 
Under the first regulations, which have 
since. bee1_1 cancelled, it was only under 
certam circumstances that a timber-getter 
could have timber removed before it was 
measured ; but it was not optional for them to 
remove it before it was measured--they could 
only remove it when it suited the convenience 
of the commissioner to h,we it removed. 'fhe 
case is altogether different under the regulations 
now in force. Under them a man can demand 
permi,sion to remove it first, and when it has 
been removed he gets it measured. The difference 
betw8fm the two ~ets of regulations i.s, that jn one 
the rermnal of timber before it has been mea,;ured 
is not optionnl, and in the other it iH optional. 
But a good deal might be said in connection 

with other provisions in these regulations. If we 
turn to the 6th paragraph we shall find that four 
different kinds of licenses may be issued. 'rhe 
third one is a "license to cut and split slabs, 
fencing stuff, or 'ihingles." If we wish to know 
the meaning of that, we have to go over to para
graph 4'1, which states that "the holder of a 
license to cut and split slabs, fencing stuff, or 
shingles, will, subject to these reguhttions, be 
allowed to cut railwa,y sleepers." Fancy a 
man who wishes to go in for the splitting of 
railway sleepers having to look all through 
these regulations, from the commencement 
to the 44th paragraph, before he can find 
that he must take out a " license to cut and 
split slabs, fencing stuff, or shingles." It seems 
absurd that such a trivial thing should have 
been passed over--first, in preparing the can
celled regulations, and then in revising and 
amending them. Now let us look at the 9th 
paragraph. It provides that-

(' Xo timber shall be cut within an enclosure of less 
than 1,000 acres, without the spel'ial consent of the 
lawful occupier." 

\Vhy should not timber be cutin a paddock o£1,000 
acres as well as in a paddock of 5,000 acres? Is 
there any tangible reason why this distinction 
should be made? Idonot know of any. I may here 
say that in discussing these regulations I do not 
attach all the blame to the l\limster for Lands for 
their fanlts and defect,. The old regulations 
were wretchedly bad, and no iYiinister for Lands 
Lefore seems to have had the pluck to alter them; 
but the hon. gentleman who has had the pluck 
to take the matter in hand should have taken 
care that no mistakes Hhould occur in the reguht
tions which would throw obstacles in the way of 
the persons most interested in their operation. 
I contend that there is no reason at all for the 
9th pftragraph in the regulations. ?\ ow, sir, let 
us come to the 13th regulation-" Timber cut 
without licenses may be seized." This provides 
that-

" The commissioner. or other officer duly appointed to 
act in that behalf, may seize any timber cut by un
licensed persons, and any cut timber lying on Crown 
lalldtl or any lands mentioned in :::,ection 8 of tlwv;e 
regulations \vhich he has cause to believe has been cut 
by a. per,- on not duly nuthorised to cui the same." 

According to that, if a man has a license and 
cut' timber, and then happens to go away from 
the district for a time on any business which may 
compel him so to do, the whole of the timber 
he ha,, cut will be seized, and, before he knows 
anything about it, forfeited and sold. :Fancy the 
case of a 1nan engaged in cutting tbnber a.nd 
then leaving it for a fe,v 'veek~ to go else
where on ilnportant busine'.'ls; during his ttbseJICe 
the corrnnissioner, or officer on his behalf, has a 
s1mpicion that the timber has been cut by a man 
without a license, and seizes it. The man is not 
there to prove that he has a license and that the 
timber was cut by him, and all that is required 
on the part of the officer is that a notice in writ
ing should be posted at the office of the commis
sioner and at the court of petty sessions in the 
district; and that notice is sufficient, if the 
licensee is not aware of it, to bring about the 
forfeiture of the whole of the timber. If he does 
not make his claim within fourteen days the 
timber is sold, simply because he has been away 
and knows nothing of w bat has been done, and 
there is no one to explain or to prove his claim 
to the officer. The very least that should have 
been done in a case of this kind would have been 
to provide that a notice of somewhere abou 
a couple of months should be given. A man 
is not lil<ely to go away and leave timber 
on the gmund with the intention of stopping 
away for a great length of time. Therefore, 
a reasmmble time should, I think, be allowed 
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him to go away and return, and remove the 
timber that he has cut. The 15th paragraph 
of the regulations providl4' that-

,, All timber which hn~ been cut undrr any lk~: n~e 
issued by vir, UP of these regulations mn~t he vent into 
lengths and branded by the licensee with a brand to be 
registered in the office of the commissioner, otherwise 
it will be liable to be seized, forfeited, ami sold on 
behalf of the Crown.'' 
Now, let us i1nagine a n1an engaged cutting 
shingles or palings. How are they to be 
branded? I do not say that an officer would 
remove the upper ones which luwe been branded 
and then say the palings were not hmnded, and 
make a claim on behalf of the Government; but 
there are men who would remove the branded 
palings in such a case, and then inform the 
commissioner that there was no brand upon the 
timber. In that case, if the timber is forfeited 
and sold, the Minister has the power to give half 
of the proceeds of the sale to the informer. I do 
not think the Minister should have that power. 
If any part of the proceeds of any sale is to be 
given to an informer, whether he be an officer of 
the Government or anybody else, it should he 
distinctly stated, and not made optional on the 
part of the Minister to give half of the proceeds 
t0 one informer and not to another. Let all be 
treated alike. If they are to have any portion 
of the proceeds, let them have it by all 
means, but it should be the same in all cases ; 
and I do not think a Government officer should 
receive any part of the proceeds, as they are 
paid for their work. Nor do I think that any 
inducement of this kind should be held out to 
men who are not more honest than they ought to 
be to take advantage of a man who retclly has 
a license, and bring a trun1ped~up caRe against 
him in order to get half of the proceeds that 
would result from the ;,ale of the forfeited timber. 
I think the 19th regulation is a remnant of the 
inefficiency of the old regulations. It says :-

"The cutting or- removal of timber of the under
mentioned sorts is strictly prohibited without special 
permit:-

Bunya bunya (Araucm~iu Bidwillt:,. 
Queensland nnt (JI(·,-adam a tanifolia). 
Currajong. 

"The commissioner may also except timber required 
for shnde or ornament from the operation of timber 
licenses.'' 
IV ell, the hunya bunya and the Queensland 
nut are both determined by their botanical 
names, but the cnrrajong has no other name but 
"currajong." There are two trees known by that 
name, as like to each other as it is possible 
for them to be, and it would be impossible 
to say which is the one which should 
not be cut. ·what is the objection to cutting 
the ordinary currajong? It grows in rnany 
parts of the colony, and in some cases, 
freguently in dry weather, it is cut down rmd 
used as fodder. \Vhy, therefore, absolutely 
prohibit the cutting of it ? There is no object in 
that regulation, and unless there is an object, 
and a very good one, such a regulation should 
not exist at all. It is easy to understand why 
the bunya bunya should be protected, yet there is 
not now the same necessity for protecting even it 
that there formerlv was. At one time there were 
great numbers of blacks who congTegated at the 
Bunya Bunya Mountains and other pbco.s and 
lived for months on the falling nuts from those 
trees. But that state of things ha" pa."ed away. 
There are scarcely any blacks who now hm·e re
conrse to the Bunya Bunya::\lmmtains for supplies 
in that way, and those who are left have any 
quantity of other food. I do not believe at the 
present time there is one black lidng in the 
district in which they used to as.<emhl8 for every 
fifty or a hundred there were at the time the old 
Timber Regulations were framer!. Still, I do 
not blame the hon. gentleman for protecting the 

bunya bunya tree, because there is a something 
special about the tree, and it would be a great 
pity if it were lost to the colony. But what 
the object is in preserving the Queensbnd nut I 
do not know. It is a tree that grows in the 
scrub, and the nnt, I believe, has never been 
used by the blacks. In fact, at the time it was 
disC0\'•2l'ed that the nnts were eatable, the blacks 
did not know of the use of the tree, and yet, for 
some reason or other be-t known to the :Minister 
for Lands, the preservation of the tree still 
exisb. IV e now come to the 20th regulation, 
which provides that-

,, No per~on, "\vhether licensed or not, is llcrmit.ted, 
under any eircmnstanees, to cut down trees of the under
mentioned sorts or a lv;;s size than that specified in each 
case:-

Cedar trees (Ced,'ell1 'Toona) of a circnmfere11Ce less 
than seYen feet six inches at six feet from the 
ground; 

Kanri pine trees ( Damnw,•ct Tolnuda) of a diameter 
lcs~ than two feet ~tt fiye feet from the gronncl; 

Hoop pine trees IAnwcaria Czlwt,-u(lhamii) of a 
di:uneter le '-'S than one foot nine inchc::; at 1iYe 
feet from the ground." 

Now, why should cedar not be cut at less than 
six feet from the grounrl when other trees r"an be 
cut down five feet from the ground? \Vhy did 
not the hon. member make the height from the 
gTound at which all trees can be cut the same? 
The object, I should think, is to make the regu
lations as simple as possible, so that they may 
be understood by the timber-getters ; but these 
appear to ha Ye been made in such a complic11ted 
mttnner that difficulties are sure to arise. \Ve 
now come to the royalties themselves. In the 
first place there is for beech Is. per 100 feet. 
I lnppened to he talking· to the Colonial Botanist 
the other day about some woods he wt~s collecting 
for the exhibition which is going to take place 
at home shortly, anrl in the course of conversa
tion Mr. Bailey informed me that in some dis
tl·icts he had been to he had cut some beech for 
samples which was an entirely different tree to 
the beech in other districts. Now, how on 
earth are timber-getters to distinguish between 
the two different kinds of beech? There surely 
ought to he some way of fixing what trees 
are rer~lly intended to be cut down, because in 
one district a timber-getter may be licensed to 
cut down beech and he charged a royalty of ls. 
per hundred, and in another district he can cnt 
down another beech which will be treated as 
hardwood. I do object most strongly to the fact 
that nodefinitionhas been made of what hardwood 
is. I am certain that ifsampleswereplacedbefore 
different commissioners in different districts 
there would invariably be a difference of opinion 
between them, and I think unless some really 
good definition is given a great arnount of con
fusion will take place. I do not think it is 
necessary to say much about the duty on 
cedar. At the time the export duty Wtts 
proposed I very strongly supported it, but 
that is quite a different thing to the ordinary 
royalty. The effect of that export duty would 
have been to insist upon all the cedar which 
went from here to the other colonies being 
cut up here instead of being sent away in the log. 
That, of course, would have led to the establish
ment of a large number of mills and the employ
ment of a great number of men. But, as matters 
stand now, the whole of the timber which is used 
by timber-dealers in the other colonies is cut 
in thn bn,h, dragg"ecl to the rafting places 
anrl shipped, and the only employment that 
is found for 1nen in conneetion with the cedar 
tr:r"de is the 1nere cutting of it, dragging it flcnvn, 
and putting it on board ,hip. That is where the 
advantage of the export duty would come in. It 
wonld not have prevented the utilising of timbers 
which are produced in the colony, but it wonld 
have given employment to ten men where one is 
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employed now. I can only say that I regret 
now, as much as I did at the time, that the 
Government of the day did not insist upon 
that 12s. export duty on timber in the log 
being carried out. I think greD,t hardships are 
likely to nriHe in refere11ce to the regnla.tionH 
dealing with the removal of timber, because it is 
provided that no man can remove timber in the 
log without having a special permit. I do 
not think the Minister for Lands really under
stood what the effect of tho,e licenses and 
the regulations connected with them would he. 
\Ye have a provision here that every man 
engaged in fencing 1nay, with a license No. 3, go 
to work and cut whatever timber he rerruires for 
fencing or for splitting, and he may remove it as 
he chooses. Take the 011se of a man engaged in 
putting· up a house such as we often see in the 
bush. lV[en so engaged generally take a sn1all 
contract for three or four months. At any mte, 
by the conditions of the contract a number 
of slabs are required for the lmilcling, and, 
further, ronnel posts are required for all 
the cornerK; bnt no In::tn can get these round 
pm;ts, according to these regulations, \vithout 
having a license for log tin1ber. So that no 1nan 
can cut the timber for an ordinary building in 
in the bush without having two licenses. He 
must have one license to cut the slabs and 
another to enable him to cut the round posts he 
requires, which are really timber in the log. He 
lnuRt also get permission to dra,\v thern, and pay 
the royalty on them. Of course, I know the hon. 
member never intended that that should be so. 
The intention, no doubt, was that small contracts 
like that should be done in the ordinary way, 
without interference, but what I have stated 
is the effect of the reguh1tions as they are now, 
and it is a very great hardship to men engaged 
in this work that such interference should be 
allowed. :B'or the most part they are men who 
have not much means and take small contracts 
to find them in employment for three or four 
months during the time they are not obliged to 
be constantly at work on their selections. 
It is desirable that everything should be 
done to encourage these 1nen, and that 
every facility should be given to enable 
them to take up such work. The same 
objection applies in the case of men taking up 
contracts for building bridges and culverts for 
divi8ional boards, and other little trumpery jobs 
of that kind. Then I say the regulations are in
sufficient, inasmuch as they overlook the posi
tion in which such men as these may be 11laced, 
being drawn up as they are. Coming to the 
special timber licenses, I find, according to the 
31st clause, that when an application is made for 
one of these licenses the application is made to 
the commir,sioner, who has to send it on to 
the Minister wit.h his report, for approval; but 
according to the 32nd regulation, although the 
commissioner has not the power to grant a 
license he has the power to prevent a man from 
getting one. \Vhy ~hould all these licenses have 
to be sent on to the :Minister with the recom
mendation of the commissioner, so that he may 
decide whether they should be granted or not? 
The 32nd regulation says :-

"The commissioner may amend the dcseription of 
boundaries contained in the a})plication, or the aren, to 
be oomprisLd in the lkensc, and may exclude any hmd 
whieh it may appear expedient to withhold from 
license." 

I do not see why the commissioner should not be 
empowered to deal wit,h all these license'· \Vhy is 
it necessary that special licenses should be sent 
clown to the ~Iinhlter '? :::lurely a commissioner 
with ordinary intelligence might be entrusted 
with a matter of that kind ! The 33rd regula
tion provides that although a special license may 
be given, anyone who is authorised by the 

:Yiinister may enter upon that land and remove 
timber required for public purposes. Surely a 
man who has a special license is entitled to all 
the timber on his land so long as the license 
lasts, yet rwcording to the 33rd regulation timber 
required for public works may be removed by 
any person duly anthorise<l by the l'!Iinister. 
There is no reference made as to whether the 
timber so taken is to be paid for or not, or 
whether any concession is to be made to the 
holder of the special license in such cases. Surely 
a case like that is likely to give rise to much 
dissatisfaction, and the J•n·ovisions in such cases 
should be more definitely laid down. So far as 
the royalty to be paid by holders of special 
licenses is concerned, I think it desirabl" that 
some regulation of the kind should be introdnced. 
I am not prepared to say that it should be 
nec~ssary for the timber-getter to pay £50 a year 
if he wishes to get his license for the next year, 
because I know that a very great deal ofland would 
be taken up tmtlcr spocialliceme, on which there 
iR no possibility of the licen~ee getting the an10nnt 
of timber necessary to pay that £50; though I 
believe there is some country, as the Minister for 
Lancl>i sa vs, where that amount of timber might 
be g'ot. 'Now, as to the fees to be charged fC?r 
the different licenses, I do not think there iS 
anything right in them. I complained over and 
over again, in this House and in the Lands 
Office, that the fees charged under the old 
regulations were grossly inequitabl.e, and I 
have the same complaint to nmke With regard 
to these. There is certainly a little improve
ment made, but there is still an iner1uality 
in the charges, althong·h not to the same 
extent as before. License No. 3-a license ts 
cut slabs, fencing stuff, or shingles-is to be 
£3, and it is to be paid quarterly ; but the 
licenses to cut firewood or strip wattle-bark for 
sale, or to burn charcoal, are each to cost ,£2. 
The difference between the two is, that the man 
who wants to get slabs, or fencing stuff, or 
shingles, whichever it may be, goes into the 
forest and cuts the very best timber he can 
find, leaving the refuse scattered over the ground 
-a nuisance to everybody, besides destroying 
so much of the grasc;; whilst the other man is 
charged £2 for actually coming to the rescue. of 
the Government and clearing off all the rubbish 
left by the first man, at the same time leaving 
the land more valuable. I say that the man who 
uses fallen timber for firewood or for charcoal 
should not be charg·ed more than 5s. or 10s. a year. 
There may not be so many men engaged in that 
work but the Governn1ent in arranging matters 
of thi's kind ought to have taken these de_tails into 
consideration and made the fees for the licenses as 
equitable as r;osoihle by charging something like 
a fair price compamtively, for the different 
licenses gTm;ted. I have pointed out that the 
holder of a splitting license must, in the first 
place, g-et a permit before he can take the 
stuff off the ground, and then he must 
pay a rop1lty as well on the round stuff. 
If he does not do that, and anyone makes a 
complaint against him, he must lose his license. 
There is no option about it; the mere fact. of 
the complaint being made is enough to deprive 
him of his license. I am quite sure that matter 
has been overlooked hy the Minister ; no 
one would think for a moment of such a 
regulation being pennitted to remain in force. 
It ic; not that pc<1ple generally will lay con;
plaints that won!ll c:1nse a man to Jose his 
liceDse but any n1an having a spite against 
anothe~· might lay a complaint, and the license 
would be forfeited forth with. I think the leader 
of the OpJ >osition, in the remarks he made, ref<;rred 
to the chief objections against the regulatwns. 
In my opinion, they are bad in so f~r as they 
propose to levy a royalty at a tm1e when 
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it is to the detriment of the industry and 
the injury of those engaged in it. If a 
royn,Jty is to be imposed, a time should be 
chosen when the industry has been reilt<>recl 
to something like the prosperity with which it 
was conducted ..:orne t\vo or three years ago. 
One excuse for levying a royalty on timber· 
cutting on Crown lands is that, in 1w1ny casf's, 
selectors have been able to sell to the timber
getters the timber on their b,nds at highly 
profitable rates. But it must be remem
bered that nearly all the laud within a 
reasonable distance of the mills has already 
been taken up, and of course the timber-getters 
can afford to pay a higher price for the timber on 
such lands, because the expense of carriage is 
so much less. The Crown lands are usually 
situated at a far greater distance from the mill, 
and the tim ber·getters are put to all the extm 
expense of removal. To put in force tlwse 
regulations would be an injmy to the in· 
du.stry, and cause a grc1.t nnm ber of n1eu 
to be turned out of employment when there 
was not the slightest reason for it. I oLject 
to the imposition of royalty on that account 
nn1v, and I object to the regulations aR a 
whole, because I believe they have been adopted 
without that consideration which they ought to 
haYe received. As far as the smaller timber
getters are concerned, it means the absolute 
ruin of their business. I think the inclmtry 
should be encouraged in every possible way. 
I give the Minister for Lands credit for 
having attempted to prevent waste, but I 
believe that in that attempt, and in the 
attempt to derive revenue from the timber of 
the colony, he has gone a great deal too far. I 
do not agree with him when he ,,ays that all the 
natnral products of the country should be made 
to return a revenue to the State. If that is to he 
£-:O, why not charge rnore un the 1nost valuable of 
our country's products-I mean gold? Every 
possible inducement is offered to the people 
engaged in gold-mining to get the most they 
can out of the land, and I say that every 
possible inducement should be given to people 
engaged in the useful industry of t'Jrning our 
timber to profitable account, so long as all 
reasonable rneans a .. re taken t(l prevent waste. 
For my own part, without wishing· to eondemn 
the Minister for Lands too strong·ly, I think 
he has acted too impulsively and without a 
sufficient knowledge of the subjects with which 
he dealt. I disagree with the Timber Regulations 
on those grounds. They are not so bad as those 
which were fint ibsued and afterwards with
drawn ; but I do not think that in their l'""'ent 
form it is desirable they should be allowed to 
ren1ain in force. 

Mr. MELLOR said: Mr. Speaker,-Thehon. 
gentleman who has just sat down has given us 
a very long speech, but I do not know that we 
are very mnch wiser for it. I listened atten
tively to what he was saying·, but in a good many 
cases I could not make out what he really meant. 
I could not make out what the results of his 
arguments, in a good many of the matters 
to which he was referring, would really be. 
I know something of timber-getting- in this 
colony; I have been a good 1nany years engaged 
in that industry, and I know something about 
the timber-getters in our district. I mnst say 
that the first regulationB j.,,,~ne(1 r·,1nRed a 8'0od 
deal of cmnrnotion a.nd opposition, ~~<lld if they 
had not been :•Jtered-if we had those regn· 
lations before us to-night- I should have 
felt justified in voting for the hon. member 
for 1lnlgr,l.ve's n1otion. Bnt '\ve have new 
regulations, and I think most of the timber
getters are satisfied that they are workable 
and jnst, provided an import duty is imposed 
on timber brought into the colony. I think that 

is only a proper thing for this colony to do ; we 
know "that the other colonies charge an import 
dnty, and we have to pay it on timber we send 
away. 

The Hox. Sm T. :\IciLWRAITH: \Vhy 
should we tax timber? 

Mr. MELLOR: The other colonies tax us, 
and it is only fair that we should do the same 
thin~·. \Ve know very well that the introd';'C· 
tion of timber from Xew Zeahnd and Amm·1ca 
hcc.s been to a great extent the cctuse of the 
depression of the industry in this colony. I <tm 
con vincecl that if there is" duty put on imported 
timber most of the timber-getters will be satis· 
fied with the present regulations. The hon. 
leader of the Opposition, in objecting to the 34th 
clause of the regulations, stated that 400,000 feet 
of timber would have to be remmed by the holder 
of a Bpeciallicense in a year in order that it mig_ht 
be renewed; but we know very well that "pecml 
license" 'ne not obt»ined for hardwood, but for 
pine, of which only 200,000 feet wo~ld be needec!. 
In the event of a special license bmng· granted Jt 
may take a party of men perhaps three or four 
mouths to make roads to it ; and if they do 
not comply with the regnlations, at the end of 
twelve months they may lose the benefit of that 
labour. The amount of royalty should be cut 
down fully one-half <tt all events. It is '~very 
uood lease that will carry 400,000 feet. Trmber 
f.q not so large now as it used to be in the kauri 
scrubs near the coast. Of course there is some 
kauri still, but most of the kauri scrubs have 
been "elected, and are now held as private pro
perty. I <trgue that it is an unjust tax to. pu~ on 
timber in the \Vide Bay tmd Bnndaberg diStrrcts, 
that it shoul<l be canied by rail by weight 
instead of by m<>asure. That should certainly 
never have been deci<led, and no doubt when the 
case is represented to the JYiinister for vV orks he 
will, seeing that it is a purely departmental 
matter, take care that it is corrected. I heard an 
hon. member say not long since that w~erever 
the timber-getters went they left destn;ctwn and 
dearth behind them. I know somethm)!; about 
these men, and I say that the timber~·g:etters 
throughout the colony have been a most mdus
trious and useful class, <tnd have opened up to 
settlement the districts they worked in. Although 
his main object has been to cut timber he has had 
to make roads, and settlers have always followed 
him. 1\Tany of these men in looking for tim her 
have found land they deemed it desimble to 
settle upon, <tnd after making a little money 
they have done so and become goocl settlers. .I 
say the timber-getterH lmve been a boon to th:s 
colony. \Vith reference to cedar, we know that rt 
is becoming a scarce commodity. There may be 
many cedarforests in the colony yet undiscovered, 
but as far as we know a great deal of our 
remaining cedar is now lying felled in the scrubs. 
I do not think it would hurt the cedar-getters 
very much to work under the new regulations, 
because they htwe the timber <tlready fallen; but 
it is scarcely fair that tho~e who have to fetch the 
timber from such long distances should have to 
pay 2s. per 100 feet, because they are th.ereby 
heavily handicapped <tgainst those whose timber 
is already felled, and which they need not 
remove until they think proper. Ced~.r is a tim?er 
which will lie for many years w1thout bemg 
injured by the exposure. I should like to see an 
additional export duty put on cedar. The pre,;ent 
expol't duty is 2s. per 100 feet, hut it would w?t 
be an unfair tttx to add a little more to rt 
when it is sent outside the colony. That 
export trade has been and is l1eing cctrried 
on to a very large extent, aml the . other 
colonies must htwc this timber. :Ylany trmber 
merchants in the other colonies have large gangs 
of men engrLged here for the purpose of taking 
our timber awt~y. They have their headquarters 
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in Melbourne, and take away one of the most 
useful and valuable products of queensland. It 
would b0 no injustice to tax them a little more. 
I must confe,,; I should like to h"'ve seen some
thing in the regulations about fc>rest conser
vancy, but there is not a word about it. Com
mittees have sat on this subject, and a good 
deal of talk has been spent upon it; but up to the 
present time nothing else has been done. An 
hon. member has certainlv called for returns on 
the subject, but somethin~ more is wanted, and 
it would be a great benefit to the colony if the 
(}overnment would iRsue smne regulations respect
ing the conservation of our fore~ts. I shall not 
detain the House longer. If the regulations had 
not been amended I should have felt compelled 
to vote for the motion ; but in their amended 
form, and with the prospect before us of an 
import duty being put upon sawn timber coming 
into the colony, I think they will prove accept
able to the large and valuable class of men to 
whom they apply. 

Mr. STEVE:YS said: l\Ir. Speaker,~The 
hon. member for \Vide Bay says he is of opinion 
that timber-getters will be satisfied with these 
regulations if an import duty is put upon sawn 
timber. Thrtt may be the feeling in the hon. 
member's district, but it certainly is not the 
feeling among the men in the South. The sole 
effect of these regulations is to make the getting 
of timber as difficult as possible. After the timber
getter has felled his timber q,nd conveyed it to some 
central place to have it inspected and measured, 
he is to pay a royalty. The entire body of the 
regulations is objectionable, and in son1e in
stances they almost amount to a hrtrsh tyranny. 
'l'he time allowed by the regnlations for remo'v
ing timber~ twelve months~ thongh it may 
appear a very long one to outsiders, is in point 
of fact far too short. Under the old regulations 
removal frequently meant conveying the timber 
to some creek or watercourse, where it would 
be floated down to the ordinary rafting-ground. 
Under the present regulations, ''removal" 
means conveying the timber from the stump to 
some central point, such as a mill or rafting
ground. Now, during the last three years there 
has not been~in the southern vortion of the 
colony, at all events~anything like sufficient 
rain to flood even a small portion of the creeks 
running down from the ranges ; so that if 
the timber-getter conveyed his logs to a 
creek with the idea that they would be 
flooded down in the usual way, and he was 
disappointed by the season, he would lose 
his logs by effiuxion of time. That in itself 
would be a great injustice. In some cases logs 
are conveyed to creeks to be floated down whe~e 
they could not be carried any further by teams. 
The teams could not follow the course of the 
creek nor take the logs across the ranges ; and 
I know that in some cases over £100-in one 
instance I know of my own knowledge that 
it cost £150 to open a road from the 
rafting-ground to where the logs were 
lying; but still, sir, if the time allowed 
elapsed before the road could be made the 
timber-getter would lose his logs. During the 
last three years it has been a matter of impossi
bility for timber-getters to remove anything like 
the amount of timber they b,we cut, riot because 
it is in inaccessible places, but because there has 
heen no food for their teams in the ranges. If 
this has heen the case in the past, why should it 
not occur in the future? But these regulations 
make no provision whatever to meet ca,es of this 
sort. Another objection I have is that the 
ranger or person --~tuthnrised by the Governn1ent 
to see th»t the regulations are carried out 
receives half the amount derived from seized 
timber. I think that tends naturally to make a 
ranger very tyrannical in his dealings with 

timber-getters. It is almost certain, before he 
has been a ranger very long, to make him have 
recourse to all sorts of mea,ures to harass 
an cl annoy those men, and take every trivial 
ad\'antage he c;,m to obtain half the money to be 
derived from the seizure of their logs. In con
nection with this matter there is one clause 
of the Crown Lands Act which I am sure, 
if hon. members take the trouble to consider for 
a moment, they will see is very tyrannical and 
unjust. A man who commits a breach of the 
Act, or of the regulations, is punished in three 
ways for his one offence~ his timber is seized, he 
is to be fined a snm not less than £5, and he 
is to lose his license for the year. I think, sir, 
the seizing of the timber would be quite suffi
cient punishment for a breach of the regulations, 
or, at any rate, a fine of £5 ; but to seize his 
timber, fine him £1\, and deprive him of his 
means of living for twelve months, is out of all 
re::tson. The 2nd section of the regulations 
provides that applications for licenses to cut 
timber on Crown lands must he made to the 
commissioner, and the latter part says :~ 

"On rcceipL of an npplic;ation the commissioner will 
oxcrniso hi~ discretion as to g-ranting or withholding 
t.hc license applied for, acconling to the circumslances 
of the case." 

I think that places a very large amount of dis
cretion in the hands of any ordinary m"n. I do 
not SU]Jpose that a commissioner is less liable to 
be influenced by personal feelings than anyone 
else, and it is possible~ in fact, highly probable~ 
that if a commissioner had been annoyed very 
much by a person applying for a license he 
would give him a bad character, and say that he 
was totally unfit to hold a license. At any rate 
he has that discretion, and I do not think such 
power should he placed in his hands. Clause 
13 is rather a stringent one. It provides :~ 

"'rho commissioner or other officer duly appointed to 
act in that behalf may seize any timber cut by un
licensed persons, and any cut timber lying on Crown 
lands or anvof the lands mentioned in sectionS of these 
regulation~~ which he has cau...,c to believe has been cut 
by a person not duly authorised to cut the same." 

\V ell, sir, we all know that there is a great deal 
of jealousy in this trade. Sometimes timber
getters annoy each other in every possible way; 
and if one man has a dislike to another he may 
inform the ranger or commissioner that certain 
logs have not been cut in accordance with the 
regulations, and that officer may thereupon seize 
the timber. In such a case as that it might put 
the owner to a great deal of trouble and annoy
ance to prove that the timber was his own ; and 
if, by any chcmce, he should not hear within 
fourteen days that it had been seized, it would he 
forfeited. That certainly is very hard. With 
regard to the royalty, I must say at once that I 
am totally opposed to it. I do not see why this 
royalty should he imposed at all. I do not con
sider that any sufficient reason has been given 
why it should be imposed. If it is for the 
purpose of increasing the revenue, the admission 
of the Minister for Lands, that a greater number 
of rangers will be required, would prove that 
that object will be defeated, because the sahries 
required to be paid to those rangers will absorb 
all the revenue, or more than all the revenue, 
derived from the royalty. If this part of 
the regulations is simply meant to get some
thing more out of the timber-g-etters, instead 
of having it as royalty, why not make them pay a 
hi3'her licen"e fee? It would be much fairer, 
bec:tusc they wvuld know exactly in what posi
tion they were placed, and it would do away 
with a great deal of inconvenience and irritation. 
'rhe latter part o£ the 24th clause deals with the 
measurement of timber. Now, it is very well 
known, or, at a,ny rate, tlHJse who have had a 
little praotical experience can easily imagine, 
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that the mertsnrement of the Crown lands 
ranger and the measurement made at the mill 
will be two very different things. The ranger 
will measure every inch of timber that he van 
possibly claim to measure, and when the logs o.re 
brought to the mill the probability is that the 
timber-getter will be paid for perhaps a fourth 
or a fifth less timber than he has had to pay 
royalty upon. 

Mr. BAILEY: That is one of the great 
points. 

Mr. STEVEKS : Then, with reference to the 
measurement of the timber 8t the rafting-ground. 
\Ve will take the case of a man who is licensee! 
to cut timber on Crown lands, and who also 
has a right to cut timber on his own freehold. 
lYiany of these timber-getters have freehold 
selections, and how is the ranger to know 
which timber has been cut on the freehold bnd, 
and which h>~s been cut on Crown bnds" It is verv 
easy for a timber-getter to evade the Act i;1 
that way. He may say, "All this timber is 
frmn my freehold," o.nd how is the ranger to 
know whether such is the case or not ? The 
temptation is too great to 8" ade the Act, for 
the man will think that he is only doing the 
same a.-; others have done. \V e all know that 
people who are thoroughly honest in every other 
respect think no harm whatever of defrauding 
the revenue in va.rious ways, and I do not 
suppose timber-getter.-; are any better than 
anyone else, nor are they any worse 
either. Then, there is another point to be con
sidered, and that is the number of rangers that 
will be required to inspect the timber in large 
districts. The Logan district, for instance, 
extends from the Logan to the Tweed River, 
and there are several places which would neces
sarily be depots for timber. It would, therefore, 
take eight or ten pretty smart rangers to travel 
about, and be in all those places when required, in 
order to prevent men losing a great elect! of time. 
The wages required to pay these ranger• to travel 
over a district and carry out their work properly 
will consume more than twice the amount of 
money derived from this source. lleference has 
been made to the gold-miner. It was stated that 
he had not to pay a royalty, and it just struck me 
as possible that an argument might be raised 
against that. It may be said that the 
gold-miner has no certainty whatever. He 
sinks with the expectation only of finding gold; 
whilst, on the other hand, the timber-getter ha" a 
certainty of finding trees. There is this answer 
to that: that the timbe1·-getter, althongh he may 
fell his trees, may never derive one single 
penny profit out of them, for, as I have shown 
before, the timber may be on the ground for 
months and months without the slightest chance 
of his getting it away. In the first place the 
timber-getter has often to spend \veeks in finding 
a rettlly good tree, or small patch of trees, 
that are fit to cut. He climbs moun
tains at the risk of his life, and he 
fells a tree with the chance, then, of finding a 
road by which he can remove it from the scrub 
to the raft. Sometimes, after he has felled these 
trees, he finds there is no practicable way of 
getting them out whatever. It would not do for 
him to spend months in looking for a road first. 
l<'irst he has to find the trees, and then trust to 
finding a road afterwards; so that in some 
cases there is no more certainty for the 
timber-getter deriving any benefit from his 
timber than there is of a gold-miner obtain
ing the gold he sinks for. It has been said 
that, although the timber-getter opens up the 
country, he frequently secures the best land 
he can find for himself; but these men are con
tinnally opening up the country. I can say 
without fear of contradiction that if it had not 
been for the timber-getter the Logan district 
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would now have been as much a wilderness as it 
was thirty or forty years ago. Some of the 
oldest residents there, and some of the wealthiest 
of them - men who have derived benefit 
from these explorationo of the timber-getter
have told me 0\-er and over again that it was by 
following the tracks of the timber-getters that 
the richest land on the Logan has been found. 
That is continually going on at present. In one 
of the timber reserves, of some 40,000 acres, there 
has been found land of a riclmess of quality 
which was never suspected. That was found by 
the timber-getters, and when it is thrown open 
for selection the Minister for Lands will have 
to repeat what I say-that if it had not 
been for these men that land would have 
remained for many years nnselectecl. I think 
I have touched upon the chief points in con
nection with these regulations. I know that, 
whatever rnay he the feeling in the district which 
the hon. member for \Vide Bay represents, the 
feeling in the Logan is quite different. 0 f 
course it is to the advantage of the tim
ber-getters tlmt a duty should be imposed 
upon timber coming into the country ; but 
it certainly will not relieve them of the 
hanbhips that these regulations will cause. The 
J\Iini,ter for Lands pnwed just now that the 
timber-getter, although there may be a benefit 
deri verl from the higher price of timber, will 
not benefit as much as the miller. He stated 
that the price of timber had risen 4s. per 100 
feet at the mill, and that he believed the timber
getter only got about 2s. I believe the timber
getters get even less. There is a direct tax 
upon the timber-getter; it is not a tax upon 
the consumer at all. The theory is-and it is 
generally admitted-that any tax imposed upon 
anything falls upon the consumer; but in this 
case it does not do anything of the sort. The 
practical effect is that it falls upon the timber
getter. lYiany hon. members can bear me out 
when I say the timber-getter has not the 
slightest chance of recovering anything like the 
tax imposed upon him, as the miller has. In some 
cases there are contract;;; to deliver a certain quan
tity of timber, and the royalty will have to be paid 
upon that, anrl the timber-getter will not be able 
to recover it; so it will interfere directly in that 
way. I pnt in a claim now especially for the 
timber-getter-he is the man who will suffer. 
There have been vn,rious ways suggested by 
which this royalty or tax can be placed upon the 
timber, so that it will fall upon the community; 
but I am not going to bring them forward now. 
J simply state that it is my firm belief that it is 
an unjust and exce"ive tax, and that it falls upon 
a class of men totally unfit to bear it. 

:Mr. SJ\IYTH said: J\Ir. Speaker,-I am very 
glad that the leader of the Opposition has 
brought this matter before the House. \Ve have 
certain regulations before the House, and we 
have al"o the experience of a number of persons 
here who ha,ve been engaged in the industry for 
a considerahle time. The hon. member for \Vide 
Bay, who spoke before the hon. member for 
Logan, has had more experience, I suppooe, of 
the timber industry than any other man in the 
House, and he can speak with authority. There 
is n0 man in the House who will suffer more 
by that royalty than I shall; but I think it is a 
very good thing as it is now, provided the 
regulations are amended in several ways. The 
royalty money, in my opinion, should be used, 
not for the purpose of increasing the revenue, 
but for the purpoue of planting out the young 
timber which is now being destroyed in the 
scrubs. In the scrubs in the \Vide Bay 
district there are some thousands of pine and 
bunya tree,, and any amount of young cedar, 
going to destruction, as it is growing too thickly in 
some places and wants transplanting. If men used 
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to the work were sent there to utilise the money 
raised by the royalty in planting out the young 
trees, the timber-getter would receive a benefit 
from it in future years, near Brisbane espe
cially. I object to the royalty on a good many 
grounds. In the first place, it affects the mills 
near the coast-not so much the mills inlan<l. 
The timber tbat is coming from the other 
colonies, from the United States, British North 
America, and New Zealand affects the coast 
mills and not the inland mills; so that if any 
measure be brought forward to protect the timber 
industry by means of a tax upon timber coming in 
the coast mills will soon reap the beuefi t. This 
colony charges less for the timber coming into 
it than all the other timber-producing colonies 
we know of. The timber shipped from New 
Zealand and British North America is shipped 
at Ss. 6d. per 100 feet, and in this colony we 
charge an ad valorem of 5 per cent., which means 
about 5d. per 100 feet. New Zealand is the 
colony which sends the largest quantity of timber 
here. There is no need for a protection tax for 
timber, and yet they charge 4s. per 100 feet 
upon dressed timber and 2s. upon rough 
timber coming into New Zealand. \Vhy should 
we allow their timber to come in and compete 
with ours, and prohibit our timber from going
there? We should tax them upon the same prin
ciple that they tax us, and we should tax ::'if ew 
South \Vales in the same way. They charge us 
ls. for roug-h timber and 2s. for dressed timber, 
and why should we not bring New South \V ales 
to her bearings ; why should we stand by ? In 
the \Vide Bay districts there are mills idle, and 
there will very soon be others, on account of the 
quantity of timber coming into the colony-not on 
account of the royalty. Before the royalty laws 
were framed the mills were standing- idle, because 
the yards were filled with foreign timber. That 
was the cause, and not the royalty at all. Let 
a tax be put on that timber which is coming 
into the country, and the mills now standing 
idle will soon be at work, and the Govern
ment will receive a con,iderable revenue from 
licenses and royalties under these regulations. I 
wish now to say a word or two about the import 
duty on timber in some of the southern colonies. 
In South Australia the charge on rough or 
planed boards is ls. 6d. per 100 feet, and on skirt
ing-, moulding, etc., ls. 6d. per lOO lineal feet. 
In Victoria there is an cul valo1·em duty of 
26 per cent. on "wood ware." The Victorian 
people, however, come into this colony and 
take our timber away, paying only 2s. per 
100 feet. That is all the benefit we receive 
from them. Yet they charge 26 per cent. 
on "woodware." Then why should we not 
do with them that which they do with us? 
Another point worthy of attention which has 
been touched upon during the debate is the 
manner in which timber-g-etters throw the logs 
they have felled into creeks or rivers. This was 
referred to by the member for Logan. It is very 
unfortunate, I think, that timber-getters should 
put their timber there. I know it is frequently 
done on the Mary River. At the present time 
there are hundreds of logs lying in that river not 
worth one penny per 100 feet, because it is 
blue and unfit for any purpose whatever. It 
is well known that pine becomes blue if 
left in water for any length of time after 
it has been felled. But timber.getters con
tinue to do this kind of thing, and they can 
afford to lose 200 or 300 logs occasionally. I 
object to any timber being thrown into t>ny river 
or creek above tidal water in the mannerit has been 
up to the present time. It is for the benefit of the 
timber industry and the whole colony that the 
destruction of timber I have referred to should 
be prevented. Another matter that has been 
spoken about is the appointment of rangers. In 

my opinion we should have active strapping 
young men for that position. \V e do not want a 
lot of sneaks g-oing all round the country to see 
whether they can find anyone against whom they 
can inform. The clause in the regubtions dealing 
with this subject should, I think, be abolished. I 
notice that:tnanalogy has been drawn between the 
position of miners and timber-getters. \V ell, I 
will compare the two cases. A timber-f;etter goes 
into a forest, he fells his trees and crosscuts them, 
aurl he knows within a trifle what those trees 
are win·th. But it is different with the miner. 
He pays an annual rent of so much per acre for 
the land on which he works ; he sinks a deep 
shaft and he may strike a reef or he may not, 
and if he strikes one he does not know what is in 
it. The timber-getter, however, has a sure 
and certain knowledge with regard to the value 
of his work. 

Mr. STEVENS: No! 
J\Tr. SMYTH : The member for Logan says 

"No." \V ell, perhaps it is not so certain with 
regard to the logs the timber-getter throws into 
the river in the way described by the hon. gentle
lnan. 

Mr. STEVENS said: I mnst explain to the 
hon. gentleman what I said on the subject. I 
cannot allow what I stated to be misrepresented, 
even in a joke-it is rather too serious a matter 
for that. I said that after the tim her-getter 
felled his trees possibly he might not find a road 
open to take them away, or he might not have 
feed for his teams, and the logs would remain on 
the ground until the time had expired which 
was allowed by the Act for the removal of the 
timber. I did not mean anything I said in con
nection with mining to be construed into a reflec
tion on the miners, and I do not think the hon. 
gentleman ought to try to score a point against 
the timber-getter in defending the miner. 

Mr. S;',IYTH: This is-not the place to defend 
the timber-getter. I look upon that class of 
men as among the hardest worked people in the 
colony. I know from my own knowledge that the 
timber-getters work very hard, and that in many 
cases the teams of horses and lmllocks are not 
owned by them, as they are all mortgag~d. 
Some comparison has been drawn between the pnce 
of timber now and what it was a few years ago, 
and the difference was stated, I believe, to be 
about 4s. But the price of logs then was 3s. or 4s. 
per lOO feet, whereas now it is 7s. or 7s. Gel., and 
much of the timber has to be drawn from long
distances. I know an instance where timber is 
drawn by teams over a distance of 26 miles, 
so that it is the difference in the price of log-
timber that has enhanced the value of sawn 
timber. There is one clause that has been unfa
vourably commented upon by certain hon. mem
bers. That is clause :>7, which provides tlmt "no 
special license will be renewed unless the holder 
has paid during the preceding- year a sum of not 
less than £50 as royalty in respect of timber cut 
in the area specified in the license." Under 
this clause, supposing a person having a couple 
of teams had one of these special licenses, 
and we had a very dry season such as we 
have experienced lately, and that he could 
not work his bullocks in order that he 
might cut and rerr:ove timber to_ the extei!t 
required to pay th1s royalty of £DO, then h1s 
license would not be renewed. And such a case 
might happen. At the present time many 
mills are almost stopped on account of the 
proprietors not being able to get their timber 
drawn, owing to the inability of the timber
getters to work their bullocks because of the 
drought. I think it is a rather string-ent 
provision that the amount specified s~ould. be 
paid within twelve months, because It might 
happen that, either on account of extreme 
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wet or dry weather, a licensee woulcl not 
be able to comply with the conditions. I cer
tainly am of opinion that the amount might be 
reduced to ·£20. There is >tnother thin~· tktt 
has been referred to, >tnd th>tt is the license fee 
tha.t carriers have to p:.ty. Every Int1n drawing 
timber has to p>ty a license to the Government. 
Now, when the division>tl boards were formed 
it was generally expected that they would receive 
the license fees. The Government clmrged for 
the license originally in order that the c:nriers 
might contribute something to the maintenance 
of the roads, which were then kept in repair by 
the central authority; and when the divisional 
boarcls took over those roads it was only bir that 
they should have any license fee-; paid by the car
riers. The Premier made some kind of promise last 
session, when talking about ttmendments in con
nection with the Divisional Board,o; Act, that the 
boards should have those fees, but I found a short 
time ago before I left Gympie that carrier., were 
still paying the Government for their licenses. 
If this question goes to a vote I shall nut vote 
against the royalty being done away with, be
cause I think from what has been saicl l'Y the 
Minister for Land.-; and his colleagues th:~t the 
Governmer:t will see their way to app;y the 
money denved from that source in a wav that 
will be for the benefit of the timber-gettei's, and 
also to put a tax on timber coming into the C•Jlony. 
By these means the mills now standing idle in the 
colony will be enabled to continue working, and 
the result will be an increase in the novenue 
received by the Treasury from the timber trade. 

Mr. SHERIDAN said: Mr. Speaker,-
Coming from a timber district, as I clo, and being 
a representative of a town where timber-(rettin{r 
isreallythe chief industry,I think it mydutytosay 
a few words on this subject. I may say, sh·, that 
so far as the first set of regulations were concerned, 
had they been brought forward in the form in which 
I saw them I certainly would have deemed it 
my duty to my constituents and to the country 
to vote uga~r:st them, bnt they have been very 
mn?h modified, as shown by the regulations 
whiCh are now before the House; and when the 
people get accustomed to these regulations
which I gmnt are very difficult to frame 
and introduce-they will be found to work 
very. well. Still, they admit of improvement, 
and I have no doubt that that improvement 
will take place when it is seen how the re•yula
tions work and where amcndrnent is necetl~ary. 
I hold in my pocket a telegram which I 
have just now received, in which soms 
rather impracticable portions of the regula
tions are referred to, and that teleamrn I 
shall deem it my dnty to place in the hands of 
the Minister for Lands, as being· the fittest 
person to deal with the subject. In the discus
~ion on this ~na,tter during tl~e evening, smne very 
Important crrcun1stances \Vhwh surround it were 
touched upon, and the first was the duty on cedar. 
I remember when it was proposed to fix the duty 
at 12~. it W>ts received with a great deal of plea
sure m Maryborough, because it wa•looked upon 
as the means of establishing various industries 
there ; that instead of sending away this valu
able commodity it would be cut up, and sash and 
door factories cond other industries connected with 
it would be established, and therefore it would 
be of very great use to the community. I was 
sorry at the time it was reduced from 12s. to 
?s., and I wonlcl be very glad indeed if it was 
mcrea.sed to 12s. again, as it is a valuable timber and 
is very likely to be run ont-as we shall in time 
exhaust the quantity and have to go to places 
where it is very difficult to obtain it. I sh<mlcl, 
therefore, be very glad that so much protection 
should be given to the country as to have 
the duty of 12s. per lOO feet put on again. 
Another matter of great importance has been 

slightly touched upon, and that is forest 
conservancy. I have no doubt, from what I 
have seen myself, that a vast quantity of 
vldnable timber in this country has been 
wasted-has beeu cut down :mrlleft to rot at the 
stump. Instettd, however, of this being a great 
fltcility, or in fact any facility at all, to the 
hrmer, I hnld it has been a great impediment to 
him. The leaving of the•e stumps and branches 
and the falling of a few pine or cedar trees in 
the scrubs and leaving the debris around, 
and the consequent growth of brushwood and 
nnclerwood which trtkes place in these scrubs 
where }mrtial clearings have been made, instead 
of being a benefit has been a hindrance to the 
fttrmer, and I am sure any practical f>trmer in 
this House hearing me speak in this way will 
agree with me. At the same time, I know the 
tirnber-getter has been of great use as a pioneer, 
and he has discovered many valuable scrubs 
which by-and-by will turn out exceed
ingly useful f0r agricultural farms. I hope 
the Government will see their way clear to 
appoint >1 commissioner of woods and forests in 
this colony. No more useful appointment than 
that could be made. Such an officer could 
take charge of all these Timber Regulations 
and of the Crown lands rangers and see that 
om valuable timber was protected. A great deal 
could be done by planting out and thinning out 
the multitude of small pine and cedar trees that 
grow in the scrubs. I have seen them growing 
as thick as a field of wheat or barley in some 
t>f the scrubs. I am sure, if suituble persons 
were appointed to tbin them out and let 
the best grow, they would be conserving 
very valuable timber indeed. \Vith regard to 
a few words that fell from the hon. member 
for Logan, who spoke of men having climbed 
great mountain;; at the risk of their lives, and 
there discovered a few pine trees and cut them 
down, and were not uble to find any road to take 
them out: all I can sav is that the men who 
did so must have been "posse.wsed of very little 
wbdom, inasmuch as they sh<iuld 8ee first 
that they had a road to get the timber 
out before they destroyed valuable trees. As 
it is very likely these regulations will pass in 
their integrity, I do hope that the Colonial 
Treasurer will 'ee his way clear to put an import 
duty on timber which may be imported from the 
other colonies. I see no reason whatever why 
:New Zealand should charge u very high import 
duty on timber, >tnd why timber from New 
Zealand imported here should only have a very 
moderate ad mlorem duty of 5 per cent. placed 
upon it. I have been in New Zealand, and 
have seen the grand forests there, and I 
know that there is no difficulty in getting 
the timber to water, and for that reason the 
timber-getters there can afford to undersell 
those engaged in the industry in this colony to a 
great extent; and we know that every day 
ihcreases the difficulty of getting timber out of 
the scrubs here. I have little more to say on 
the subject. The matter has been pretty well 
thre"hed out, and there are probably a good 
many other members who wish to speak upon 
the subject, and who may perhaps bring it 
before the House in a better form than I 
have done. I hope the Colonial Treasurer, as 
I said, will see his way towards putting on this 
import duty, w that matters may be equalised ; 
and that, if a royalty is charged, an equivalent 
import duty may be placed upon timber coming 
into this colony, and thus the matter will be 
balanced in ,~ fair and equitable manner. 

Mr. PAL::\IER said: Perhaps it may be 
thought that I have no hand in this debate, 
seeing that there is no timber industry in the 
district which I represent. I dissent from that 
opinion, however, because I think that anything 
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that comes before this House is a subject in 
which I should interest myself ; and further, 
the district which I represent is likely to become 
a very large consumer of timber, and for that 
reason alone I mav be allowed to take an interest 
in this subject. • The place I represent will 
certainly be one of the most extensive ports for 
shipping timber to the other ports of Queens
land. I have listened to the- arguments used 
on the other side of the House with re
gard to the import duty on timber. I hold in 
my hand a petition, to which are attached Sii2 
signatures, which was presented to this House 
by certain persons representing that industry. 
The reasons they give why this t>1x should be 
imposed are various. The 3rd paragraph states 
that it should be imposed because other colonies 
impose a tax on the importation of timber. They 
except Victoria and South Austmlia, because 
they are sparsely timbered countries and wish to 
encourage the import of timber. I may say that 
there are few who know Queensland better 
than I do, and I think I am safe in say
ing that Queensl>1nd may also be reckoned, 
with South Australia and Yictoria, as "' 
sparsely timbered country, t>1king into con
sideration the immen"e extent of the colony 
and the great amount of open downs and large 
plains. The timbered part consists merely of a 
belt of country >1long the eastern coast. That 
must also be the opinion of the Minister for 
Works, who issued a regulation to the effect th>1t 
no sleepers obtllined in the neighbourhood were 
to be used on the Cooktown raihv>1y. Thousands 
were taken from Maryborough to carry out the 
line from Cooktown, where, if they had looked 
about the country, they might have found a 
great deal of timber that would h>1ve been useful 
for that purpose. So it is very evident that the 
Railway Department had an idea there was very 
little timber in the northern part of the colony. 
The arguments used by the hon. member for 
Gym pie seemed to be very confused. He began 
by extolling the advant>1ges possessed by New 
Zealand for shipping timber, mentioning the 
size of the timber and the facility for getting it 
to the ports. He then enumerated our dis
advantages-the scattered timber and the diffi
culty of getting it to port ; >1nd then he wbhed 
to equalise the relations between the two colo
nies by means of an import tax. That is an 
argument used, regardless of the immense num
bers of working men desirous of building cottage.s 
on the hundreds of allotments which have been 
sold during the l>1st few years, and quite regard
less of other districts in the North, the district 
which I represent in particular. If this industry, 
which some hem. members admit is a failing 
industry, cannot be Cllrried on without a pro
tective duty, it will never be carried on with one. 
The imposition of an import duty will never pro
vide for the growth of a young genemtion of treAs 
-it will only encoumge timber-getters to go 
farther out for their timber. The colony, as " 
whole, is very much against the imposition of a 
tax on the timber tr>1de, and the Minister for 
Lands was not far ont when he said that the 
cause of the failure of the industry in Mary
borough was owing to the fact that the Nor
thorn parts, on which the success of the }fary
borough trade depended, had been closed to its 
timber, and that the industry itself was overdone. 
I think the member for Gympie showed a 
great deal of foresight when he suggested that 
a royalty should be given for planting trees for 
future use. The necessity for taking- some 
decisive steps for conserving this industry 
has been impressed upon me several till'es; 
and the debate which has t>1ken place in 
connection with these regulations shows 
the importance of the subject. In a letter I 
received from the Conservator of l<'orests in 

Adelaide, he mentions the \Voods and Forests 
Act brought in for the purpose of CO!lServing 
the forests there, and says in the course of his 
letter:-

"There are two causes which have contributerl in no 
small degree to the popul'irity of the departrm~ut, and 
these are :-1st. \Ve give tree8 away gratuitously every 
~'ear (about 200,000 plants at a cost of £300J to farmers, 
&e.; and 2nd, our rewmuejust about meets our expcndi
tnre. J<lor insbmcr\ since its organisation the department 
has expended £-±6.723 JOs. 4d. (in eight years), and 
received as revenne £J1,7H:i 18s. •:hl.; thus showing that 
it has only cost £2,00ti ] 2·:'1 .. -..vhilc the value or its per
manent improvements I estimate at £100,000." 

So that even as a speculation it would pay the de
partment to take the m>1tter up in earnest. I have 
read the regulations through ; but whether it 
is owing to want of intelligence, or what it is, I 
am not able to understm1d them. K o one seems 
to object to the imposition of a roy>1lty-it is 
more the manner than the matter that is the 
cause of the trouble. 'rhe better plan would be 
to charge so much per log instead of by measure
ment, as there seem to be differences in· the 
calculations of seller and buyer. If thrtt plan 
were adopted there would be no inducement to the 
timber-getter to go too close to the size stated 
in the regulations, and the youngest timber 
would be spared for the welfare of the tmde. 
The difference between measurement and weight 
is enormous. At Bundaberg, 11aryborough, and 
some of the Northern ports, the charge for 
freight has been altered from measurement to 
weight without >1ny notice to the timber-getters, 
who would otherwise have taken care to have 
their timber drier before delivery. That regula
tion, however, is not imposed in Gyn1pie, Bris
bane, or Ipswich. The same argument could be 
used with reg>1rd to the freight of bullocks 
carried by train being charged according to 
weight instead of number. I lmve not ap
prollched this subject ignorantly, Mr. Speaker, 
but have conversed with several persons 
of experience in the timber trade. One of 
the reasons against the pre::;ent regulations~ 
and a ve1·y phtusible one-is the charge of £5 !Jer 
mile for "' renewal, and the fact that a royalty 
of £50 must h>1ve been p>1id the preceding year ; 
whereas there is no definite area on which it 
h>1s to be spent. A person in a sm>1ll Wl1Y may 
not be >1ble to spend £50 on it ; while such 
an expenditure would h>1rdly be felt by a 
man doing a large trade. I have been 
astonished >1t the mnount of money spent 
on bridges >1nd roads in the scrubs to get 
at the timber in blocks at a dist>1nce froin public 
roads ; >1nd I believe that if the Minister for 
Lands will reduce the £50 royalty, in respect of 
the timber cut in the areas specified, he will relieve 
those who hold timber licmcses to a very great ex
tent. I should have liked the regulations to be put 
in a more comprehensive way; they are certainly 
very mixed. Hon. members might have got an 
idea of meeting this difficulty from the report of 
the Lands Dep>1rtment, if it had been before us. 
The report for lfl83 contained extracts from 
the reports of all the land commissioners 
in the ti111ber districts, which threw a very 
interesting light on the condition of this 
industry. As to the proposed tax on timber, I 
very much object to any duty being imposed, 
for the simple reason that it is only putting 
off the evil, cby for this very large industry. 
If the industry cannot exist without that, 
it is only >1 im>1tter of time before it would 
require further t>1xes to prop it up. The Lands 
Deprtrtment should exert itself to provide for 
the wants of the trade in future ye>1rs, instead 
of hampering it now by regulations which I 
am sure are very harassing to those who earn their 
bread by the sweat of their brow. These are the 
men who suffer, >1nd I fear the regulations will in
terfere with their c>1lling in a very great degree. 
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Mr. BAILEY said: Mr. Speaker,~ I think 
the hon. member for Burke has expressed the 
opinion of three-fourths of the members of 
this House-that these regulations are cer
tainly to some extent faulty, but are not so 
bad that we should be called upon to re:;cind 
them altogether. That is really the motion 
before the Hmme-nothing more or less th:m a 
vote of censure on the Government. \V e were 
also told by an hon. m cm ber on that side of 
the House 'that regulations al'e neces.sary, and 
thttt, as far as he knows, many of these regu
lations are good enough. An hon. member, I 
noticed, spoke about the hardship likely to 
arise from the measurement of timber by the 
Crown officers. I may tell the hon. member that 
the timber-getters themselves, to a great extent, 
excused the first regulations because they would 
have their timber measured by a Government, and 
therefore independent, official. It has been '" 
grievance ttmong them for ye;ors that they 
thought, rightly or wrongly, that they were 
cheated in the measurement of their tim her ; 
and they hailed with delight the pro,pect of 
having an independent official to give them the 
measurements. That was the main feature 
in the regulations that saved them; because, of 
course, no body of men like to submit them
selves to a new t>tx unless they have a quid 
p1·o qWJ; and this was the rruid pro quo. The 
hon. member for l'dttryborough and also the hon. 
member for Burke made some remarks about the 
conservation of forests, and at the same time the 
hon. member for Burke mentioned the fact that 
a number o£ railway sleepers were sent from the 
"\Vide Bay district up north. I may say that I 
cannot imagine a system more Jestructive to the 
forests than the system we have had of getting 
rail way sleepers. The finest and straightest young 
trees are cut down-trees that will gh·e just 
two or four railway sleeper,-the trees that 
would give fine timber in a few yeMs. If the 
Governn1ent wi~h to conserve the form>ts, here is 
an opportunity for them to begin. They have 
been the greatest sinners in this respect. Now, 
sir, about this regulation busines,. I hope the 
time will come when this House will declare 
that no .Minister and no Government shall 
have the power to nutke regulations itnposw 
ing taxes on the people without the con
sent of Parliament. I certainly take ,; very 
broad view of that question. I strongly o],ject 
to wny man or body of men, except Parliament, 
levying a tax: on any other man or body of men. 
I hope the day will come when the Pnrliament 
will assert its authority and prevent any such 
regulationR being nutd.e. 

Mr. HAMILTO=" sai<l: Mr. Speaker,-Most 
of the hon. members on the other side have 
contended that the chief objection to these 
regulations was that the mill-owners and 
not the timber-getters were taxed, and tlmt 
the difficulty could be readily arranged by 
itnposing in1port duties. 1\ow, in neither of 
these opinions do I think they are correct. The 
hon. member for "\Vide Bay (:Yir. Mellor) stated 
that most of the timber-getters wer(' satisfied 
that the regulations were just. Now, I can bear 
out the sttttement of the hon. member for 
Logan thnt that is not the case. I was in his 
constituenc~' the other Jay, and if the members 
of the Ministry were in the locality where 
the timber-getters wish them, their bitterest 
enetnies could not ·wish thmn in a. \Varnwr vlace. 
These regulations are so bristling with absurdi~ 
ties that it is difficult to know where to begin 
to criticise them. I shall refer to one clause
clause 37. The ohjection urged by the l'romier 
agttinst that clause has not been fairly met by 
the :Ylinister,;. 

Mr. MELLOR : Urged by the Premier? 

Mr. HAThULTON : I mean the gentleman 
who should be the Premier. The clttnse says-

,, Xo ~pedal license will be renewed unless the holder 
has paid dnring t.lle preceding year a sum of not less 
than £.30 as royalty." 
'.!.'he leader of the Opposition showed that in 
order to pay that royalty the licensee would have 
to cut 400,000 feet of hardwood. The hon. mem
ber asserted that in no 640-acre block in the 
colony-and, of course, no lease could contain 
more than 640 acres - does there exist that 
amount of hardwood. Then, the Minister for 
Lands stated that the assertion of the leader 
of the Ovposition was not correct - that 
there were very rnttny ii40- acre blocks con
t>tining more than 400,000 feet of pine. The 
leader of the Oppmition spoke of hardwood. 
'.!.'he opinion of experts is that you will hardly 
find a place in the colony where, in a 640-acre 
block, you will get 200,000 feet of hardwood. 
According to this clause a man has to cut just 
double the amount of h:udwood thttt can possibly 
exist on any block to obtttin a renewal of the 
license for that block. This clause is oppressive 
to the poor man. Very frequently a selector takes 
up a timber selection alongside his agrict1ltural 
selection, :md when there is no work to do on the 
farmstead he ekes out a livelihood by taking 
timber off the other selection, under a timber 
liceme. He will probably be unable to take off 
more than 60,000 or 70,000 feet a year, and if he 
is prevented by want of c<1pital from employing 
men he is unable to take off the amount required 
by the regulation, and at the end of the yettr he 
will have to forfeit his license. On that ground, 
I certainly think a regulation of this kind is 
oppressive. F nder the former regulations the 
royalty proposed was 1s. per 100 feet on pine, 
and od. on hardwood. It wtts subsequently 
reduced to od. on pine and 3d. on hardwood; 
but while that was done by one department, it 
was practically reimposed by another department 
by charging carriage of timber by rail by weight 
instead of by measurement. The new method 
I consider to be unfair. At one time timber 
may be taken with the sap, or it may have been 
lying on the ground for a length of time, and 
the weight in each case would be different. 
_\gain, if logs of timber lie exposed to a 
shower of rain they will increase in weight 
by 10, 20, or 25 per cent. That is an unfair 
way of ta,xing the owners of timber. The leader 
of the Opposition, in referring to this sub
ject, endeavoured to adapt his argument to the 
capacity of the Minister for Lands, who ap
peared not to understand him, by showing some 
tables. He lost those tables ; but since that 
time I have had a consultation with a member of 
Parliament who has an interest in timber, ttnd 
from what he told me I have made some calcula
tions with re.,>pect to the comparative charges on 
timber that came to one mill at Maryborough. 

The Ho~. B. B. MORETON" : Whose mill? 

Mr. HAJ\:IILTON : Messrs. Wilson and Com
pany. During three clays of the week ending 
July lOth, forty-two logs of pine were taken to 
that mill, weighing 32 tons under the old system 
and 4G tons under the new system, mttking a 
difference of 14 tons. During the same three 
days, thirty logs of hardwood were taken 
to the mill, weighing 57 tons under the old 
system and 71 tons under the new system, 
a difference of 14 tons. A mixed lot of 
thirteen logs of pine and hardwood, which would 
have weighed 17 tons 18 cwt. under the old 
system, weighed 21 tons 17 cwt. under the new 
;;ystem--or a difference of 3 tons HJ cwt. The total 
tlifference in the whole of these lots ,;mounted 
to near!~- 31 tons 16 cwt., which, at the mte of 2d. 
per mile per ton for thirty miles-the averttge 
distance the logs have to be carried by rail-
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amounts to about £8. I will now give you the 
cost of carriage under the new system of one 
truck of pine taken from this mill. Under the 
new system it would have been £4 4s. Sd. ; under 
the old svstem it was £2 19s. 2d. The cost of 
carriage imder the new system of a truck of hard
wood is £3 Ss. 9d. ; under the old system it would 
have been £3 2s. 6d. The average difference 
between the two systems is about 1 6s. a ton ; 
and as the number of trucks every week is about 
sixty-four, it means a difference of £19 4s., or, in 
other words, that additional taxation is imposed 
on the timber-getters there to the amount of 
£1,000 a year. I heard the Minister for Lauds 
say this afternoon that that tax fell on the mill
owner and not on the timber-getter, but he 
makes a mistake in saying so, for I am informed 
that the mill-owners pay the timber-getters when 
the timber is delivered at the mill. The hon. 
member for Burke reflected upon the Govern
ment for not having used the timbers of the 
North for railway sleepers in the Cook district. 
It is only fair for me to say that I cannot blame 
the Chief Engineer for failing to use the blood
wood in the vicinity of Cooktown for the firHt 
section of the railway, because it is considered 
that particular timber when grown in the south 
of Queensland will not stand exposure, anrl is not 
therefore a reliable wood for sleepers. It would 
have been rather risky to have made that ex
periment only to tiJ{d out that it was not 
suitable for the purpose. But further north, in 
the Cook district, the bloodwood timber will 
be eminently suitable for sleepers. The Chief 
J~ngineer i~ now, I believe, rr1aking an experirnent 
with it, and he has some 5,000 sleepers down in 
the first section. No doubt he will be able 
shortly to ascertain whether it will :tnswer his 
purpose or not. If so, the :lviinister will no doubt 
take the matter into consideration, and order it 
to be used, for of course it will reduce the cost of 
the railway considerably. 'l'he hou. member for 
Gym pie, in referring to the desirability of placing 
an import duty on timber, spoke, as he or any 
other mill-owner would, in his own interests. 

Mr. SJYIYTH : \V e do not seml any timber 
away. 

Mr. HAMILTON: :For some years past 
tin1ber has been getting higher and higher in 
price, and this outside competition is the only 
thing that protects the public. But for that 
outside competition, the timber merchants might 
combine to make prices higher still. But so long 
as we have these cargoeR of tin1ber coming in 
from New Zealand and North America that 
cannot be done. The man who suffers under the 
regulationB here is the timber-getter. He h>es 
now to pay for carriage, he has to pay the 
royalty, and of cour'e the mill-owners get all 
they can out of him. I think that the Govern
ment should u0t harass this industry in its 
present depressed state, not only by absunl 
regulations, but by placing an embargo upon 
the use of (tueensland timber in public 
works. I believe it is a bet that they are 
doing so. I have heard, not directly l'ut 
indirectly, from Mr. Petrie, who is fullfilling 
some contract for the Government-erecting 
some building-that he is not allowed to use 
anything but Oregon pine, although he says 
that we have timbers in the colony equal if not 
better than Oregon pine for such pm-poses ; and 
we all know that there is no greater authority on 
timber than :!1.1r. Petrie. Then, again, they are 
using tallow-wood when wo have such fine \voods 
as ironbark and spotted gum in the colony, 
which are equally suitable for the purpose. Ii1-
deed, it is the opinion of some people that the 
only difference between spotted gum and tallow
wood is in the name-that it is called spotted gum 
in Queensland and tallow-wood in 1'\ew South 
Wales. 

Mr. ANN:EAR said: Mr. Speaker,-! was 
very glad to hear the other day that the 
Government had withdrawn the first regulations 
issued after the passing of the Land Act; and I 
thoroughly agree with the speech the hon. the 
h·.ader of the Opposition made at Bundaberg, in 
which he staterl that not half-a-dmoen mem
bers of this House ever thought when the 
Land Bill was g·oing through that any regula
tions of that kind would be introduced. Tbere
fore I am very glad to see that the Government 
have withdrawn them, and I thoroughly agree 
with the new regulations that have been intro
duced. The import,1tion of timber into this 
colony has a.risen frmn various causes, sir, and 
from none more than from ohe action of those 
who havn been engaged in the industry-the 
sawmillers 0f Queensland -who have been 
making large fortunes ; in fact, who may be 
called tile wealthy people of this colony in the 
same way as the great county people in England 
are generally considered wealthy. But they were 
not satisfied, sir, and perhaps it will appear very 
hard for me to say it, but I cannot help saying 
that the smvmillers of the constituency I repre
sent have been very grasping indeed. vVhat is 
the case, tiir '? Not v-ery long ago ~:)even or eight 
gentlemen met in the Royal Hotel, Mary
borough, and said, " \V e are the rulers of 
the position; we have the thing in our own 
hands, and we intend to put such a price on 
timber as we think tit ; and everyone shall pay 
it, not only in Matyborough, but tbroughout 
the colony "; and they i~::;suecl regulations to 
that effect. And, sir, they were not satisfied 
with having them in writing, but thBy got them 
printed in large print, and had them stuck upon 
the W(cll, saying-, "This is what yon shall pay us 
for timber." \Vhat has been the result, l\Tr. 
Speaker'? The hon. member for Rockhampton, 
::\1r.Fergusou, will bear me out when I state that a 
large puhlic 1neeting wa.s held in that tnwn, at 
which they decided to send a gentleman down to 
New ZPaland for thnber. ..A_nother large meeting 
was held in Townsville, when it wn,s decided 
to send a gentlen1an to An1edca. Hence, Mr. 
Speaker, ha~ corne about the large irr1portations 
of timber into this colony. I maintain, sir, 
that it was the want of business capacity and 
foresight on the rmrt of those people that has 
causerl timber to be brought here from New 
Zealand and America. The people of Rock
hampton were not going to be taxed for the 
benefit of half-a-dozen or eight people in 
Marybornugh. I m>eintain this, }fr. Speaker 
-that in the town of Maryborough the 
men who work at the sawmills work the longest 
hours and receive the smallest wages of any 
men employed in any industry in this colony. 
Therefore, I say I have no sympathy with those 
gentlemen who held that meeting in the Royal 
Hotel, Maryborough, ,,nd said, "We are masters 
of the situation." \Vhat has been the result, sir ? 
Speaking for myself, I can say that we had to send 
out of J\!Iar;r borough to get timber to do work in 
l\Iaryborough, becanRe the saw1nillers in Sydney 
would sell cheaper at that time than they would 
in 1ia.ryborough. No\v, ::;ir, two wrongH do not 
1nake a right, and I hope those gentlmnen have 
seen the folly of what they did at that time, 
because I was in llockharnpton a few weeks ago, 
and t[,ere you may see vessels coming from X ew 
Zealand loaded with timber. If you look at the 
Qu,censlandcrevery week, or at the Cou1'1·cr, or other 
newpapers, you will see that ships are coming from 
Americ'1 to 'rownsville, and also toRockhampton, 
with timber. That has been the result, sir, of 
their action. There is some talk about an import 
duty, but I do not believe in taxing the people of 
this colony for the sake of about twenty people• 
who own sawrnillH. 

Ho.'iOC:HABLE l\fE~IBERS : Hear, hear ! 
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l\Ir. ANNEAR : I do not, sir ; and if my seat 
should rest upon my giving a vote whether there 
shall be an import duty or not my vote shall be 
given that there shrtll not be such a tax upon the 
majority-a large majority-of the people of this 
colony, in order to benefit about a dozen people 
who wish to impose, and did impose, a tax 
that wrts unjust at the time it was imposed. 
ifow, 2\lr. Spertker, I come to the hon. the Minister 
for \Vorks. That hon. gentleman said this evening 
that he did not know that such an impost 
existed rts the hem. the leader of the Opposition 
htts referred to. \Vel!, the hon. membor for 
Gympie was the first to bring it under my 
notice ; but I hrwe observed this, sir-that it 
takes a long time for any injustice that may 
exist in ~1aryborough to reach Brisbane-a very 
long time indeed. If it had been the case of a 
weighbridge in Ipswich or Toowoombn, we should 
have heard such a cry and have seen so 
mr<ny people round the :Minister's office that it 
would not be a letter, lmt a telegram, sir, would 
he sent immediately to revert to the old charge. 
I maintain, si':, that it has been a great injustice 
to the sawmrllers of Maryborongh thitt they 
should h1tve to pay so much more than is 
paid by the sawmillers of Ipswich and other 
places, and I hope the hon. gentleman will 
see his way to do justice to :M:aryborough, 
because at present it reaches there very slowly 
indeed. I was very glad to hear the remarks of 
the hrm. member· for \Vide Bay (Mr. Bailey) in 
reference to sleepers. The Government, sir, have 
been the mea,n~ of dr>-.trnying n1ore good tirnber in 
this colony tlmn any private indi vidu"l has ever 
done. The specification for sleepers at the present 
time requires that they shall be 7 feet long, 8 by 4~, 
clear of sap, half-round, or you can cut them 
S<Ilutre if ~-ou like. One hundred of such sleepers 
on the aver:::tge weigh about ten tons, or ttbout 
two hundred weight to each sleeper. I h,we 
heard it stated, and I believe it is true, 
that the Chief Engineer of the Southern 
Division has recommended that sawn sleepers 
shall be used in the duplication of the 
line from Ipswich to Brisbane. If such iK the 
case, the sleepers will be 7 feet long, 8 by 4~ 
inches clear, and squared. Oue hundred of theoe 
will weigh seven tons, thel'efore you will have 
a better article and, save three tons in weight. 
I do not think there is any need for me to 
Ha.y any n1ore, sir, but as n1y hon. colleagne 
has spoken, and reprmmnting, aR we do, a 
gre>tt timber constituency, I thought it was 
necessary that I should not give a silent vote on 
this matter. I entirely agree with the hrm. the 
:Minister for Lanch that the timber of this colony 
is an asset of the people, and that there should be 
a duty levied upon it. I do not see why people 
who cut timber shouhl not prty for doing so, in 
the same way as the miner has to pay a license 
for rnining for gold or tin or any other minerahi. 
Therefore, :VIr. Speaker, I shall support the 
regulations as the~· at ]ll'esent exist. 

Mr. BLACK said: Mr. Speaker,-I prefer to 
confine my remarks to a subject with which I 
am thoroughly convers:>nt, and I am quite pre
pared to admit that in approaching the subject 
of the Timber Regula tit ,ns I arn speaking upon a 
snhjcct the information about which I have 
gathered chiefly from the remarks that have 
fallen from members on both sides of the House. 
I am not otherwise specially versed in the 
timber bnsiness of this colony. I know, as hon. 
memuer·s no doulJt also know, that it is one of 
the great pro(lucing interests nf the country ; it is 
an industry that, I think, any Government having 
the \Yelfare of the country at heart shunld do all 
that they po:;sibly can to protect 'lnd to con· 
SCI''I·e. There is no doubt that if we allow onr 
producing indm;tries to go to rlecu,y we Hhall 
very tluon clegenemte in the position which this 

colony should hold. amongst the other colonies. 
I think that if the House anticipated when the 
Land Bill was passed last session that the 
Government were going to make use of the 
p(nver given to them of in1posing timber regula
tions that would be of an objectionable character, 
it would very likely have taken some steps to 
prevent it. I certainly heard, during a visit I 
have recently made to some of the most impor
tant timber districts of the North, that these 
Timber Regulations were such as would have a 
very oppressive effect upon those who are chiefly 
engaged in the business of timber-getting, and I 
am sure I am somewhat astonished to find the 
very different opinions held by hon. members 
upon the other side of the House, who are 
supposed to he very intimately acquainted with 
the interests of that business. We have the 
hon. member for Gympie, Mr. Smyth, and we 
have the hon. member for Wide Bay, Mr. 
Melior-two gentlemen than whom I do not 
suppose there are many in this House who are 
more conversant with this question. As far as I 
can gather from the speeches which fell from them, 
they are opposed to these regulations unless 
accompanied by what I may call a protective 
duty-an import duty. Again, we have the hon. 
member for Maryborough, l\1r. Annea.r, who has 
just sat down, who is also supposed to understand 
this question thoroughly. He most emphati
cally announced his intention of opposing any
thing approo,ching protection that may be pro
posed by the Government in connection with 
this question. I think myself, Mr. Speaker, 
that when the Government found the necessity 
of imposing these Timber Regulations they 
might have g·iven the House to understand 
what they really expected to derive from 
them. I assume that they will impose these 
Timber Hegulations for revenue purposes. The 
House has had no information whatever from 
the Minister for Lands, in whose department 
I believe this comes, or from the Treasnrer, 
whose department will benefit by any increase of 
revenue that may be derived from this impost. 
The Ho1tse has had no informrttion whatever as 
to whether the revenue to be derived from these 
somewhat oppressive regulations will be of any 
benefit whatever, and I think that is a 
matter upon which the House should have 
some information. If it can be shown that 
the revenue is so small that the cost of 
collection will almost absorb the whole of 
it, we had better dispense with these regulations, 
and allow trade to go on under the freetrade 
principles that it has hitherto. I have every 
reason to believe that when the lli vision is taken 
upon this question the support that the leader 
of the Opposition will get will probably be con
fined entirely to this side of the House, whereas 
the hon. gentlemen who have most undoubtedly 
expressed the most opposite opinions will be 
found all voting against the cancelling of these 
regulations; ::nul I think it is a great pity, Mr. 
Speaker, although I may be srtying what may 
nut he justified by frtcts, that after we have 
heard Huch different opinions expressed upon 
the subject, we shall find that it will be 
decided by merely a party vote. I am 
pre]Jared to admit that I think, in an im
portant question of this sort affecting one of the 
great producing industries of the colony, there is 
"great deal to be Raid in favour of what the hon. 
memuer for Gym pie ftnd also the hon. member 
for \Vide Hny have said, as regards a certain 
protective duty. I know that the opinions 
that I hold upon this subject may be some
what different from thnfle held by many hon. 
member·s in this House; but I am decidedly of 
opinion that it ulight be necessary in n, young 
ttnd growing colon:v such aK we have here 
that protectiYe duties for the encouragement 
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of our manufactures should he occasionally 
imposed. And although I have always anrwunce'd 
myself in the main a freetrader, still I do believe 
there are exceptions; and above all things I 
would, as far as practicable, in order to 
get our manufactures established, insist upon 
what I may call "fair trade." I do not 
believe in protection to such an extent as will 
affect the majority of the inhabitants of the 
colony ; but I believe that the majol'ity of the 
inhabitants of the colony would be tjuite 
prepared to pay a small addition in the 
shape of taxation for the purpose of see
ing manufacture' established for the risi11g 
generation, that otherwise could not be 
expected to be et~tablished. So far, i\Ir. Speaker, 
if it can be shown that by putting on a small 
protective duty to encourage the et~tablishment 
of manufactures in connection with our ,,.:tw
rnills it will have a beneficir1l effect, I belie Ye that 
the Government would be perfectly justified, and 
would get the support of every member of this 
House and a very large proportion of the colony, 
if they were to take the bold t~tep of declaring 
once for all whether they wish to see the manufac
turing industries of the 'colony firmly established 
or not. I think it is a great pity that the action of 
the Government since they have come into office 
has had an undoubtedly discouraging effect 
upon our manufncturing industries. It ap
pears to me thnt they are to a very great 
extent jtmt drifting with the times. If bad 
times come on they will undoubtedly blame 
Providence for it, whereas I think that a 
powerful Government, as they most certainly 
'>re, should chalk out a bolder course of their 
own, and point out how the industries of the 
colony are likely to be foster0rl, instead of 
waiting to see if the elements will a:lSist them 
in order that they may take credit for any turn 
in the tide. vVe have certainly got this to con
template since the Government came into office, 
and I think it is a great pity that thev did not do 
something in order to remedy the dhtrust with 
which our producing inclustrie8 are surr01P1ded. 
The pastoral industry ofthe colony itilmdoubtedly 
in a depressed state, and the depressed state of 
the timber industry is undoubtedly simultaneous 
with the depressed state of the agricultural 
industry. As long as the agricultural industry 
of the colony was prospering, so long the timber 
trade thrived; and we no sooner see the former 
depressed than the same thing is apparent in the 
latter. I hope the leader of the Opposition will 
bring this matter to a division. I :;hall support 
the motion of the hon. gentleman, because I 
believe the Government are failing in a duty 
which they ought to perform. It is undoubtedly 
their duty to decide once for all whether thev 
will indorse the views of the members for Gym pie 
and vVide Bay, and whether, in order to protect 
this industry, which is one of the best producing 
industries in the colony, they will impose a 
reasonable duty on the importation of foreign 
timber. 

Mr. ALAXD said: :VIr. Speakcr,-For a 
thorough-going oppositionist connnend me to the 
hon. member for JYiacktty, and for a thorough
going party mtm also commend me to the hon. 
member for :'\Iackay. I do not think, sir, that 
that hon. gentleman has ever been known to 
give a vote against the party with which he is 
associated since he has had a seat in this 
House. So that I think it does not-or perhap:; 
it does - cmne with very good grace frmn 
that hon. member that he should tell us 
to-night that when the vote is taken on this 
motion it will certa.inly be a party vote. I ha1·o 
Yery little doubt myself 1mt tlmt it will !Jo a 
party vote, that no matter what oxpreosion of 
opinion there has been from members on this side 
of the House they will be found voting the right 

way; that they will vote with the lender of their 
party, and not pass a vote of censure on the 
Government at the dictum of the leader of the 
Opposition. For myself. like the hon. member 
for ::Yiackay, I have lit~tened l'ery e~ttentively to 
this debate, and I must say with him, I know 
very little about the que,tion. Like him, too, I 
ha Ye not learned very much from listening to the 
discussion. The members on this side of the 
House do not object to thE regulations. They 
say, "Oh, kt+'p the regulations bnt give us an 
import duty; we are lJerfectly s<ltisfied with the 
l'egula,tionB, only give us an ilnport duty on 
timber." \V ell, I think we might as well do 
without the import duty and do away with the 
regulations. I really cannot see myself why we 
should go and impose regulations that need an 
import duty to counteract their influence. That 
is the way I look at it. In reference to this 
important matter of import duties, I hnld pretty 
mucll the same opinions as those expressed by 
the hon. member for Mackay. I do think that 
in a young colony like this the industries of the 
country need fostering. How far I am disposed 
to go in this matter I can hardly say just now. 
But what I want to point out is this : that if the 
timber-getters, or rather, the sawrnillers, as they 
htwe been called by some hon. members, are to 
be protected to the extent of ls. !id. or 2s. per 
lOO feet, other industries ha.ve a right to be pro
tected also. \Ve have a very large quantity of 
woodwork imported into the colony. Nearly 
all the timbers used for the manufacture of 
carriages and buggies is admitted into the 
countq at a very low rate-I think they 
come m at 5 per cent. That is not at all a 
sufHcient duty for articles of that kind to pay. 
Then, again, tnke the IW1tter of machinery. 
Agricultural machinery and mctny other kinds of 
nmchinery are adn,itted into this colony duty 
free. Now I think, if the Treasurer is to take 
this matter of an import duty on timber into 
consideration, he should also take into his most 
serious consideration the question whether the 
time has not arrived when most articles of 
machinery which can really be made in the 
colony now should not be protected likewi,,e. I 
have lately had some conversation with foundry 
people upon this subject, and I know that 
they do not themselveo desire anything in the 
shape of a duty which ntight be termed a "pro
tective" duty. They would be satisfied-per
fectly satisfied-if machinery had an ad valm·cm 
duty of i\ per cent. on it, but they think, and 
I think with them, and I believe most hon. mem
bers of this Houoe will also think with them, 
that it is very- rough upon them that articles which 
they cm1 manufacture here, and manufacture 
weil, should be brought in from the old country 
and foreign countrie~:; "iYithout vaying any duty 
at all. I have just a word to say about the 
ouestion of freight upon log timber to the mills 
on the J3undaberg and Mount Perry Hailway. 
.Exception has been taken by the milJ.nwners to 
recent action of the Hail way Department on the 
matter, and I think they ha Ye some justice on 
their side ; but I am informed that, as yet, no 
complaint has really been made by them to 
the Railw:1y Department upon the subject. 
I understood the i\Iinister for \Vorks to say 
that across the table just now. If that is the case 
I do not think a grievance of that sort should 
have been ventilated in the House before the 
department has had time to look into the matter 
and a.ocertnin whether it can be adjusted. Let 
us eee, further, ho11· this matter has come about. 
Ai< I ~<nderstand it, accounts for the freight of 
timlJt>r were rendered to these sawmill proprietors 
m·ery month, and at tlw en<l of the month there 
were often disputes between the sawmill people 
and therailwayauthoritieli as to the measurement; 
the railway authorities then very naturally :;aid, 
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''Instead of 1neasnring the tiruber we will \veigh 
it, and will charge you 2d. ]'er ton per mile." 
They have weig-hed it since then and the result 
has been that the sawmill proprietors have hacl 
to pay more for the caniage of their timber tlmn 
they did before; forthisren.son, thatfiftycubicfeet 
of pine \Vere ~ent down as weighing a. ton, but it 
turns out that fifty cubic feet really weigh more 
than a ton. Twenty-five cubic feet of hardwood 
were estimated to weigh a, ton, but in this ca.seabo 
it turns out that the measurement really weighs 
more than a ton, w that hitherto the sawmill
ownerti have been getting an advantage in that 
respect, tmd if they had only been conscientious 
in the measurement of their timber the matter 
would have remained the same up to the present 
time. But as disputes constantly arose as to the 
measurements, the department very naturally 
said they would weigh the timber, and now the 
1nill-owners a.re suffering the consequence. I 
would, however, advise the department to see 
if they cannot alter the rate to what it was 
before. 

Mr. SALKELD said : I should like to say n 
few words on this matter, because I have had 
Home little experience in it. It is very amusing 
to hear the different opinions expressed by hon. 
members, and it is very easy to find fault with 
the Timber Hegulations, but I have not heard any 
hon. member suggest what should be substituted 
for them. In what way are we to deal with the 
timber on Crown lands now that we have pass~d 
a Land Act which involves the principle of leasing, 
unless we have regulation'? \Ye know what 
became of the timber under the old Act--the 
selector got the land and his first thought was to 
use up the timber; but under the ne\\· Act huge 
areas of land with valuable timber thereon will 
very likely be leased, and no fee-simple will be 
granted. \Yhat are we to do with the timber? Are 
we going.to allow the first cmner to cut it down? 
Of course timber regulations are absolutely neces
sary. Sorr1e hon. 1nen1bers seenwd to 1nake a 
great deal of the fact that this House, when it 
passed the Land Act, never contemplated 
royalties being imposed. \Yell, speaking for 
myself, tluct was one of the first things that 
crossed my mind, and I mentioned the matter to 
the ·Minister for Lands several times, but I was 
not prepared to recommend a scheme for his 
consideration. vYhen the first regulations came 
out a great outcry was raised by one class of the 
community- the sawmill proprietors-against 
them. At that time I belonged to that cbss, 
and I was asked to join in public meetings and 
deputations to influence the Government to 
modify or do awa~· with the royaJty. In con
sidering the matter I couhlnot see tlmt l could 
join them, becan:-m I could not gainsay the fact 
that the State was entitled to some contdderation 
for the timber on Crown lamls, and I could not 
see that the royalty was too high in face of the 
fact that numbers of timber-getters paid for 
timber which was cut from private lands, and 
had to pay a great deal more than the 
Government demanded. I could not urge the 
Government to do away with the royalty, 
but they have since reduced it by one-half. 
Perhaps it may be wise not to be too severe on 
the timber-getters, and I think the regulations 
should not be nnnecesBarily harassing, bnt every~ 
one must see that the regulations have been 
fratued \Vith great crtre with regard to tha,t 
point. They provide that a person shall get a 
license to cut timber, and the license has been 
reduced to a nominal fee. \Vhen a certam 
C[Uantity has been cut, a permit to remove 
it has to be Clbtained to take the timber to '" 
l'rtihvay tita.tion, a raJtiug~gronn(l, or a f.i.a.wnli1l. 
The timber is taken to any of these three 
places, nnd the mau who actually g-ets it has 
not to pay away a penny by way of royalty. 

A gnod deal of the timber I know is pmchased 
at different railway stations, and I cannot see 
wlmt fairer method can be adopted than the one 
which has been proposed. If it can be shown 
by actual experience that the regulntions are 
har,;h, of course they will be altered, as 
they are not like the laws of the li.Iedes and 
Persians, and any grievance can be attended 
to. Smne hon. gentlen1en 'vho have :-;poken con1-
vared the timber-getters with gold-miners; ancl 
they could not see any difference between them. 
I can see a v·ery material difference. The gold
miner has to search for his gold in various locnli
ties ; he has to spend large sums of money in 
prospecting, and if he does happen to drop on a 
reef it may not be a payable one. That is not 
the timber-getter's experience; the timber is 
all on the surface, and he has no difficulty in 
finding it. In listening to the hon. mem
ber for Logan, the idea struck me that that 
hon. member thought the timber-gett~r came 
from the clouds, and dropped on the top of 
a very high mountain, where he felled a few 
pine-trees, and after having felled them he found 
there was no road fit to get them out ; but I 
think that in nine cases out of ten the timber
getters know exactly what sort of roads they 
have to deal with, for they gain an excellent 
knowledge of the country and roads when 
searching for the timber. I could myself 
find numbers of places where there is 
an:; amount of timber, but the difficulty is in 
finding a road throngh \vhich it can be dragged 
out. I was surprised to hear the hon. member 
for 1\Iaryborough come out in snch an outspoken 
umnner, seeing that he comes from the head
quarten; of these tin1ber-gett~r:;, \vho are n1ost 
anxious to see an import duty imposed. I will 
say nothing now about an import duty, because 
the <ruestion is not before the House; but I would 
expre's an opinion that that is n matter which 
will require very grave considern.tion indeed. 
'l'he hon. member fo1· JYiaryborough (Mr. Ann ear} 
criticised the sawmill proprietors in JYiary
borough very severely, and I think he was not a 
bit too hard on them. I believe that the 
fact of a large amount of foreign timber 
being imported into Queensland has been 
brought about by the grent sawmill proprietors 
Dt J\larvborongh and other parts of the colony. 
The ho;1. member spoke about a league being 
formed in J\laryborough, and I can add my 
experience that in Brisbane a compact has been 
entered into by the sawmill proprietors to 
increase the price of timber, and they have 
bound themselves not to sell it at one fraction 
less than the price they have decided upon. I 
'"'Y that that is an unjust and nnwise thing to 
do. I can state that l have it, on what I believe 
to be the very best authority, that the 
sawmill proprietors adhere to their ag-ree
ment, so far ns the public generally are con
cerned, but when a contractor buys his tirnbe1· 
the transaction is closed, and then what happens? 
One sawmill proprietor made a present of the 
shingles for a house that was being built; and in 
another case, after a man had paid his account, 
he got a refund of £20. That shows that it was 
a compact for an improper purpo;;e, and to raise 
the price of timber above a fair price. Action 
of that kind, like all other forGed measures of 
the kind, brings its own retribution. No men 
who band together to make larger profits than 
are fair and reasonable- though I would not 
blmne them for making large profits in the open 
markets; when they combine to sell at a hig-h~r 
price tlutn they can well afford to sell at they w1ll 
be found to bo nnderRelling one another and ova.d
iug their ownt·e~nlation:-:;. The Govenuueut lutve 
to remember that there are other people in the 
colony }Jesides sawmill proprietors. There are 
large numbers of people who get their living in 
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the building trade, and a large number depend
ing upon those 1nen, and their 1n;osperity depenrlr:; 
upou the pr<mperity of the building tmde. It 
is quite a mistake to suppose that everything 
1mmt bow down to the timber industry, though 
there is no clonl.Jt that it is a very important 
inclu,try aud the Government ought to be very 
careful nnt to give it a.ny unnece:;l':)ary knocks. 
It may Le said that the sawmillers in Qneenslaml 
cannot compete with the outsid~ millers. I do 
not believe that for a momeut. I believe that 
in~tead of acting upon sorne of the E;nggestions 
made to-night there are other directions in which 
the sawmill proprietors and the Government 
ought to take action. I believe the Quecnt>· 
htud sawmil)ers will have to go in for im· 
proved <tpphances, not only for cutting the 
timber but for getting it to market. \Ve 
are not sufficiently aclvanced with the people 
of New Zealand and .America in this direction. 
The Government have nJso something to do in this 
matter. At the present time, strange as it mav 
appear, in thL; the nineteenth century, we have 
engineerH, a:-:;Histant engineRrs, con1n1i.ssioners and 
deputy commissiouers, and we have exactly the 
same ltppliances for loading the log,; on the railway 
truck;; now as Koah had when he bnilt the ark. 
This is a matter for very serious consideration bv 
the Rnilway Department, and I throw it Ol{t 
as a hint. They reQuire to look at matters 
from a lmsinr·sd point of view. That is the 
department which comes most in contact with 
the commercial public. They rtre clepenclent 
upon good rnanagernent in the Railwrty -Depart. 
ment, and it behoves the department not to be 
behiml the times. I approve of the Timber 
Regulations, and I do not see a,ny rea;;on for 
disagreeing with them. I think the attempt 
to bring about a vote of censure upon the 
Governrnent in thitl rn:::ttter was not wh;e at 
all, and it would have been far better to criticise 
the regulations than to attempt to censure the 
Government. 

::VIr .• TOH.DAN said: The hon. member has 
referrell to ~oah',; ark, and I think that in the 
lmilding of the a.rk there mm·-it have lJeen some 
such appliances as existed at the time the pyra
mids of l<:gypt were built, am! the other vaot 
:-;tructures of Egypt, of which we know nothing 
now. I have no doubt the sawmill-owners of 
Ipswich may ],e very much before the sawmill· 
ovvner.s of Bri.shane in thp..:;e n1atters, and can 
cut their timber with ,;uperior appliances and 
sell it at a cheaper rate than in Brisbane. I 
think the hon. member for Ipswich made a rather 
severe a.tbwk lllHill the sa.wrnill-o\Yners in Brisbm1e, 
who, he says, laid their heads together to defraud 
the people by charging an exorbitant price fur 
timber. I believe there was a kind of compact or 
arntngmnent con1e to, of which I kno\v notbing 
J•ersnnally, but it was mmle because the ; . .awmill 
[ll'oprietor., fouud that the trarle was overdone, 
both in Brisbane and in other parts of Queem;
land, and they were re,1lly cutting their own 
throats hy underselling each other; and it w:os 
only when they found that they could not nist 
an~· longer that they agreed to sell at a fttir 
price. I believe that is the trne statement of the 
case, ratherthau the one which ha::; been so graphi
cally descriLetl by the hon. member for Ipswich. 
I dn not think it just for the bon. member to 
make the remarks he did, bec:tnse perlmps the 
mill-owners about Ipswich did not agree to 
fall in with the agreement come to by the 
mill-owners of Brislmne, and I rnnv say that the 
same remark applies to what haH f>ellen from 
the hon. rneruber for :\1aryborongh. Though 
I am :1 freetmder in principle, I do not think 
that all the natuml productions in '' 11ew 
country like this shonltl be taxccl a,; the ?.Iinistor 
for LandH 1-ieern~ to think. I agree to a. large 
extent with wluot the hon. member fur ~Iackay 

has said in his own clever way-in "fair tracle "
a.nd that we Rhould encoura,ge native indut;triet:->. 
I maintain ~hat the grand industry of the colony 
has been as,;isted in this way. vVe know that 
the production of wo<Jl in this colony-by which 
the fonndlttion of the colony was laid, and 
which is the foundation of the wealth of the 
colony, ttncl is ;;till the great~st industry in this 
:1ncl other colonies-was fo;;teretl in this way. 
\Vhen those eng:tged in it were allowed to 
hltve the grass for uext to nothing they got 
their land at (k ld. per S<ltmre mile, or about 
three-fourths of n farthing per acre; :tnd in 
that wtty the pioneers of that great indnstry 
were assisted in these colonies. The timber 
industry is a very important indnRtry. \Ve 
have vast quantities of land, with a very 
large supply of timber, here-much greater 
than iH the case in many of the other colonies 
-but with this disadvantage, that we have but 
imperfect means of communication. I think 
that there should be a desire ma.nifested on the 
part of the Government to fo;;ter this industry ; 
that they ,houltl not be prepared to levy a tax 
upon this industry while they are allowing 
timber to come in from ::"few Zealand with a 
mere nominal import duty. Pine inK ew Zea!and 
can be put on board the vessel at 7s. Gel. per 
100 feet ; the freight costs about 4s. Gel. per 
100 feet ; so that it can be landed here at 12s. 
per 100 feet. It costs no here 7s. 6d. for pine in 
the log, and the waste amounts to 40 per cent.
that is 3s. more-making 10s. 6d., and it costs from 
4s. to .)s. to cut it up and handle it and get it cle
livere<lfrom the mill. It will thus cost altogether 
only Hs. Gd. per 100 feet; and it is impossible 
for.us to compete with the lumbermen of New 
Zetthmd unless there is some kind of protective 
duty put upon imported timber. Now, as the 
G-nvenunent are legislating upon this r·mbject, 
it should be a queotion whether they shall take 
such steps as will allow of the continued exist
ence of the great timber trade in this colony, or 
whether they oh<1ll take no further steps than 
have been nlre:tdy taken-that is, to put a royalty 
upon our own tilnber a .. nrl allow tin1ber frmn 
other phLCes to cmne in nt a. nominal duty. 
The ad mlun111 duty on imported timber is i\ per 
cent. The cost put on board is 7s. Gd. per 100 feet, 
>tnd 5 per cent. on that is 4~d.; yet the amended 
regulations place a duty of od. per lOO feet on our 
own pine and 2s. per lOO feet on cedar. That is not 
treating the industry fairly ; it is not footering a 
mttive industry. I haYe heard it stated that the 
tin1ber inclnHtry gives ernployn1ent to a greater 
numlJer of white men than any other imlu8try in 
the colony. and I believe the statement is correct. 
The grea.t Inuuber of persons employed arc not 
rnerelv timber-getters, hut also men cmployocl 
in the sawmills; anrl they do n0t receive lower 
wages than any other class of workmen. That 
Rtaternent iH incorrect. They receive ren1unerati ve 
'vages; they are very well paid, a;-) I C'ould l!rovc 
very ea;;ily. As to special licenses, there IS no 
doubt that persons holding special licenses httve 
abused in times past the privileges conferred by 
thooe liceuses, and the JYiinister for Lands wished 
to avoid that state of things in future. But he htts 
(roue too far, and has not acted with the '\Visdorn 
he would have shown harl he taken into his counsel 
men familhtr "·ith the trad<'. However, in the 
new regnlationB Hmne of the nwst objectionable 
features of the regulations of the 3rd :March arc 
doncmvaywith; and the sawmill-ownersgenerally 
are conclitimmlly prepared to accept them. I think 
that no royalty should have been imposed at all, 
while:\' ew Zeabnd timber only pays a duty of 4~cl. 
per 100 feet. I n'tead of that, there should be such 
animportduty a,; wuuhl eqnalisethecostoftimber 
to the smvmill-owner before he sells. New Zealand 
timber can ],e bought here for l2o. per, lOO feet, and 
2:;. fid. pm· lOO feet woulcl be a fair duty, bringing 
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the co't up to 14s. 6d. per 100 feet. That would 
put both on an equal footing. And the importing 
trade would allow a duty of 2o. Gd., becm1t<e the 
profits arc large. If the timber-getters here 
have to pay a royalty while New Zealand timber 
can be sold here for 12,. per 100 feet, our milb will 
have to shut np, and then the K ew Zealand mill
owners will have a monopoly; then the consumer 
here will have to pay through the nose for his 
timber. \Vith regard to the leases, which m·e to 
be annual, I have heard a suggestion which I think 
is practicable, and which I think the J\Iini,;tcr 
for Lands would accept. 'rhere is a great number 
of timber reserve,; in the colony-l am glad to 
find that the hon. member for Burke htts called 
for a return in connection with these reserves
and on them the timber is locked up. The timber 
is perishing because it matures and stands till 
it gradually decay", and no room is left for the 
growth of young timber; but if it were syste
n1atically cut on arriving at maturity, romn would 
be made for the growth of young timber, and 
the result would be a great benefit to that part 
of the public estate~ \Yhy should not these 
timber reserves be lettsed for say fi Ye years? The 
leases should be properly ac1 Yertised and put up at 
auction. I have been told by a gentleman who 
knows probably more than anybody in the colony 
on this subject, t.hat if the leases were put up at 
auction they would fetch-five ye,u,;'leases-from 
£50 to £2GO, so that the Government might derive 
a large incmne in that way, to the great advantage 
of timber-getters, se~wmill proprietors, and the 
connnunity at htrge. Though I am quite pre
pe~red to accept these amended regultttions, I do 
think they are rather hard on the timber-getters. 
It has been said by some hon. members tlmt 
the royalty will fall on the timber-getters, 
and that the sawmill-owners are such grasp
ing, unfair men that they will not only 
mismeasure timber but take every possible 
advantage they can of the timber-getters. One 
hon. n1cmber luts actually gone t;O far as to 
say that the timber-getters were prepttred to 
accept even the regulatiom; of last l\Iarch, 
~evere as they \Vere, bec:1nse they would have 
g-iven theu1 a chance of getting their thnher 
f<tirly and honestly measured, instead of being 
imposed upon by those rogues of sawmill
owners. According to some people, these sawmill
owners mnst l>e as bad as the landlords we 
heard so much about last night. I may mention 
the Hon. l\!Ir. Pettigrew-I will mention no 
one's name, but I will ask where are the 
R:1wn1ill proprietors who are 1naking large 
fortunes? I hem·d it stated to-clay by the largest 
sawmill proprietor in the colony that there is 
not a grestter avernge IH'ofit tha,n lR. {)d. per 
100 feet made by the sawmill-owners in the 
colony. 

An HoNOUIL\BLT~ Mmumm: A pretty good 
profit, too. 

iVIr .• JORDAN: There ureno donbt sometllC!l 
with wonderful brains whose milL' conte~in such 
elaborate appliances that large profits are made, 
bnt the profits generally made are not by any 
IneanR large. _An BXlJenditure of Hmnething like 
£1G,OOO is rerjuired to turn out 10,000 feet of 
timber per day, and that only represents 
a profit of £1,000 or £1,200; so that it is 
ttbsurd to suppose that the sawmill-owners are 
making such enormous fortunes. I think it 
unjust that 'my royalty should have been 
imposed without putting a fair import duty on 
New Zealanrl timber. Now, just a word or two 
on belHtlf of the timber-getter. I sympathise with 
the timber-getter. He does not drop from the 
clouds, tts one hem. member has said: it is just the 
other way-he has to climb the mountains, as 
the hon. n1en1ber for Logan ~ayH. He is a great 
pioneer; he make,; roo.ds, and find,; out country 

suitable for farming ; and I can bear ont fully the 
obligation under which we are in the Logan 
district to the timber-getters, who have found out 
most be>~utiful land among the hills that would 
never have been discovered but for them. The 
timber-getters make onr best roads which the 
surveyors may well follow should we ever have 
survey before selection ttll over the colony-as 1 
sincerely hope we shall. They find out the best 
roads, instead of making them at right angle$ and 
lJerpetrating the n1iserable rnistakes nul.de in 
former d<tys in this respect. The timber-getter's is 
a very hard and dangerous occupation; and I 
think the regulations are somewhat ton hard upon 
those men. He must luwehis permit in his pocket; 
if he should leave it in his cash-box or a drawer 
at home, and the inspector should come round 
and find him without it, his timber may be seized. 
I therefore think there should be a proviso to 
the effect that if it could be shown that he 
possesses a license the fine shoulrl be remitted. 
Now, there are several other little points. The 
hon. leader of the Opposition pointed out that 
the holder of a speci;tl license holding a square 
mile on an annual lease would have to pay in 
royalties as much as £50 before his license would 
be renewed. These special licenses are generally 
issued for pine, and that amount in royalties 
would show that the holder of the license had 
cut 200,000 feet of pine. I think that wants 
amending. There are a few other amendments 
which, if they are made, will, I think, cause these 
regulations to be acceptable to those interested in 
this industry. 

l\l.r. BEATTIE said: Mr. Spettker,-It cer
tainly pleases me to hear the hon. member for 
South Brisbane holding forth on the subject of 
protection. I have often heard him, years ago, 
holding forth as the champion of freetrade, and 
now we have had him giving us a lecture on the 
desirability of imposing an import duty on 
timber. \V ell, circumstances alter cases, and 
it has been whispered tc, me that the hon. 
member is interested in a sawmill. He told us 
that the profit of the sawmill proprietor is only 
h. !lcl. per lOO feet. I think if he made that 
clear of working expen:ses he ought soon to make 
a fortune. 

~Ir. ,TORDAK: There is rent and rrmnage
ment to come out of that. 

1Ir. BEATTIE: I am quite re<edy to agree 
with the hon. member and this House if they 
think a slight duty should be placed on imported 
timber, but it opens up a wide que,tion. Is it not 
necessary to llnpose a duty on otber thing~ to 
encoumge mttive industry? Is it not the fact 
that by the introduction of Chinamen we have 
nlmost entirely destroyed one of the largest 
industries we had in the colony for the con
smnption of our vahmble timber? The Chinamen 
lmvedriven almo,;t every carpenter and cabinet
maker out of the business all over the colony. 
\Vhen the bte Government were of opinion that 
it was necessary to put an export duty on ccdnr 
from the Xorth, I very warmly supported that 
idea, believing it would have this effect-that 
instead of vnlnable tilul1er going to the other 
C~llonies and being rnatle up into windows, :-:;ash eH, 
and doors, and then corning back here nlanu
factnred, we should encoumge the manufac
ture of those things in Ollr O\Vn colony ; 
but, ns the hon. member for Toowoombn sail!, 
it opens up a very wide question. If we put an 
import duty on dressed timber there are other 
thing,; will require dealing with, and the 1Iinistry 
will have to make an alteration in their tariff. 
I have no doubt it would be to the ad\tmtage 
of the colony if they would take that matter 
into their :-:crionH conr-:idera,tion. \Ve encouraged 
the agricnltmist by nllowing certain classes 
,f machinery to come in free; and at the 
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same time, I believe, nearly the whole of 
the sawmill plant came in free. The sctw
mill proprietors did not show their interest 
in loca,l nutnuf~Lcture by buying nutchinery n1ade 
in the colony. \Vhen the hon. member so 
warmly supported a duty on imported timber 
he should at the 'ame time ha Ye told the House 
that he was agrePable to encourage native 
inrlustries by placing a pmtective duty on some
thing that would fairly stand it. 

The Ho~. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said: Mr. 
Spettker,-I should like to say a few words in 
reply. The object of making the soipulation 
that the regulations should be plttced on the 
table fourteen days after the meeting of Parlia
ment was that hon. members might express their 
opinion-whether they agreed or disagreed with 
them. That has been done in this case. I dis
agreed with the resolutions, and therefore I 
bronght this motion before the House ; and I 
am fully satisfied with the way in which the 
rf'.gulatiom·; have been ahnm;t unanhnotu·ily dis
n,greed with by the hon. members who· hn,\'e 
spoken .. :l\lany hon. members who said they 
wme gmng to vote against the nwtion have 
furnished argtunents against the regulations 
:t!most as strongly ttnd as enthusiD,tically as I 
have done myself. The hon. member for 
Gympie, the 'hon. member for South Bris
bane, the hon. member for \Yicle Bay (::\Ir. 
Mellor), they n,]] thoroughly understaml the 
business, and they have more otrongly condemned 
the regulations than I did myself.' The hon. 
member for \Vide Bay said, "I believe that the 
re!'ubtions will do .wdl enough, but my con
stituents w:tnt an Import duty on timber to 
balance it." ThiLt very suggeRtion 8how~ the 
injustice of the royalty on colonial timber. 
Thc;.;e people, by sugge~ting an i1nport duty, 
show that they have tl1e same opinion as I have 
-namely, that '" wrong has been done to the 
colonial tracle. If the import duty is equ:tl to 
the royalty, then the tirn her-getters are in the 
sa1ne position as they were before, hut we, 
the colonists, are paying a tn,x on timber. Sup
po::3ing the in1port duty is higher, we have a 
protective duty on timber-that is, the tim]Jer
getters, instead of being mulctecl in a royalty, 
will find they are actually protected. That is 
the way the,e regulations have been approved 
by the othm: ~icle of the Houoe. They suggest a 
remedy, wluch goes to the mot of the matter, 
>tnd shows how well founded my objections were 
when I proclaimed that a wrong was done to the 
tiruber-getterH of the colony by ilnpo~ing this 
royalty. I have nuthin~ more to say, as the 
1linister for Lancb, \Vho aw~wered 1ne, never 
addressed himself to my argument,; at all. 

Question put. 

The House divided:-

An:s, 12. 

rl'hc ll0n. Sir 1'. ::\Icilwraith. Jiessr~. Chnbb. l'almrr, 
UoYctt, J._rchcr, Hlaek, ~orton, Stcvens, .PcrgU'!OU, 
J cssop, ..1Iacro~san, and Ha,milt.on. 

XoE~. 28. 

..1lessrs . ..1Iiles, (;riftith, Dick:-3on. HntlPilge, Slleriilan, 
Fra.:-;cr. Dnlton, Alaufl. Anucar, Bea ttic, )lellor, Salkcld, 
Uig~on, ''Tai\cficltt IY:tllace. Bnckland, Bailc.\·, White, 
Foxton, l"oote, .Smyth, .Jordan, }lorcton, Isatnbcrt, 
Brookes, Horwitz, :Jlaefarlane, and G·rimc~. 

Question resolved in the negative. 

PIUKTING CO:VDHTTEE'S HEPORT. 

:\lr. FRASER, on behalf of 1\lr. i'ipP<tker, as 
chainnan, bron:;ht np the fi1·;-;t ropnrt nf tl1e 
Printing Committee, :tnd moved that it be 
printe<l. 

Question put and passed. 

ROUTE OF THE KILKIVAN AND 
::VIAltYBOl-tOUG H RAIL \V,\ Y. 

::\Ir. B .. AJLEY, in Inoving-
That the papers and eOlTCS]JOndence in connection 

'vith the route of the Kilkinm to .Jlaryborough Hailway, 
laid upou the table of the lion~e on tlJO 22ncl instant, be 
printed--
said: l\Ir. Speaker,-In m01ing this resolution I 
have very few words to say, as the papers 
were placed on the table the other day by the 
:Minister. l\Iy experience_ has taught me 
that it is unwise to mectdle with railway 
routes. One cannot help being prejudiced, and 
it is better to trmt to officers of the depart
ment -competent men who are not prejudiced 
in fa,vour of any one route over another. 
In this matter of the Kilkivan Rail way I 
induced the Government, seven or eight yt>ars ago, 
to nmke a survey. )Yfy idea was to open up 
what I thought was a ~reat mineral field, and 
also to open up the Burnett district. I never 
attempted to indicate the route to the Govern
ment, but since that time other people have 
chosen to do so. After the route had been fixed 
upon by the Government officer, certain people 
went so f:tr as to accuse that Government officer 
of even corruption and bribery. \Vhen I first saw 
the accusations in the Pre~s I took no notice of 
them ; they were beneath contempt. But when 
T found tlmt the discnssion was continued in the 
B1·i"/l((ne Courie1·-although the charges were not 
repea.ted the san1e insinuations were n1ade-I 
thought it necessary for the sake of the gentl!'
man concerned in the matter that every paper m 
connection with it should be puhlished. That is 
n1y reason for rnoving the 1notion now. I have 
read through the papers, and I must oay I can 
find no excnse for the attack that has been made 
upon one of our be~"~t rail \vay surveyors, and a 
man for whom I have the very highest respect. 
I wish the papers to be printed. in order that 
there should not rest the shadow of a doubt upon 
the reputation of a gentleman of, I believe, the 
strictest integrity. 

(:.luestion put and passed. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

The l' ltE:VIIEU said : In accordance with 
notice given at an earlier hour, I beg to 
move that thio House do now adjourn till 
Tnesday next. On that day it is p10posed 
to take first, the second reading of the 
Charitable Institntions Management Bill, then 
to proceerl with the Land Bill, and the 
:\:farsnpials Destruction Continuation J3ill in 
committee. 1 think it will facilitate business if 
I take this opportunity of saying that when the 
Land Bill is iu committee my hon. friend, the 
::\linic;ter for Lands, will propose this amend
ment in the 2nd cbuse, with reference to a 
matter that was so much debated yesterday. 
In section 2, line 12, omit the words, " or any 
other district which may be recommenderl by the 
board to be added to the list of districts therein 
specified," and insert, "which did not, at the 
commencement of the principal Act, form part 
of a run, and which had, before the commence
ment of that Act, been open to selection under 
the Crown Lands Alienation Act of 1876." I 
believe this amemlment will meet the views of 
moot hon. members, as expressed yesterday. It 
will be drculated in the morning. 

:\h. PAL:\IER: If I am not out of order, I 
would like to >tsk the hon. the Premier a question 
withont notice. I woulrl like to know if the 
report of the snrveyor who surveyed the tele
graph line from Cape York to Lam·a is yet 
forward? 

'l'he PllEl\liER : Has it been ordered to be 
printed? 



Message from the Governor. [28 JULY.] 

Mr. PALMER: We have not seen it yet, and 
tenders for the first section of the line have been 
called for. 

The PHE:\1IER: I cannot n,nswer the hon. 
gentlmnan \vithout n1aking inquiry. There is a 
rep•Jrt on the subject, but I have not seen it 
myself. 

Question put and passed, and the House 
adjonrned at twelve minutes past 9 o'clock until 
Tne"<lay next. 

Motion for Adjournment. 189 




