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The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past

3 o’clock.
PETITION.

Mr. BEATTIE presented a petition from
the Baptist congregation, Gipps street, Fortitude
Valley, approving of the LlCLllbln‘f Bill now

Wednesday, 2 Séptember,
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before Parliament, and praying that it may be
passed into law, He might say that the petition
was respectfully worded, concluded with the
usual prayer, and was 1ot open to the same
objection to which the hon., member for Wide
Bay called attention yesterday—maniely, that
the names appearing in the petition were not the
signatures of the persons themselves. Hemoved
that the petition be read.

Question put and passed, and the petition read
at length by the Clerk.

On the motion of Mr. BEATTIE,
was received.

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. BROOKES said : Mr. Speaker,—T rise to
move the adjournment of the House in order to
refer to the petition that I had the honour of
presenting yesterday. I could not have said
anything yesterday, because I was not in
possession  of the facts, but I think the
House and the public are under an obliga-
tion to the hon. member for Wide Bay for

calling attention to the facts as he did. The
history of the petition I presented is simply this :
After divine service on Sunday in the Fortescue-
street Church, the announcement was made that
a petition would be lying on the communion
table, and at the close of the service all the
congregation came round and signed it with the
exception of six persons. Xour of those, not being
aware of the formalities necessary, requested
their names to be written by someone else,
and two sisters signed one for the other.
I agree that it should be made known that
petitions addressed to the Assembly should have
the real signatures of persons attached, and I
am rather Olad than otherwise that the hon,
member called attention to this matter ;5 but still
I could have wished that he had not implied, as
he undoubtedly did in his remarks, that the
petitions in reference to this local option legis-
lation are generally to be suspected. Although,
perhaps, the hon. member did not mean that,
yet he made a kind of covert implication that
petitions addressed to this House from religious
societies are more or less to be suspected. I do
not think he meant that, but I would suggest to
the hon. member that if he adopts this method
of showing his antagonism to the principles of
local option T cannot admire him for it. Ithink
a more manly method would be preferable. Now,
with reference to this petition, it was one pre-
pared in perfect good faith, and I cannot conceive
of a petition more valuable as a petition. No
petition could contain more genuinely the opinion
of the signatories than that petition does, but
still, as we must have our proceedings according
to rule and practice, I repeat that I think the hon.
member did good in having called attention to the
irregularity which is practised, so that parties who
contemplate petitioning Parliament may know
what is expected of them, and that a petition
must contain a certain thing and nothing else.
It still remains, however, that we should be
more careful as a House lest we should give any
countenance whatever to any suspicion that
these petitions presented in favour of local
option are worthless. I think it is not fair to
suspect them at all, and they ought to come,
primdé facie, with a prepossession in their favour.

T do not say that this should be the case always,
but I am sorry that from the report of the
speech of the hon. member for Wide Bay it
should appear, so far as he is concerned, that he
regards the petition which I presented as not
deserving of the weight which I think is really
attached to it. I beg to move the adjournment
of the House.

Mr. BAILEY said: I havealways understood
that the right of petition to Parliament is one of
the most 1mp01ta.nt rights the people have, when
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the representatives of the people disregard the
wishes of the people; and when that right is
abused it becomes of no use to the people at all.
‘We have seen during the last few years a number
of petitions in which that right has been abused
by the falsification of names—by names being
placed on petitions that have no right there,
and by the forgery of names to a petition. But
for all that we have, time after time, received
those informal documents ; and’if things go on as
they are going at present it will be a mere farce
to present a petition to this House, because it
will simply be received and then placed in the
waste-paper basket. It was to defend this right
that the people possess that T interfered some
years ago in the same way. It isnot by way of
animus against the local option question. It is
not that I have any animus against the petition
presented by the hon. member for North Bris-
bane, but T have noticed this irregularity going
on, and wish to call attention to it. find in
to-day’s paper a very remarkable confirmation of
what I stated yvesterday, which is contained in a
telegram from Cairns. The telegram runs as
follows :—

“The news of the Port Douglas petition re the Cairns

railway has been received here with the utinost indigna-
tion, it being regarded as a gigantie forgery—there not
heing the number of people in the district as there are
names on the petition. A great meeting is to be held
to protest against its being received by Parlinment,
and urging the immediate passing ot the plans tor the
Cairns line.”
Well now, that petition has been already received
by this House. I do not know whetherthe state-
ments made in the telegram are correct or not,
but it shows that the people are already awake to
the fact that bogus petitions are being presented
to the House and received by it ; and how are
we to discriminate between a bogus petition and
areal one? Iam sorry that Hansard has not
reported a great deal of what I said yesterday.
I noticed the signatures in a petition, to
which T drew attention, far more completely
than T am made to do, and anyone who heard
my remarks could come to no other conclusion
than that a number of names were on a certain
petition which were not the real signatures of
the persons they purported to be ; that numbers
of them were the signatures of children; and that
one signature could not, on the face of it, have
been obtained from the person at all.  The
fact remains that, as I have already said,
there is no means of diseriminating between
bogus petitions and real ones, and as a matter
of course the bogus ones receive just as much
attention as the real ones; and it is coming to
this, that the House does not pay that attention
to petitions and petitioners that it really ought
to do. We cannot discriminate between one and
the other, and some rule ought to be made by
which petitioners should give their residence and
occupation, so as to enable hon. members in
charge of a petition to verify to a certain extent
the signatures attached to it. It was only to
defend the right of petition in the colony that I
brought forward this matter yesterday.

Mr. MACFARLANE said: Mr. Speaker,—
I hope that every hon. member of this House is
imbued with the same idea as the hon. member
—namely, to preserve the right of petition. The
hon. member says he has no animus in reference
to the petition presented yesterday, but there is
a strange coincidence in the fact that that is
the only petition, as far as 1 am aware, that
the hon. member has drawn attention to.
The petition to which he drew attention
yesterday was on the same subject as the one
presented to-day. I took oceasion yesterday to
look at some of the petitions presented, and
especially at one from Mackay, presented by the
hon, member for that electorate, Mr, Black, and
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I noticed that two or three signatures in that
petition were in the same handwriting. It is
quite evident that a father signs for his son, and
perhaps a son for his mother and ‘sister, and so
forth, and I do not see any harm in that. Well,
the hon. member says he has no animus in
this matter, but it strikes me that he has
shown a very great amount of animus in refer-
ence to this petition and to the subject of the
petition. If he would show the same anxiety in
reference to other petitions which are presented
to the House I should look upon him as taking
an independent part, and, to use his own words,
as having for his object the purity of petitions.

Mr. ANNEAR said: Mr. Speaker,—I fully
sympathise with the hon. member for Wide Bay.
Regarding the remarks made by the hon. mem-
ber for Ipswich, Mr, Macfarlane, we know him
to be a very temperate man indeed, and give him
credit for fully believing what he says. But
I believe that he is very intemperate in the
cause he advocates in this House. When T stood
before the electors of Maryborough they asked
me whether T was in favour of local option.
As T understand local option, as proposed in
England, it is local option of the people, or
the voters of the country. The petition from
the Baptist Church is fully in accord with the
views of the hon. member for Ipswich, the mem-
bers of that church being infavour of the present
Bill becoming law. As far as I am concerned, T
believe that we should have local option in this
colony by the vote of the people. But a man
who has a vote for the election of a member of
this House is excluded by the Bill introduced
by the Government from voting on questions
with regard to public-house licenses unless he is
a ratepayer. It is only ratepayers who are
to have a vote on these matters, and that, in
my opinion, is a mistake. Why should a man
who has been six months in the colony and has
a vote at a parliamentary election be excluded ?
When the question comes on for discussion in
committee I shall strictly adhere to my views as
expressed to the electors of Maryborough, and
vote for local option by the vote of the people,
and not as the hon. member for Ipswich would
like to have it—by the ratepayers alone,

Mr, MACFARLANE : You are greatly mis-
taken there.

Mr. ANNEAR : The hon. gentleman spole
on the subject the other night. I have a very
retentive memory, and I recollect that he wanted
the licensing questions dealt with in the local
option part of the Bill before the House to be
decided by the ratepayers, and not by the
people of the colony. I think that this House
and the country are deeply indebted to the hon.
member for Wide Bay for taking the action he
did yesterday in drawing the attention of hon,
members to the nature of the petition presented
to the House. The hon. member for Ipswich
has said that similar petitions to that have been
presented to the House on other occasions. Then
why did he not call attention to the circum-
stance ? Referring again to the subject of local
option, I may say that I have read the Per-
missive Bill introduced in the House of Com-
mons by Sir Wilfrid Lawson, and—if I am
wrong the hon, gentleman will correct me—that
provides that the vote shall be by the people and
not by the ratepayers.

Mr. MACFARLANE : You are mistaken
again.

Mr. ANNEAR: The hon. gentleman can
reply to me afterwards ; he will have plenty of
time. He has had this question all to himself
hitherto, but I do not think he will have it to
himself when it comes to a vote in committee.
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Mr. BROOKES said : Mr. Speaker,—I would
like to say just a word or two inreply. The hon.
mentber for Maryborough will excuse me when T
gay that, in my humble opinion, he spoke in great
ignorance of the provisions of the Permissive Bill
in England ; for if T understand them aright it is
the ratepayers who will vote under that Bill. It
provides that the country shall be divided into
districts, and that the ratepayers shall be the
voters; and that is the plan proposed to be
adopted here. That is the proper way, and is
in accordance with the principle of self-govern-
ment which we have established in this colony.
But this iy beside the question, and 1 will not
tulke up the time of the House any longer in
discussing it. My purpose in moving the
adjournment of the House has been served by the
discussion that has taken place.

Mr. JORDAN said : Mr. Speaker,—T wish to
take advantage of the mwotion for the adjourn-
ment of the House to call attention to some
remarks that appeared in the Brisbane Courier
recently, with respect to the rapid growth
of the coal-mining industry in the colony,
which remarks contain facts well worthy the
notice of this House, inasmuch as it appears

that this industry is likely, before very
long, if proper facilities are given for its
development, to become one of the great

industries of the colony. It appears that there
are hindrances in the way which might be re-
moved without any very great difficulty., T
think it is about fifteen months ago since T
called the attention of the Colonial Treasurer
and the Minister for Tands to the necessity of
providing greater facilities for the shipment of
coal at South Brisbane. The former Govern-
ment made a branch line from the Southern and
Western Railway to South Brishane, for the
express purpose of shipping coal, which was then
being obtained in the neighbourhood of Ipswich,
and it was supposed that a Iarze quantity of coal
would be sent to Brishane by this branch line.
It now seems that the quantity raised in that
locality surpasses all anticipations that might
have been formed respecting the output of the
mines, both as regards the quality of the coal and
the profit derived from the trade. There are,
however, difficulties in the way of the develop-
ment of the industry owing to the want of accom-
modation at South Brisbane, I believe there
are faults in connection with the construction of
this line to which the attention of the Govern-
ment has been called. The accommodation we
have at the wharf at the present time is too
small, and there are not sufficient facilities given
for the storage of coal for shipinent. The conse-
quence is that ships have been taking one-half
or one-third of what they wanted. The develop-
ment of this coal industry has been remarkable,
as may be seen from the report in the Courier,
That journal, in commenting upon the subject,
says i—

“There is no longer any ¢uestion of the quality of the
mineral. The coal now raised is an article which can
he sold in the markets of the world.”

A few sentences from the report, which is a
very interesting one, I shall read to the House—
I shall not trespass long on the time of hon.
members i—

“The quantity of coal raised in Quesnsiand increased
from 12,327 tons in 1860 to 22,639 tons in 1870, and to
58,052 in 1830, Then in 1881 the guantity produced
rose to 65,6125 in 1882 to 74,436 ; in 1833 it bounded up
to 104,269, and another leap was made to 129,727 tons in
1884 When the next vearly statistics are published, it
will probably be found that the figures for 1885 will
considerably excecd 200,000 tons, and that the collierics
towards the cnd of the twelve mnonths were raising coal
at the rate of over 300,000 tons, with an equivalent
value of £150,000 per annuwm.”
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The concluding paragraph of the report is as
follows:

“The Ipswicll eollieries have made great strides since

the completion of the railway to South Brisbane, and
the acceptance of their produet by the various steam
navigation companies.  As has been already indicated.
however, their fuller development is hampered by
an insufliciency of railway trucks, and the complete
ahsence of an; oring accommodation at the wharves.
Ax the coal steadily grows in favour the dewand for it
inereases, but aithough there are large and practically
exhanstless stores in the pits and plenty of miners
and machinery on the collieries, the mining managers
are eompelled to 1estrict their operations to the
capacity of the railway trueks available for their
use.  Comseyuently, when a large steamer calls and
requires her coal bunkers replenished, the mining
NATELErS 1 like men with their hands tied. The
last mail steaier, for instance, asked for 1.700 tons
of coal, and had to go away with only 602. This
was aggravating to all concerned, and a decided
Joss to the colouy. The c: is put by the mining
manigers as follows:—¢ We can supply all the coal
required at Brishane if the means of transit is afforded.
If stesumers wanting 1,700 tous have to leave with only
G600 we will soon lose the trade, for the steam shipping
companies or their agents will naturally lose confidence
in our akility to supply their requirements, and go
clxewhere for their coul. What we ought to have are
more trucks. and storing shoots on the South Brisbane
wharves. We would then he in a position to meet any
demand made on our resources.” The Governnent, it
is true, have aceepted tenders for the manufacture of
100 new hopper trueks, but in Qoing so they ean only be
credited with waking np to the importance of the coal
industry at a late hour in the day. The want of addi-
tional truecks ix already, and has indeed been for some
time, a matter of urgeney. Yet the last forr months
were allowed to lapse without calling tenders for a single
trusk, and three more months must pass before the
contractors tor the 100 now ordered are reyuired to
deliver the first 20.”
About sixteen months ago I was favoured by the
Minister for Works and the hon. Treasurer in
being allowed to accompany them to South
Brisbane to look at the wharf there. The incon-
venience of the place and the want of proper
accommodation were pointed nutto and recognised
by the Ministers, and a distinet promise, or what
we understood to be a distinet promise, was given
to us at the time that the wharf should be
immediately extended 700 feet. I know the hon.
Minister for Works afterwards stated that he
could not do it without a grant from this House ;
and I know, also, that the Treasurer understood
what I understood at the tiine, and what the other
gentlemen who were present understood, and
that was that the work should be proceeded
with iminediately. Some month or two after
that T asked this question of the Minister for
Works :—

“When may it be expocted that the work of extending
the whart at South Brisbane will be commenced? ”

The reply was—

“As soon as the necessary funds are voted by Parlia-
ment the work will he procecded with.”
Twelve months elapsed. I do not know how
many times I went to the Minister for Works or
the Premier on the subject; but I think they
got weary of seeing me. I have been urged to
do this by my constituents, who feel that
they have not been liberally dealt with; and
understanding that a promise had been given,
they consider that they have not been justly
dealt with inthe matter, I explained to them,
so far as I could, that the Minister for Works
was waiting for the sanction of Parliament.
That was obtained at the latter end of last
session, and then we had reason to believe from
the answer given here, which I have just read,
that the work would be immediately proceeded
with, But no commencement has been made at
all ; and twelve months afterwards I asked the
guestion—

“When the enlargement of the wharf at South Bris-
bhane will be commenced ¥ —
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and received a reply that I did not consider
satisfactory. It contained the smallest possible
amount of information, and was as follows :—

““ Assoon as the necessary plans, ete., are ready, tenders
will be invited.”
In justice to myself and my constituents I
bring the matter before the House. The House
voted the money long since, and I understand
it is there and ready. The promise that the
work should be immediately proceeded with
was made sixteen months ago, and the coal trade
is languishing for want of proper accommoda-
tion. I am not satisfied, and my constituents
are not satisfied, with the dilatoriness of
the Government in the matter. The delay has
assumed a serious aspect in connection with
the coal trade of the whole colony, and I hope I
shall not be considered out of order or wanting
in courtesy, when I say that questions are put in
this House, and are too often answered in a way
which gives no information whatever. There-
fore my constituents feel aggrieved.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W,
Miles) said : Mr. Speaker,—I read the article in
the Courier that the hon. gentleman has just
quoted, and made inquiries to see if any com-
plaints had come from the eoal proprietors con-
cerning the want of trucks to convey their coal to
the South Brisbane wharf, and the answer that I
received was that there had been no complaints.
It was not for the want of trucks at all. The
delay the hon. gentleman spoke of was owing to
the fact that the dredge had been working in
front of the wharf o enable vessels to get along-
side and take in cargo. It was while the dredge
was at work there that there was a delay in the
shipment of coal. There are ample conveniences
there for shipping all the coal that can be pro-
duced in the Ipswich district. The hon. gentle-
man says there is no roomn for storing coals on
the wharf ; but T would like to point out to him
that the hopper-waggons used are built solely
for the purpose of being lifted by the steam
crane and discharged directly into the vessel.
It was never intended to build a storage wharf,
and thereby make it necessary to handle the coal
two or three times over. The hon. gentleman is
quite correct in saying that there has been a
contract let for the construction of 100 hopper-
waggons for the conveyance of coal. The con-
tract was leb to two different contractors. There
are two firms working at them, and I am justi-
fied in saying that there will be no delay
at all in providing ample rolling-stock. There
has also been provision made for an addi-
tional 15-ton crane om the wharf. I would
point out to the hon. gentleman that South
Brisbane is not the only place where public
works are required. The hon. gentleman surely
does not expect that the whole of the depart-
ment is to be employed entirely on the South
Brisbane wharf. There are other works to be
attended to. The hon. gentleman does not only
want the wharf extended before the plans can be
made, but he wants a railway station in the
centre of his constituency, and I would remind
him again that the department is very much
strained in making provision for all the works
authorised by the House. 1 can assure the hon.
gentleman that there is no intention of delaying
these works, because they are very important,
and the Government are very anxious to give all
the facilities in their power so that the pro-
prietors shall be able to carry their coal without
any delay.

Mr. CHUBB said: As the hon. member for
South Brisbane has spoken of the coal from
Ipswich and said that ships could not get all
the coal they wanted at the wharves at South
Brisbane, I would suggest a remedy for that
state of things to the Minister for Works, The
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hon. gentleman told us the other day that the
coalfield at Bowen has turned out a success, and
since then a very much larger seam has been
penetrated. As there has been no coal found
yet further north than Maryborough, the hon.
gentleman, T hope, will hurry on with this rail-
way from Bowen to the coalfields, and we will
then be able to supply steamers in the North and
thus take off some of the strain on the southern
districts of the colony.

The Hown. Sz T. MoILWRAITH said:
However inopportune the hon. member for South
Brisbane may have been, I think he has done
some good in bringing this matter before the
House. This development of the coal trade is a
subject for congratulation that was not suffi-
ciently mentioned when the Treasurer’s State-
ment was under discussion. The wonderful
development of the coal trade since 1879 ixa
subject for much congratulation, and is one of
the few bright spots before us at the present
time. I sympathise with the Minister for Worlks
in the raid made upon him by the hon. member
for South Brisbane, but what strilkes me as extra-
ordinavy is that & man can read plain facts and
not draw the right conclusions from them. Here
we have a trade capable of enormous develop-
ment, Talk about 68,000 tons! It is amere flea-
bite to what we may expect from this trade. The
hon. member asks the Minister for Works to put
on so many more railway trucks, so that the trade
may be fully employed. That is not a remedy
for it. The remedy for it is to allow the ships to
go to the coal-pits, and if the hon. gentleman will
only give proper assistance when the Bill to
interrupt the navigation of the river comes
before us he will find a full answer for the Minis-
ter for Works.

Mr. MACFARLANE said: I have a few
remarks to make upon this subject. The Minis-
ter for Works, in reply to the hon, member for
South Brisbane

The SPEAKER : Thehon. member has already
spoken to this motion,

Mr. MACFARLANLE: I have not spoken
upon this subject.

The SPEAKER : The hon. member has
spoken to the guestion for the adjournment of
the House.

Mr. MACFARLANE: Well, I shall have
another opportunity.

Mr. FOOTE said : I am sorry I was not
here when the debate was commenced, so that
I could have heard all the arguments pro and
con. in this matter. I am very glad the hon.
member for South Brisbane has taken the
opportunity to draw the attention of the
Minister for Works to the very inadequate means
provided on the South Brisbane wharves for
the loading of coal. T have been given to under-
stand that within the last three months many
ships have had to leave the wharves with only
a very few tons of coal, in consequence of the
want of means for loading the coal. The only
drawback to the industry is the paucity of appli-
ances in use on the wharves for transhipping the
coal. There has been, I am aware, a great
expenditure upon the wharves and cranes, and
50 on, but so far as T can learn it is still a tardy

matter for a vessel to load coal at these
wharves. A vessel that ought to be loaded

in a day or two days takes a week or a fortnight
to load coal; the consequence is that vessels
cannot remain in port for that length of time,
and they take in a few tons of coal for ballast
and then go away to Newcastle to finish loading.
This is the state of things we wish to see altered.
There is a considerable sympathy in the shipping
interest in reference to taking the coal at this
port, and if the coal-masters were in a position
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to supply orders they could have any amount
of orders for coal. So far as the supplying
of it is concerned they are able to unearth
the coal and bring it to decp water now,
but it is there the difficulty arises. The facili-
ties for shipping the coal are insufficient, not-
withstanding the expenditure, and T hope the
Government will take this matter in hand and
see that it is remedied. The Minister for Works,
allading to the hon, member for South Brisbane,
said that the hon. member expected the whole
of the public works to be concentrated in South
Brisbane. The hon, member does not expect any-
thing of the sort. What he wants is to see proper
appliances provided for the coal trade, and that
the money expended for this purpose shall be
expended in a proper manner, so that we may
get something like value for the expenditure. 1
quite coineide with the leader of the Opposition
in his remarks upon the opening of the bridge.
I am opposed to the closing of the bridge, and T
will do what I can to oppose it when the matter
comes before the House. The bridge can be
opened at night so as to interfere as little as
possible with the traffic on it. If the vessels
can go up to the pit’s mouth it will relieve
the wharves of some of the traffic. I am very
glad to have had an opportunity of making
these remarks, and though [ have always avoided
dunning the Government upon any matter, if
these evils continue to exist I suppose I shall
have to rouse the temper of the Minister for
Works rather often.

Mr. FRASER said: I have no doubt the
Minister for Works deserves the sympathy
expressed for him; but with due deference to
him, and though he may have information from
better sources than I have, T must say that I
have had complaints made to me rapeatedly as to
the want of a sufficient supply of trucks to meet
the demand for them on this line. Without
traversing the ground gone over by my hon.
colleague as to the promises made, I pointed out
at a very early period of the opening of those
wharves the want of proper conveniences and
appliances for the loading of coal. T was met
with the reply that although they had been open
for a certain number of months they had been very
little availed of for coal; in fact, the inference
attempted to be drawn was that it was almost a
mistake to have constructed the wharves at all.
T mentioned that in so short a period it was not
reasonable to expect that the coal proprietors
would be able to supply a sufficient quantity of
coal, or that the shipowners, on the other hand,
wouldbeimmediately ready to avail themselves of
theappliances. Iam gladtoseemy anticipations
havebeenmorethanrealised, and that the usemade
of the wharves now, and the quantity of coal
supplied, exceeds the most sanguine expectations
formed. Itmustbeadmitted thatithasbeenalmost
uniformly the fact, in connection with the public
works of this kind, that the inevitable increase
in connection with the development of these
matters had not been fully anticipated by the Gov-
ernment of the day, whoever they may have been.
I make this remark more particularly on account
of the matter alluded to by the hon. member for
Bundanba that Ipswich and its neighbourhood
are not the only places where coal is likely to
come into South Brisbane. Tt is a notorious fact
which cannot be disputed that within the last
month or two some excellent coalfields have
been discovered in the Logan district, close to
the railway line; and I have no doubt that a
large development will take place there. I am
also informed, on good authority, that the quality
of that coal is beyond question. Looking at this
matter, not from a local point of view, and not
in the interests of South Brisbane at all—
although I attach importance to that—but
looking at it from a colonial point of
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view as an industry which we have every
prospect of developing—although we have been
told hitherto that there was no probability of
developing it in this locality and that we should
have to remain dependent upon Newcastle—I
would urge upon the Minister for Works—with-
out expecting that all the departments of the
(overnment should concentrate their energies
on South Brishane—TI would urge upon him to
give a little more special attention to making the
necessary provision for an extension of trade in
comnection with the coal industry which is certain
to take place within a very short time. We
shall all, T am sure, be glad to find that the
industry will develop to a wvery great extent at
Bowen, or elsewhere. It is an industry which
ought to receive special attention, and to which
every facility for its development ought to be
given by the Government of the day.

Mr. JORDAXN : T do not intend——

The SPEAKER: The hon. gentleman has
spoken.

Mr. ANNEAR: Before sitting down, Mr.
Speaker, I shall move the adjournment of the
House

The SPEAKER: The hon. gentleman has
already spoken.

Question of adjournment put and negatived.

MESSAGE FROM THE LEGISLATIVE
COUNCIL.

The SPEAKER informed the House that he
had veceived a message from the Legislative
Council returning the Crown Lands Act of 1884
Amendment Bill without amendment.

QUESTION.

Mr. NORTON asked the Minister for Works—

About what time is it expected that the plan, section,
and book of reference of the Bundaherg-Gladstone
Railway will be ready to lay on the table of the Iouse?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied—

The plans are shortly expected, and will be laid on
the table of the IIouso as soon as possible.

FORMAL MOTION.

The following motion was agreed to :—

By Mr. ANNEAR—

That there be laid upon the table of the House, all
Correspondence hetween the represcntatives of steam-
boat companies, the Government, and their officials,
with respect to the opening up of the South Passage in
Moreton Buy.

CUSTOMS DUTIES BILL—SECOND
READING.

The COLONIAL TREASURER (Hon. J. R.
Dickson) said: Mr, Speaker,—In rising to
move the second reading of the Bill to increase
the duties of Customs to be granted to Her
Majesty, my remarks may be very brief, inas-
much as the reasons for these increases have been
already submitted to the House in the Financial
Statement and have also besn entered into at
length in discussing the resolutions in Committee
of Ways and Means upon which this Bill has been
founded, The Bill, therefore, will not demand
at the present time any particular comment
or lengthened explanations from me, because
T think that the proposals of the Government, as
contained in the schedule, will be dealt with
moteconvenientlyin committeethan on the second
reading of the Bill, the principle of increased
taxation having, I take it, been affirmed by the
acceptance of the Financial Statement and the
adoption of the resolutions which were passed in
Committee of Ways and Means. But there are
two features in this Bill which were adverted to
when the resolutions were before the Committee
which I desire to say a few words upon at the
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present time. They are contained in clauses 6
and 7. I may mention, Mr, Speaker, that when
referring, in Committee of Ways and Means, to
the resolutions which deal with these particular
subjects—namely, the introduction of goods into
the colony which are substitutes for goods that are
liable toa fixed rate of duty, and goods which
are partially manufactured on arrival, and which,
by being submitted to further treatment, go into
consumption as commodities upon which fixed
duties are paid—TI explained the reasons why the
Customs authorities deem it necessary to have
increased powers—or rather, T should say, defined
powers—conferred upon them, under which they
can deal with these classes of commodities. Hon,
members will bear in mind that at the time the
resolutions were discussed in Committee of
Ways and Means a desire was expressed by
hon. members of the Opposition for a schedule
to be attached to the Bill in which these com-
modities could be enumerated. 1T did not see
then, nor do I see yet, the force of having a
schedule — a hard-and-fast line — laid down
in a Bill of this sort. But, as I pro-
mised hon. members on that occasion, I have
caused a statement to be circulated showing
the classes of goods to which, more particularly,
attention has been directed by the Customs.
Hon. members will observe from the statement
illustrative of the operation of claude 6 of the
Bill that there are several articles mentioned
which, in thelanguage of the Custors, “ oppose”
others which are subject to a fixed rate of duty
—articles the character of which is undetermined
when they enter into consumption as substi-
tutes for articles liable to fixed duties and
which pay duty at the ad valorem rate, from which
considerableloss to therevenue hasaccerued.  For
instance, almond cakes come into consumption
as opposed to biscuits ; chocolate and milk pays
ad valorem and opposes, or is a substitute for
chocolate, which pays something like 4d. per 1b.
I need not go through the list, but just mention
these as illustrations. T am free to admit that
there is no great loss of revenue occasioned at
the present time by the introduction of these
articles at ad valorem ; but still, with our rapidly
increasing trade, those losses will increase every
year, not only through these articles being
indefinite in their character, and importers
claiming to introduce them at ad valorem
rates instead of at fixed duties, but also
from the gradual increase of manufacture of
articles which answer all the purposes of
the known commodity, and the growing extent
of importations of articles which are substitutes
for known articles of merchandise. That also is
one reason, and a very strong reason, why a
schedule should not be attached to the Bill
which will require periodical revision, and it is
extremely inconvenient for these matters to
be continually reconsidered. In case any hon.
member is present who had not an oppor-
tunity of listening to the debate on Thursday, I
may refer to the fact that, under the Customs
Regulation Act of New South Wales, the
Comptroller of Customs there has authority, by
the 133rd section, to impose upon those articles
duties, approved by the Government, up to the
full extent of the fixed rate of duty declared.
Now, here it is deemed better that instead of that
power being granted the powers of the Collector
of Customs should be strictly defined, and
accordingly the 6th clause provides that—

“ When goods arve imported into Queensland which, in
the opinion of the Cotlector of Customs, certified by him
to the Colonial Treasurer, are a substitute for known
dutiable goods liable to a fixed rate of duty, or possess
properties substantiaily the same as those of such
dutiable goods, the Governor may by Order in Council
direct that a duty be levied on such goods at the same
rate as that payable on such dutiable goods, or any less
rate specified in the Order in Council.
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“Every such Order in Couneil shall he publisbed in

the Gazelte and one other mewspaper puhblished in
Queensiand, and a copy thercof shall be kept and
exhibited in the long room or otherpublic place in every
Custom-liouse; and a copy of every such Order in
Council shall he forthwith laid bhetore both Houses of
Parliament.”
So that, to a certain extent, this clause will
be in conformity with the views of hon. mem-
bers opposite who desire a schedule. Parlia-
ment will be apprised periodically of the new
articles added to the schedule ; and instead
of having a hard-and-fast schedule affixed to
the Bill, which would require continual expan-
sion Dby legislative action, the more con-
venient method laid down in the clause will
be adopted. The schedule circulated this even-
ing amongst hon. members is as full as it can
be made at the present time, but it does not
comprise all the classes of goods which may
from time to time come under its operation.
The 7th clause rvefers to articles that have
been partially mannfactured, and a state-
ment of these has also been circulated amongst
hon, members, Referring to pork, which arrives
here in salt, and on being subjected to a further
process of manufacture — smoking -— beconies
bacon, at the present time it is admitted at an
ad valoren duty representing about two-fifths of
a penny as compared with hams and bacon, on
which a specific duty of 2d. a pound is charged.
OQur intention in this clause is not to discourage
the introduction of articles partially prepared,
but at the same time to derive a larger revenue ;
s0, while not insisting on the full rate of duty
charged on the manufactured article, we propose
to impose a duty of one-half that rate, thereby
encouraging the completion of conversion within
the colony. Those are the only two features of
the Bill which I think will oceupy the attention
of hon. membersonthesecond reading. Thedetails
of the schedule itself, dealing with the proposals
of the Government with regard to the ad valorem
duty on machinery and the increased duty on
spirits and timber, have been already fully dis-
cussed, and I am convinced that the more they are
inquired into by hon. members the more will the
majority of this House be wmatisfied with the
proposals of the Giovernment. I do not think
any valid objection has been urged against the
increase of duty on a class of articles well able to
bear the additional impost, Considering the
position of the colony at the present time and the
uncertainty of all classes of revenue meeting antici-
pations in consequence of the disastrous season,
the Government would be very unwise indeed if
they did not look ahead and endeavour to make
provision for anythinglike adeficiency intevenue.
But apart from that—for I trust that all appre-
hensions may be removed, and our anticipations
fully realised—the proposals of this Rill are
such as not to interfere to any great extent with
commerce, and the additional duties are proposed
on articles well able to bear them. @beg tomove
that the Bill be now read a second time.

The Hon. Srz T. McILWRAITH said : Mr.
Speaker,—The Treasurer seems to have taken
for granted that thare has been enough discussion
on the general principles of this Bill. He has
certainly not given sufficient reason for eliminat-
ing from discussion the small points of detail.
I know that a number of very important points
were left out of consideration in discussing this
matter in Ways and Means, because we expected
a fuller discussion on the second reading of the
Bill. The speech of the bon, member has been
conspicuous for the absence of the most debate-
able points in connection with the tariff. In the
first place, the hon., member has given us no
sufficient reason whatever for the additional
taxation. The Ministry gave no indication that
additional taxation would be sought to be imposed
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on the people of the colony till a late period of
the session, and unless there is a proclaimed
deficiency in the Estimates I do not see
how they can have arrived at the con-
clusmn that it is necessary. From the Trea-
surer’s glowing account of the position of
the (,olony we thought, further, that it would
not be attempted, and it came on us as a
surprise.  Not only that, but if the tariff is tobe
altered at all we would have thought, from the
antecedents of the Treasurer and the Ministry,
that it would have taken a very different shape
from this. The Treasurer has made one subject
in particular his study, judging from his utter-
ances in other colonies, and that is the subject
of intercolonial freetrade. It is an old hobby of
the hon. gentleman. Years ago, in the last
Glov Inment of which he was Colonial Treasurer,
he initiated a correspondence, and carried it to
an agreement with the Government of New

South Wales to introduce a tariff which
would give reciprocity between the two
colonies. Owing to the rough handling in

the Iouse which the announcement received,
the Glovernment at that time did not make
further reference to the matter, and it dropped
for that session. Now again, lately, when the
hon. gentleman was on the jaunt, he certainly
did not leave business behind; we find him
making a speech, intimating to the Government
of Victoria, or their representatives, that he
would do what was in his power to bring about
intercolonial freetrade. The difficulty the hon.
gentleman has always found in doing this was
the danger of reopening the tariff queatlon ; but
it is to be reopened now, and there would be a
chance to let us see what really arethe views of the
hon. member on the question of intercolonial free-
occupation. But there is no such notion of inter-
colonial freetrade now. He has dvopped all that
ridiculous nonsense, and he goes in purely and
simply for getting money out of the pockets of
the m‘qmvcrs of the colony. There is no other
principle shown but how much money we can get.
We know that the Treusurer wants all he can get.
He has spent more than he considered he was
likely to spend, he will spend more than is con-
sidered necessary, and he will continue to spend
more than is in the Treasury ; he therefore
cores now and asks us for an additional amount.
T thinlk it veflects the greatest discredit om the
management of the Treasury, and the greatest
discredit on the Ministry, that they have gone on
spending money right and left, and hefore the
end of the second year of their carecr find that
they are in such a position that thev must come
forward and ask us to put on additional taxa-
tion. Not only is it that, but a great deal more is
hefore us. I would have had a great deal more
tosay on the advisability of brln(fmg in additional
taxation proposals had it not been for the fack
that I see this iy only the commencement. This
is o mere fleabite to what we shall want if
the same policy is continued to be carried on
by the Colonial Treasurer, Were the slightest
stoppage to take place in our great colonial
nulusm v of spending borrowed money we should
be in the very greatest financial dlﬁlcultle\, as
we have provided nu’chln‘r ag&mst the txme to
come—and whi i
to additional taxation. '_[]mt is our only 1gfug>(,,
and if the time should come when we are
unable to borrow money, then taxation is the
only resort. The Treasurer has admitted that at
the present time we are the most heavily taxed
people in all the colonies. We owe more per head
than any other colony now belonging to Great
Britain, and at the same time we see our only
outlook is additional taxation if we are to pursue
the Government policy of spending money indis-
criminately. I say there was no reason whatever
for additional taxation uuntil the Government
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had tried every means in their power by which
they could reduce expenditure. Unless they
could not provide the means by which the
machinery of government could be kept going
they had no nght toresort to additional taxation.
When the Government extravagance commenced
—and it commenced as soon as they took office
—1 was not here to criticise the Statement
of the Colonial Treasurer. He was obliged,
from the shortness of time and the late
period of the year, to take a great part of
the Kstimates prepared by us, but in the short
time he had at his disposal he did his best to
increase very perceptibly the amounts that were
put down by us as likely to be required for pur-
poses of government. He not only increased the
actual amount but by increasing some amounts
and decreasing others he made his expenditure a
permanent one—that is to say, the increase that
was made was upon those items of expenditure
that take place every year. As a matter of fact,
he increased the Wstimates by £20,000 in the
short time he had at his disposal, and then,
in addition to that, he actually spent over
£100,000 more than had been voted by Par-
liament, That was the commenceruent of the
extravagance of the Government. The next
year their Istimates were more extravagant
still, and what was the reason given by the
Treasurer? The Government were asked at the
time—and what reason did they give? Was it
that the departments actually requlred the
additional sums set opposite to them? What
was the reason that those salaries were increased
to the great extent that they were increased?
The answer given to us was constantly this:
“The colony is in a very flourishing condition.
Look at the amount the Treasurer estimates
will come into our coffers, and surely we ought
to reward these faithful and efficient servants.”
They did so, but the money did not come in, and
we were still left with this incubus; and we have
to resort to the means of puiting on additional
taxation to pay for downright cxtravagance on
the part of the Government. Not only that, but
we see the same extravagance this year. The
Premier challengedme the othernightto pointout
one department in which a saving could be made.
He seemed to consider he had met the whole diffi-
culty by pointing out in the different departments
that the expenditure was absolutely necessary.
I say it was not necessary, and when the Ksti-
mates come on for discussion, although there is
very little hope of reducing the Tstimates and
although it is a hopeless task, T will point out
where reduction might be made. Tt is seldom
that the Opposition has suceeeded in reducing the
Estimates of the Government ; and when their
sapporters desert them, and the Estimates are
reduced, then the Ministry go, and deservedly so.
The hon, gentleman knows that his own side will
vote solid, and commit the country tothe extrava-
gance which they have been guilty of. Wesee the
same extravagance in the present Estimates,
only in a more coloured form. Departmental
extravagance goes on apace, but it is not so bad
as 1t was last year, because the Government
cannot possibly do the same thing as they did last
year unless they wish to bring the colony toa
state of collapse ; but they have gone a long way
towards imitating their steps of last year, and have
reduced certain amounts which have had the effect
of reducing the swn-total of the expenditure
in the first sheet of the Treasurer’s Kstimates,
but which has not had the effect of reducing the
expenditure itself, Take the Department of the
Minister for Works and look at the building votes.
“Buildings ” are one item in which there is a
large reduction, but I do not consider that
that is an item on which the Treasurer ought
to exercise his economising powers. Where
he ought to exercise those powers is in reducing
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the permanent strength of the departments,
No matter if he takes £20,000 or £40,000 from
the amount to be spent on works, I would
undertake te say that a much less ingenious man
than the Minister for Works would be able to
get that amount out of loan; therefore, that
is actually no reduction, but the Treasurer has
transferred a certain amount from the Works
Department to the Works Department managed
under loan. I say the Treasurer is still con-
tinuing his extravagance, and he sees it him-
self, because he started to provide for it, and
we shall see that much more provision will have
to be made shortly, I believe myself that this
is merely a commencement of the thing that I
have always predicted, and of that which has
distingushed the advent of the Liberal party to
power. The hon. member for Toowoomba
the other night said, innocently, that he
could not understand how the Liberal party
got into difficulties. The hon. gentleman
does mnot know very much if he does
not know that. If he had had my expe-
rience he would have no difficulty in under-
standing that matter. 'That party spend more
than they get, and as soon as they cannot get the
country to trust them any longer, or as soon as
they have not the ingenuity to raise the money,
they go out. That is what always happens—in
all my experience that has always been the
result. They have come in with an over-
flowing Treasury, and they have gone out
when they have nothing more to spend. The
only difference now is that their difficulties
have come faster than they ever did before.
Generally the big sum left them in the Treasury
has buoyed them over the first two or three
years, and their financial difficulties have not
commenced until the fourth, or possibly thefifth,
year of their administration. But here it is
quite different. We find them now, at the end
of their second year, coming begging for money
to carry on the colony, althoughthey had a large
credit balance when they assumed office.

Mr. NELSON : It is all put down to the
drought.

The Hox. S1r T. McILWRATTH : Yes; it is
all put down to the drought. Ts it not a miser-
able state of affairs that the drought, which has
been so disastrous to many people in the colony,
should be a godsend to the Government ? I have
heard of this matter being the subject of witti-
cism by the Premier, and have seen in the news-
paper reports of meetings addressed by the hon.
gentleman that laughter always followed the
statement, ‘‘ How can the (Government be
blamed for the drought? It is indeed a
miserable position that a Ministry should
claim exemption from blame in connection
with their administration because Providence
has given us bad seasons. Had the Gov-
ernment acted ditferently to what they have
done they would not now have been com-
pelled to propose additional taxation in
order to meet expenditure. Ior instance, if
they had had the good sense to have refrained
from muddling the land laws of the colony at a
time when the drought was prevalent they
would certainly have had cause to thank their
stars that they were in a very different position
from that in which they now find themselves.
That is the greatest blunder they have com-
mitted ; and they now see that it is a blunder.

The PREMIER : If that is the greatest
blunder we have committed we have done very
well.

The Hox. Sir T. McILWRAITH: Very
well ! The hon. gentleman is cleverer than I
am by a long way, and possibly sees a great
deal further. Doubtless he sees the depth of
his iniquity much better than I can, and sees
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things that I do not see. I say that muddling
with the land laws of the colony is the greatest
blunder the Government have comwmitted.
T have left the 'Treasurer out just now
because I have been going into him for other
things, but he is as bad ax the Minister for
Lands, no doubt. With regard to this tariff,
it does not reflect much consistency on the
Treasurer. Here we have a gentleman, who is a
consistent freetrader, going in and just nibbling
at protection. The hon. gentleman justifies
some of the impoxitions proposed in this Bill on
the ground that they will give aid o our colonial
manufactures, The first duty in the schedule
which, it is claimed, will have this effect is the
tax on machinery. In regard to that I think it
is a tax that is wholly objectionable. It cannot
possibly be defended on the ground that it is any
protection whatever to native industry. If 1t
were intended that thistax should be a protection
to, or a duty in aid of, colonial industries, then 5
per cent. is not sutficient. In my opinion 25 per
cent. would not be sufficient for that purpose, but
the tax will be purely and simply a tax upon all
imported machinery, and will not assist the
colonial manufacturers at all. It is a well-known
fact that all the producing industries of the
colony are in a bad state at the present time; I
do not except even the mining industry, because,
although that is in a better condition than sume
others, it is not in that state which it should De
if certain conditions existed. T believe that
mining can bemade a great deal better than it is.
But, as I have said, most of our industries—our
producingindustries whichusesomuch machinery
—are in a bad condition, and surely this is not the
time for the Government to come down to the
House with a Bill imposing a duty on machinery.
That is the objection to the duty on all kinds of
machinery. There is nothing that enters so
thoroughly, so completely, so universally, into
the whole producing industries of the colony
as machinery; there is not a single producing
industry that does not use machinery to a large
extent, and therefore the tax of 5 per cent. will
be a tax, to a very great extent, upon every
producing industry in the colony—not on mining
alone but on agricultural, pastoral, and general
manufacturing pursuits. The next matter dealt
with in this measure is the duties on spirits.
These are to be equalised. At the present time
the duty on brandy is 12 per gallon, and the
Treasurer proposes toraise the duties on all other
spirits to that amomnt. The adoption of this
proposal will have the effect of making a differ-
ence between the duty charged on Tmported
spirits and the amount charged on the home
manufactured article; we shall, in fact, have
differential duties established. The Treasurer
announced last year that he would introduce a
Bill-—1 forget where the statement was mude,
but I think it was in the Governor’s Opening
Speech—for lowering the excise duty on spirvits.
That Biil the Government have never had the
courage to bring in. I believe myself that it
would have been a failure had it been passed.
The Treasurer has accomplished his object now
to a certain extent by propesing this differential
duty on spirits manufactared in the colony. He
raises the duty on imported spivits to 12s. a
callon, and he leaves the excise duty on spirits
manufactured in the colony at 10s. — the
amount fixed by the present tariff, He has,
therefore, put us in this position : that while
he is professedly ralsing a certain duty -—a
certain amount of revenue by this taxation—he
has at the same time remitted a certain amount of
taxation. Ibelievethatthe remission of that tax-
ation will have a very bad effect—that it will lead
to a most objectionable kind of trade being car-
ried on in the colony, ax it has been proved differ-
ential duties have done on former occasions.
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This differential duty of 2s. per gallon between
the imported and the home manufactured article
is in fact a protective duty to the extent
of 2s. per gallon. Well, T think, if we were
to adopt a protective system, we should cer-
tainly not commence with spirits, because there
are a great many very objectionable features
that have been proved to exist where differential
duties have been in existence in a country. It
bas been so here. At one time there was a dif-
ferential duty of 8s. 4d per gallon between the
imported and the colonial-manufactured article,
and the evils resulting from this system were so
great that the colony unanimously demanded
the erualisation of the duty. I have not the
slightest hesitation in saying that the trade has
been a great deal better since then, and that we
have had very much less bad spirit in the markes
since the duties were equalised. The Treasurer
in speaking upon this matter said that we had
lost so much from the excise duties decreasing,
but I think there was no cause for lamenting on
this score, becanse the result of our previous legis-
Iation has been that men have got value for their
money in getting a better class of spirits, If
the Treasurer manages by this sidewind to get a
proposed ditferential duty through, he will surely
initiate greater evils than existed under the whole
system Dbefore the equalisation of the duties,
and will have created in the vested interests
which will be established the greatest barrier to
removing those evils. We have had experience
of this, and not only have we our own experience
te guide us in this matter but the experience
also of other colonies. In New Zealand the
Government were obliged to equalise the duties
on spirits ; and the great impediment in the way
was the vested interests which had been created
under previous legislation, and distillers were
paid the cost price of the buildings which were
rendered useless by the action of the Government,
It was acknowledged that these differential duties
led to the depression in trade from which the
colony suffered. Of course, 1 object to the
whole tariff, because I say, as a general principle,
that we should not go in for taxation. I do not
object to the equalisation of the duties on whisky,
gin, and rum, with brandy, because I never
could see any good reason why they should be
different. I say that if we increase the duty on
imported spirits we should equally increase the
duty un spirits manufactured in the colony, and if
we do not do it now I am sure we shall have to
do it in the future and at a very great cost to the
colony. With regard to the duty on timber, this
is aduty in which the Government have violated
all principles of trade to impose at the present
time, and whatever effects the Dbringing in
of a tariff of this kind could have had
in healing the breaches in the Ministerial
ranks it was shown that the administra-
tors of the affairs of the Government did
not go on reasoning principles in their action,
The Minister for Lands assured us that it was
necessary and just that the timber that was cut
down in the colony should pay a royalty—that
the timber-getters had certain privileges and
rights, and it was only just that those who uged
the timber should pay for it. There was a feeling
in the minds of a great many people—mot con-
fined to the Government side of the House—
that revenue should be raised from that
source. It was an idea that had been in the
minds of people for the last eight or ten years,
and it principally arose from the fact that it was
the belief that the sawmillers made large profits
out of their business, = Whether this was the
case ornot I do not know ; but I believe that was
the origin of it. Our present Minister for Lands
was the first to attempt to impose a royalty, as he
said, for the purpose of making them pay for the
privileges they received and for the timber they
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used which belonged to the Government. The
present Minister for Lands was the first to put on
an impost of this kind. The impost was 1s. per
100 feet, and then there was acry out, and the cry
was justified, for the reason that whatever good
reasons might have been given for the imposition
of a royalty the time selected for so doing was
very inopportune, The trade of the sawmillers
was suffering from very keen competition caused
by the facilities that men in other parts
of the world had for getting timber. The
timber was forced up to Queensland, where it
found an exceptionally good market ; and while
the timber-getters were oppressed with this
extreme competition the Minister for Lands, or
the Ministry generally, took that inopportune
time of putting a tax on the timber-getters. A
cry was raised, and there was a general opinion
that a mistake had been made in imposing so
heavy a tax, and that it ought to be remitted.
Then the Minister for Lands took it into his head,
after several months’ consideration, to issue fresh
regulations reducing the amountfrom 1s, to 6d.per
100 feet. Now comes the anomaly of the story :
the Minister, in defending that action, says, 1
may have been wrong in putting on too much, but
I was right enough in principle, because the
timber-gefters ought to pay so much for the
timber they get.” That was his contention, and
accordingly he reduced the tax by one-half.
What is the action of the Government now?
They put on an import duty on all timber
coming into the colony, and the royalty that
they impose about doubles what is paid under
the present regulations. The DMMinister said,
“These men ought to pay 6d. per 100 feet
for all the timber they use; they get it for
nothing from the Government, and surely they
ought to pay this amount for it.” Shortly
afterwards he said, ‘‘These poor timber-getters
cannot be getting on so well after all, and
instead of asking them for 6d. per 100 feet, we
will give them a bonus of 6d. per 100 feet for all
they put into the market.” The hon. gentleman
cannot defend it as a royalty, because as soon as
a duty is imposed upon the imported article the
royalty ceases and becomes a protective duty,
and the whole colony is taxed to the
amount of 1s. on every 100 feet of timber
it uses. The timber-getters are paying mno
royalty—instead of that they are paid a bonus
for every 100 feet of timber. That is an illogi-
cal position that the Ministry should have
been ashamed to put themselves into. They
have been stumbling from one blunder into
another, and their only saving clause was that
it put money into their pockets. The position
of the State 1s this : that we find ourselves taxed
on an item upon which we should not be. If
there is a thing that will bear taxation less than
anything else at the present time it is timber.
Men are rushing about in too large a current to
build houses, and T cannot conceive at present
that it is fit that the Treasurer should stop them
in it. T do not see at all why it should be
made more expensive to build a house, and I do
not see why that which has now become a necessity
—that is, a better kind of accommodation than
they have enjoyed—I refer to the working men of
the colony—should be denied now, at a time
when all are commencing to use timber in greater
quantities than ever they did for the purpose of
building houses. Thave gone over the detailsinthe
schedule. With regard to clauses 6 and 7, which
refer to the departmental matters, I believe they
are aiming in the right direction and will have
the effect of making the duties of the Collector
of Customs less arduous than they are. I know
there is a difficulty ; but I believe, myself, that
the Treasurer has the whole power in his hands
to deal with the cases that will be dealt with in
clauses 6 and 7. At the same time, he has acted
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judiciously in bringing them before the House
to get its sanction to the general principles
upon which the Collector of Customs may act.
I have no doubt that, from the division talken in
Ways and Means, the second rcading of this 13ill
will pass; at the same time, I have the intention
of testing the Committee upon the various items
recorded in the schedule.

The PREMIKR said: Mr. Speaker,—I will
only say a very few words inreference to some of
the observations that have fallen from the hon.
member who has just sat down. He has a way,
when hemalkes an attack upon the Government, of
either not listening to any answer made to him
or of entirely disregarding it. His method of
reply to an answer is never to take up the argu-
ments and show that they are fallacious, but
simply to repeat what he said in the first
instance, as if there had been no answer made.
Such tactics may have their effect in somne
places ; there are some people who may be
impressed by continual reiteration of the same
statements, and not by arguments to show
whether those statements are correct or incorrect.
The hon. gentleman returned to the charge this
afternoon which he made a week ago—about the
extravagance of the Government. 1 listened
with interest to hear how he was going to prove
the statement, how he was going to explain that
the Government were guilty of extravagance.
We do not want the hon. gentleman to point out
in detail where reductions may be made in the
Istimates. We ask him to point out some
department in which thereis extravagance. We
want him to lay his finger upon one and say, “‘In
that department there is more money expended
than is necessary.” If he does that we shall be
ready to meet him, and we shall he prepared to
justify the expenditure we ask for. We have to
carry on the services of Govermment. The hon.
gentleman said in one part of the speech he
made just now, “ Why does not the Treasurer
reduce the overgrown departments?” Well,
the increases made in the departments during
the last two years are certainly very small
indeed, and are certainly not nearly in proportion
to the growth of population and the wealth of
the colony. The overgrown departments only
exist in the hon. gentleman’s imagination. The
services of the country must be carried on, and,
as I pointed out hefore, you cannot have somany
more hundred miles of railway and carry on with
exactly the same number of station-masters and
engine-drivers. You cannot afford police protec-
tion in remote parts of the colony without
having more policenten.  You may call these
overgrown departments, but you can only reduce
the expenditure in cases of that kind by doing
away with the efficiency of the service. Tt is
idle, I say, therefore, for the hon. gentleman to
gel up and charge the Government with malking
overgrown departments and incurring extrava-
gant expenditure when he will not call attention
to any itemn—I do not mean any small itemn—hut
when he will not or cannot call attention to any
extravagance, or give any instance in which the
expenditure proposed is not justified hy the
absolute necessities of the country. I am not
prepared to say that in some of the sub-depart-
ments there may not be less economy than is
desirable. There are some Dbranches of my
own department of which I know next to
nothing, because I have not had an opportunity
of investigating them. But I know quite as
much of them as my predecessors did, and I
know that there is not any more extravagance in
them now than there was before. Whether there
is extravagance in them or not 1 cannot say
because I do not know, but I am certain there
is not any more extravagance in them now than
at any previous time. The hon. gentleman, of
course, repeats the old charge, which he seems to
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take a delight in—no doubt in the hope that some
people will think it is true—that whenever the
Liberal Government comes in the finances go
wrong. A charge of that sort is purely absurd.
The hon. member talked about the large
surplus—the overflowing Treasury—we had to
start with. We had what was called a sur-
plus, of which we appropriated, not exactly
for the same objects, but exactly the same
amount as the hon. gentleman proposed to
appropriate. So that really we had a balance of
about £60,000. That was really the halance we
had to start with when we cane into office, and
that balance is considerably larger now than it
was then, So that that is the state to which the
finances have been reduced by the present Gov-
ernment during their term of office. Those
are the plain facts, and we could leave the
hon. gentleman, if we went out to-morrow, a
bigger balance in the Treasury than he left us
when he went out—a very much larger balance,
leaving out £310,000 which we took, and which
he himself proposed to take, forspecial purposes.
Possibly, if we were in office for four or five
years and carried on this extravagance the hon.
gentleman talks of, we might bring the finances
of the colony into confusion, but we have not
done so up to the present at any rate; on the
contrary, we have got more money than we have
spent.  The hon. gentleman then says it is
in comsequence of the mismanagement of the
Government that we are now obliged to ask for
additional taxation. I do not see where the
mismanagement comes in, so far. Of course, I
do not want to say that everything that has
happened is due to the drought.  The hon. mem-
ber may not think that it is so, but his argrunents
meai, 1n effect, blaming the Government for the
weather—the (zovernment are responsible for all
natural causes, Of course, we know that when
the revenue decreases we ought to reduce expen-
diture, as the hon. gentleman says. When the
revenue decreases we ought toreduce the expendli-
ture so far as we can. I we are certain that the
revenue is going to be permanently reduced, we
should devise some means of permanently re-
ducing our expenditure. But I do not know why
a temporary difficulty should be met by a perma-
nent reduction of expenditure, accompanicd by a
necessary reduction in the efficiency of the depart-
ments, We could, of course, if we liked, knock
off half the Police Force. That could be easily
done, and would save money, but it would not be
encouraging the settlement of the colony or
bring in a larger revenue. What the hon.
gentleman did hint at as the real cause of the
temporary disturbance in the finances at the
present time was what he calls our deplorable
mistake about the Jand. If we had followed
the policy of the hon. member we might have
had a much larger surplus.  We might have had
£300,000 or £400,000 in the Treasury. We know
that perfectly well.

The Hon. Str T. McILWRAITH : That is
not so.

The PREMIER : The hon. member thinks
that a great mistake; he calls that a great
blunder.  We might have had nore money and
a larger surplus if we had followed the bon.
mewmber’s plan, and  taken money for pre-
emptives, and sold a larger awmount of land by
auction than we did.

The Hox. Siz T. McILWRAITH : You sold
far more land than I did during the time you
were in office.

The PREMIER : What is the use of going
back to a period seven or eight years ago?

The HoN. Sz T, McILWRAITH : That was
the only chance you had.

The PREMIKER : What does that prove? 1
i say the Parliament last year and the supporters
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of the Government deliberately determined to
change the land policy of the colony, Thatis what
the hon, member calls a deplorable blunder. Well,
we do not think so. We do not think that the
Government made any mistake in adopting that
course. We do not think ourselves so wise
that we are not capable of leawrning any-
thing, I hope that every year I have been
in this House I have learned wsomething.
T certainly think that 1 have learned more than
I knew in 1874, when I was first a Minister,
and more than I knew in 1878, when I was last
a Minister, before my present term of office.
But if we have learned something since then,
and the people of the colony have learned
something  since then, it does not follow
that we have made a blunder. We determined
to change our land policy, and the reason
why the finances of the colony are not in a
more favourable position, and why the surplus
is not so large as the hon. member thinks it ought
to be, though it is quite as large as could be ex-
pected under the circumstances, is simply because
we have changed ourland policy,and until the new
policy gets into active operation there will be a
temporary disturbance. The hon, gentleman, in
etfect, says that we must have taxation, but that
it ought not to be necessary, and it would not
be necessary, if we had not changed our policy.
There is « great deal of nonsense talked about
taxation in this colony. It ixnow eleven years
since we have had a change in the tariff, except
when the hon. member brought in taxation upon
boats and screws, or something of that sort—
a trivial change of that kind which brought
in a few hundred pounds year., We have
really had no taxation to be alarmed at in
this colony ; we have been living upon our land
to a very great extent. Suppose we wanted
to raise a much greater amount of money from
taxation, there would not be anything very
alarning in it.  The tariff here is not nearly so
heavy as it might be, and my own impression is
that we can stand a good deal more taxation
without feeling it a Dit, if it was justly dis-
tributed.  Our tariff is much lower than in
other countries.  Tam not advocating any higher
taxation, it must be understood, but I think
all nonsense to be afraid of taxation.
It is nonsense to be afraid of taxing spirits or
any other luxuries. Why not tax them? For
my part, I should not feel the slightest hesitation
ab any time, if there were a deficiency, in putting
anothershilling or two on spirits up to areasonable
amount, It could be taken off again when we
got better off.  As T have said before, we have
no income tax to work on, but we have plenty of
things that might be used as a source of revenue
which are notso used.  Asan illustration, thongh
ot in_the slightest degree offering it as desir-
able, T may say that persomally I should see
nothing to be alared at if, in consequence of the
land revenue falling off and the necessity for
raising money by some other means, we were to
charge 6 per cent. ad valorem duty instead of 5
per cent. What magic is there in 5 per cent.
rather than 4 per cent. or 6 per cent?

The Hox. S T. McILWRAITH : People
would not be alarmed, but they would not like it.

The PRIIMIER : Of cowrse not.  The cry is,
“We have not the slightest objection to taxation
—only devise some means by which it will not
fall on me and I will support youw.” Of course
it must fall on somebody. In the past we have
been lovking a great deal too much to the sale of
our land—our capital—instead of paying our
expenses as we went along ; but 1 hope we have
stopped that system. What is more, I am sare
that we have stopped it, and that we shall not
return to the system again.

The Hox, Sz T, McILWRAITH: What?
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The PREMIER : T am quite certain that we
shall not again return to the systemn of selling
land for the purpose of revenue ; but I know the
hon. gentleman would do so if he got the chance.
His prineiple is not to look ahead.  He does not
care for the future: he is prepared to sacrifice
the whole of the land of the colony in order to
carry on comfortably for three or four years and
let posterity look after itself.

The Hown, Sz T. McILWRAITH : I shall
remember that it has been announced for the fivst
tiwe that the party opposite will not go back.

The PREMIER : And we are not going back.

The Hox, Ste T. MILWRAITH: You will
throw overboard that principle in six months.

The PRIEMIER : One striking feature of the
policy of hon. members opposite was to sell plenty
of land.

The Hox. Str T. McILWRATITH : We ¢ot
plenty of money for it at all events.

The PREMIER : So can we. So could
anyone. In New South Wales what a magnifi-
cent policy it was that sometimes produced a
swrplus of as much as £1,000,000 or £2,000,000 a
year from the sales of land ! Dut in what posi-
tion are they now?

The How. Siz T. McILWRAITH : No one
has condeinned that in the House more than L.

The PREMIER : And no one has set himnself
wore sedulously to imitate that policy.

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRAITH : That is
not true.

The PREMIER : The hon. member did not
say s0; but I am speaking of what he did, not
what he said.  He sold land as fast as he could
get anyone to buy it; that is what the hon.
member did. I do not desire to say anything
further about the general financial question,
because nothing new was said by the hon. mem-
ber, who merely reiterated what he said before,
It is just as well, however, to point out that
what the hon. member says is mere repetition.

As to the details of the Bill, I do not
propose to say anything now coxcept one

word about the tax on timber. The hon. mem-
ber says—if I followed his argument aright—
that when you put a royalty on timber it is a
payment to the State for the timber of the State,
but that if you put an jmport tax on timber the
royalty ceases to be a royalty. 1 confess I cannot
sce that at all. Wemight as well say that if we
were to charge an excise duty on sugar and also
an import duty on sugar there would be no
excise duty en sugar,  The fact that we get paid
for the timber we sell is not altered by the fact
that we may have an import tax. The effect may
be that the fmport tax is to a certain extent pro-
tective, but if we sell 100 feet of timber at 6d.
royalty it appears to me that we get 6d. for it,
whether we charge 1s. or 10s. on imported tin-
ber. If we pub a tax of 10s, on imported timber
we should still get 6d. for every 100 feet sold to
the timber-getter.

The Hon., Siz T, McILWRAITH : T do not
see that,

The PREMIER ¢ If the hon. mewmber does
not see it one of us must be very obtuse. It
seems to me that if & man sells propoerty for G
he has the 6d. That fact is obvious. It is
equally obvious that an import tax may have a
protective tendency by preventing timber from
being imported. Though T propose to leave the
details of this measure to be discussed in com-
mittee T will say one other thing in respect to
distilleries. The hon. member says that if we
place a higher duty on imported rum than the
excise duty we shall create a large vested
interest, which we shall not be able to geb rid o
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without paying a large amount of compensation.
Now, the hon. member was here tive years ago,
and he did away with the distinction which then
existed—destroyed the vested interests of the
distillers, but paid no compensation.

The Hox, Siz. T. McILWRAITH :
circumstances were very different.

The PREMIER : I do not know in what res-
pect, except that the distilleriex were then in a
much more flourishing condition than now. He
says that in New Zealand the owners of distilleries
were quite willing that they should be abolished
if they were paid compensation. I daresay
anyone doing an unprofitable business would
be quite willing to give it up on those terms.
The hon. member says that great advantages
have ensued since the excise and import duties
have been equalised. One result has heen
the waste of large quantities of the natural pro-
duce of the colony. 1t has made no difference
to the revenue, but a very considerable difference
to the employment of the people of the colony.
s to the improvement in the class of spirits, T
do not think the equalising of the duties had
anything to do with that. The bad spirits
imported have been traced to New South Wales
in every instance of which I am aware. There
was one manufactory in Queensland where bad
spirit was made, but that has disappeared. There
may have been more, but I do not think there
was more than one.

The Hox. .J. M, MACROSSAN said : Mr.
Speaker,—I shall imitate the hon. gentleman
who has just sat down in not going very far into
the details of the Bill, becauwse I shall have an
opportunity of doing so in committee. The hon.
gentleman, speaking of the hon. member for
Mulgrave, says ““One of us must be very obtuse.”
Well, T think so too. The Minister for Landsbegan
by putting a royalty of 6d. per 100 feet on timber,
because he thonght the timber-getters should be
compelled to pay a certain amount for the use of
what grew on the land of the colony—one of the
natural products of the State. To compensate
for that, Is. per 100 feet is put on timber coming
into the colony.  The whole of the people of the
colony are $o pay 1s. per 100 feet for every bit of
timber which comes in, for the timber-getters
henefit to the extent of 6d. per 100 feet.
Whether they pay a royalty or not, they are
hencfited by the process by which the Minister
for Lands intended that they should lose a certain
amount on every 100 feet.

The PREMIER : T do not see the relevancy
of that.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN : If the hon.
gentleinan cannot see that T cannot help him.

The PREMIER: T see the fact as stated, but
I do not =ee what relevancy it has to the question
of whether we get a royalty or not.

The Hox. JJ. M. MACROSSAN : The timber-
cetter is Denefited to the extent of 6d. on
every 100 feet.

The PREMIER : The State gets paid for its
timber.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN : Let him
only take the percentage of the increase of the
population of the colony and the percentage of the
increase in the sum asked by the Government for
the ensuing financial year—and compare the
latter with the sum asked for by the late Gov-
ernment in its last year of office with the then
population of the colony, and he will see where
the increage arises. It is not for us to point out
any particular department in which there is an
increase. The increase is over the whole. There
is not w single department that has not been
inereased far beyond any measure of the natural
increase of population.

The PREMIER : Arc you sure?

The
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The Hown. J. M, MACROSSAN : I am quite
positive, because I have compared the Fstimates,
It is a very simple process; any member of the
House can do the same thing. The hon. gentleman
has also told us that if we were to return to office
to-morrow we should find a much larger surplus
than when we left it, If that is so, why, in the
name of Heaven, is he imposing fresh taxation?
What is it wanted for if the surplus is much
larger than it was two years ago? The fact is,
the hon. gentleman knows that the surplus is far
more than counterbalanced by the deficit.  Talk-
ing about blundering in the departments, I have
just this moment dropped across a blunder which
shows the way in which one at least of the
departments is managed. In the listimates for
the present year we are asked by the Minister
for Works for £30,000 for the Central Railway—
that is, the Central Railway system. Last year
the sum appropriated was £37,800, or £7,800
more., Now, let us see what the Commissioner
for Railways says about that railway in his
annual report. He says :—

< Central and Clermont Reifwey.—The maintenance
expenditure on this system during the year has not
been 80 heavy as previous years’ averages, in comsc-
quence of no ballasting having been dong, and this, it
s anticipated, will incrcase the cost for the year 1885.”
And to meet that increased cost the hon, gentle-
man goes in for reducing the expenditure ! It is
very easy to make the deficit appear to be only
£23,000 when the Hstimates are manipulated in
that fashion, The Treasurer could have a surplus
of £100,000 if ho only went through all the
departments in the same way as it seems he has
cone through that of the Minister for Works,
The Premier suggests that if more taxation is
wanted we might raise the ad waloran duty to
6 per cent., and he says there is no magic in
5 per cent. [ admit that. There is no magic
in 5 per cent. or in 10 per cent.; but there
is something very objectionable in 10 per cent.
I recollect the time when the 10 per cent.
ad wvelorem was reduced in 1874, and the
people were very much pleased at having the
5 per cent, taken off. I would suggest some-
thing else to the hon. gentleman, if heis going in
for fresh taxation—and every man who thinks
seriously will see that there is a good deal of
fresh taxation in the Treasurer’s mind at this
moment. Instead of increasing the ad valorcin
duty let the Government go in for a general
tax upon property. The value of property has
increased in this colony out of all proportion to
what it would have increased had it not been
for the extremely large Government expendi-
ture. That expenditure has been the means
of increasing the value of property all over the
colony, and more especially in the southern part
of the colony. I say that if taxation is neces-
sary—and  according to the hon. gentleman’s
own statement it is necessary—it is property
that should he taxed, because the interest on
this vast expenditure must be paid year by year,
and the working men of the colony, who derive
the least benetit from it, should not be taxed
to pay it. Nothing can be plainer than that those
who have benefited by the large loan expeun-
diture should be the first to be called upon to
make up any deficiency in the revenue, and not
the working men. The position of the working
men in this colony is just about the same as in
any other of the Australian colonies—it is very
little better and very little worse, taking one
trade with another, than it has ever been—while
the position of the property holdersis far better,
and all on account of the large Government
expenditure out of loan.  The hon, gentleman
says that owing to the House having made an
alteration in the land law there is some tem-
porary derangement in the revenue. DBut what
was the statement he made to the House to
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induce it to alter the land law? Did he tell the
House that we were going to have no increase
of revenue for three or four years? Oh, no!
He told the House distinctly that we were
¢oing to have an immediate increase of revenue
to the extent of £150,000, and that year
by year the revenue was to increase by
“leaps and bounds” until it became so large
that the gentlemen who sat on the Treasury
benches would  not know what to do with
it. But for the blundering of the Govern-
ment there would have heen no deficit, and no
fresh taxation would have been required. Tt was
a Dblunder to tamper with the revenue of the
colony until they had provided means by which
they could pay the enormous interest which
we are called upon to pay for loans, and for the
current expenditure as well, without going in
for increased taxation. In 1879, when the late
Government took office under very adverse eir-
cumstances—when there was perhaps more justi-
fication for increased taxation had they thought
fit to go in for it—the hon. gentlemen now sitting
on the Treasury benches brought a motion of
want of confidence against the Government
because they did not go in for increased taxa-
tion. In the position the colony was in at
that time, I would sooner have resigned my
seat as a Minister than have gone in for
increased taxation. I saw perfectly well that
the colony could be pulled through without
imposing any additional taxation on the peopls,
who were already taxed quite heavily enough.
The hon. gentleman says the people of this
colony are more lightly taxed than in any of
the other colonies. I say they are taxed more
heavily, not only than in any other colony in the
Australian group, but than in any other country
in the world—even the oldest countries, that have
to maintain large armies and fleets, while here we
have neither fleet nor army.
The PREMIER : Oh!

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN: Perhaps the
hon. gentleman thinks he has an aarmy.

The PREMIER : I do not think the taxation
here is as heavy as in the other colonies.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN : T am not
alluding to money derived from services; and I
say that the actual taxation per head of the
population is larger than that of Great Dritain,
or even of France, which is more heavily taxed
still.

The PREMILR : Plenty of people in Great
Britain are taxed 30 per cent. of their income.

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN : Not by the
Governent,

The PREMIER : There are other formns of
taxation besides Government taxation,

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN : Sothereare
here. We have municipal taxation in towns and
divisional board taxation in the country, and
many others, I sav there is no actual necessity
for taxation ; but if there is that necessity for it
which the hon. gentleman maintains there is it
has Dbeen bhrought about by the blundering
extravagance of the people now on the Treasury
henches; and T am certain that in spite of what
the hon. gentleman says as to the people of the
colony being well able to bear more taxation he
will find before he is many months older that
the working men of the colony will not like the
taxation that is being put on them now.

My, FOOTE said : Mr. Speaker,—I do not
intend to say very much in reference to the Biil
now before us for the second reading, having
aleady expressed my opinion respecting it; and
under existing circumstances I approve of it.
I trust, however, sir, that we shall see the day
when the land laws we have passed will be so
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suceessful in their operation that we shall be
able to reduce taxation instead of adding to it.
I rise more particularly now to refer to some
anomalies in our tariff to which I directed atton-
tion the othernight,and to point out certainarticles
in connection with which I expressedmy intention
of moving some amendments when in committee.
With that view I have prepared the amend-
ments, In the first place, I intend to move a
new clause to follow clause 2, to remove the
duty at present imposed upon wheat, My object
in doing so is simply this: There is no very
great revenue derived from it, and the colony
can by no means grow sufficient wheat to make
all the flour required for consumption by the
people of Queensland ; neither will it do so
within the next fifty vears. It appears to be
somewhat anomalous that wheat should have to
pay a duty of 6d. a bushel, and that flour should
be admitted free; that is to say, that all
the flour that is being used in the colony
has to be grown outside of it, or very nearly so,
with the exception of the very small proportion of
wheat that is grown here, and the small quantity
that is imported and manufactared into flour.
It is within my own kunowledge, and I know that
it is within the knowledge of the hon. the
Treasurer, and possibly it is known to many
other hon, members, that there are persons who
would willingly establish mills for grinding
wheat in various parts of the colony if
they could do so with any prospect of profit;
but of course when they are handicapped
to the enormous extent of 6d. a bushel,
which would be looked upon as a handsome
profit if they were grinding, they cannot possibly
do so, taking into consideration that flour is
admitted free. Then again there is the com-
mercial aspect of the matter in conunection with
the shipping industry. Traders from New Zea-
land and Tasmania would come to our ports often
if they could fill up with wheat, and were able to
find purchasers for it in the colony. And there
is another aspect of it, sir, which I know will
meet with considerable opposition, because there
are some parbies on the Range—millers, of course,
looking after their own interests, as most other
parties do in this colony, and I do not blamne
them for doing so. But under the present
aspect of things this Bill would be a protec-
tion to them. It creates a monopoly, and
those millers are the greatest monopolists to be
found in Queensland. They tallk about the land
monopoly, sir, but it is not to be compared to a
monopoly of this character; and they have got
things in such a tidy, nice, decent little way of
moving that it is not possible to be haproved
upon. For instance, they get a good crop of
wheat about two years in six ; if they do they
are very successful. Bub it iy known, and I
know, that sinee 1879 a great deal of wheat
that has been ground in the colony has been
imported from without the colony. Otherwise,
these mills must have stopped ; and hereis where
they have the advantage—they import the grain
and it is carried on the raillway at produce rates,
that is to say, at the same rate as produce grown
in Queensland. They have to pay 6d. a bushel
duty, but they get more than that as vebate by
way of carriage ; and not only is that so with
regard to the wheat, but when it is manufactured
into flour they still have the privilege, wherever
railways exist, of having it carried at produce
rates. Now, sir, that is not fair; neither is it
right that a monopoly of this sort should be
supported by the State. T simply mention the
matter now—of course it will be thoroughly
discussed in committee —in order that hon.

members ay think over the matter, see
what an anomaly it is, and preparc their
minds to rectify the evil. I am satistied

of this, sir, that, if the duty is taken off,
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within twelve months there will be half-a-dozen
mills started in various parts of the colony. 1
know, too—at least T have been told by parties
who have come from the Downs and who say
that during last summer they had a good crop,
and I am very glad to hear it—1 hope they will
have another this year—that they want another
mill there, from the fact that they can get only a
certain price at present, there being no other
market in Queensland. If they do not choose
to take the price offercd by the millers on
the Downs they have nowhere clse to go,
and this shows what T have already stated—
that there is a monopoly which benefits the
few at the expense of the many. I believe I
have only to mention this to induce the House to
take the matter into serious consideration. The
next point to which I wish to direct attention
s another of these anomalies of our tariff, and
although what I intend to propose will affect a
product that is srown to some extent in Queens-
land, yet I think it is proper that it should be
dealt with. For that purpose T propose to move
an addition to the schedule of the Bill to the
effect that the duty on colonial wines imported
into the colony shall be 3s. a gallon. I doso
with the view that it will be beneficial to the
public—that it iy needed by the public. I
regard the drinking of beer as being almost as
bad as the drinking of spirits in hot weather.

The Ho~. Sz T. McILWRAITH : You try
it.

Mz, FOOTH : Close-up as bad, Drinking beer
makes one very hot in hot weather. There is no-
thing equal to wine ; and I think it is too bad that
eolonial wine should be protected to the extent
of Gs. agallon, or 1x. per bottle. Why, sir, 1s.
a bottle ought to be the outside price required to
be pald for those wines. Wine and water isa
very beneficial drink in hot weather in this
climate, and I believe that it would go a long
way towards reducing habits of intemperance.
Wine is a very excellent beverage in a colony
like thix, and a duty of Gs. a gallon is too much.
T am speaking in the interest of the public of this
colony and in the interest of the wine-malkers,
because they will then have to enter into compe-
tition and mnke good wine if they are to sell it.
Not ouly that, but also in the intevest of the
Government, because 1 believe they will get
donble the revenue on wine if they reduce the
duty to 3x. a gallon. 1t would also be in the
interest of the tectotallers, for it would greatly
redice intemperance. I make these remarks to
prepare the minds of hon. mewmbers, aud T hope
they will apply themsclves to the subject, and
remove these two anonalies from the tariff.

Mr. KATES sadd : Mr. Speaker,—Here we
have a most extraordinary thing. On one xide
the Treasurer proposes to increase the taxation,
and on the other side the hon. member for
Bundanba proposes to take off taxation. I
suppose the one will balance the other.  If I am
not mistaken, the hon. member who has just sat
down is in possession of a swall mill in Ipswich,
which he has been trying for the last seven or
cight years to dispose of or work, but without
suscess.  He knows that se far as he ix con-
cerned therve is no duty on wheat, because if he
pays Gd. a bushel he is protected to that extent
by the duty on pollard and bran.

Mr. FOOTIS: That won’t wash !

Mr. KATES : Every 60 lbs. of pollard and
Lran is protected by a duty of 6d. The hon.
member forgets that the wheat industry pro-
mises to he one of the largest in the colony,
especially on the Darling Downs, Last year we
had 15,000 acres under wheat. That is not very
much, considering the area we have, but it is
increasing.  The year before last there were only
10,000 acres of wheat, We have been supplying
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the Darling Downs with flour, and T think the
industry should be protected, so that we might
send our wheat to the hon. member—not only for
the Darling Downs, but for Brisbane and Ips-
wich. The value of the breadstufls last year was
£400,000, and I think it is our duty to assist the
farmers of Darling Downs with a small pro-
tective duty of 6d. a bushel, especially when we
are protecting the sugar industry to the extent
of £5 aton. It ix not from the sea-coast that
the danger isto come. If we allow the wheat-
growers of Tenterfield and New England to send
their wheat to Darling Downs without paying
duty, we run the risk of smothering the culture
of wheat in this colony. The hon. member has
an idea that if this duty is removed the Brisbane
capitalists will erect Jarge fiour-mills in Brisbane.

Mr. FOOTE: Hear, hear!

Mr. KATES : Why not now? You are pro-
tected in the pollard and bran.

Mr, FOOTIS : The pollard and bran do not
bear any proportion in value. It depends on the
demand. Half the time it is sold at half cost.

Mr., KATES: The hon. member does not
know what a serious blow he will inflict on the
people of Darling Downs.

My, FOOTE : We will spoil your monopoly.

Mr. KATES: We wish to retain the duty to
prevent mills being established in Brisbane,
because our district cannot absorDh the pollard
and bran, and we want a market for it, which
we can only get in West Moreton, Brisbane,
and Tpswich. T think hon. members will
azrec that the wheat industry is one which
ought to be assisted. We hope in course
of time to be able to supply not only Bris-
bane but the northern portion of the colony.
The hon. member acts from purely selfish
motives, because he has a little mill he wants
to sell or work at the expense of the colony., T
do not think any hon, member will grudge the
Darling Downs wheat-growers 6d. a bushel. The
agricrlbural industry will some day be the main-
stay of the colony, if the pastoral interest should
decline, from dronght or anything else. Now,
just a few words in_ conncction with the
question  before the House. T very much
regret that the Government should find it
necessary to introduce any additional taxation,
especially taxation so directed as toliurt farmers
and miner The 5 per cent. tax on machinery
15 what I principally object to; I do not think
machinery should be taxed in a young colony
like thix, which is largely dependent on labour-
saving appliances. The introduction of ma-
chinery should be encouraged in every possible
way, especially machinery that cannot be manu-
factured in the colony. I know that noune of
the foundries ov ironworks in the colony can
produes machinery forreaping or threshing wheat.
If machinery could be manufactired in this
colony there would be some reason in putting
on such atax ; but cevtain kinds of machinery
are renquired in agricultural centres which canno
be made here, or if it could, it would not be
as  serviceable as that Imported from Eng-
land or Melbourne. At all events, the de-
mand for machinery manufactured here
not nearly so greut as for that manufactured
in England., We know of our own expe-
rience that one tirm has tried the manufacture
of agricultural machinery and has signally failed.
T am therefore of opinion that it would be much
better if the Government did not propose a tax
on machinery at the present time. With regard
to tiinber, I have been informed that the whole
revenue which will be derived from the proposed
tax will only amount to about £3,000, and I thinlk
it is scarcely worth while for the sake of such a
paltry sum to put o tax upon hmported timber.
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T think the Government, in imposing a duty on
Deer, should bave put an additional tax on im-
ported beer in proportion to the amount put on
beer made in the colony. That would have given
an increase in revenue, and would have been more
just than the present proposal. I shall support
the second reading of the Bill, reserving what 1
have to say on these particular items until the
Bill goes into committee.

The SPEAKER said: I wish to take this
opportunity of calling the attention of the House
to a circumstance that has occurred in connection
with this Bill. I think it is & most unusual prac-
tice,and one which, if continued, would be attended
with very great inconvenience to Ministers in
charge of Bills. The hon. member for Bundanba
circulated this morning, before this Bill was read
a second time, certain amendments to be moved
in comnittee, which is a most unusual oceur-
rence, and one that has been disapproved of very
strongly in the House of Commons. A similar
thing oceurred in the House of Commons on the
16th June, 1880, on the occasion of the second
reading of the Relief of Distress in Ireland Bill,
when Mr. W. E. Forster gave notice of his
intention to move an amendment in the Bill.
The amendment was distributed six hours before
the Minister in charge of the Bill moved the
second reading, and the question was put to Mr.
Speaker, Sir Henry Brand: —

“ Whether, inasimuch as the clanse was not in the Bill
at present, and as only notice had been given that it
would be brought forward in committee, it was in order
to discuss that clause on the second reading of the
Bill?

“Mr. SrrARkw said, public notice having been given
on the part of the right hon. gentleman to introduce a
clause of that character, and snch a clause having ap-
peared on the paper, it might he considered sufficient
gronnd for moving the adjournment of the debate, with
the view, no doubt, of making reference to the elause.”
The House will see at once that it was the
opinion of the Speaker of the House of Commons
that it was irregular to refer to an amendment to
be moved in committee on the second reading of
the Bill, and I think the Fouse will also see the
inconvenience that would arise from discussing
amendments at such a time. It is a general
Parliamentary rule to discuss the principles of a

3ill on its second reading and not to discuss the
clauses in detall, and the House will at once see
that, if a dozen hon. members gave notice before
the second reading of a Bill of their intention to
move in committee half-a-dozen amendments and
distributed them, and each memberwas allowed to
discuss those amendments on the second reading,
it would be highly inconvenient to the Minister
in charge of the Bill. T desire the House to
understand that when a question was put to
Sir Henry Brand later on, requesting an authori-
tative ruling from him, he pointed out that it
was very unusual to distribute amendments before
the second reading of the Bill. In the case of
Mr. Forster, he gave notice of his amendments in
the House. In the present case no notice of the
amendments has been given publiclyin the House,
and there is no reference to them in the * Votes
and Proceedings,” consequently the amendments
of the hon. member for Bundanba cannot bhe
discussed on the second reading of the Bill.
The question now before the House is that this
Bill be now read asecond time, and 1t would there-
fore be out of place to discuss the amendments,

Mr. BLACK said: Mr. Speaker,—I was
somewhat astonished to hear the coneluding
remarks that fell from the hon. member for
Darling Downs, Mr. Kates, who, after con-
demning the proposals contained in this Bill—
the new taxation proposals of the Government—
wound up by saying that he would support the
second reading and see what he could do when
the Bill goes into committee. I think it isa very
great pity that members of the House havenot a
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little more independence of character, and that
when they sec that the principles involved
in an important proposal like this are certainly
unpalatable to their own constituents—and, I
believe I am correct in saying, are also dis-
tasteful to a large proportion of the inhabitants
of the colony—they are not prepared to stand np
in the House and say, “I will not vote for the
second reading of the Bill.” I do not intend
to support the second reading of this Bill,
not that [ imagine that by not doing so it
will have any immediate effect on the ve-
sult, I believe the second reading of the
Bill will be carried, because I sec—and have
long seen—that that fatal ten-willion loan has
hobbled hon. members in this House in such a
way that they are afraid that if they show any
antagonism to the proposals of the Government
the public works in their district are likely to be
affected. Of course it i all very well—indeed it
is the duty, possibly, of the Treasurer, to stand
up, and in that light and airy and pleasant
manner of his, to talk about the taxation
proposals as matters of very little moment.
The Premier has adopted very much the same
réle; in fact he intiinated to the House, and of
course to the country, that even if we had to resort
to further taxation and increase the ad valoren
duties the people could very well afford it.
The Treasurer has already told us that the
country is in a highly prosperous state
and that the people are contented and have
no reason to dread any taxation. I beg
most emphatically to differ from that staterent,
I say that the country is not prosperous, and
that the people are not contented, and I believe
that if there was a polling of the people of this
colony next week on the policy of the Govein-
mentthe Ministry wouldundoubtedly be defeated.
T think that in an important matter like this,
which is the commencement of a policy of
additional taxation, the Government and
their supporters are hardly fair in trying
to force the measure on the country withount
having given more consideration to the wishes of
their constituents. I notice, Mr. Speaker, and
I referred to this matter when the resolutions
preliminary to this Bill were passed through
committee, that the taxation proposals of the
Government almost entirely atfect the necessities
of the people, whereas the luxuries of the people
are left almost untouched. There is no doubt that
the people have been very much misled, and that
members of this House have been very much
niisled ; and I am perfectly satisfied that if this
House had known last year, when they passed
the Land Bill, that it would be necessary to
combine additional taxation with the new land
policy, the result as regards that Land Bill would
have been very different from what it was.
But we were distinctly told—I have said
this before—and the people of the country
were given to understand, that the immediate
effect of the Liand Bill would be to raise sufficient
revenue, if not to reduce taxation. We were told
that if we only gave the Land Bill sufficient
time the Customs duties might be reduced ; but we
see already what has been the immediate effect
of that poliey, and that is that we have got to con-
trilute something Hlke £93,000 additionalrevenue,
I maintain, Mr. Speaker, that the people of the
colony, so far as I can judge from meetings which
have been held, are decidedly dissatisfied with the
policy of the Government, and I think it is to
be regretted that hon. gentlemen, seeing what
that policy is leading the colony into, do not in a
more independent manner stand up and say,
“ We shall oppose this policy of the Gevernment
unless it is referred to the constituencies for their
decision.”  This proposed tax on machinery,
Mr. Speaker, I consider is a very injurious
blow to the producing industries of the colony.
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If it had bheen intended to act as a pro-
tection to our foundries, there might have
been something to say in favour of it. But I
maintain that it will not have that effect. The
bulk of the machinery that is used in the eolony
for mining and agricultural purposes is not, and
cannot for some time, be produced in the colony.
The 5 per cent. tax will not protect foundries ;
but it will undoubtedly be a tax to that extent
upon those who require machinery., I received a
letter from the North a few days ago pointing
this out to me very clearly. It was in connec-
tion with some gas machinery which, after a great
deal of trouble ingetting a company together, had
Teen ordered from home. The purchase of this
machinery, I am told. involved about £5,000,
and it is now, I believe, on the road out.  Pro-
vision has been made to meet the payments as
they come due, but now they suddenly find that
on the Ianding of that machinery it will be
taxed to the unexpected extent of £250.

The COLONIAL TREASURER : Gas
machinery never was exemypted.

My, MOREHEAD :
here.

Mr, BLACK: Referring to the machinery
which isused for the manufacture of sugar in
the colony, I think it is generally admitted by
everyone familiar with the subject that thisisa
deseription of machinery which cannot be manu-
factured in the colony. We, no doubt, have
foundries that have heen in the habit of turning
out sugar machinery of a certain description for
some time past. DBut that machinery is not
competent to manufacture sugar according to
modern  requirements. I hope the time will
come when the foundries will lay themselves out
for the manufacture of the whole of the machi-
nery that we may require in the colony. But
until this is done I do not think that it is
right to impose a tax of 5 per cent. upon that
class of imported machinery. T think all mem-
bers of this House will admit that the margin of
profit in that industry is not sufficiently large
just now to allow of any additional burden.
An ordinary plant of sugar machinery, competent
to make sugar to compete with the whole of the
world, as we have to do, is known to cost now-
adays not less than £20,000, and the addi-
tional tax of £1,000 will certainly be the mesns
of preventing any persons who may be inclined
to continue the industry from doing so. We
cannot increase the price that sugar real-
ises after it is manufactured. Nowadays,
when every nerve has to be strained to reduce
the cost of production, we suddenly find an
unexpected tax imposed upon the machinery,
and it will have a very injurious effect. I know
there are many in the colony who are perfectly
sincere and anxious to try the experiment of
the cultivation of sugar by means of white
labour, but this tax, meeting them in the face
at the initiation of the system, will have a very
bad effect upon the industry. It will not
benefit the local foundries, but it will have
the effect of stopping an industry which
every well-wisher of the colony desires to
sec succeed under one system or the other.
‘Why, Mr. Speaker, we know that it is the wish
of the Government to do all that they can to
further that industry accerding to their lights,
They propose, by means of loansin aid of central
sugar-mills, to put thelr ideas to the test of
practical experience. I will point out that,
while on the one hand they are proposing to
advance some £50,000 for this purpose, they
propose, on the other hand, to put a tax on
that same machinery to the extent of £2,500.
I think that it is an injurious policy, and a
policy that is not necessitated by the exi-
gencies of the time. The opinion of the

There is plenty of it

[ASSEMBLY.]

Customs Duties Bill.

country will be that it has been brought
about by the failure of the Government to fulfil
those promises which they undoubtedly made to
the electors when they were returned to power
with a very large majority. This tax on
machinery, Mr. Speaker, I look at from another
point of view—that is, that it will to a very
much greater extent affect the prosperity of the
northern portion of the colony than it will that
of the South. Al the heavy mining machinery
goes to the North., There are no foundries
there. The sugar machinery of the colony
undoubtedly all goes to the North; there is
very little of it used in the southern portion
of the colony, although T may be told that
by looking at the Customs returns I shall see
that Brisbane shows a very large amount of duty
annually paid for machinery of different descrip-
tions. Tha$, however, merely proves that the
machinery is in the first instance imperted here,
and the duty is paid here, and then it is tran-
shipped to the Northern ports of the colony.
The samme objection that I have to the tax on
machinery, which is a tax chiefly on the agricul-
tural productions of the colony, I have also to
what T think is an unnecessary tax upon timber.
That tax is expected to be so small in amount
and so insignificant as a means of increasing
the revenue—and T am sure the Treasurer has
not succeeded in justifying it by expediency, as
it is only expected to veturn some £3,000—that
it will fall very heavily upon the consumers of
timber in the North as compared with these in the
South. It is certainly intended as a protective
duty to the sawmills in the South, whereas we
have no sawmills in the North, and the consumers
of timber there will have to pay the duty. With
regard to the proposed increased duty on spirits,
I have not very much objection to wmrge; but
concerning the proposed duty on beer, which does
not come under this Bill, T think it is a very bad
duty, and in connection with it I would also
point out that, in my opinion, it will have the
effect of closing up the small breweries of the
colony. I bave received a communication
relating to the subject from one of the small
brewers in the North, in which T am informed
that the difference in duty added to the differ-
ence in the cost of production of colonial as
compared with English beer gives the latter
an advantage of 8s. on the material used
in the manufacture of a hogshead of Deer.
Tf this is the case the Government should cer-
tainly consider whether, in imposing these duties
—which will not necessarily have the effect in-
tended—for revenue purposes, they are not at
the same time destroying or undermining some
of the young colonial industries which have got
barely established at the present time. It is
not for us, perhaps, to more than suggest in
what shape additional taxation might have been
proposed so as to meet with more favour from
the general population of the country. That
has been already referred to by the hon. member
for Townsville, and T think also by the leader
of the Opposition. The time has arrived when
some taxation might with safety be imposed upon
the property holders of the colony. It is easily
explained how the necessity for taxation has
arisen in consequence of the great increase in the
loans we have been borrowing of late years,
and how property holders have undoubtedly
benefited more by loan expenditure than
any other holders in the colony. This would
be one means of effecting what I Delieve
would be a good reform. By imposing a
property tax it would have the effect of com-
pelling property holders in the colony—by that
I mean landholders chiefly — to devote their
lands to a more profitable use than they are doing
at the present time. You do not vequire to go
very far down the streets of Brisbane to see
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he enormous increased value accruing to Bris-
bane property—I refer to Brishane property
because it is more immediately under my eye
every day. We hear of thousands of pounds
Leing made by land syndicates—I think they are
called—who do not in any way contribute addi-
tional taxation to the colony. I think the
Treasurer might bear this inmind when the time
comes—which he has sketched out as not far
distant—when additional taxation will De
necessary, and tax the property holder and
relieve the general taxpayer, and at the same
tinwe carry out some of the views which it is well
known the Minister for Liands holds on this sub-
ject.

My, MACFARLANE said : Mr. Speaker,—
The hon. member who has just sat down com-
menced his address by referring to the conclud-
ing remark made by the hon, member for Darling
Downs as showing that members on this side of
the House, while not approving of the whole of
the schedule, yet have not the independence to
oppose the second reading of the Bill. Tt is
going a little bit too far to expect members on
this side of the House who approve of the Bill,
with the exception of one or two items in
the schedule, to oppose the second reading of the
Bill, and it is going too far to contend that they
show a want of independence because they are
willing to pass the second reading of the Bill
under the circumstances. The hon. member
also said that the difficulties of the present
Government had come upon them because of
the want of success of the Land Act. Surely it
is vidiculous nonsense for people to tall in this
fashion! The hon. member knows perfectly
well that no revenue could be derived from the
Tand Act up to the present time. It was
distinctly stated when the Bill was before the
House that it would not bring in any revenue
for a year or two

The Hox., Sir T. McILWRAITH : It was
expected to bring in a revenue of £150,000 the
first year.

Mr. MACFARLANE: But that ultimately
the revenue from the Land Bill would be so very
as one hon. member went the length of
saying—that it would be so great that perhaps
some taxes of the Custom House might be
omitted—I do not see why this should not take
place ina year or two. The deficit this year is not
so very great, and the Treasurer might have got
through without additional taxation ; but I think
itisa very good characteristic of him that heshould
have pmvuied forthe worst. Although hon, mem-
bers opposite say we have no right to take credit
for the drought, and that the Government ought
to do as well when everything is languishing
as when everything is prosperous, that is really
not to be expected. 1 believe myself in most
of the items in the schedule, but, like the
hon. member for Darling Downs, I do not
agree with the tax upon machinery. That
is the only item in the schedule which I
disagree with. T think, for the protection
of the manufacturers in this colony, we might
put a tax upon machinery which they can
make., There are many manufacturers in
this colony who cannot make some of the
machinery coming to the colony, and if only
machinery which they can make were taxed it
would be a very different matter. The tax is
certainly a small amount, but it will take
another 10 per cent. to bring the machinery out
to the colony ; that will be 15 per cent. in favour
of the local manufacturer. That is, perhaps,
not sufficient to encourage loeal industry. The
leader of the Opposition said it would take 35
per cent., and I believe it would take quite that
to be a real encouragement to local industry ; but
5 per cent. ad valorein, as proposed, and 10 per
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cent. for introduction and freight will make 15
per cent., and that will go a certain way to
unooumgc local industry, thouoh it may not go
as far as local manufactirers would like. 1 will
say a few words with reference to the excise duty
upon beer. It is not mentioned in the schedule,
but it has been spoken of by wseveral hon.
members. I think the cry of taxing the poor
man’s beer is simply a ridiculous cry. The cry
is not likely to come from the working man
himself about this taxation, and if he is
moved to making that cry it will be by parties
above him. I am sure that the working men
throughout the colony—even those who are
drinkers of beer-—will not grudge this 3d. per
gallon duty upon colonial beer. They know
that spirits are taxed at the rate of 12s,
a gallon. and that wine iy taxed at the
rate of Gs. These taxes arc almost exactly
erual, because wine is about half the strength of
S])lllt\ taking \plllt\ to contain 50 per (,ont of
alcohol, and wine 23 per cent. HSome wines, 1
know, do not contain so much, but that is about
the average, and taking that view they are taxed
exactly alike. If we take alcoholic beer and
look at it in the same light, what should it be
taxed at? It is said it is the poor man’s drink,
and we should give it to him as cheap as we can;
but I believe the w orking man is quite prepaved
to pay some tax upon “heer. I do not know
e\actly the strength of beer, but in sonie cases
it 13 124 per cent., aud m othus‘bs low as G percent.
Suppose it was 124: that would be half the
strength of wine, and consequently the tax, if
levied according to aleoholie strength, would be
3s. a gallon, which is more than the price of
beer. But no one proposes to tax it at this rate,
The tax proposed is 8d. a gallon, which is so small
an amount that it is not worth while making a
fuss about, and the working man will not thank
hon. members opposite for doing so. Ifor these
reasons I shall support the second reading of the
Bill, and shall be very glad, when in unnnuttee,
to improve the m,mufactunno schedule so as to
exempt machinery not made in the colony.

Mr. MORFEHEAD said: Mr. Speaker,—I
shall certainly oppose the second reading of the
Bill, on the broad ground of the non-necessity
for its introduction. If the Treasurer really has
to meet a deficit of £27,000 he might do itina
different way. I think three times that amount
of deficit could be wiped out by reducing the
expenditure of this colony through retrenchment
in the departments. It will be remembered that
the Government have enormously increased the
cost of the departments to the State by reducing
the hours of the Civil servants ; and that by knock-
ing off one hour per day of the time during which
Civil servants were employed the staffs of the
various departments have been enormously
increased. .

The PREMIER : No!

Mr. MOREHEAD: I say that the Estimates
will prove that the cost has been enormously
increased owing, to a great extent, to diminishing
the hours of work for the not overworked Civil
servant, who is becoming an incubus to the
State in more ways than one—as an electoral
factor and as a man overpaid for the work he
does. I do not think that will be denied by any
hon. member who is not depending on the Civil
Service vote for his election. This Bill strikes
at the working man ; it strikes at industry—at
nearly every productive industry in the colony
except those which are in a small way protected
—some foundries which may get a little work
owing to the small tax being placed on machinery.
But even the tax on nlachmeu will turn out to
be a bogus proposal. I do not think it will be
of the enefit anticipated either to the foundries
or the colony. Tt is clearly a DMaryborough
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tariff ; it is simply brought in to please that
portion of the colony; and I would ask any
unbiassed man if he could come to any other
conclusion  on  resding the schedule. We
lnow that some of the largest foundries are
in Maryborough. Weknow also that the largest
sawmills in the colony are at Maryborough, and
that is why these import duties are proposed to
be placed on machinery and timber. It may suit
the Government—I suppose it does suit them, or
they would not have introduced this Bill—to
pander to Maryhorough and assist those who are
employed in the industries mentioned, but i it
fair that the population of the colony should have
to xuffer increased taxation to benefit that small
portion of the colony? Isay it is monstrously
unfair, and if this Bill is passed the working men
of the colony are the ones who will be injured in
every particular. Building will be checked to a
great extent, the use of machinery will alxo he
checked to a greot extent; and, though it may
appear & small thing to the hon. member for
Ipswich, the poor man will have to pay more for
his beer; and that is a matter which, I believe,
the poor man—at any rate, those who have not
followed the example of the hon, member and
taken the blue ribbon—will feel very much.
It is all very well to say that these taxes on
spirits and beer, if worked out mathematically,
will have only an infinitesimal effect on the
price of the drinks of the working man; but
that is not how it will be worked out. He will
he charged a great deal more than at the present
tinle, or else a very inferior article will be served
out to him.

Mr. MACFARLANE: Tt can scarcely be
much worse than it is now.

Mr. MOREHEAD : The hon. member appears
to have had great experience in the matter. I
did not think he had, but he speaks now as an
expert. He told us the other night that he did
not indulge ; but now he tells us that the liquor
served out in the future cannot be much worse
than it is now. And he spoke feelingly; he
spoke as a man who, if he had sinned, had also
sutfered. There can be no doubt about that in
the mind of anyone who heard the agonised tone
in which he enunciated the words 1 have quoted.
I think the hon. member is too impulsive—too
apt to interject remarks. T hold that this Bill
is wrong either in one direction or another ; and
the same may be said with regard to the other
Bill which goes side by side with this—the Bill
providing for the excise duty on beer. If thisis
intended as a protective measure—and it can
only be favourably argued on those lines—how is
it with the Bill providing for the excise duty on
beer? Does the Treasurer wish on the one hand
to encourage the foundries and sawmills at the
cxpense of the working classes, and on the other
to put such a tax on beer as will lead to the
closure of places where it is manufactured and
where a large number of men are employed ? The
two things are inconsistent. The Treasurer does
not propose to increase the import duty on beer,
but he proposes to put on a duoty that will
damage one of the most prosperous industries in
the colony and lead to the small breweries being
wiped out of existence and a large number of
men being thrown out of work, The lines on
which the two Bills are framed are entirely
antagonistic. I agree with a great deal that fell
from the hon. member for Mackay in regard to a
property tax—though he has, perhaps, over-
stated the case—Dbecause it must be borne
in mind that the general public are to a great
extent relieved from expenditure by the ex-
cellent Acts we have in force—such as the Liocal
Government Act, the Municipal Act, and the
Divisional Boards Act—Acts which relieve the
central government of a good deal of expenditure
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in places such as Brisbane and certain districts
where property has increased largely in value
and rates are locally raised andlocally distributed.
At the same time, T do not think, and bhave not
thought for a long time, that property has been
sufficiently taxed in this colony. Not only
this Government, but others also have been
too ready to fly to Customs to raise revenue
when they might have raised it from sources
that would not have touched the poor man.
Taxes raised through Customs on the neces-
saries of life fall on rich and poor together,
except as regards the quantities consuined.
Therefore, I say it would have been very much
better, if the necessity had arisen—I maintain tha
it has not arisen-—to have gone to that sowree,
than to have brought in a tariff which must
materially and prejudicislly affect nearly every
interest in the ecolony. When this subject was
under discussion before there was a good deal
of debate with regard to the matter contained
in the 6th clause, and the Treasurer was asked
if he would be in a position to schedule the
articles which were likely to be brought in in
suthstitution of other articles in theexisting tariff,
His answer to that is contained in the paper I
hold in my hand, and I think it reflects credit
neither on the gentleman who compiled it noron
the common sense of the Treasurer who brought
it down to the House to-night. There are not
half-a-dozen, if as many, articles mentioned in
this statement which could not have been settled
without any necessity whatever for this Gth
clause, and those, when the necessity arose,
could have been easily scheduled. "I would ask
hon. gentlemen just to take this statement in
their hands, and say if there can be any doubt
as to how the duties could be levied. The first
item is ““almond cakes.” I should be inclined
to let them go as biscuits. Then we come to
“anchovy paste.” I have no doubt that that
is preserved fish, but a doubt seems to have
arisen in the mind of the Collector of Customs.
The next item is ** Averil’s paint.” A doubt has
arisen in the mind of the Collector of Customs as
to whether this is paint or something else.  Sup-
posing it was called Smith’s paint, or Jones’s
paint, it would be paint all the same, and why
not Averil’s paint? T shouldlike to have some
explanation on this point, because to the ordinary
mind there seems to be no difficulty whatever
about it.  Then ‘“ Australian Relish”—there is a
doubt whether that should be called a sauce.
There is very little deubt that it is sold asasance
and used as asauce; and yet this ““doubting
Thomas”—I am glad to find that his name is
Thomas—doubts whether it is a sauce or not. 1f
he would only handle, and touch, and taste,
perhaps his mind would be relieved. T certainly
think it is ‘“‘sauce for the goose.” Then we
come to ‘‘benzine, benzole, ete.,” and ‘‘ben-
zoline.” There may be a doubt as to their being
oils.  “Black-lead paint ”—here we have another
touch of the paint-pot. T should think that if it
is black-lead paint it is paint made from or con-
nected with black-lead. Then we have “ bloater
paste.” T fancy that is preserved fish, although
a doubt seems to have arisen in the mind of
““doubting Thomas.” Next comes ‘‘ butterine,”
I do pnot know whether that should be
charged as butter, but I should charge it three
times as much as butter if I had anything
to do with it. At the same time, I think it
should get into the butter scale. At any rate,
it is a substitution, and a very disagreeable
substitution. T do not mind giving the Treasurer
a pot of it that was sent out to me if he will
promise to eat it. ‘‘ Candicd peel ”—no doubt
that is a succade. Then we have ‘‘capers.”
There can be no doubt that that should come
under the heading of pickles. ‘“Carraway
seeds”—if anyone will look it up in the Jincyclo-
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peedia I have no doubt they will find it called a
spice. ¢ Catsup” I have always considered as a
sauce. I do not know whether T have been
wrong, or whether the ‘“doubting Thomas” is
right. ¢ Chocolate and milk”—1T should charge
them as chocolate, as there is no duty on milk,
¢“ Chow-chow” T should class with candied peel
as o suceade.  If “chutney” is put into the
category of sauces it wonld not be far wrong.
Then we have “cilunamon.” How it is that
“doubting Thomas” considered that cinnamon
was not a spice, T do not know. It is
in our nursery rhymes, Mr, Speaker, that
cinnamon i3 a spice. “ Coffee and milk”
and “cocoa  and milk” I should brand as
coffec and cocoa respectively, sinking the
milk, “Comquats ” T should call the same as
chow-chow, ‘‘Condenscd ale”—I admit there
is o difficulty here. That is an article that has
been introduced as a substitute by mixture for
bottled ale. ‘“ Coriauder seeds”--there can be
very little doubt about those being a spice.
¢ Cuttle-fish "—1I really think this wmust have
been put in to poke fun at the Premier, who,
when he gets into trouble, casts out a lot of
sepia and bolts. I did not know that such a
thing as cuttle-fish was imported. I have never
eaten i, and please God, unless it 1s put hefore
me in some disguised form, I never will, Then
we have “crushed maize.” I should think
that is maize that has been subjected to a good
deal of pressure ; it does not cease to be maize
becauseit has been crushed. “ Crystallised ginger”
—there can be no doubt that that is a succade.
¢ Chinese flour” I take tobe vice. “ Dryers,” 1 he-
lieve, are very closely allied to paint if they are not
paint. I have not marked that as an article
that should not appear in the schedule. ““ Essence
of anchovies ” I should put among the sauces
or preserved fish; it is practically a sauce.
fHxtract of malt ”—probably that should be
included in clause 6. ¢“ Gelatine lozenges”—
no one hut “ doubting Thomas” would believe
that those were anything but a confection.
“Golden syrup” and  ““treacle” are most
certainly molasses ; and equally as certain is it
that “ground rice” isrice. “ Freshherring” I
see s called preserved fish.  ““ Doubting Thomas”
has here touched a very delicate point, there
being no duty on fresh fish, and probably, as
they come in tins, it will be the safest plan to
include them in that category. They must have
been preserved before they get here. There is
very little difficnlty in dissolving the doubt
on what must have been to him a most
painful question to decide. *‘Tron castings for
bridges” may be called iron castings for building
purposes, for a bridge may not unfairly be de-
scribed as a building.  ““ Jugged hars ”—that
appears to have completely got the better of
“doubting Thomas.” I suppose he thought it
was hare in a jug, and that he might be able to
levy a tax on the jug as well as on the hare. I
think it might be safely put into the category of
preserved meats without any shock to the
feelings of “doubting Thomas.” *“Jujubes”
—I know my children look upon them as
confectionery ; and possibly ““doubting Thomas”
may find that “out of the mouths of babes
and sucklings” wisdom may De learnt.
¢ Lampblack” I should certainly class amongst
the paints,  “ Naptha” as an oil may he doubt-
ful, although I immagine that it would be safe
enough to class it as an oil. “ Nutmegs” as
gpices appear to be a source of difficulty. Pos-
sibly the hon. gentleman has had a large number
of wooden nutmegs imported, and his fine feel-
ings may have been shocked at their having been
brought in as spices. If they have been brought
in as spices, of course they paid duty as spices,
and I am only sorry for the unfortunate people
who had wooden nutmegs, and not spices, served
1885—2 M
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out to them. “Olives in kegs” might, as

the hon. the leader of the Opposition has
snggested, have come under the Timber Regula-
tions. Here we have timber again. 1If the
¢ doubting Thomas” could not understand hares
in jugs he could not understand olives in timber,
e could very well nnderstand them in bottles,
but to think that they could be put into kegs
was utterly beyond his comprehension, and
perhaps he might wish to put the keg under the
Timber Regulations,  ‘“Plaster of Paris” as
cement I think there need be no difficulty about
—mnot the strong cement which is a valuable
product, more costly than ordinary cement, but
yet it may be fairly classed as cement. No
one is likely to import plaster of Paris to
cement his house with. ‘‘Potted ham and
chicken.” There again we have the ‘‘doubting
Thomas.” I do not know whether he is des-
cended from the race who do not believe in ham,
and thinks that chicken should not be associated
with it; but I think potted ham and chicken may
very safely be considered “ preserved meats.”
Can absurdity go any further? ‘ Preparations
of sozp”’~—there may be something in that. Pre-
parations of soap may be imported which may be
turned directly into soap, and should pay duty
as such. “‘Rice cakes,” I think, may be very
fairly classed under the head of biscuits., I do
not think the revenue would be likely to suffer
much. ¢ Steel wire” and ““iron wire”’—1 admit
that there may be some doubt there. There is a
differencs in the value of the two articles.
“Straw” and “hay”—that is a very important
matter ! Where is the chaff?

Mr. CHUBB: We are getting that now.

Mr. MOREHEAD : Ido not think thatisa
matter that need bother us very much. ‘‘Sugar
candy” is not considered *‘ confectionery.” Here
is another blow at my children! We have
always considered it confectionery, but all the
ideas of iy childhood are swept away by the
“ donbting Thomas.” ‘¢ Vegetable black "—per-
haps he thought it was a black vegetable and not
a paint.  ““ Vermilion red” I always understood
to be a paint, but it does not appear to be con-
sidered so by the Collector of Customs. ‘¢ Wire
rope” and “iron wire”—there is considerable
difference in the value, and I can quite under-
stand those iterus being included in the schedule.
Now, sir, we come to the wind-up—which is, I
think, very properly called *Yorkshire Relish.”
Really it is very humorous! and I am almost
inclined to think that the ““doubting Thomas”
has been poking fun at the Treasurer, because
in effect he says—* T hope you will take this as
Yorkshire Relish. Thisis the last item I have
any doubt about ; and if you swallow Yorkshire
Relish you will swallow anything.” I am per-
fectly satisfied that he has been poking fun at
the Treasurer in preparing this statement as illus-
trating the operation of clause 6 of the Customs
Duties Biil. Tt could only be the outcome of a
man brimful of humour—a man who has gauged
alsothe capacity of the Treasurer—who sees that
he iz & man who can be poked fun at, for he has
poked fun at him with a vengeance. 1 repeat,
Mr. Speaker, what I said the other night—that
all the goods brought into the colony with the
intention of being substituted for others which
pay a higher duty, and thereby evade the proper
duty, could be very easily put into a schedule.
T think that I have clearly shown by reading
from the statement furnished to the Treasurer
by the Collector of Customs that every word I
said is true. Not more than eight or nine articles
in the list mentioned need have been scheduled,
and I leave it to any man of ordinary common
sense, whether inside the House or out of it,
who has read the statement, to judge of the truth
of my remarks, I donot think any member in
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this House does not agree with me, that of all
the articles put in this statement 70 or 80 per
cent. would be understood by any schoolboy who
had read the tariff of this colony, as being
articles upon which duty should be collected,

am astonished that the Treasurer should
have put such a statement before us. Surely
he cannot have seriously looked into it! T
have looked into it seriously, and although
T have tried to make the best of a bad job
by putting perhaps the humorous side upon
it, yet every word I have said will be borne
out. It is absurd that we should be asked to
pass such a clause as the 6th unless we have
attached to the Bill a schedule of the articles
that should be taxed under it. T do not wish to
see a fixed schedule; it could be amended year
by year by consent of the House, or even, as
I said before, without the consent of the
House, by inserting a clause giving power
to the Treasurer for the time being, when he
saw that any fraud was being attempted, on the
lines laid down in clause 6, to amend the schedule,
subject to the sanction of this House afterwards.
He then could go on and collect the duty and
get the consent of the House subsequently. If
he had brought forward such a proposition as
that T should be the last to object to it. I am
reminded, sir, that the hon. the Treasurer has
said nothing with regard to any preparations
containing dynamite. I understood the hon.
gentleman to refer to it previously, and
to state that the matter would be attended
to. I wish to again point out that I
oppose this Bill for two very strong rea-
sons,  The first is—it is a non-necessity. The
end desired could be attained without putting
extra taxation upon the people in any shape or
form, by mere departmental retrenchment—that
is, assuming the statement of the hon. the
Treasurer to be correct, and 1 have no doubt that
it is correct up to the present time: We are
asked to provide £93,000 extra revenue to meet
a deficiency of £27,000—thereby showing the
confidence of the Government in the future. The
second objection T have is, that we are asked to
derive that extra revenue, not from the property
holders of the colony—the very class best able to
bear it—but to levy imports upon those who are
the most heavily taxed people in the whole
colony, and the least able to bear it

Mr., GRIMES said: Mr. Speaker,—The
speech we have just listened to would have been
all very well if we had come to spend an idle
hour ; but I think it is rather out of place that
so much time should be taken up in this frivolous
way when there are thirty or forty members here
who have left their own business to attend to the
business of the country. T, for one, have not the
timetospendinlistening tosuch frivolous remarks.

The Hox. S T. McILWRAITH: Why
need you talk?

Mr. GRIMES : I am alluding to the speech
of the hon. member who just sat down.

Mr. MOREHEAD : T am glad it annoyed you.
Mr. GRIMES : Unfortunately I have not had

an opportunity of expressing an opinion on these
proposals of the Government. I was away from
the House and out of Brisbane when the speech
was made and the discussion taken on it; but I
see that in two of the daily papers I am credited
with having made a speech here. The announce-
ment that I made a speech would not perhaps do
me much harm, but unfortunately I am made to
say exactly the opposite to what I should have
said had I been here. The Courier of August
27th says :—

“Mr. Grimes announced that he would vote for the
tariff proposed hecause the working man would, through
the greater prosperity brought thereby to industry, he
more than recouped for the small additional taxation.”
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Now, sir, had I been present T certainly should
not have expressed an opinion of that sort. I
am sure we all regret very much the necessity
for additional taxation, though I do not lay it to
the same cause as hon, members opposite. 1 do
not think it is caused by the incapacity of
the present Government, but I do think the
untoward and difficult circumstances of the
colony since the present Ministry took office
have had a great deal to do with it. We could
not pass through such seasons without every
industry in the colony suffering more or less,
especially those industries which depend on the
occupation or tillage of the lands of the colony.
This of itself, no doubt, has had a great deal to
do with making the returns from land sales
fall below the estimate. No Ministry, whatever
their shrewdness and foresight, could have been
prepared for such difficulties as the present
Ministry have had to meet. I regret the neces-
sity for additional taxation, but we must meet
the deficiency in the best way we can, and
perhaps it is better to meet it at its beginning
and prepare in some way for the worst. Ido
think we might have derived the taxation from
some other source, so that it would not be felt
so hardly as the proposed increased taxation. I
have sympathy with the remarks that fell from
some hon. membersopposite, that we tax the goods
the poor man uxes quite enough without additional
taxation in that direction. I would not go so
far as to say that we shonld have increased taxa
tion on property ; that, too, is taxed quite enough
at present. The municipal rates are very heavy,
and the divisional board rates are also very
heavy on those who are making their livelihood
by tilling the land in the country districts. But
T think we might very well have attempted to
get at some of the very large incomes derived
from different sources in Queensland. I think we
might have considered whether the tims had not*
arrived when we might try to draw a little more
from the wealthy class of the community. There
are numbers of people who, whilst deriving large
incomes from Queensland live elsewhere. They
get the henefit of our industries, but thev
bear very little of the taxation; and it is
in this direction that I should have liked
to see the Ministry go for increased revenue.
But bad as the proposed taxation may appear
to hon., members, I think it is better than
facing the difficulty as the late Ministry did.
They make a great boast that when they took
office with bad times and a failing Treasury they
did not need to come down to the House for
additional taxation. There has been a great
deal of talk about taxing the poor man’s beer,
but I think that if the question were put to
the working men of this colony they would
rather even bear a tax on their beer than see
the method again adopted that the last Ministry
resorted to. We well remewmber those tele-
grams that were sent to the Minister for Lands
in Brisbane when the Premier was in Melbourne
orelsewhere—instructions by all meanstosellland
and replenish the Treasury, and we know how
they set to work to effect that object. We know
that the very bridgelands in South Brisbane, that
were security for the bridge debentures, were
seized by the Government, and a Bill passed
through Parliament indemnifying purchasers of
those lands from any action taken by the
debenture holders. The lands were sold by
auction and the money put into the Treasury,
whilst the debentures were afterwards paid by
loan. That was one way of raising money.
Then there was the Railway Reserve Fund : that
had no business to be used for such a purpose—
that wasaconsiderableitem, Kvery reserve—every
portion of land they could get hold of in the
metropolis or elsewhere—was sold to replenish the
Treasury. Even an old relic of ancient times
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had to fall a vietim—the old Supreme Court
was pulled down, the very bricks and mortar
sold, and the land then sold to replenish a failing
Lrganury Then those splendid lands on the
Peak Downs and elsewhere were sacrificed at
105, an acre to those who were the leaseholders,
and the excuse afterwards given was that
the land was so infested with marsupials
that it was not worth more than 10s. an acre.
Now, that is the way inwhich they replenished
their failing Treasury, and T say again that if the
question was put to the pubhc—to the working
men—to  those who will feel the burden
of increased taxation—whether they would
prefer the means adopted by the present
Ministry or go back to the late system of

selling land w]m]esale, there would be no doubt ,

as to which they would choose. Now, there
are two items in this Bill that [ think it
would have been better to have omitted. I
think it is o mistales to place a tax on machinery.
This is a tax which 1s placed upon the two
industries that employ the largest amount of
Iabour and that are the least .‘the to bear it.

These industries have to compete with the world. -

Besides that, they have to contend against a great
searcity of labour, and the labour is e‘{(,e&dumly
dear—dearer than in any other country where
agriculture is carried on to a large extent. I
think it is a bad policy, in a country like ours, to
impose a_tax upon any kind of machinery that
will save labour. If weave to cultivate ourland we
muxt get beyond the hoe and the spade, and I think
that during the discussion in eommittee mention
was made of this—that the smaller farmers, the
market gardeners, and small selectors had to pay
ad valoren duty on their hoes and spades. Well,
we would rather see them get beyond the hand
touls, and if machinery wasbrought intothecolony
at a low rate it would be more extensively used.

‘Where, under the prisent system, one man culti-
vates four or five acres, with the use of improved
machinery he could cultivate twice that amount.
For these reasons I object to machinery being
taxed. I also think it is a mistake to impose an
import duty of 1s. per 100 feet upon timber.

T should like to see (,VLl“ man owning his own
little cot. Land can be purchased very cheaply,

and I should be better pleased to see everv
man with a roof of his own over his head than
being dependent upon a landlord. The imposi-
tion of this duty upon timber will increase
the cost of that kind of material which is
mostly used by the labouring elass to build
their cottages. Well, now, if I were to follow
the dictwn of the hon. member for Mackay,
because T object to two items in these proposals
I should vote against the second reading of the
Bill ; but I am going to do nothing of the sort.
I am able to discern the good there isin the Bill,
and if we can amend it in committee the thing
will be right enough. T shall vote for the second
reading of the Bill with the hope that we shall
be able to amend it, or that the Ministry, seeing
the feeling there ix against the two items I have
mentioned, will withdraw them from the schedule;
then we might fairly congratulate the Ministry
upon what they have done.

Mr. CHUBB said: If there is oue thing the
hon. member for Oxley poses as, it is as the
representative of the agriculturist, or essentially
as the working man’s representative ; butnow he
is going to vebe in support of a Bill to tax them
for the purpose of providing, amongst other
things, money to the extent of £7,000 to pay
menibers of Parliament. I wonder whether
he would be prepared to go amongst his con-
stituents and tell them that he intended to
vote for additional taxation in order to pro-
vide the means for paying himself for atten-
dance in Parliament during the present session.
Now, I intend to oppose this Bill on the ground
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that there is no necessity for additional taxation.
I believe that if the Government were to recon-
sider their Histimates and knock out the £7,000 pro-
vided for the payment of members, and otherwise
economise, they could avoid the necessity for
increased taxation. If taxation were necessary
1T shounld say at once that beer and spirits would
be as good articles to tax as any others; but
I maintain that no taxation is necessary.
I cortainly think it is a step in the wrong
direction to attempt to tax machinery and tlmbu
and for the reasons given by hon. members on
both sides. Now, a few nights ago, when the
discussion on the IFinancial Statement was being
talken, it was pointed out that a large deficiency
would existat theend of the presentfinancial year,
but the Premier brought that deficiency down to
£6,000. Itwasshownthat the deficiency would be
£23,000. There was claimed tobe asurplusrevenue
for last year of £167,000, of which £150,000 was
appropriated to twospecialitems, leavingabalance
of £L7,000. That set against the deficiency would
leave £6,000. Well, if we knock off the Estimates
the £7, 000 for the pa,ym?nt of members we then
arrive abt a surplus of £1,000. Again, the Pre-
mier maintained that the revenue for each year
should balance the expenditure. Now, we know
the Treasurer’s estimate for last year assumed
that he could receive £10,000 from land revenue,
but as a matter of fact he only received £638.
T think it is not business to go and spend all
one’s balance in any particular branch of busi-
ness, and therefore the Treasurer should have
kept back £9,000 out of the £10,000, to make
good his loss on the estimated land revenue, as
that would have given him £8,000 more ; so that,
adding the two sums together—the £9,000 that
he should have kept back, and £7,000 down on
the Estimates for the payment of members, and
the difference between that and the balance
which is left over after appropriating £150,000,
we would have £24,000—all the money we require
to malke up the deficiency. But, in spite of this
the hon. gentleman proposes to raise £90,000 to
make up the deficiency — which I have shown
would not exist if the course I proposed were
taken. The hon. gentleman who last spoke—
apropos of nothing—made an attack on this side of
the House in reference to the sale of land, and
accused the late Government of selling land in
order to raise revenue. Well, what are the
present Grovernment doing 7 If you look at last
Saturday’s Gazette, you see as big a land sale
as has ever been advertised, and that is not the
only one by any means. There have been half-a-
dozen others within the last two or three months.
The Land Act of last year provides that no country
land shall be sold. Well, how are the Government
evading the spirit of the Act? Why, they are
surveying townships on paper which have no
existence whatever. They employ a surveyor to
set out a township in the bush and advertise it
for sale with suburban land around it. That is
the way they are trying to raise revenue, and it
hon. gentlemen take the trouble to look up the
Gazette they will find that what I say is a fact.
The hon. gentleman also aceused us of sellingthe
frontages in Que=n street occupied by the old
Suprbme Court buildings. I think the Govern-
ment did a very good thmo when they sold that
land and got rid of an eyesore to the city of
Brisbane, which has since been supplanted by
very fine buildings. I am reminded here that
the old Supreme Court building retarded the
prosperity of that part of Queen street, because,
while an ugly eyesore of that kind continued
there, nobody would build in proximity to
it.  And this was shown by the fact
that as soon as the building was pulled
down and the land sold it was covered
by buildings of a good character. If any hon}
member will look at the Gazette of last Saturday
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to which I have referred, he will see that the
Government are selling Crown lands in the vici-
nity of Brisbane. If my recollection serves me
rightly the old pound reserve, or all that is left
of it, 1% advertised for sale; so that there is no
distinction between one Government and another
as regards selling land in order to raise revenue.
The Governnient are now raising revenue by land
sales, and they will find that it will be necessary
to sell a great deal of land to make up the
revenue which they said they would get, but
which they have not received up to the present
time. I shall not detain the House any longer.
For the reasons I have given T shall certainly
oppose the Bill.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. C. B.
Dutton) said : Mr, Speaker,—The hon. gentleman
who has just sat down says the Government have
been evading the Land Act hy surveying and
putting up for sale townships with suburban
lands. I believe that is a perfectly legal opera-
tion in every respect. The Government are sell-
ing town lands at town lands’ prices, and subur-
ban lands at suburban lands’ prices, and in places
where there is likely to be settlement, and where
townships are likely to be needed. Inmakingthis
provision we have done what would be done by
private persons who sometimes anticipate the
Government and sell land at a very great profit.
But there is a great difference between sales of
land in towns and villages such as I have just
mentioned and large sales of country lands, The
latter are what the hon. member for Oxley referred
to. The Government have abandoned that system
entirely, and have not the slightest idea of
returning to it under any circumstances; we
certainly cannot do so as the law stands now.
The remarks of the hon, member for Bowen,
therefore, do not apply to the Government in
any way, for we have done nothing improper ;
but, on the contrary, have done what was
perfectly legal and right. am sorry the
hon. member for Balonne is not in his place
as well as the hon. member, as thereis something
in the speeches delivered by both the hon. gentle-
men to which I wish torefer. The hon.member for
Balonne, as usual, wasted the time of the House.
A good deal of his speech was taken up in
frivolously reviewing the statements made by an
hon. member on this side with regard to the new
tariff, and said it was not often in his lifetime
that the hon. member had such an opportunity
of displaying his knowledge of groceries as he
had on the present occasion. Apart from
this, the hon. gentleman devoted a large
portion of his speech to a very pathetic
appeal in the interest of the working man, 1In
fact, every hon. member on the opposite side of
the House who has spoken on this question
has professed to speak in the interest of the
working man as they did on the Land Bill
when it was before the House last session.
I do not know what influence hon. gentlemen
opposite exercise on the working man. I do
not know what influence the hon. member for
Balonne exercises on working men by his
argunents, but his advocacy of the cause of the
working man reminds me of a little incident
that occurred on the Barcoo about twenty
years ago. It bears very much on this
question, and I will relate it to the House. My
neighbour was forming his station, and one
Sunday a pudding was made by the cook—the
same thing happened every Sunday—Dbut on this
occasion a pudding was made by the cook, or
rather a pie, in an iron pot. The horse-driver
was out looking for his horses. The pie, when it
was done, was laid before the men in the camp,
who ate very freely of it with a very disastrous
result indeed, as they were all exceedingly ill
for four or five hours after it. A little
before sundown the horse-driver returned to the
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camp, and after having his usual feed of mutton-
chops, damper, and tea, the cook brought out
the pie.  “No, thank you,” said Tom, ‘I have
had a good feed already.” Just then the other
men came in and they said to the cook,
“Have you given Tom a feed of pie?” He
replied that he had offered it, but Tom
would not take it. “It is very good,” they
said, “‘and you ought to have some, Tom.” Tom
answered—* You are mighty kind all at once ;
I suppose you want something from me. I won’t
have any of the pie, thank you.” T think the
country will regard the present invitation, the
blandishments of the hon. member for Balonne,
as Tom regarded the pressing invitation of his
mates to partake of the pie. However, how far
this matter will affect the working man is a ques-
tion that requires careful consideration, and it is
onethat has received very careful consideration at
the hands of the Government. What bearing the
proposed duties will have on the working man
has not been shown by hon. gentlemen opposite.
Take machinery, for instance: that does not
affect the working man, but large companies
and capitalists who engage in large enter-
prises. It will only affect the working
man to such an infinitesimal degree that he
knows it is not worth his consideration. The
agitation against these dutics has not been got
up by the working man at all. Do hon. members
mean to suy that the working man strongly
objects to the tax proposed to be put upon
timber, which in the case of colonial timber
amounts to 3d. per 100 feet on hardwood
timber and 6d. per 100 feet on pine? If
a man does not like a house of Queensland
timber, he will have to pay la. per 100 feet
for imported timber. But 1s that any hardship ?
‘When it is considered that the ordinary working
man’s cottage talkes about 10,000 feet of sawn
timber and that he has to pay an increased price
of only about 50s. in consequence of this tax,
can anyone c¢all that a crushing impost for
the working man to bear? How would he
regard it if he were asked his opinion upon
it? He would simply laugh at the suggestion
that it was a heavy burden, and say that he
would willingly pay even a higher amount
if it would be of any advantage to the men
employed in getting the timber; that he is
perfectly willing to be confined to Queensland
timber and would sooner pay a little more for it
than that New Zealand timber should come into
themarket to the exclusion of our own production.
There is more timber in Queensland, I believe,
than there is in any other colony in Australia.
New Zealand has probably more in a small com-
pass, but, T think, not so much altegether as
Queensland ; and it is the interest, not only of the
tunber-getter, but of everybody connected with
the industry, to fight against everything that
will lead to foreign timber driving our own
out of the market. Because a royalty has been
put upon the timber here, I do not see that it
is at all inconsistent to impose a moderate duty
on imported timber. New Zealand has timber
that she can bring here cheaply, but the people
of that colony will not admit our timber free,
and I do not see why we should allow them to
undersell our timber simply because there is an
objection to put a moderate impost on imported
timber. It is monstrous in the extreme that we
should allow them to send their products here
free; and we are the only colony in the whole
group who have not already benefited, although we
have an abundance of timber. The other colonies
of South Australia and Victoria, which have very
little timber at all, and are altogether dependent
upon New South Wales and Queensland, put a
heavy import duty upon it. What is our posi-
tion as compared with theirs? I maintain that
it is a just and fair thing to do. We get



Customs Duties Bill.

a fair return for our timber, and, at the same
time we are protecting that industry and con-
serving our own forests by preventing foreign
timber from coming into competition with it.
The hon. member for Mackay said that all the
sawmills in Queensland were in the South. He
must know very little about the North, although
he pretends to know a great deal about it. T
know that sawmills are being started there con-
stantly ; T know half-a-dozen sawmill sites have
been applied for within the last six montbs, and
many mills have been in operation for years.
Yven in Rockhampton there are two or
three being started with timber brought from
the neighbouring islands and from the northern
forests of the cotony,  Wherever timber is in the
North, sawmills are now being rapidly erected to
deal with it. The hon. member for Mackay also
assumed to know what was the general feeling of
the public with regard to the propo&:‘d dutios H
and I will admit that he is quite right in saying
that the necessity for thisnew taxation is cansed
to a great extent by the falling-off of the land
revenue. It is just a question for the people of
this colony to say whether they will endure fresh
taxation, or else part with the lands of the colony
to keep the Treasury full. T think if the colony
were polled to-morrow there would not be a
solitary man, worthy of consideration, or worthy
of the name of a Queenslander, who would be
willing to part with the heritage of his children
while he could avoid it.

The Hown. Sir T. McILWRAITH : Why
don’t you stop your auction sales ?
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Auction

sales have been practically stopped as far as
possible, and if the hon. gentleman had an
opportunity of stopping them nobody would
support him more strenuously than I would.

The Hox. Sig T. McILWRAITH: I don’t
want the hon, gentleman’s support.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is not
very likely, because, I daresay, our opinions
are as adverse as they can possibly be, and I
am certain that I should always get as far re-
moved from him as I pessibly could, no matter
on which side the hon. gentleman maybe. I am
perfectly satisfied that the people of this colony,
at all events, have no doubt whatever on the
point, T have consulted a good many wmen in
the different districts within the last few
months and have had an opportunity of hearing
their opinions, and they say they will endure
anything but very excessive taxation—that was,
the farmers and agriculturists —rather than
see the finest lands in the colony handed
over to a few individuals, as they have
been in the past, and excluding them from
their occupation. I have no doubt whatever- as
to what the result would be if they were
appealed to, and if the matter were explained to
them apart from the sophism and misleading
statements that we continually hear the op-
ponents of the present Government making
use of to poison the minds of those who are not
reflective enough or competent to understand
what is the real position. There are many
selfish men everywhere, who would even destroy
the possibilities of their children if they could
secure an immediate relief to themselves. There
are hundreds of such nien everywhere, but I trust
that the majority of the men in this colony
are of a different temperament, and will not
sacrifice the future for any temporary relief.
The hon. member for Mackay has echoed the
same argument over and over again; we have
heard it a thousand times in this House within
the last twelve months, and it was, that the
Government stated, in passing the Land Bill,
that during the first vear a revenue of thousands
of pounds in excess of any revenue that had
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acerued from lands before would be the result.
It was impossible for the Government to make
any statements like that.

Mr. NORTON : It was read out of Hansard.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.

gentleman will put his own interpretation upon
everything ; he cannot repeat anything that I
have said that would bear any such interpreta-
tion. I said before, and I say now, that in time
the revenuc which will be acquired from this
Act will Le vaster than under any other system
whatever ; and if the ten millions of acres
of land alienated in this colony had been
still in the hands of the State, and the State
derived only a fair rental from thew, the reve-
nue would have been benefited a great deal
more than from the interest of the money that
accrued from the amount received as the capital
value of that land. We know that a very large
proportion of the lands of the colony was sold at
10s. and 15s. per acre, What does that represent
now? Those lands are worth £3, and £4, and
£35 an acre, and the people are eager to get them
at that price, If thoselandshad been sold to such
people there would have been close settlement
and a consequent increase in prosperity ; and if
they had been leased there would have been an
enormous return to the revenue from their rent,
and a continually increasing one without
bearing heavily upon the lessees.  Of course the
rental of the land could never bhe the
full rental value. The State could never
exact that—but only the value which the
exigencies of the State might demand from year
to year. That would be continually increasing,
and would never bear heavily upon the under-
takings of private individuals.

Mr. NELSON said: Mr., Speaker,—I have
already expressed my opinion as being in favour
of the increased duty upon spirits, but not upon
the other two articles mentioned in the Bill.
My reason for that is not because it will
bring revenue into the Treasury, but because
I Delieve that it will conduce to the social
advancement of the community. Instead of
bringing revenue, I hope this will have tke
very contrary effect, because, if the moral
status advances, I fancy that the revenue
from this source must decline exactly in the
same ratio.  When we were asked to point out
what portions of the expenditure we could
suggest that might be omitted or reduced, the
same thing occurred to me that was mentioned
by the hon. member for Bowen—namely, that
we should strike out at once the £7,000 voted for
the payment of members; becmie I can hardly
believe that hon. members on the other side of
the House are so lost to all sense of propriety
at this particular time, especially when we are
putting additional burdens on the backs of the
people, as to goand vote—not being able to do so
in a constitutional manner—a sum of money
into their own pockets in an unconstitutional
manner. 1 noticed that the Minister for Lands
who has just spoken iy very fond of fighting his
Land Bill over again., Like an old soldier,
he will never tire of telling us about that
Land Bill, and the grand profits that will
result from it at some future time; but he
never could tell us when that time will De,
or even when it is going to begin. There is not
a sign of its beginning yet at any rate. A grea
many members on the other side of the House
appear to be perfectly satistied that the people
will accept these taxes with perfect goodwill,
and that in fact they are rather anxious to be
taxed than otherwise. Indeed, the Treasurer
would appear to have solved the complex
problem, which has exercised the minds
of Treasurers and Chancellors before him,
of how to pluck a live fowl without making
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it cry out. T believe, however, that the
fowl has cried out a good deal already,
and that even before the Treasurer has got a
single feather out of it. There seems to be a
great divergence of opinion on the other side as
to the cause which has given rise to the necessity
for this taxation. We are told first of all it is
because of the drought, and then, because the
people are perfectly prosperous, contented, and
happy, and because ()f the grand resources and
prosperous state of the colony. This appears to
me to be rather contradictory. Then we are told
it is because of the alteration made in the system
of managing our land, and that we were fore-
warned that last year there would be no revenue
and that there is not likely to be any revenue for
the year to come. That is rather contradictory
to what I recollect being told. The Colonial
Treasurer followed me in xpeuking upon the Land
Bill, and this is the very point I asked him about
—as to how the financial position of the colony
would be affected by the Land Bill. I have
turned up the matter to show what the Colonial
Treasurer promised to give us fromn the Land
Bill.  The hon. gentleman’s remarks will be
found at page 450, volume xliil. of Hanswrd.
He said :—

“ Facilities arc here offered for setticment and oceupa-
tion which have never previowsly becen granted, and
which will assist towards the inunediate and nnpre-
cedeuted enlurgement and extension of scttlement
throughout the country. I say it is no wnrcasonable
thing to imagine that there w i1l he 600 arazing farms
of 10,000 acres each taken up in the first yeur of the
operation of this Bill. There will be, T cstnnate, an
average of 800 holdings more or Iess, which will absorb,
I fully believe, 6,000,00: acres of land. Those 6,000,000
at 2d. an acre will produec £50,000, and cven at tha
minimum rental of 13d. will produce £37,500. There-
fore, we will have und he administration of this Mll
£100,000 from the subdivision of the ruus and increas:1
pastoral reutal, and £30,000 from the occupation ot
6,000,000 acres as grazing farms annually. That is
entirely indepcndenr of the oceupation which must go
on under agricultural settlement.””

And so on. I do not mean for a moment to say
that I am disappointed with that Land Act,
because, as T have stated before, I do not expect
we shall get any revenue from it for a year or
two—-if we ever get any at all, which T think is
very doubtful—l mean an increased revenue
beyond what we got under the old system,

or, at all events, anything nearly up to
the ideas expressed by the Government. What
strikes me as peculiar 1s the reason given

for this alteration in the land administration.
The Premier and others seem to be very much
exercised in their consciences in regard to the
alienation of land, or, as they say, the using of
our capital in some very improper way. I am
rather exercised in my conscience about 'Chl‘s
land business, but not in the same way as they

are. They told us it was a heinous offence to nml\g
useof our capitalin this way. Whenamanlectures
nme in regard to anything I have bheen doing
which he says is wrong, I respect him if T find
he is sincere, but if I find that he is him-
self just as guilty, or is constantly practising
the very same thing that he is lecturing
me about, then I despise himnm, because I
look upon him as a hvpoerite. Here we find
the Government in precisely the same position.
They have spoken of the heinous offence of the
alienation of our land, but I find that they

are going to derive a very large portion of thur
income for the present year—to say nothing of
past years—frow that very source. T find the
estimated receipts from the sale of land by
auction given at £100,000 ; the rents from home-
steads and conditional purchams are put down at
£200,000. That is really not rent at all y and it
really comes under the name of capital, because
it is simply instalments towards the ultimate
purchase of the Jand. I find the amount of £40,000
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is what thev estimate to receive under the 1884 Act.
The only income they will get under that Act
will be from the homostead lauses and T clain
that amount as capital also becanse the money
the homesteader pays into the Treasury for his
rent is also paid asinstalments towards obtaining
the freehold of his land., Irom the alienation of
land, therefore, they estimate to derive £340,000,

which is 2 areat deal more than one-half of the
whole estmmted territorial revenue, which is
only £633,000 altogether. If the Premicr says to
me that this should not be in the revenue
sheet at all T quite agree with him, and I
say it ought to be taken out; but if he says
it is put to an improper use I do not agree
with him. What I think wrong in the matter is
putting it under the head of revenue ; it ought
never to be there, because it is only deceiving
ourselves, and it is made use of to deccive other
people, particularly our creditors in the hoine
country who are so kind as to supply us with
loans, I pointed out the other day that the land
revenue and the revenue from miscellaneous
services would meet the interest upon
our loans, with the exception of about
£100,000, which would 1require to he got
out of direct taxation. That statement we will
have to amend now, because there s to be added
to that the sum of £840,000—less the expense of
collecting it—which is actually capital according
to the showing we have had from the other side.
T do not see that there is any great harm in
using capitsl in this way, What Tobject to iy not
the use of it in this way, but putting it down
as revenue. The same thing is done by
every company or individuals who go in for
large enterprises. Large steam comjanies, for
instance, put capital into the building of ships
and start souse particular line of trade for a year
or two and perhaps they do not pay expenses—
at least it takes a long time. While all this is
going on they have to put morve capital into the
business. They may have borrowed some of the
money and have to provide interest which they
are not getting, it may he sald, in a legitimate
way, out of their business, T hey have,
therefore, to put in more capital, and they

thus increase the amount they have put in
themselves, and the amount of their indebtedness,
They know that if they establish a good trade
it willin a few years remunerate them for their
expenditure. We have a vast amount of capital
in the shape of land, and the most legitimate use
to which it can be put is to go into enterprises of
large magnitude, even if we have to wait a
number of years before they bpwme reprodue-
tive. 'lhuefme I say that the proceeds of land
—that is called capital on the other side—isspent
legitimately, the only wrong thing about it being
that it is called revenue, when all the time wehave
been paying our interest with our capital. I thinlk
the deeds of grant issued np to the present time
represent £5,000,000 received by the Treasury,
and [ suppose another £1,000,000 or £2,000,000
will be derived from homesteads and selections,
which are capital just as much as lands sold at
auction, because the sclectors ulthnately acquire
the fee-simple. 1If the Treasurer, instead of put-
ting this sum down as land revenue, had stated at
the bottom of the page uhat the amount of capital
expended this year to malke the colony a going con-
cern would be £350,000, or whatever 1tmig‘htbe, his
accounts would not deceive us or the people at
home. Now, what is the cause of thisx additional
taxation? It is not the drought, and it is not
the Land Act, because the Government say they
never expected any revenue from that. My
solution of the question is that it is owing to the
additional interest we have to pay every year on
our loans. The burden we lhave to pay this
year is £811,565, or £86,000 more than Iast
year, and it yearly increases, It is the loan
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that works the whole mischief, because it is
niaking the colony appear more prosperousand the
revenue greater than they are. The fact of the
matter is that there never was a time in the
history of the colony when the backbone of the
country, the real industrial and producing
portions of the community, were less able to
bear additional taxation than at the present
time, except perhaps for a short time about
the year 1866. I have a good deal morc to say
with regard to the deception practised in
the Treasurer’s returns. I shall probably do
so at a future time. There is so much to be
said about the land that, altogether indepen-
dent of the realised capital that comes to the
Treasurer from its alienation, T am in favour of
alienation on othergrounds. Tthinkthasistheonly
way in which you get the lands properly settled,
properly improved, and properly cultivated. It
is only by means of alienation that people can be
brought to spend their capital in the improve-
ment of the land and the establishment of pro-
ducing industries.

Mr. PALMER said : Mr, Speaker,—Having
once protested against the fresh taxation pro-
posals, T should not have said more now but for
some astonishing remarks made on the other
side, notably by the Minister for Lands, who
stated that he did not believe a tax on machinery
would affect the working man. There is no one
in the community on whom it will fall sooner
than on the working men employed where
machinery is used. Then the hon. gentle-
man said that the profits derived from the
use of machinery are enjoyed by syndicates
and absentee owners; but I know that a great
deal of the mining machinery in the North
is owned by combinations of working men who
have started crushing-mills to do their own
crushing and for the purpose of making money.
The Minister for Lands evidently has one string
to his bow, and he plays but one tune, which
is generally effective. His pet theme is our
children’s heritage—the lands of the colony. Tt
reminds me of the Premier, who, when he wishes
to rally his followers, discourses on his pet theme
—Asiatic hordex and a colony of whitenen. The
hon. member for Oxley objects to the tax on
machinery, also to the tax on timber, but says he
approves of the rest of the Bill. Well, no one
objects to the rest of the Bill—the partrelating to
the duties on spirits—because when the two items
to which he objects are taken out there is really
nothing in it. As I represent a mining com-
munity deriving their living and prosperity from
the employment of sawn timber and machinery,
I protest against the Bill, Tt is not because they
are impatient of taxation, which is necessary
for the good government of the country.
There are many tore articles, such as vani-
ties and luxuries of dress, and so forth,
on  which duty could be collected much
more reasonably than upon the articles by
which they earn their livelihood. The class
I allude to will be principally affected in
the North. A g¢lance at the articles in the tariff
on which merely an «d valorem duty is placed
would suggest to the Colonial Treasurer that
there are a greab many articles on which taxa-
tion, if really required—which a great many of
us doubt—might be imposed, instead of upon
those in which the producing interests in the
northern parts of the coleny are interested.
That is why I object to this tax. I object to it
earnestly and sincerely, because I know it will
fall most heavily upon those who depend for
their livelihood on the use of machinery and
on the getting of timber. Want of timber
has been greatly felt in the northern parts,
and thé introduction of New Zealand timber has
been a great boon. The hon. member for Dar
ling Downs has again brought out his pet scheme
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for putting an import duty on wheat, forgetting
that the northern and western parts of the colony
would have to pay it, and that there is no possi-
bility of the Darling Downs or any other part of
Southern Queensland ever supplying the North
with wheat, no matter to what extent it is
grown. At the present time wheat is carried by
railway at lower rates than other produce, and
yot the growers are not able to compete in the
North with the imported article. Indeed no
Queensland wheat is consumed in the northern
and western parts of the colony ; and if every
inducement was held out, even if they had free
carriage, they would never have the slightest
chance of supplying the colony with wheat,
both on account of climatic and other reasons.
Xven in Brishane at the present time, most of
the market-garden produce is from Victoria and
Tasmania. The Premier remarked that the
tariff of the colony had not been touched for
eleven years. That is a subject that will crop
up before very long, and it is one to which hon.
members should address themselves in an earnest
and serious manner. Allusions have been made
to the imposition of a property tax or an income
tax. However obnoxious taxes of that kind may
appear to acommunity—as we have seen lately
at Adelaide, where the Government was upset
on its income tax and property tax proposals—
I have no doubt that a judicivus property tax
would meet with support in this House. Some
hon. members have already spoken in favour of
it, and if any Government should propose it while
Taminthe Houseit shall certainly have my earnest
support. I would even go so far as a direct tax
in the shape of an income tax, and let all articles
now subject to a duty come into the country free,
with the exception of a few leading articles and
luxuries. A great deal has been said about the
manufacture of machinery in the colony at as
cheap a rate as it can be manufactured in
England. 1 saw a leading article in the Sydncy
Morning Hevald the other day, In which it was
stated that the tenders for the iron cylinders for
a bridge near Blayney—one of thelurgest tenders
ever offered in the colonies—had been given to
an ¥nglish firm because the lowest tender in the
colonies was 27 per cent. above it. If that was
the case with common cast-iron cylinders, it
would be still more with regard to machinery,
which is more difficult to manufacture and
requires scientific supervision. an certain
that the miners of the North will never get their
wants in that direction supplied in Queensland so
efficiently as by direct shipments from the old
country. Although the hon. member for Oxley
says he objects to the tax upon machinery I have
no doubt that when the Bill goes to a division he
will vote for it.

Mr. MIDGLEY said : Mr. Speaker,—As has
been stated, this subject hasbeen well debated,
and T really feel almost ashamed to take up the
time of the House in saying anything upon it.
But it is my duty to listen with attention and
respect to what hon, members have to say, and
I have listened to this debate with increasing
feelings of irritation and impatience. I cannot—
after the closest attention, and with almost a
wish to be enlightened and convinced—see any
force whatever in the arguments that have been
urged against the proposed taxation indicated in
this Bill. There i3 an attempt made to awaken a
sympathy which is really—I had almost said
contemptible.  With regard to the tax on
machinery, a great deal has been said about the
diggers and the farmmers. As the law stands
at present, taxation presses most heavily, most
unjustly, and most unfairly on the poor digger-—the
man who goes fossicking about looking for gold ;
he has to pay taxation for the implements he
uses,  When a good goldfield—a quartz goldtield
—has been discovered, and the place is settled,
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and companies are formed and machinery is
required, it is those corporate bodies—men with
capital distributed over a number of shareholders
—who have hitherto been exempt from their
proper share of taxation. The case is precisely
the same with regard to the farmers. The hon,
member sitting on my right hand, Mr. Wallace,
is a striking case in point. He has a large
stretch of rich country up near Harrisville; he
is aman of means and money, and he can employ
thelatest appliances in the shape of machinery for
reaping the paddocks of lucerne that he has there.
That machinery is exempt entirely from duty.
Go further up the country, as far as Dugandan
and Fassifern Scrub, and there you come across
a number of German selectors—farmers, working
small selections with more primitive appliances—
and those men are taxed for the implements that
they use. The whole argument against the
taxation of machinery seems to me to be—I had
almost sald—ridiculous. With regard to timber
it is precisely the same. If anything would have
tended to bring the Government into greater
disrepute and to promote their unpopularity—
nothing could have tended in that direction more
than if they had imposed a royalty or duty on
the men engaged in that industry, and had
neglected to impose a duty upon the lmported
article, Nothing could have done them miore
harm than doing the one and failing to do the
other, and the worst enemies of the Government
probably see that, and perhaps regret that they
did not stop at imposing the royalty without
doing the other thing. Personally, I feel no diffi-
culty in understanding the present state of
affairs. We know that 1879, 1880, and 1881 were
three of the grandest years the colony has ever
known. I remember it vividly and distinctly
because I had just commenced business. There
was abundance of produce of all kinds in the
country. It came pouring down the line in
every direction ; men engaged in all industries
were doing well, and people were in a prosperous
condition all over the colony. It is equally
certain that the last two or three years have
heen utterly different from that; and these ave
matters which no Government could by any
possibility foresee or provide against in any
other way than the way proposed—hy a
measure of this kind. I think the hon. member
for Darling Downg, Mr. Nelson, did not do
himself justice in the remarks he made to-night
with regard to the anticipated revenue for
the year. He mentioned £100,000 as the
proceeds of auction sales, but I am sure it
was never supposed that the Government were
oing to do away entirely with the sale of land.
The Act passed last year provides for the sale of
town and suburban lands. Tt does not provide
for leasing those lands, and if towns and suburbs
are laid out how are they to be disposed of in
any other way than by selling? We wmay, there-
fore, expect that there will be some sclling, and
that that revenue will be derived from that
source. Then with regard to the £210,000 the
hon. gentleman alluded to. That is revenue
which the Government is bound to receive—or
somewhere about what is anticipated—from the
payment of rents for past conditional purchases
—engagements that have been entered into with
conditional selsctors and others before the Act
of 1884 became the law of the land—money
which they cannot do anything else with than
receive and pay into the revenue of the colony.
Then the hon. member blames the present con-
dition and look-out from the Government having
floated the loan. But, sir, what would have heen
the condition of affairs if we had not floated the
loan? That is the kind of thing that the colony
has been doing for years past, and if there
had been no loan floated we should have heen in
a condition in which there would have been a
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climax—a collapse.  We should have abandoned
the means of continuing our public works,
which we are not in a position to abandon yet,
though we may be at some future time. Having
borrowed the money we must be prepared to pay
the interest. We naturally expected that when
the amount of indebtedness was increased we
should have to pay interest on the increased
amount, and the idea of putting the burden
upon those who are to be benefited by the loan
is an absurd one. All the colony will be benefited
by the loan. Money is being expended in all
directions on public works which we hope will be
productive, which we are sure will be useful, and
which will open up the country to a great extent.
As I have said before, I think the proposals of
the Government, in view of the circumstances in
which we ave placed, are sensible and reasonable.
Hon. members know that generally in these
matters I just say what T think and feel; and
from what I have heard to-night T am convinced,
as I said the other night. that even if there had
been no deficit, or probable deficit, these are
articles that ought to be taxed and contribute
their share to the revenue of the colony ; but
there beiny a decrease in the revenue, and money
being wanted, the (Government have done the
right thing in putting these taxes upon them.

[r. NORTON said: Mr. Speaker,—I do not
wish, in the remarks that T have to make on this
question, to go over the ground that has been
gone over repeatedly by other members ; at least
1 shall endesvour not to do so, and hope I shall
be able to avoid it. T did not intend to speak
on this subject to-night, because when the resolu-
tions were put before the Cominittee a few days
ago I then expressed my intention of opposing
the propesals of the Government, and that
is still my intention. I had intended to defer
speaking on this subject until the Bill got into
cominittee, but some remarks have been made
whicl, T think, call for some notice by hon.
members on this side of the House. There is one
matter which is brought more prominently for-
ward every time the financial condition of the
country and the financial proposals of the Gov-
crnment are discussed ; that iz, that the Land
Act, which was to produce so large o revenue,
even from the first, is vot expected now to
produce any revenue for some years; and the
taxation proposals of the Government are really
brought forward to supply the deficiency which
is expected to result from the operation of that
Land Act, because the revenue which we were
led to expect would be derived from that Act
innnediately it was brought into operation will
not be realised.  The interest which is to be paid
on the new loan, or rather that portion of the new
loan which has been raised, amounts to £26,000
a yvear. The amount which is expected to be
raised under these taxation proposals of the
Government is £93,600. That is the object for
which the country is being taxed—in order fo
vrovide the interest on the wmioney borrowed,
which interest, it was held out by the (rovern-
ment and by hon. members supporting themn ail
through the discussions on the Land Bill, would
be producad at once, or, at all events, soon enough
to meet the interest on the portion of the loan
that was raised, whenever it was wanted.  That
is the object of this taxation, and we are hound
to regard it in that light. There is another
matter T wish to refer to, and that isa remark
which fell from the Minister for Lands, which
ought not to he passed over., That statement
was—that he himself did not vefer to the large
revenue which was to be derived from the Land
Act, because at the time the Bill was introduced
he had not even made an estimate of what revenue
would be derived from it. I canhardly conceive
it possible, sir, for a Minister holding such an
importunt position as the Minister for Lands, and
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bringing in a Bill which proposed to change the
entire land policy of the country, stating in this
House that when he brought in that BBill he had
not even considered what the result would be
from a financial point of view,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I wish to
correct the hon. member. He has not quoted me
correctly. I simply said that T had not stated
in this House my own opinion of what the
actual return from the operation of the Land
Act would be. T never said that I had not
made any estimate of what the probable return
would be, but that I had not stated it to this
House.

Mr. NORTON : I am very glad to take the
hon. member’s correction. I do not wish to
misquote him, but, as a matter of fact, it was
his business when introducing that Bill to
state what would be the probable revenue from
it. Tt is hardly possible to eonceive anyone
holding that responsible position bringing in
such an Important measure—one of the most
important that has ever been introduced to
this House-—and not being prepared to state
what was expected o be its financial result.
His colleagues told us what to expect from it,
and it has been shown that their expectations
were absolutely false. We heard hints—perhaps
something broader than hints—from the Minister
for Lands before the Bill was introduced, by
which the country was led to beliove that a large
revenue would be derived at once. There was
no reason why the country should understand
that the large revenue was to be deferred $ill
by-and-by. If Ministers, when they made those
speeches, knew that the revenue would not begin
to come in at once, they should, in fairness to the
people of the colony, have said so; as a very
large portion of the people of the colony were

under the impression that immediately the
Bill passed a large revenue would beyin

to flow in, and that the country would
not be called upon to pay any taxation to mecet
the interest of the loan. The statement made
by the Minister for Lands to-night was a most
extraordinary statement for a Minister holding
that position to make. A great deal has been
made out of the manner in which the late Gov-
ernment sold country lands and treated the
proceeds as ordinary revenue. The hon. member
for Oxley =pclke very strongly on the subject.
He referred not only to country lands but to
town lands; but the Minister for Iands, in
referring afterwards to what had fallen from the
hon. member for Oxley, said that of course he
was referring chiefly to the large sales of country
Innds that had taken place. Now, sir, I want to tell
the House something about those sales. Accord-
ing to a return supplied to the hon. member for
Townsville by either the Lands Department or
the Treasury, the whole of the monev received,
during the last three years that the Mcllwraith
Government were in oifice, from the sale of
country lands—auction sales, pre-emptive sales,
and conditional sales—altogether amounted to
£560,000. Well, during the time the late Gov-
ernment held oftice there was set aside for public
works £245,000 surplus revenue ; and in addition
to that, before the Government went ous, they
proposed to set aside a further sum of £310,000
from surplus revenue in order to provide for public
worksandmeet the costof immigration, Themoney
was not then devoted to that purpose ; but when
the present Government came into office they
devoted that £310,000, not exactly in the same
way as the late Government proposed but to the
same purposes.  These two sums added together
come to within £5,000 of the whole amount
received by the late Government from the sale
of country lands during the last thres years they
were in office. They covered the whole of tlie

(2 SzprEMBER.]

Custvms Duties Bill. 553

money received from the sale of these Pealk
Downs lands and the other country lands, about
which so much has been said. The whele of that
money, with the exception of less than £5,000,
was reinvested in works of a public character.
In addition to that, there was included in
that £560,000 some 270,000 odd tendered to
the late Government for pre-emptive purchases
which were afterwards not sanctioned Ly the
present  Government, and that money was
rebwrned to the gentlemen who wished to
purchase the pre-emptives. So that that sum
also has to come off the £360,000 included in the
return handed to the hon. member for Towns-
ville, and, therefore, as a matter of fact, the
receipts from country lands during those three
years were £400,000, and the surplus money set
aside for public works was £355,000. I think it
is desirable that this should be known, because
hon. members on the other side have been
treating the money received from the sale of
country lands as if it had been spent in the
way of ordinary revenue; while as o matter
of fact the country has, in exchange for those
lands, public works of as greab or greater value
than the lands have ever reached. Now, a few
words with regard to the duty on thmber. The
hon. Minister for Lands now takes up a new
stand on the question, and speaks of the duty as
if it werc a protective duty for the benefit of the
timber-getters of this colony. I admit that it is
that ; but why is the protection required ? They
required no protection until the royalties were
put on, then they met the importer at a dis-
advantaze, The Govermment now say to the
timber-getter, < Never mind, we will take six-
pence from you, and give you back a shilling.”
The real meaning of the duty is that the
price of every 100 feet of timber introduced
mto the colony will be raised 1s.  What the
leader of the Opposition meant when he said that
it was no royalty at all was that, instead of the
timber-getter beiny injured to the extent of 1s.
per 100 fect, he got 6d. profit. Now, I think
there .is a good deal of danger that some hon.
members do not seem to see in th taxation
proposals of the Covermment. In speaking
of them, the Colonial Treasurer, and, I think,
the Premier too, spoke of them as being intro-
duced to meet a tewporary depression. Well,
I would ask any hon, member whether he
believes the depression is temporary in the
sense those words convey. I think anyone who
turns to the veport of the Inspector of Sheep
for this colony will see that the depression is nof
merely temporary, but is a deep-rooted one, the
effects of which will be felt for many years.
According to the report, the actnal loss—not of
capital, but of income—to this colon¥ during
the years 1883 and 1884 was £1,645,000. That
means that the amount of capital brought
into this elony in exchange for wool was
£1,645,000 less than it would have been
under ordinary circunstances had the SO1L
been prosperous.  That is a direct loss of incomne.
Put in addition to that there isa loss of capital
on an estimated number of 7,281,000 sheep.
Those sheep are valued by Mr. Gordon at
£2.184,300. Now, if the seasons had continued
to be propitiows and the stock of the colony had
continued to increase at the rate at which they
had been increasing, the colony would have been
richer at the end of 1884 to the extent of that
sum, and the stock representing that g:a]»ltzhl
would have been now giving a return equivalent
to the interest on that amount. In addition to
the loss of sheep there has been the loss amongst
horned cattle, whichisno trifling loss. The Inspec-
tor of Stock has not put figures before the House
to show what the loss would be, but the actual
loss would be about £300,000. In addition to
that, it is pointed out by the Inspector of Stock
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that had prosperity continued then there would
have been in the colony at the end of the year
something like 20,000,000 sheep; so that we
lose an enormous sum in the shape of annual
income.  We lose an enormous sum in the
money actually invested, and we lose the
increased capital which the colony would have
been possessed of under ordinary circumstances.
All these things have to be considered in
treating of the depression, which is spoken of as
a temporary depression. The number of stock
in the colony at the end of 1884 was less than
at the end of 1882, showing that, so far as
sheep returns are concerned, the colony has
lost  £61,881 in income, and in addition
to that the greatest producing industry of
the colony has been thrown back more than
two years. I think that anyone who goes into
the matter thoroughly will not come to the con-
clusion that the depression is temporary. Tt is
not until the good times come again that the
colony will begin to realise the depression that
exists, The same state of affairs existed when
the last drought was upon us. So long as
the drought continued, the absolute depression
which afterwards followed was not felt to any
ereat extent, but when the drought ceased after
two years and the larger income which ought to
have come in did not come in, then it was that
every man in the colony began to feel the depres-
sion. The banks felt it especially. The Govern-
ment feltitmore than the banks, and the resuit was
that they began to put pressure upon the banks
to give up the moneys which they held. The
banks then put pressure upon their constituents,
and the consequence was a depreciation of pro-
perty of every description. The same thing that
occurred then is bound to oceur again. Although
the country is in a depressed state it has heen
buoyed up by the circulation of large sums of
rovernment money, and in the course of twelve
or eighteen months we shall feel that we are
actually in a worse position than we are now.
Now, the Premier has made a great deal of the
necessary increase of expenditure which has
talen place since the (Government have been in
office, and he has challenged hon. members to
point out where there could be a reduction of
expenditure. I am not prepared to do that at
the present moment, but 1 will read a statement
of the increase of expenditure that has taken
place during the last three years find, on
comparing the KEstimates of 1882-3 with the
present ones, that there is an excess of expendi-
ture, as shown in the schedules, of £33,738;
there is an exeess under the head of Legislative
and Kxecutive of £8,903; under the head of
Colonial Secretary’s  Department, £1306,539 ;
Attorney - General’s Department, £7,859 ;
Department of Public Instruction, £66,862 ;
Colonial  Treasmrer’s Departient, £27,928;
Lands Department, £49,187 ; Works Depart-
ment, £51,641; Railway Department, £232,771;
Postiaster General’s Department, £89,836 ; and
there is a general excess of £047. Now, is it
possible for anyone looking at this enormous
increase, which has taken place within the last
two vears, to stand up and seriously say that we
have not heen extravagant in our expenditure ?

The COLONIAL TREASURER: You
framed the Estimates for 1883-4,

Mr. NORTON: Yes; and the hon. gentle-
wman would have nothing to do with them. e
framed his own, and T do not see why this side
of the House is to be charged with what gentle-
men on the other side rejected. In addition to
the Hstimates, the hon. gentleman at the head
of the Treasury is to be charg
mous sum which was voted as expended without
anthority—the largest sum which has ever been
spent without authority in this colony. If, then,

3
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we go into the matter of extravagance, however
much hon. gentlemen on the other side may
defend their action and however much cloudi-
ness the Premier may introduce into the discus-
sion, the figures which T have read are sufficient
to show to anyone who has the smallest particle
of connnon sense that the increase of expenditure
hag been unnecessarily large. We ought to
regard the position of the colony in this light :
At the present time there is a great deal of
depression throughout the whole country. That
cannot be removed in a day. Ashower of rain
will not wash it away—certainly it may improve
the position of those people connected with the
country and the people whom they employ, but
it will not wipe out the losses they have already
sustained-—and whatever benerits we may derive
from the change in the seasons, we shall still
have been thrown back two seasons at least.
That is the real position. Now, how would any
private individual act who found himself in such
a position? I could point to a good many cases
of gentlemen who considered themselves in very
comfortable positions, and were at the com-
mencement of the drought in receipt of a con-
siderable income, but who, in consequence of the
drought, are not only partially ruined, but in
sonie cases are in a condition approaching absolute
ruin. How have they acted? Have they con-
tinued to spend at the same rate as they had
been doing previously ? No ; they have curtailed
their expenditure, and have been bound to curtail
it, as they Lknew that if they carried on their
affairs as they had done before, in a very short
time they would have nothing left, Cer-
tainly the Government arein a different position,
because they have large borrowing powers, but
the exercise of those large borrowing powers
means large additional taxation, and that taxa-
tion has come now, and it has come because the
Treasurer is afraid to retrench. With absclute
ruin staring him in the face, the hon. gentleman
would rather seethe colony plunged into insuper-
able difficulties when he leaves office than meet
those difficulties honourably and boldly. 'The
last time the hon. gentleman occupled the
position of Treasurer the very same state of
things prevailed, and T belicve that the Gov-
ernment blamed Providence and the drought
then as they do now. But they went on from
bad to worse, and would not retrench, and
the consequence was that when the succeeding
Government came into power they were forced
to take upon themselves the duty of retrench-
ment and to earry out measures which were
known to be most unpopular, and which, I have
no doubt, the hon. geutleman wishes the next
GGovernment nay have to do again. He would
like to see them doing unpopular acts which the
action of the present Government, in not taking
proper precautions, might force upon them. No
precautions whatever have been made by the
Governent to mecet the difficulties that are
approaching. The only thing proposed is to
raise certain taxes to cover increased expendi-
ture. That is the only thing that has been done,
and it has been clearly shown by hon. members
on this side of the House that the manner in
which it has been done is most objectionable.
What. for instance, will be the effect of the duty
on machinery ? It is clearly a tax on enterprise;
and if there is one thing more than another that
we ought to encourage it is those enterprises which
recruire machinery to carry them out successfully.
Tt has been said by hon. members opposite that
this tax will affect eapitalists, as it is men with
money who buy machinery ; but I think that in
most cases themen who usethe ordinary machinery
for opening up country are poor men—imen who
contribute their small sums of money and formu
co-operative societics, or syndicates, or partner-
ships, to pay for their machinery., Inthe case of
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miners, the lowest price at which they can get
the machinery they require is, I believe, from
£1,500 to £2,000, and now in additioun to that
they will have to pay a b per cent. ad valorem
duty. 1 think a scheme proposing such a tax
as that is one of the worst that could be adopted,
because it is a tax on the enterprise of the
country.

Mr. ISAMBERT said : Mr. Speaker,—The
members of the Opposition, in speaking infavour
of the working man, have been so very pathetic
and touching in their rewarks that if it were
not so late T would shed tears.

Mr. MOREHEAD: A pint of beer?
My, ISAMBERT : Tears!
Mr. MOREHEAD : Lager beer ?

Mr, ISAMBERT : I do not intend to treat
this matter in the same way it has been dealt
with in the funny speech of the hon. mewmnber
for Balonne. The real cause for the present
difficulties, so far as I can see, is the same
thing that is the cause of the trouble of Egypt
and Turkey—namely, borrowing and going into
debt head over heels. The more we get into
debt the nearer we shall come to the position of
Egypt, and so be unable to extricate ourselves.

Mr. MOREHEAD : Kgyptian darkness?

Mr, ISAMBERT: Yes; Egyptian darkness is
resting upon the people, and the Opposition are
taking very good care to increase that darkness
and mislead the people by the way they are
pleading for the working man. They are trying
to increase that darkness by making the people
believe that by borrowing there will be no need
for increasing the taxation. If borrowing bene-
fited the colony only an 1nﬁmtesmml pzut of
what is claimed for it, the raising and spending
of one loan would malke us more prosperous and
render furtherloans unnecessary.  But the more
we borrow the more we feel the necessity of
borrowing. There is this mystery about the
matter and no one has addressed himself to it.

Mr. MOREHEAD : The Sphynx.

Mr. ISAMBERT : The hon. member for
Balonne has made some reference to what would
be the state of things that would prevail if we
could not raise a loan. I think it would be
the very best thing for us if our loan were
a failure—a complete failure. It would open
our eyes to the tact of how rich we were, and
lead us to tax ourselves and do away with
the superstition which now prevails among
the people on this subject, I wish we had a
similar experience to America when she put
on the war tax. After the war she kept on the
tax incurred in setting the black slaves free, and
prospered. I express my disapproval of this
measure, I am very glad the Governmment have
got such a mauling, and T am only sorvy that they
have not been more severely handled. With
regard to the beer tax and the brewing business,
I would remind hon. members that the published
returns of one firm alone for last year showed
a profit in their business of £28,000. If the
brewers are regardful of the \\01]&11]“ man,
as they say they are, they would not Tncrease
the price of beer when they are making
such a profit, but I very much doubt the
sincerity of their sympathy in this matter.

have no objection to taxing luxuries. The
Government might have treated beer in the same
manner as they have treated timber, and in-
creased the import duty on it in the same propor-
tion, and made it 1s., the duty on colonial beer
being 3d. T disapprove of the tax upon machinery
very stron‘flv, because this tax of 5 per cent. is no
protection, and it is all nonsense to say that we

-
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cannot make this and that kind of machinery.
If there were a tax of 15 per cent. or 20 per cent.
it would be made, and the money paid by farmers
and miners for it would circulate from one

hand to another with increasing benefit amongst
the people of the colony. The Opposition claiin
that when they were in power there was no addi-
tional taxation. What is the divisional board tax?
Is it not the most objectionable tax that was ever
introduced into the colony? The hon. member
for Bundanba intends to bring in an amendwment
to reduce the duty on wine. I say that that hon.
gentleman has done nothing for the wine industry.
Has he ever asked the Government to establizh
an agricultural college, to teach farmers how to
grow wheat and vines? Y Tas he ever remonstrated
with the Minister for Works for charging the
same railway freights for colonial wine as he does
for imported wine? Colonial beer goes at a far
lower rate than imported beer. A wine-grower
on the Darling Downs lately sent a case of wine
to Sydney, and the chargé on the railway to
Brisbane was 7s. 9d., and the charge by the
steamer from Brishano to Sydney was only 2=, 6d.
That is the way our wine-growers are treated.
The Government have nob been very happy in
their selection of articles to be taxed; there ave
a vast number of other articles that 111i<rhb have
been taxed. The duty on manufacture ed boots
is only 5 per cont., whilst leather is taxed
from 10 per cent. to 15 per cent. That is mani-
festly unjust. A man who has to make his
living by a horse and cart is obliged to pay a
license, whilst the carriages of the rich drive
tlnolwh the town, with liveried servants, and
pay no tax whatever. Then there is a large
amount of jewellery —cheap jewellery —im-
ported, which ought to be taxed as if it
were genuine. The business people in the
towns suffer a great wrong. They have to
pay rates and taxes, whilst The trade is taken
out of their hands by hawkers, who live in some
back-slums and pay hardly anything in the way
of rates, and yet sell more goods than those
who aid to beautify the towns by building fine
shops, for which they pay heavy rates. I would
like the Govermnent to puy attention to this
matter. As the time is rather advanced I will
not detain the House any longer. Tam opposedto
this increased taxation, not Decause it s tou wmuch,
Tut because the Gov emment do not go far enuu'.;h,
and T believe that the experience they will gain
will open their eyes, and they will come in next
year with & good, round, stiff system of taxation
which will supply an ample revenue, and
encourage our own industries.

Question put, and the House divided :—

23.
g Griftith, Dickson, Dutton,
Moreton, Kellett, Beattie, Sulkeld, Grines, Kales, White,
Waketicld, Annecay, Mellor, Jordan, Bailey, Brookes,
IHigson, Maclarlane, Midgley, Wallace, and Fraser.

: Noks, 12,

Siv T. Mellwraith, and Mcessrs. Avceher, Morehead,
Norton, Chubb, Macrossan, Stovenson, Jessop, Hamilton,
Palier, Lissner, and Nelson.

Pair: Mr. Foote for the © Ayes”;
for the “Noes.’

Question resolved in the affirmative.

On the motion of the COLONTAL TRIIA-
SURER, the committal of the B3ill was made an
Order of the Day for to-morrow.

Avn
Moessrs. Rutledgs, M

Mr. Lalor

REPRESENTATION OI" TOWNSVILLE.

The SPEAKER : T have to inform the Howuse
that I have received aletter fron: the Hon, J. DL
Macrossan, in which he informns me that in
accordance with section 6 of the Additional
Members Act he clects to sit for the electoral
district of Townsville.
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BEER DUTY BILL—SECOND READING.

On the Order of the Day being read for the
second reading of this Bill—

The COLONTAL TREASURER moved that
the Order of the Day stand an Order of the Day
for to-morrow.

Question put and passed,

ADJOURNMENT,

The PREMIER : I bes to move that this
House do now adjourn. T must say that a some-
what unusual course hasbeen pursued this evening
in debating at length the I'inancial Statement
ou the second reading of a Bill to give effect to
resolutions passed in Committee of Ways and
Means. T have grounds for complaining of this,
as the debate upon this Bill has been conducted
in a manner entirely contrary to all precedent.
However, we do not propose to go any further
this evening. The hon. member for Port Curtis
asked me yesterday if the Government would
give him precedence to-morrow afternoon for
the motion he has on the paper, I said we
would endeavour to do so; but T think that if
the Government are willing to meet the con-
venience of hon. members we have a right to
expect different treatment to that we have
received this evening. Govermment business
will stand first onthe paper for to-morrow, but
T shall be"prepared to postpone it until after the
consideration of the motion of which notice has
been given by the hon. member for Port Curtis.
The second reading of the Beer Duty Bill will be
the first Government business, and the considera-
tiont of the Customs Duties Bill in committee
next.

The Hox. S T. McILWRATITH said : The
hon. the Promier must be smarting under the
castigation he has received from this side and
from hon. members opposite who spoke against
him and are found voting for him. He must
also have a very short memory when he talls
about this discussion having Dbeen entirely
unprecedented 35 one would think that never
in his experience bas the hon. gentleman
known a Bill to be discussed in this way
before. He has referred two or three
times to the Tariff Bill T introduced myself, and
characterised it as one of the smallest and most
contemptible measures introduced into this
House. Swmall and contemptible as it was,
however, the hon. member got his side of the
House to talle at it for three nights, night after
night.

The PREMIER : When?

The Hox. Sm T. McILWRAITH: Tor
three nights, both in Committee of Ways and
Means and in the House,

The PREMIER: Tell us the time and the
year, and we will see whether it is true.

The Hox, Sm T. McILWRAITH : The
Premier complains that we have had three dis-
cussions upon this subject, but we have not got
through it yet.  We have the Beer Duty Bill to
come yet, and we will have a discussion then,
not only upon the beer duty, but the position of
the colony will come into the discussion upon
that Bill just as well as it did in this.

The COLONTATL, TREASURER said : There
can Le no objection, I am sure, to the fullest
discussion upon these matters ; but I must con-
fess that the debate this evening, instead of being
directed to the Bill undér consideration, was
directed to the Financial Statement and the
position of the colony, The hon. member for
Mulgrave threatens us with another debate upon
the Iinancial Statement when the DLeer Duty
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Bill comes on.  There will be no objection on
my part to hon. members debating the Financial
Statement as often as they like, but for the sake
of variety I hope we shall have some new
features introduced into this dizcussion when
the Beer Duty Bill comes on., I certainly
thought that we should be able to get through
the Customs Duties Bill at a much earlier period
of the evening, because I know that in com-
mittee the chief discussion upon a Bill of that
kind will take place. I trust that when the
second reading of the Beer Duty Bill comes on
the debate will be contined to a discussion of the
measure,

Mr. MOREHEAD said: I do not quite
understand what the hon. the Premier meant by
the remarks he made just now, unless he means
to attack both sides of the House, and take
up the position of dictator, which he appa-
rently wishes to assume. The debate was
continued by this side of the House, and very
properly continued, upon a very important sub-
ject. Does he think that he or his Treasurer is
going to ram down our throats any tariff that
they may bring in? I quite agree with the
leader of the Opposition that the hon. member
is smarting from the blows he has got—not only
from in front, but from the rear. It is quite
possible that in school he was only accustomed
to be chastised on the one ride ; now, apparently,
he has been chastised on both sides—in front as
well as in the rear. But, sir, if we are flogging
him with whips, the opposite side are flogging
him with scorpions. I am nob surprised to see
that the hon. gentleman is sore ; but why should
he exhibit his sores to this House ? It pleases me
immensely to see the hon. gentleman chastised,
and to see that he winces ; and I can assure the
hon. gentleman that T am not prepared with any
salvatory Dbalm for his wounds. I am much
rather inclined to rub salt into thenu

The PREMIER: Hear, hear !

Mr. MOREHIAD : T am very glad to sce
that he is still the same individual that we knew
in years past, and that his hide has not yet been
tanned sufficiently to save him from the smart
of the hidings he gets. T am very glad indeed to
find that he is still, if not susceptible to human
sympathy, at least susceptible to human chastise-
ment.

Mr. BROOKES said : Mr. Speaker,—I have
seen a good many curious things in this House,
but I must confess that the member for Balonne
has the most extraordinary ideas of conducting
Parlismentary business that ever I heard of,
much less saw, T daresay he thinks he is a wit.
His own side evidently regard him as a choice
humourist, but he has played the political
mountebank to such an extent as to test the
patience of every sensible man in this House.
Greater rubbish—I suppose that is a Parlia-
mentary phrase—was never talked than the hon.
gentleman talked for half-an-hour to-night, yet I
notice that the obsequious people alongside him
enjoyed it immensely. It was enough to send
a healthy man to his grave; and yet that very
gentleman, after having wasted half-an-hour in
that way, must get up and talk again. I may
say that I lile fun, that T like genuine wit, but
there was no trace of wit in that dreary style the
hon, member for Balonne had of going through
all those dutiable articles. It was the rankest non-
sense ever submitted to a Legislative Assembly.
Now, this is the point—bad as the speech was ; it
was utterly nauseating to me—it might have been
allowed in committee, but on the sevond read-
ing of the Bill it had no place whatever, no
pertinence or relevance.  So bewildered and
charmed was he by the obsequious flattery and
roars of laughter that surrounded him, that
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he gets up now and makes bad worse by the way
he has just addressed the House. I trust the
time has come when we shall hear some sensible
talk on the other side, and that the leader of the
Opposition will keep his lieutenant in order-—his
lieutenant in a Pickwickian as well as in a
political sense.

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker, — The
leader of the Opposition challenged my statement
that it was entirely unprecedented to debate
matter contained in the Financial Statement
over and over again on the motion for the
second reading of a Bill founded on resolutions
reported from a Committee of Ways and Means,
and said that on a previous occasion the
Opposition—the party now occupying this side
of the House—had done the same thing. The
hon. member said the Opposition at that time
debated his Financial Statement under similar
circumstances for days, on the second reading of
the Bill relating to Customs duties. He said
the debate occupied three nights, and I asked
him to state the time when such a thing took
place,

The Hon. Sir T. McILWRAITH: I said
nothing of the sort. I said the hon. member
debated it three nights in Committee of Ways
and Means and on the second reading of the Bill.

The PREMIER: T do not think that is
exactly what the hon. member said; but
even that is scarcely more accurate than his
previous statement. I asked for particulars,
because I knew that nothing of the kind
ever happened, and because it would be con-
venient at once to give the statement a
contradiction.  The hon. gentleman is in
the habit of making statements of that
kind, He has done so on several occasions
before, but now I have got him. I know the
time he refers to, and I will tell the House what
the facts are as compared with the statement he
made. The hon. gentleman made his Financial
Statement before the 17th August. It was
debated on the 17th August, 1880, and the
resolutions were subsequently carried. The
House again went into Committee of Ways and
Meang, and when they got into committee the
Premier xaid they had gone into committee
because he thought some hon. members
wished to propose some new resolutions.
Mr. King, who was then Speaker, proposed
certain resolutions which were debated. That
was the second night, but the Opposition had
nothing to do with the intvoduction of those
resolutions. One night was devoted to discuss-
ing the Financial Statement and carrying the
resolutions of the Treasurer, ancther to consider-
ing amendments proposed by Mr. King, the
Speaker, who was supposed to be a supporter of
the hon. gentleman; then the Customs Duties
Bill was brought in. And how many nights
were devoted to that? The whole debate
occupies about half-a-column of Hansard.
Those ave the facts : and I shall be glad if the hon.,
member, when he makes similar statements, will
kindly condescend, as the Scotch say, to time
and place.

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRAITH : The
hon gentleman has just corroborated what I said.
He has showu that three nights were occupied;
and I think I shall be able to show that four
nights were occupied on another occasion.

The PREMIER : You cannot.

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRAITH : T can.
You have accounted for three nights yourself.
Question put and passed.

The House adjourned at twenty-seven minutes
past 10 o’clock.
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