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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Wednesday, 17 .kug·ust, 1887. 

Australian Joint Stock lla,nk Act Amendment Bill.-
1\linisterial Statement.- Q.uestions. - Petitions
Against Influx of Chi.nese-Establishmcnt of 
Lniversity.-\;rays and ::\leans-resumption of eo m~ 
mittee.-Adjourmnent. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 
3 o'clock. 
AUSTRALIAN JOINT STOOK BANK ACT 

AMENDMENT BILL. 
Mr. vV. BROOKES presented a report from 

the select committee on the Australian Joint 
Stuck Bank Act Amendment Bill, and moved 
that it be printed. 

Question put and passed. 
On the motion of Mr. BitOOKES, the second 

reading of the Bill was made an Order of the 
Day for Thursday week. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT. 
The PREMIER(Hon. SirS. W. Griffith)s,1id: 

l'.Ir. Spmtker,-I have to inform the House that 
I have been s'vorn in as Colonia,l Treasurer, in 
the place of my hon. friend Mr. Dicksun. I hope 
tho,t my tenure of the officu will be tempomry 
only. I ho,ve o,lso to inform the House tho,t 
Mr. ·waiter Horatio \Vilson has o,ccepted the 
office of Postmaster-General, o,nd has been 
appointed to that· office. 

QUESTIONS. 
Mr. NORTON asked the Colonial Treasurer-
1. Has the Engineer for Harbours and Rivers yet 

furnished plans of dredge for use in the NmTows at 
Port Ourtis and similar places P 

2. 'rhen is it exl)Ccted that the dredge can be com
pleted and made ready for use? 

3. About what time is likely to be occu11ied in 
clredg'ing the .I\~ arrows \Yhen the dredg·e is put to work 
here:-

The COLONIAL TREASURER (Hon. Sir 
S. W. Griffith) replied-

The reuort and plans are in course of preparation but 
have been tlelayecl by the i.llucfis of the Engineer for 
Harbours anrl Rivers. He expects, hmvcvcr, to he alJlo 
to fnrniR]l them in the course of a few clays, when they 
will receive the immediate consideration of the Govern
ment.. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL asked the Minister for 
Works-

1. Have the claims of O'Rourke and McSharry in 
connection with,-

lst. The Brisbane Valley Railway, 
2nd. 'rhe Bundaborg and l\Iount Perry Ra,ilway, 

been finally settled ?-if not, have any moneys been paid 
on account? 

2. If so, what were the amounts so paid, and H·~e 
nam0s of t.ho parties 1:rho received the money? 

3. If the claims have not been settled, what course do 
the Government intend to take with regard to them? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W. 
Miles) said: I would ask the hon. member to 
repeat his question to-morrow. I have not gut 
the answer. 

Mr. L Ui\ILEY HILL: I shall Le quite con
tented to do that. I think I shall be in time 
before the general election at all events. 

Mr. :FOXTON asked the Minister for 
\Vorks-

Is it the intention of the GoYcrnment to introc1uce 
during the }H"esent session a Dill to amend the ::.\Iineral 
Lands Act of 1872 r 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied
The Govermnent hnve the matterunaer con:-;identtion, 

and, if the stat.e of pnblic bu~incss will permit, the 
matter will be dealt with. 

PETITIONS. 

AGAINST INFLUX 01<' 0HlNESE.-Es•rADLmH

l\IEX1' 0.1!' UNIVEHSI'J'Y. 

'l'he ATTORNJ<~Y- GENERAL (Hon. A. 
Rutledge) presented a petition ft·om the Chamber 
of Commerce, Charters 'l'owers, pmying the 
House to pass such measures as will effectually 
prevent the further influx of Chinese into the 
colony; and moved that it be read. 

Question put and passed, o,nd petition read by 
the Clerk. 

On motion of the ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
the petition wo,s received. 

The PREJ\HEH presented o, petition from 
the Council of the iltoyal Geographical Society 
of Australasia, signed by the vice-president, 
A. 0. Gregory, praying for the establishment of 
a university; and stated that the petition was in 
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the same form as other petitions which had been 
recently received. He movecl that the petition 
be recei ,. ed. 

Que,tion put an cl passed. 
The PREJ\£IEH then presented petitions of 

oimilar pnrport and prayer fmm the snperinten
clent, minister, tre:C'lll'er, anrl secretary of the 
United Free Methodist Church of (lueensland; 
from 3157 teachers in Queensland Stctte Schools ; 
and frorn the divi~ionn,l bonras ·of '1\tbrag~;dba, 
l3mke, and Bmthinia ; and moved that they be 
received. 

Qnestion put and passed. 
Mr. J\IURPHY presented a petition from the 

municipal council of J3Jackall, praying that the 
House may see fit to establish a univerHity in 
Queensland; and mo1·ed that it be read. 

(~uestion put and petssed, and ]Jetition read by 
the Clerk. 

On the motion of liir. J\IURPHY, the petition 
was received. 

J\Ir. HA:\ULTON presented a similar peti
tion from the inhabitants of Cairns, and moved 
that it be read. 

Question put aml passed, and )Jetition reetd by 
the Clerk. 

On the motion of Mr. HAMILTON, the 
petition was received. 

WAYS AI\'D MEANS. 
RJ<;SL'}!PTION OF COJ\DJITTEK 

FINANCIAL 8TATEMEST. 

On the motion of the PRE:\IIER, the Speetker 
left the chair, ttnd the House resolved itself into 
a Committee of the \Vhole to further consider 
the Ways and Mean< for raising the Supply to be 
granted to Her Majesty. 

Question-
That, to·ward.-; making goocl the snppl.\· granted to 

Her )Iajr,...;ty, there be levied in each ,n ·n· llllOll the 
owners of fre"holrl land ,~·ithin the colfJilY a tax at the 
rate of one p,~nn.\· in the pound of the nnilll}n·ovcd Yalnc 
or :-<nch freehold lan<l OYer and above the first £500 of 
such value-
put. 

Mr. DICKSO::'\f said: Mr. Fraser,-I :wail 
myself of this opportunity, on the resumption of 
the debate in Committee of \V ays etncl l'vlPans, tc 
place before thio Cotmnittee aml the country my 
views on the present financial position of the 
country, and to state what, in my opinion, is the 
right course to adopt at the present juncture 
of its afhirs. I am indebted to the courtesy 
of the hon. leader of the Opposition for allow
ing me to follow the Premier, so that I may 
place before the country my views upon the 
Budget statement which he delivered last week. 
In acknowledging that courtesy from the hon. 
leader of the Opposition, I have also to arld my 
acknowledgment::; of his very gcnerout- rmnarks 
concerning n1e when my resignation frorr1 the 
J\1inistry was announced to this Honse. I do 
not, however, desire to bo understood to nsm·p 
the functions of the hon. wember in criticising 
the financial position of the Government. I 
merely wish to place before the country my 
own views of what is the correct course t'o 
adopt at the preoent time. In doing eo I 
feel that the position I am placed in may 
perhetps make me liable to a misconception, 
and I therefore ask the kindly forbearance 
of hon. members on both sides in the course of 
the remarks I am abont to nmke. Had I in 
resigning- frmu the JY!inistry cmssed the floor 
of the House I should not have asked fot· any 
forbeamnce, because I should hetve known that 
hon. members would at once have seen that I 
had forsaken those representatives who have 

invariably prided themselves on being the 
Liberal members of the conntry. I wish it to 
be distinctly understood that in retiring from 
the Government I do not cease to be a Liberal 
member. I trust thett as long as I remetin in 
political life I shall always be associated with 
those gentlemen who e.specietlly call them
selves the Liberal repre,entn,tives of this 
colony. I wish it to be distinctly understood 
that I do not consider tlmt when a member 
differs from the Griffith Goverment he must 
necessarily retire from thr Liberal ranks. I 
have yet to learn that the new gospel 
which has been propounded by the Premier 
must necessetrily embrace all, and surround 
all, and contain et!! the principles of Liberalism. 
I say that a man, while honestly differing from 
the .Premier, may yet remain a member of the 
Liberal party-that he need not sever his con
nection with it because he is opposed to what I 
am obliged to term the new departure which the 
Premier has tetken in the direction of the financial 
etftairs of this colony. The hon. gentleman, in 
the com·se of his speech, compared the Govem
ment to a ship with her colours nailed to the 
ntast, sailing on a certain course to her desti~ 
nati<m, and preferring to go down in that condition 
rather than to retract or recede from the direc
tion of her course. I would pursue the simile 
a little further, and say that while I quite re
cognise the aptness of the metaphor of a good 
ship with her colours flying on a voyage, yet 
I consider the Premier is highly to be blamed 
if by neglecting to conform to the >ailing direc
tions he imperils the safety of the ship ; if 
while obeying the sailing dircetions he could 
find plenty of sea-room and keep cleCLr of all 
rocks ahead, it is better for him to do so and 
carry his cetrgo and passengers safely into 
port than by a foolhardy and mistaken course to 
wreck the valuable ship and cargo entrusted 
to his charge. Of course, l\Ir. Fraser, I must 
accept the financial history of the past twelve 
months as connected with my own adminis
tration of the Treasury. I do not intend 
to criticise the administration of the finetnces, 
which bets been under my own direction, 
and I am quite content to accept the respon
sibility of our position at the present time, 
with a deficiency of n,bout £410,000 in the 
Treasury on the 30th June, and with a contingent 
expenditure on account of unexpended hnlance 
of surplus revenue approprin,tion of £50,000, or 
there<ebouts, making in all £4ii9, 000. I am also 
content to say that I am with the Premier in 
the mode of dealing with the deficit; but I 
may go on to sety that I do not con,icler it 
absolutely necessary that provision slwuld be 
made for the replenishment of the Treasury to 
this extent during the pre~;ent financial yeetr. I 
consider that is ten effort beyond our means ; 
but I desire that the financial position of the 
colony .should now be placed in this position : 
thett while the revenue for the lJresont year shall 
of itself be suflicient to meet the expenditure, 
there shall also be a surplus provided by which 
this heayy deficit shall be ultinmtely extin
guished. I am also at one with the Premier in 
the manner in which he proposed to transfer to 
loans to local bodies the two items of loan.s to 
central mills and the cost of rabbit-proof fencing. 
On that point there is no difference between 
us. Nor can I charg-e the Government with " 
difference between us on the very important 
m::ctter of endowments to mnnicipetlities. I, its 
Treasurer, felt that the ennrmous increase of 
the~e endo\nnents, being an unknown quantity, 
was a matter which certainly required tn<'"t 
ca-reful consideration. I was the first, I think, 
to draw the attention of my hon. friend the 
Premier on his return from England to the 
absolute necessity of the Treasury being protected 
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against these continuously augmenting claims 
to an unknown amount, and my desire was that 
in dealing with this matter a limit should be 
fixed, withoLlt w hi eh I think that no other 
scheme would be satisfactory. My hon. frieml 
considered that it would be more convenient to 
appropriate from year to year whatever amount 
could be spared by the Treasury to endow these 
local authorities, and with that great ability he 
possesses in drafting measures he fmmed certain 
clauses to give effect to this view. I must say, how
ever, on that reconsideration-- and I think I 
mentioned it to my hon. friend before I retired 
from the Government--I saw c.bjections to that 
course. I think it is undesirable that the local 
bodies should remain in ignorance of wlmt they 
will receive from the Treasury; and while it is 
absolutely necessary that the amount of assis
tance they are now deriving should be curtailed, 
I say the wisest plan is to fix a limit to the sum 
which each local authority ·shall be enftbled to 
draw in pursuance of the endowment at the rate 
of £1 for £1. I do not charge this to the Gov
ernment, because on the occa,ion of my leaving 
the Ministry there were so many larger matters 
to consider that this escaped attention. I do not 
think the Premier will be averse to reconsider the 
matter in the direction I have indicated-namely, 
offixinga maximum limit upon the amount payable 
to the local authorities. Now, lYir. Fraser, our 
present position is this: We have a deficit of 
£410,000 on the 30th June, and a contingent expen
diture of actual appropriation to the amount of 
£58,000, which Cftnnot be rescinded except by 
a resolution of the Honse; that is to say, we 
have a deficit of £469,000 staring us in the 
face. Now, to my mind, though that deficit 
of course is a matter for grave considera
tion, I am not at all despondent of gradually 
extinguishing it. I do not take the pessimist 
view of things that the colony cannot recover 
from the great strain put npon it by the four 
years' drought. I believe things are mending 
rapidly, and that this year will show a consider
able improvement in the financial position of the 
country. At the same time I do not think that 
improvement can be expected to provide a suffi
cient ftmotmt to liquidate the present deficit 
within twelve months, nor do I think it is 
a matter about which we ought to trouble our
selves, provided we can see our way to g-radually 
extinguish it in the conrse of a few years. 
The position that forces itself upon us all is this: 
Even with the most favourable Estimates we are 
still behind the current expenditure of the year 
1887-8 to the extent of ftbout £()0,000. This is un
doubtedly a matter which must be looked in the 
face; we must not be content to live in a fool's 
paradise, imagining that both ends will meet 
without some special exertion to provide the 
necessary revenue ; but I am of opinion that 
before considering the necessity for further taxft
tion we ought closely to scrutinise the sources 
of our legitinmte revenue, and so save the 
people from what I consider to be an un
necessary burden of taxation. It may be 
said that we are not heavily tftxed in pro
portion to the accumulations we are making, 
but I contend that during the last four years of 
depression even those who have weathered the 
storm are not as well off now as they were four 
years ago. This is not the time of all others 
when fresh taxation should be imposed, when 
the colony is only gradually recovering from the 
distress of four very disastrous seasons. In 
dealing with the matter of revenue we have to 
look at what we may regard as the main contri
butories to the revenue, and I will ask hon. 
gentlemen to look at the tables relating to the 
Colonial 'l'reasnrer's Financial Statement-Table 
L. I would first call attention to this: tha.t in 
1876-7 when the colony had a population of 

187,000 taxation contributed £3 9s. ld. per 
head, land revenue £2 7s. 1d. per head, public 
works and services £1 10s. 7d. per head, miscel
laneous services Gs. lOd. per head; total, £7 
13s. 7d. per head. I will not weary the Com
mittee by going through all these figures, but 
will take the table in groups. From 187G to 
1879, during those three years taxation showed 
a decrease of 10s. per head ; land revenue 
decreased from £2 7s. 1d. to £11i:Js. lld. ; public 
works and services rLnd rni8cellaneous services 
show an increase. Those years are the years in 
which a Liberal administration presided. 'Taking 
the average contribution from land 1evenne 
during those years it is £2 2s. Bd. per head of 
population, exclusive of a large sum raised by 
sales of land under the Rail way Reserves 
Act- namely, £446,000-which would have 
incmased the average by 14s. 10d. per head, 
making £2 17s. 7d. In the years from 1879-80 to 
1883-4 the average contribution of land revenue 
per head was £2 lls. lld. ; and coming down to 
later days, from 1884-5 to 1886-7, we get an 
average of £1 lGs. 2d. per head. It will, there
fore, be seen that while taJo.ation proper has 
between 1876-7 and 1SSG-7 maintained its relative 
position- thatistosay, it~tandsnow at £310s. 5d., 
as against £3 9s. 1d. in 187G-7 -the normal revenue 
from land has receded from £2 7s. 1d. in 1876-7 
to £112s. 4d. in 1886-7. All other branches of 
revenue show a decided increase. Public works 
and services have increased from £110s. 7d. in 
1876-7 to £2 10s. 4d. in 1886-7, though I am sorry 
to say that the increased receipts are not corres
pondingly supported by the net profit received 
from those public works and services. Mis
cellaneous services have increa,ed from Gs. 10d. 
in 1876-7 to 10s. 9d. in 188G-7. The total 
increal'e is from £7 13s. 7d. in 1876-7 to £8 3s. 
10d. in 1886-7. In 1S85-G £30,000 was expected 
from grazing farms ; only £3,708 was received. 
In 1886-7 £20,000 was the estimate, while only 
£6,863 was received. Our total deficiency under 
grazing farms since the Act was initiated in 
1884 amounts to £48,733 short of the e.,timated 
receipts. My chief point in referring to these 
tables, Mr. Fraser, is this : I am of opinion that 
during the past years we have not received from 
the public estate of this colony the~t amount 
of land revenue which I consider to be the 
normal return-what ought to be considered the 
normal return from that contributory to the 
Treasury. I hold that proportionately with the 
increase in other sources of revenue the bnd 
re.-enue ought also to increase, and the propnrtion 
in which it should increase is what I call its 
normal condition of increase. Had that normal 
increase been maintained all through, our posi
tion would have been very different. In 1884-5 
the grazing areas, which were expected to 
produce £10,000, only produced £()n6. The 
total estimated rerenue from land that year 
was £622,000. Had the lftnd revenue realised, 
on the average of the years from 1870 to 
1870, without including the sales of rail way 
reserves-had it realised the average of £2 2s. Dd. 
per head, we should have received in 1SS4-5 
£GG2,43G, instead of which we only received 
£587,331. Again, in 1885-G, based on the popu
lation of that year, which was 321,050, had 
the land revenue produced its normal increase, 
we should have obtained £G86,244, as against 
£584,34(); and in 1886-7 we should have received 
£732,337, as against £522,312 actually received. 
In short, during the last three years, had the land 
revenue produced what might fairly have been ex
pected, the Treasury would have been replenished 
to the extent of £387,000. The whole secret of 
our present embarrassment must undoubtedly be 
traced to the want of assistance to the Treasury 
from the Lands Department ; there is no nse dis
guising that fact. Anditwill beforhon. gentlemen 
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hereafter to say they are content that the land 
revenue shall be a gradually decreasing quantity 
until attaining a vani~;hing point, and that we 
shall substitute for it a load of taxation on 
the people of this colony which must increase in 
proportion as the laud reyenue decreases ; it is 
for hon. members to say whether that is the 
F>licy they dec;ire to be persisted in or not. 
During the present year the estimated receipts 
from land re\·enue are put clown a.t £557 000, but 
if we were to attain the nornul incre~se from 
land revenue in proportion to our popula
tion per capita, at the rate of £2 2s. !Jd., we 
should receive from our lands this year £732,000, 
which of itself, being £175,000 in excess of the 
estimated revenue, woulclcoverallour deficiencies, 
:emove all necessity for a land tax or any other 
Impost of that sort, and provide a very handsome 
surplus at the end of the year for the partial 
extinction and eventual liquidation of the present 
large deficit. I would point out, and lay stress upon 
it, that all our revenue has increased except that 
from the Lands Department. I say, why should 
not that be increased? It has a great advantage 
over other sources of revenue. Taxation and 
miscellaneous services cannot be increased by 
any forcible measures of this House. You can
not compel a man to consume more dutiable 
goods; you cannot compel him to travel on the 
railway lines more frequently than he is inclined 
to do; but you can supplement any deficiency 
by authorising sales of real estate. And that was 
always contemplated by the Act of 1884, as I 
think I shall be able presently to show. To 
justify my view of this case, I say dis
tinctly that when the loan policy of 18H·1 was 
promulgated by me-and I had the honour 
of promulgc1.ting it with the approval of my 
colleagues-it was distinctly understood that the 
increasing land revenue of the colony would bear 
the burden of the increased interest due on that 
loan. There is no disguiRing tha,t fact; and I 
stty distinctly that I should have considered 
myself an impostor before the country if I had 
attempted to bring· forward that ten-million loan 
without having something· in the background on 
which I could legitimately rely for paving the 
interest on the !mm. I do not thirtl{ I need 
go out of the House to look g·entlemen in 
the face who made much larger prophecies in 
connection with this matter than I did_ I 
received assurances from gentlemen in this 
House-from large pastoralists with the expe
rience of a lifetime in pastoral pursuits, endorsed 
by large success-that the land policy of 1884 
would be such as would replenish the Treasury 
to an amount which even I never contemplated. 

Ho~m:nABLE MEMBEI\S : \Vho were they? 

Mr. DICKSON : I shall not mention names, 
but I believe that what I sfty can be easily 
cormborated. I do not say those gentlemen 
misled me intentiormlly. I believe that they 
themselves fully believed in it, and that they 
do still believe in it ; m1d it is posssible that 
after the disastrous seasons we have passed 
through it will still be a large factor in mpply
ingthe reC[uirements of the' Treasury. But \Ye 
have yet to see it; it is yet in the futurP. Let 
the Land Act stand by all means; let it have a 
further trial, and I hope it will be ultimately 
financially snccessfnl, and prove a continual 
benefit to the colony. The pastomlists and 
others to whom I have referred belie1·ecl that it 
would be the means of inducing large settlement 
on the land. I say, let it by all means have a 
longer trial, lmt do not let it in the meantime 
starve the Treasury. It was never contem
plated by the Government that laud aliermtion 
by freehold slwuld absolutely cease. In 1884, 
when both the Postmaster-General and myself 
were members of the Government, and when 

this C[Uestion of the aliemction of land by lease 
holds and grazing farms was before the Cabinet, 
and we gave our "l'lJroval to the measure, it 
wtts distinctly understood that therewith there 
should be moderate sales of freehold, so that the 
Treasury should not suffer. 

The PREIYIIEE: Hear, hear! 
Mr. DICKSON : So that, in case of any 

temporary disturbance or derangement of the 
finances caused by the Act of 1884, it should be 
made up by those sales to which I have alluded. 
\Vhen I recflived those repreRentations from 
gentlemen whom I considered qualified to give 
an impartial testimony on the merits of out· 
land policy, I foresaw a derangement of our 
finances to some extent, and it will be within 
the memory of hon. members that in 1884, 
when speaking on the Land Bill, I hinted at the 
possibility of the time arriving when it might be 
absolutely necef'sary to issue 'l'reasury bills to 
cornpensatc for deficiencies which 1uight arise 
upon the inauguration of that Act, and tl1at 
such was a contingency 'vhich \Ye ought to 
look in the face. But I never thought that 
this deficiency would be perpetual, and to such 
an extent as appears now to be more than 
proba\Jle that it will assume in the future. I take 
my stand upon this: that under Part VI. of the 
Act of 1Stl4 it was always contemplated that 
moderate sales of freehold should be allowed. 
And, sir, if there be any contention on that 
point, I will refer to the amending Act of 1886-
htst o;ession-where in the 2Gth section there 
is additional evidence of the intention of the 
Government to sell country lands in forty-a.cre 
blocks at the upset price of £1 per acre. That 
clause is as follows :-

" rrJw Governor in Council may canse country lands 
to be offered for sale lJy pnblic anctiou. 

~>The areas of any portion8 of country lands so sol cl 
shall not exceed. forty aCl'i'"', and the Hl1Set JH'ice shall 
not be 1ess than one pound per acre. 

"In all other respects the provisions of Part VI. of the 
principal Act as amended by this ...-\._et shall apply to the 
sale of country lands by auction." 

Now, sir, I a.Rk what use has been made of this 
clause? Was it pnt in for ornament or was it 
intended to be acted upon? 

Mr. KORTOX: It was for churches. 
l\Ir. DICKSON: But we are going to tax 

churches which have already acC[uired freehold. 
I contend that if that cbu,,e hac! been given fair 
scope to during the past twelve months, when 
there was a large amount of floating eetpital seek
ing for investment, we should have considerably 
reduced our present deficiency ; and certainly 
during the ensuing year we should be in 
a position that would relieve us from all 
necessity of recourse to fresh taxation. I trust 
my hon. friend the Minister for Lands will 
excuse me in what I am about to say. I do not 
speak at all personally or disrespectfully of him; 
he is a gentleman for whom I have the highest 
regard and esteem. But as a :Minister I must 
confess that he has an extreme horror of the mere 
mention of the alienation of land by freehold. 
\Vhcn you address yourself to him on that subject 
-such, at least, has been n>y experience-the form 
of his visage is completely changed. I think he 
regards it as the rankest political heresy for any 
man to ask him to alienate a piece of land by 
auction. There is no doubt the hon. gentleman 
holds a n1ost uncornprmnising creed on tbi.s 
question, and it is of such a character that I 
believe if he were rot a layman he would excom
rnunicate and consign to eternal perdition any 
man who encleanmrecl to obtain a freehold in this 
country otherwi.se than through the instrumen
tality of the homestead clauses of the Act of 1884. 
I 'lm confident that unle"s the head of the Lands 
Department is loyal in endeavouring to render 
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assistance to the Treasury it is perfectly useless 
to submit to . this House any estimate of land 
revenue whatever. Unless that hon. gentleman 
is entirely in accord with the requirements of the 
Treasurer, and unlegs full effect is given to the 
2Gth clause of the amending Act of last session 
-and I say it can be given full effect to 
-there is not the slighteHt use of the hon. 
the Premier coming down to this House 
and estimating that he will receive £60,000, or 
any other sum, from that source. It rests en
tirely with the Lands Department to fulfil that 
estimate, and I say that in the present con
dition of the colony that cle]•artrnent could very 
readily make that estimate not only £60,000 but 
£1GO,OOO without any pressure whatever, or 
without withdrawing capital from other indus
tries, and so replenish the Treasury. I have no 
doubt the hon. gentleman will tell us that he 
does not believe that land would sell at the 
present time. Well, I must respectfully 
differ from the hon. gentleman. Nothing· can 
persuade me that moderate sales of freehold 
property at the present time, or indeed during 
the ]>ast three yefl,rs, if properly conducted, 
would not have been, and will still be, as suc
cessful as they have been in former years. And, 
sir, in that connection I come to another point, 
and it is this : that while I do not blame my 
hon. friend the Minister for Lands, I do blame 
the depa.rtment for the manner in which land 
sales have been conducted. I say, sir, that the 
land sales of this colony during the last two 
years have been so placed before the public as to 
give evidence of a desire that they should all result 
in ghastly failure, inasmuch as they have not re
ceived that publicity when advertised that any pri
vate landowner would have insisted u pan providing 
for his own property if he wished to see it sold to 
the best ad vantage. For, sir, while ad vacating
the increased sale of freehold property, under the 
provisions of the existing Act, I do not wish to 
see the land thrown away. I do not wish to see 
it thrown into the hands of speculators ; that is 
to saY, without obtainin15 for the State the best 
market value at the time. 1 say the action of 
the Lands Department has been such as to 
inspire me, if I had not been a member of the 
Government and knew the honesty of purpo>e of 
my h<m. friend the :Minister for Lands-I say 
it would have inspired me with the conviction 
that everything was done by that department to 
try and throw discredit upon the alienation of !rmd 
as freehold in Queensland. I do not a9k the Govern
ment to retrace their steps or to repeal the Land 
Act of 11-\84. I think, sir, that my successor in 
office m[ty be content if the Lands Department 
will do what it ought to do, and what it is 
instructed to do and has full powers to do hy 
statute. If that be clone, I say the Treasurer 
of the colony may be content to wait and see 
the result of that Land Act. 

An HoNOURABLJ<J M1mmJU: N0. 

Mr. DICKSON: Well, that is the view 
which I at present hold-that it would be 
unwise for us just now to contemplate re
pealing the Act. Lee us give it the ad
vantage of better seasons, but let us not starve 
the Treasury in the interval. 'fhat is my 
contention. Referring back to the time last 
session ·when the an1ending Act ·was pas~ed, 
and the 2Gth clause was under discussion, I do 
not think I shall be betraying any confidence, sir, 
in saying that it was contemplated to make the 
area lGO acres instead of 40, but it was whittled 
down simply to suit the immutable creed of my 
hon. friend the Minister for Lands. That action 
certainly showed the desire of every member of 
the Government to try and compromise matters 
if possible, and not ocettsion ,, burst-up. It 
showed our desire to accommodate ourselves 

to his views, and be content with only 40 
acres ; and I say still that had the 40-acre 
clause been carried out, as it ought to have 
been carried out, and as it can be carried 
out, there would be now no necessity what
ever to consi<ler the C[nestion of increased 
taxation at the present time. I consider there
fore, sir, that fresh lec;islation is not neces~ary, 
but I think we ha,·e a right to ill'ist upon an 
amendment of the n,dministration of the Lands 
Department; and if tll:tt were dune I hold that 
it would obviate entirely the nece'<,ity of con
sideriniS fresh taxati•m. The hon. the Premier, 
in the cour>'e of his Budget Statement, made 
some remarks, which we all applauded, concerning 
the desirability of restricting expenditure and 
exercising econon1ic Bnpervh;ion over it during 
the ensuing year. Of course, sir, t~1at is a very 
excellent theory to endeavour to g1ve effect to; 
but I can assure the hon. gentleman, from my 
experience in the Treasury and from my 
experience of other departments outside the 
Treasury, that he will have all his work to do 
in endeavouring to control the €\'er-increasing 
expenditure of this colony. \Vhy, sir, he has 
immediately under his own supervision branches 
of the public service which would absorb not 
only the whole of thn appropriation voted by 
this House for them, but are quite able and 
willing to rtbsorb all the appropriation which the 
House provides for other branches as well. And 
I may say, sir, that, while he has inculcat0d 
some very excellent axioms in his Statement, 
he has not given us any idea-perhaps he has 
been too short a time in the Treasury to be able 
to formulate a scheme-of how he intends to 
restrict this ever,increasing expenditure. It is 
right to look the question in the face, and I am 
largely in favour of this, and if it had not been 
for the hon. the Premier's alvence in England 
last year I should decidedly have advised it to 
he done. I think it would be a very desirable 
thing indeed if a commission were appointed to 
inquire into the working of the public service. 

HoxmmABI.E l'viEoiBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. DICKSON: Before yon can make any 
just retrenchment you must first have a regular 
basis of operation on which to work, and I 
believe that such a commission would lend valu
able assistance to any Government that desired 
to formulate a thoroughly economical policy. In 
the meantime the only plan the Premier can 
:1.dopt is to insist that each department shall 
draw only a twelfth part of the appropriation 
monthly, and let that not he exceeded. Possibly 
by that means he might devise a constant check 
upon the expenditure of the departments, and 
something like economy in the direction he 
indicates might be obtained. I come now, sir, 
to the question of tax::ttion as proposed by the 
Government. I have alre;1dy shown to those hon. 
members who havefollowedmyremarksthatinrny 
opinion fresh taxation is absolutely unnecessary1 
and I have still further to show why increased 
taxation is undesirable. I do es1Jecially consider 
a land tax upon freehold property as undesirable 
at the present time. Some people have an idea 
that a land tax policy is one that ought to be 
supported, and it has been put to me in this 
light: "Direct taxation bein,; a plank in the 
platform of you freetraders you ought to sup
port it;" but I do not consider that taxation, 
direct or indirect, on such grounds, ought ncces
srtrily to be considered at the present time. I 
should be placing myself in a falr,e position 
if I, merely for the sake of carrying out my 
views as a freetrader, and to affirm the theory 
of freetrade taxation, should give counten
ance to the imposition of additional taxation 
at the present time in the shape proposed. 
I would also point out that in imposing this 
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taxation we shall require a large amount of 
new machinery to put the Act practically into 
operation so that it may come to the assistance 
of the Treasury. 

The PREMIER: We have it already in 
operation. 

Mr DIOKSO~: The hon. the Premier sn,ys we 
have got the machinery already in operation. 
\V e have certainly got statistics as to area 
and ownership of freeholds, but we have not 
got the machinery by which the taxation 
can be absolutely collected. A charge may 
be entered in the shape of a caveat against 
freehold property, but there is a very great 
difference between recording a debt in the 
Registrar-Genern,l's office and receiving it in 
pounds, shillings, and pence in the Treasury. 

The PREMIER : It is paid in other pln,ces. 
Mr. DIOKSON: Yes, but through eln,borate 

ll1flchinery. In England the income tax is 
almost fn,rmed out. I do not think that 
would find very much favour here. \Veil, 
Mr. Fraser, I say thn,t while I regard in 
the future-possibly ten years hence when we 
hn,ve increased the number of our freeholders 
and enlarged the bn,sis of contributories-a land 
tax is a thing which may be necessary and 
may have to be looked in the face, yet 
at the present time it is exceedingly unde
sirable and unnecessn,ry. I say first make 
our freeholders more numerous before we impose 
such a tax upon the pioneers of the colony, who 
have had sufficient to encounter, who have had 
their homesteads to form, and who are just re
coveringfrom very ad verse tin1es. I say before the 
tn,x is imposed we ought to increase the number 
who will have to bear it, and that will be accom
plished in the way I hn,ve already referred to
namely, by putting in operation the 26th clause 
of the Act of last session. I do not wish it to be 
understood, therefore, that I object to this tax 
being brought forward at a future time, when we 
have enlarged considerably the number of free
holders ; but I say that at the present time it is 
~tltogether unnecessary, and will be most preju
dicial tn the introduction of capital and enter
prise into the colony, which we are all so 
desirous by every means in our power to encourage 
and promote. And after all, 1\Ir. }'raser, not
withstanding the hon. the Premier's remarks 
about this being a tax on the unimproved value 
of freeholds, it is a tax upon improvements, for 
you cannot dissociate the unimproved value of 
freehold from the value conferred by improve
ment of adjacent property. All property is 
increased more or less in value by improve
ments either on or ::tround it, and it is im
possible to get at what we may consider the 
exact unimproved capital value of freehold pro
perty. vVe therefore virtually put a tax on 
improvements, bec;>use the further you build the 
further you improve the land which is lying 
idle-you increase its nominal unimproved 
value. The land is increased to a certain 
·marketable value on account of being highly 
improved by the addition of v::tluable buildings, 
and I say, therefore, that such a tax as this would 
be highly detrimental to the best interests of 
the country and to enterprise of all kinds. It 
would rnnke mortgagees exceedingly suspicious 
and chary of lending money at the low rates 
of interest 'vhich we are now glt-td to see ruling-, 
and in fact it would have :1 most prejudicial 
effect on the development of this country, which 
requires large financial assistance to develop it 
to its fullest possible extent. And then, again, 
it subjects the same class of property to a double 
burden. We all know that the divisional 
boards ttnd local authorities are very largely 
taxing and rating the properties within their 
divisions, and in the not far distn,nt future, 

if the proposed restrictions are to be placed 
upon them-if the endowments are to be reduced, 
of which, as I have said, I approve-they must 
necessarily make a much larger tax upon free
holders to provide for the wants of their districts. 
Then upon this increased local rate we have to 
superadd a land tax, so th::tt we are imposing upon 
property a double burden with a \'ery small 
munber of contributories. I think the scheme 
is 'uch that it cannot for one moment be 
justified. The more it is looked into the more it 
is open to objection, and it is opposed, I con
tend further, to the spirit of our legislation. I 
think it was last session that we passed a Bill to 
prevent the undue subdivision of land, but under 
the proposal of the Government it will be the 
policy of the owners of land to endeavour to 
subdivide their land and minimise their hold
ings, so as to be exempt from taxation. 
If a piece of land is worth only £500, it is 
to be exempt from taxation ; but if the property 
happens to be worth £1,000 or £2,000, then the 
owner is taxed on the amount above£500, and there 
can be no doubt that that would be the effect of the 
tax, and that the provision of the resolution will 
be ev::tded in the way I have stated. But, Mr. 
l<'raser, I am sure my hon. friend the Minister 
for Lands, in his heart, does not agree with the Pre
mier in proposing any exemption whatsoever, and 
I will go with him to this extent, tosaythatwhen a 
land tax is necessary I think no land-owner should 
be exem['t. I cannot see why a man in the suburbs 
of Brisbane owning five acres worth £100 an acre 
should be exempt, and another man a few miles 
out owning fifty acres worth, say, £20 an acre 
should come under the tax. The suburban resi
dent will be better able to pay it than the 
other, who may possibly have purchased his 
land a few years ago, before the great boom in 
land took place, and who is making his living 
on his twenty acres. I therefore say if 
there is to be a land tax there should be no 
exemption simply because the capital value 
of a piece of land does not exceed £500. I 
am distinctly of opinion that there is no 
necessity for such an impost as this, and, 
moreover, that the Land Act, or that part of 
it to which I have referred, is inoperative 
at the present time. I foresee the growing 
difficulties of my successor in office, especially 
if· the Lands Department continues to pursue 
this ca,lm tenor· of its way, and I can clearly 
see increasing financial difficulties that are 
threatened. It is a delusion to imagine that 
small owners will continue to be exempt. 
The large fish will first be caught and served 
up at the Treasurer's table, but the smaller 
fish will be a great delicacy-they will be all fish 
that come to the Treasurer's net-and thoRe who 
now take no interest in this tax, and think they 
will escape altogether, were never under a greater 
d8lusion. The machinery for collecting the one 
will require to be no more extensive or expen
sive than the other, and the Treasurer of the day 
will find that when once he gets this con
siderable assistance to his resources he will 
levy the tax not only on the small holders, 
but the tax itself will be an ever-increasing 
quantity. It will be 1d. in the £1 now, but 
possibly it may reach 2d. by-and-by, when 
once the machinery is established, as it will 
be by far the easiest method of getting 
assistance by the Treasurer from time to 
time. And now, Mr. l<'raser, I will take some 
cases in point, and will refer first to town, then 
suburban, and then country land. Now, I will 
refer to a property, the particulars of which I 
obtained recently. It is a property in Queen 
street which has a frontage of forty-five feet. 
There are two tenements on it at the present 
time, and the rental received from those two 
tenements is £670. The nmnicipalrates upon tho"e 
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properties, exclusive of water rates, amount to 
£88. Now take the capital value of that land, which 
at the present time has been assessed by com
petent l'Xperts in the land market, and who 
have concurred in assessing its unimproved 
value as £GOO per foot. That makes a capital 
sum of £27,000, and 1d. in the £1 upon that 
£27,000 would b~ an additional tax of £112 10s. 
in addition to the £88 paid for municipal rates. 

The PREMIER: They should put up proper 
buildings. 

Mr. DICKSON: The Premier says "They 
should put up proper buiidings" ; but it so 
happens that this is trust property, and the 
buildings cannot be put up at the present time. 
It is, therefore, a forcible illustration of how 
inconvenient this tax will be, besides being 
oppressive to the freeholder. 13ut I must 
further point out that it may not be so 
oppressive to the freeholder as to the tenant. 
This is .what I wish particularly to point out: 
that tlus land tax will fall, not as the hon. 
Premier thinks it will, upon the freehold<"r, but 
upon the unfortunate tenant in most cases, who 
has to pay all rates and taxes, and who will be 
actually swamped by an imposition of that 
kind. The C<1Se I have mentioned is one 
in town, and there are plenty of cases in 
the suburbs of gentlemen who have from 
ten to fifteen acre paddocks where they reside, 
which they have made homesteads for them
selves, and on which they have continuously 
expended their accumulations of former years. 
The unimproved value of land is increased by 
the increased prosperity of the neighbourhood, 
and in some cases--at Toowong·, for instance
there are several properties at present heavily 
assessed by the divisional boards, and where tlie 
local taxation will be increased by from £50 
to £GO per annum under the proposed land tax. 
I say the whole scheme is monstrous, and 
I really cannot understand how my hon. friend 
the Premier, who is a remarkably able man, 
after following this proposal out to its legitimate 
issue, could content himself to come down to 
this House and declare such a policy. I will 
put another case which will appeal to gentlemen 
representing country constituencies. There is a 
large area of land in this country let on clearing and 
fencing lease at perhaps a merely nominal rent'ltl, 
the lessee undertaking to pay all divisional board 
taxes. How will this proposal act in the case of 
a man leasing a few hundred acres of a paddock 
subject to the conditions of clearing and fencing? 
He has to improve the unimproved capital 
value of the land continuously, and he may find 
himself saddled with a rental of from £50 to £100 
a year, a disbursement which may be wholly out 
of his power to provide. The effect will be in 
the direction of compelling him to forego all 
improvements hitherto made upon the land. It 
may be a covenant in his lease that he shall pay 
all rates and taxes, and the holder of the pro
perty will be within his rights in insisting that 
the lessee shall fulfil the conditions of such 
covenant. Again, in the case of property 
heavily mortgaged-and there are cases of that 
sort in the colony-who is to pay this tax? 
The mortgagee is uuable, perhaps, to get 
his interest or half of his interest ; is he 
to pay . this tax though he may lose all his 
money m the in vestment, or is it again to 
be a burden upon the unfortunate man who has 
had to snccnmb to circumstances, and who can
not pay his interest, and who may bP living 
upon the leniency of his mnrtgagee? If he has 
also to pay this tax it will bring him to ruin. 
I could deal with instances of this kind inde
finitely, buti willleaveittoabler handstodt'al with 
one instance, and I will invite one hon. gentleman 
who has had great experience in this matter 

to say how it will work in the matter of 
immigration. Only last year we invited immi· 
grants to come out here under the land 
orders system. Why, we are now inviting 
them to come out and be taxed ! Our great 
boast in England is that if the people come here 
they will come to a country where there is no 
taxation, where they can settle upon the 
broa<l lands of the colony without taxa
tion. .\.ne! here we are inviting these people 
to come out and tax themselves for our benefit. 
I am sure the hon. member for South Brisbane, 
JYir. Jordan, who has had great acquaintance 
with the subject of immigration in this colony, 
will be able to enlighten the Committee very 
much upon the effect of the proposed land tax 
upon immigration. I wish the character of the 
tax to be distinctly understood, because there 
has been a certa1n haziness in the public 
mind since the Premier made his Budget 
Speech on Thursday last, and it is uncer
tain whether he meant to tax unimproved 
land solely or the unimproved value of all freehold 
prorJerty. I have heard considerable sections 
of intelligent members of the community saY:
" This is an admirable thing. The Prermer 
insists that unimproved land shall pay taxes. 
That is the way to encourage improvements." 
I must say that I read the speech in Hansard 
very carefully on :Friday morning to make sure 
that my own position was right, and there was 
some doubt on the matter until we came to the 
little resolution at the close, which contains the 
stino- of the whole speech. Th>tt resolution is 
the ~xtract of the proposal for land taxation, and 
places it before the country in an unmistakable 
light. I wish that any misumlerstanding ~bould 
be distinctly removed. I was glad to see m the 
Press lately a very correct and clear exposition 
of the tax placed before the country, and I find 
since that exposition was published a very 
marked increase in the interest taken in the 
proposal. 

An HoNOl:l1ABLE MEi\InER : In Queen street. 

Mr. DICKSON: Not only in Queen street 
but in the country also, because I can reckon 
cases in my own constituency where this tax 
will touch up some and leave others wholly 
unaffected. In one part of my constituency 
there is a large farming class of men holding 
about ten acres each, who may be temporarily 
untouched by this tax, while two or three people 
who have the misfortune under the circumstances 
to own a slio-htly larger or more valuable area in 
the same di~trict will be contributories. I point 
out that this land tax in the country districts will 
in many instances wholly fail in being of benefit 
to the· Treasury, even if it could be readily 
collected-about which I h:we grave doubts
and it will prevent progress in towns and the 
investment of capital in real estate. It mnst 
not be forgotten in the meantime that real 
estate, in addition even to the very heavy 
taxation imposed by local authorities, by no 
means escapes scot-free. A man cannot buy 
property without paying 'i; per cent. to the 
Stamp 'Office; he cannot mortgage it without 
paying ~ per cent. to the Stamp Office ; he ca~not 
lease it without paying another small contrrbu
tion, and he cannot bequee~th it at his death 
witlwnt paying from 1~ to 5 per cent. to the 
revenue according to the value of the holding. 
So that it is a gre"'t mistake to say that real 
estrcte is exempt from contributions to the 
revenue of the State. I say that at the present 
time real estate-especially as it is saddled with 
divisional board rates-contributes very fairly to 
the St>tte, and when such a scheme as that pro· 
posed by the Premier is resorted to it should be 
on a more equitable basis and upon a larger num
ber of contributories than on the persons who at 
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present possess freehold property in this colony. 
\Ve are all doubtless anxious to encourage settle
ment on the land, and I think that is the object 
my late hon. colleague the :Minister for Lauds 
desires, according to his own belief, to promote. 
JYiy desire is to encoumge land-ow,ner.shi£?. I 
believe that the more secure a mans trtle m to 
the land, the more interest he takes in it, and 
the more he is ancbored to the country. -I can
not do better than quote a few lines from 
Hearns's "Plutology" :-

"Give a mn,n the seen re po~smsion of a 1Jlcak rock, a.nd 
he will turn it into a garden; giYe lliln a nine years· 
lease of a garden and he will convert it into a .. desert." 
\V e know that in the older States of Europe the 
peasant proprietors have done wonders. Among 
all the great vicis,,itndes that the militilry natione 
of Europe have fron1 titne to tin1e undergone, 
they hiiYe shown their greilt powers of recovery in 
con'sequence o~ the solidity they derive_fr~rn.th.e 
peasant propnetnrs. \Ve ought to avmd mtJmr
dating in any way settlement of a free~olcl 
character merely to carry out the extreme vre:vs 
held by the head of one of the departments m 
the State. I say that in the miltter of the 
sales of land neither I nor my hon. friend 
the late Postmaster-General have in any way 
defected-as it has been t~rmed-from the 
Government. Our policy has been consistent 
throughout; it is the Government who have 
narrowed clown the interpretation of the 
existing law, and have not clone what we 
expected would be clone under the powers con
ferred upon them by Parliament. I therefore, on 
behalf of the late Postmaster-General as well as on 
my own account, distinctly say that we have in 
no way merited the charge of defection from the 
Government. \V e rank ourselves as still desir
ing to insist upon a defined line of land policy, 
but when we find that the interpretation of 
existing statutes has been narrowed clown by 
the Government, and that the Treasury is 
starved thereby, we protest against anoth.er 
means of raising revenue being adopted whrle 
the existing source of Treasury recovery is left 
untouched. It will be evident from what I have 
said tlut the differences !Jetween me and my 
late colleagues were hopeless. They could not 
be smoothed over, and it was only honourable 
for me, holding the views I did, to leave the 
Government. I confess that I have at times felt 
myself to be slightly a clog npou my hon. friend the 
Premier. I have noticed that the hon. gentleman 
had a great desire to enter upon the mazy question 
of protection, and I felt that there was some
thing incongruous in the Treasurer not being in 
unison with the head of the Government on that 
point. I know the hon. gentleman accuses me 
and all freetraders of idealism. IV ell, I have 
no hebitation in saying that a man is none the 
worse for having a high ideal, and, if he cannot 
wholly attain to it at once he is not to be cen
sured for endeavouring to approach it as near 
as practicable. I do not think a man is to be 
sneered at for that amount of idealism. I know 
that my friend the Premier has not only been 
desirous of adopting a protectionist policy, hut 
he had also shown a desire to coquette with 
reciprocitY treaties and similar delusions. I 
must confess th:,t I have seen through the 
deceitfulness and hollowness of these proposals. 
'L'hough the hon. member for 1\Tarrego may not 
agree with my remarkb under this head, yet I 
am sure that these proposals were never made to 
us by Victoria without a desire on her part to 
obtain the better share of the bargain. It is 
amusing to see how a gentleman; professing 
to be a protectionist, can lend himself to 
advance the interests of protection in another 
country, in opposition to the true interests of 
protection in this. To illustrate my meaning : It 
is frequently stated, especially in agricultural 

communities, that it is highly desirable to give 
protection to agricultural industries. This sen
timent has been received wherever expressed 
with a chorus of applause ; but hon. gentlemen 
who make this statement have not taken the 
trouble to analyse the existing tariff. It will be 
found thilt m:icler the existing tariff, w hi eh was 
framed for revenue purposes only, but in its inci
dence has a protective character, there is 2cl. per 
lb. duty on butter, bacon, ham, ilnd cheese. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: Make it 4cl. 
Mr. DICKSON: On hay, potatoes, and some 

other products the cl~ty is I Os. per ton ;Ton w~?-eat, 
barley and corn, ocl. per bushel. Now, srr, I 
have n'o hesitation in saying that in no case have 
these duties encouraged a larger or a better pro
duction of these articles in the colony. The 
duty on butter, cheese, hams, and bacon has not 
had the effect of stimulating the production of 
an article of equal excellence with the ill'!portecl 
article. I very much doubt the proprrety of 
makin~ the consumers throughout the colony 
pay 2d. per lb. additional by increasing the 
dt1ty to 4<1., when it would not have the effect 
of causing a better article to be produced. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL :Yes, it would. 
Mr. DICKSON : I do not believe it. My 

reason for entering into these details i.s th~s : 
Victoria makes a proposal to us for a rempromty 
treaty. She proposes to receive our su1iar at a 
reduced tariff, and she wants her agrrcultural 
produce to come in here under a special rate ; 
and «entlemen' who call themselves protec
tionists-protecting the agricultural _industry. of 
this colony-do not see that the agrrcultural m
clustry of this colony would be swamped thereby. 
So that virtually protection for Victoria is free
trade here and that is what Victoria wants. 
That was e~emplifiecl in New South \Vales when 
thev put on the ad vctlm·em duties there. I take 
the" opportunity of clisa!Jusing the minds of the 
aariculturist on the subject of protection. I do not 
tl~ink he wants increased protection in the shape 
of a larger fiscal import duty, but in increased 
ilssistance to bring his produce to market. If he 
gets special assistance-and that is a matter J:?Y 
hon. friend the Minister for \Vorks Ciln deal wrth 
-if the remoter producer gets incre:,tsecl fadli~ies 
for getting his produce to market, hers to mymmd 
geding th8legitimate assistance he can expect, a:rcl 
is not subjecting the general taxpayer to an m
creased price for possibly an inferior article. I can 
only say in regard to myself that, while I am not a 
protectionist, I have always ad\'ocatecl the manu
facture within the colony of articles which are 
required here, provided it can be clone at a 
moderate increase on English cost ; and I may 
say, further, that had I been supported as I should 
have liked, the ironfounders of this colony would 
have now been in possession of contracts ex Lend
ing over the next five years. I believe the 
Minister for Works is now addressing himself 
to the matter--

The PREMIER : I do not understand what 
you mean. 

Mr. DICKSON: I will try to be a little more 
explicit. Befo;e the Pren~ier went home, tl;e 
matter of havmg locomotrves manufactured m 
this colony was considered and agreed to by the 
Cabinet. I was most anxious during his absence 
that thi., should be proceeded with, but it was 
not till his retum. I say that during his 
absence we ouo·ht to have caJl,.d for tende;·s 
for the work. "That is the whole position. I 
do not think it should be laid to my charge as 
the sin of a freetrader - the Premier should 
not take praise to himself as a protectionist or 
inferentially cause it to be understood that any 
delay or any dilatory action on the part of the 
Government was on account of a freetrade 
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Treasurer. But I also take exception to an 
ultra-protectionist policy at the present time on 
these gro·.mds : I think it is our manifest 
desire on both sides to induce agricultural 
scttle1nent on our lands-we want an agri~ 
cultural population. It is unfortunate that 
in Australia all the large cities are becoming too 
congested-the population is centralising in the 
towns ; the country is being emptied while the 
towns are being filled to repletion; and if we go 
in for an ultra-protectionist policy that evil will 
be increased. A father will not train up his son 
to speed the plough, but, as is unfortunately too 
frequently the case at present, will endeavour to 
get him into the Government service or into 
town employment. And there will be an in
creased desire for employment in town to such 
an extent that land settlement of the conntry, 
which should be the solid basis of all true 
national policy, will be discouraged. Of 
course, I know there is a grea,t deal to be 
said on the question of freetrade ·ue>·sus pro
tection, but I do not know that it was neces
sary to have introduced it into this debate, 
M v hon. friend the Premier stated that it 
would be nearly two years-I understood him to 
say t.hat it would be some time, at any rate
before the matter would be thrashed out by the 
constituencies ; but I am not afraid to maintain 
the position I have always taken up. Whilo I 
do not intend to ride a hobby to death in the 
shape of freetrade, and while I have never 
announced the intention of overturning the 
existing state of things, which is to a certain 
extent in the direction of protection, I am 
not afraid to defend the position I take up 
in the hope of averting what I consider would 
be a national policy analogous to that tried 
by America and found wanting, The third 
point I desire to touch on is decentmlisation; 
and from the Premier's remarks one would 
imagine that I was wholly opposed to this; 
therefore I think it only right that I should set 
my~ elf straight. The Premier has given notice 
this evening of certain Bills dealing with decen
tralisation, which he imagines will be a sufficient 
panacea for the cry of the North for separation. 
·with two of those Bills I find no fault. They 
are providing for departments of the public 
service being established in different parts of 
the colony ; but beyond that I tell my hon. 
friend that additional provision will be required 
on the Estimates to carry out the scheme. 

The PREMIER : I do not think so. 

Mr. DICKSON : The hon. gentleman says he 
does not think so, and he has told rue that re
peatedly. Does he want me, as a man of business, 
to believe that two establishments can be carried 
on at the same cost as one? ·while I do not disap
prove of the scheme I say we ought to see clearly 
the means by which to provide the wherewithal 
for carrying the scheme out in a manner satis
factory to the North. The measure on which I 
disagree with the Premier deals with matters of 
financial detail, and as it is not now before hou. 
members I will not go into it. It is in regard to 
the financial separation of the colony. I do not 
know whether it will satisfy the hon. member 
for Townsville, Mr. Macrossan; certainly not his 
colleague, :Mr. Brown. From what that hon. 
gentlen1a,n stated a short tiine ago, nothing lPss 
than territorial separation will satisfy him ; but 
I say the principles of that measure are so 
obnoxious to me-and I believe will be found so 
obnoxious to all business men in the country--

An HoNOURAllL~J JliiEMllEI\ : In Queen street. 
Mr. DICKSON : To all business men who 

have establishments in Townsville as well as 
in Queen street, to all who are interested in this 
colony and its prosperity, I say the details of 
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that measure are so obnoxious to me, and to 
those whom I consider even more competent 
judges, that while regarding separation as a great 
disaster I would prefer giving my vote for terri
torial separation than for the passage of the pro
posed measure. Thttt is straightforward. I am not 
going to be a separationiHt in disguise; I am not 
going to hold out to the North any promise; but I 
will say that the measure is a huge blunder, which 
will ha\'e the effect of settiug theN orth against 
the South, disturbing commercial relations 
existing between the two parts of the colony, 
breaking all the bonds by which their interests 
are now joined, and driving the trade of the 
North away to the southern colonies, because 
under that Bill it will be of more advantage to 
the North to do business with Sydney than with 
Bnsbane. 

The PREMIER: No. 
Mr. DICKSON: I will enter into the 

details another time. However, having those 
profound convictions, I deemed it my duty to 
retire from the Government upon that point and 
upon the land tax. The question of protection 
was never mooted, and it was not over that 
point that I stumbled. Though I felt a growing 
di' ergence between the Premier and myself upon 
that point I did not desire to be a clog on 
the Premier's action. I preferred taking my own 
independent stand, and I feel that in so doing 
I have taken upon myself a very great respon
sibility. I have undoubtedly, by retiring from the 
Cabinet at the present time, caused them possibly 
some slight embarrassment, especially on the eve of 
the Financial Statement, which I very much regret. 
At the same time, I shonld have been a coward, 
I consider, and a traitor to my convictions if, 
feeling as I did strongly upon the land tax and upon 
the decentralisation proposals, I had not taken 
the course I did. I have always considered that 
the position I held in thi~ House was clue, not to 
myself, but to the confidence of those gentlemen 
who have returned me ~~cs their representative. 
For fourteen years I have had the continual 
honour of being the representative of one of 
the most populous, and I may say intelli
gent, constituencies in the country. In leaving 
the Government at this time I feel that I have 
taken upon myself quite as large an amount of 
responsibility as if I had entered into a new Ad
ministmtion, and I believe that I have a right to 
tell my constituents the causes that have led to my 
retirement. The present Government has been, 
and still is, powerful to direct the future of the 
colony either vastly to its benefit or vastly to its 
disadvantage. I feel that the course they have 
entered upon is such that if persisted in it will 
be seriously to the disadvantage and detriment 
of the colony, and I therefore feel it my duty to 
give to my constituents an account of my 
stewardship. I do not intend to shirk voting 
on this question, but after this debate has 
closed it is my intention to place my resig
nation in the hands of the Speaker, and 
to go before my constituents and give an 
account of myself. If I have done well, they 
will return me-they will give me a new 
commission. On the other hand, if they should 
reject me, it may perhaps be better for me, for 
them, and for the colony. In any case I shall 
know that I have honestly discharged my duty, 
and on re-entering private life I shall feel that 
n1y convictions have been thorough and sincere, 
and that with all respect for my old colleagues I 
cannot follow them in a course which I 
should never forgive myself for supporting. 
I wish hon. gentlemen to understand that I 
shall not shirk the voting on this question; but 
after that I shall not be in the House until my 
constituents send me here again. After they 
have done that I shall feel that l have a11 
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increased authority for my action with regard to 
whatever measures may be proposed for the good 
of the country. I can only say further that it 
has given me extreme pa.in to tear myself away 
from the gentlemen with whom I have been 
associated, and who have been friendly in all 
their transactions and dealings towards me. No 
Government, I may say, hlts ever carried on the 
administration of the country with greater 
integrity and honesty of purpose than the present 
Government. There are several of those gentle
men who do not receive the meer! of praise to 
which they are entitled. There is the Attorney
General, for instance, who is most industrious and 
painstaking in whatever official work comes 
before him, and I can bear testimony to the 
fact that it is the earnest desire of both the 
Attorney-General and the other members of the 
Cabinet to do their utmost to promote the 
public good, and in no case whatever to do 
anything by which their own private interests 
would be benefited. It is but justice to 
them that I should say this. The Premier, 
as we all know, is a man of great ability ; 
we all recognise that. At the same time, 
while he is a man of great ability he may 
recmve advice from a man not perhaps ertual to 
him in sagacity, but superior to him in years 
and possibly in >tetual practical experience, and 
that is that this country will not be governed 
beneficially by a man who allows himself to pursue 
theoretical fadR. A middle course is the best
in the middle of a road there is safety ; and by 
taking the advice of men who have had expe
rience, and guarding himself against what may be 
merely popular cries for the time being, he will 
add greatly to his already great reputation as the 
first statesman of Queensland. He will also 
guide the country in a safe direction. I may 
say; Mr. Fraser, that poPsibly I am not very 
well qualified to be a member of an Administra
tion, for this reason : that I am not a hero
worshipper. I admire ability extremely, and in 
the case of the Premier I regard him as endowed 
with an intelligence far beyond the average 
calibre of the human mind. But I am somewhat 
of an iconoclast ; I break my images at times 
to see whether they are composed of the true 
metal or whether there is any large amount 
of alloy in them. In that direction I am 
perhaps not altogether such a colleague as it is 
desirable to have in an Administration. I cannot 
~ubdue my own sense and judgment to the direc
tion of even a superior mind. I have not, how
ever, endeavoured to be unruly with the present 
Government, and I fully admit that when we have 
differed, our difference has been upon what I 
considered to be strict points of principle, to 
which they always listened courteously, and in 
many cases modified or adopted. In the present 
position which I have had to take up, I at once 
deny that there is the sli!jhtest charge of dis
loyalty to the true principles of the Liberal 
party, or the true principles upon which the 
Government introduced their land policy of 
1884. It is only due that I should state of my 
friend and colleague, the late Postmaster-General, 
that he has shown evim stronger feelings in 
connection with the proposed policy of the 
Government than I have done. He verbally stated, 
before my resignation was in h>tnd, that he 
could not continue a member of a Government 
which advocated a land tax; and although his 
written resignation was not in the hands of the 
Premier as early as 1nine, his determination was 
taken entirely independent of mine and with
out any consultation with me. I know his 
views upon this question, since he has re
tired, very fully, and I feel a satisfaction 
in knowing that, as a practical and active mem
ber of the Government, besides being an able 
man of business, his views were coincident 

with my own. We both considered we were 
acting in the true interests of the Liberal party ; 
and if we can by our present act_ion mark our 
disapproval of the Government pohcy, and draw 
the attention of the country to the irremediable 
evils of the course which the Government are 
pursuing, to the banefLil effects of the financi>tl 
policy now proposed-if we can do this, and 
induce the Government to fulfil the policy 
which P>trli:tment has sanctioned in the direc
tion I have indicated, our retirement from the 
Ministry will h'we been an incalculable public 
benefit. \Ye do not feel that it is any sacri
fice for us to leave the Government. There 
are rumours that the Government do not intend 
to pursue their land-tax policy. I do not know 
whether that be so or not. If they do, I shall 
not consider they have sacrificed me because 
I retired from the Government, and I shall 
feel glad if my retirement, or defection as they 
have called it, has induced them to reconsider 
their position, and to see that their propositions 
would be at the present time extremely 
disastrous to the welfare of the colony, as 
well as extremely distasteful to a very 
large section of their own supporters, and 
that by the propagation of such a policy they 
have tended far mure to disturb that unan
imity of feeling which existed amongst their 
supporters-to disturb the support which lues 
always been so loyally rendered to them by 
their supporters-than by >tny measure they 
have proposed during the whole term of their 
administration up to the present time. I have, 
1Y1r. Fraser, purposely avoided going into 
st>ttistics-in fact it is not to bP expected that I 
should enter into any statistical criticisms; I 
am pctrticeps c1·iminis with the Government in the 
tables that have been laid before the Committee. 
The fi~ures are, as the hon. the Premier stated, 
virtually my own. Therefore, up to the point of 
my separation from the Government, the respon
sibility of those figures is equally mine. \Yhat I 
would again desire to impre"' upon hon. members 
is this: \Ye have all the powers necessary for 
increasing our revenue otherwise than by a land 
tax upon freehold property, and I do trust, sir, 
that the result of this debate will be--

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : You've 
said that half-a-dozen times. 

Mr. DICKSON: ·well, sir, even if I have 
said it half-a-dozen times I cannot repeat it too 
persistently, because the hon. gentleman will not 
open his ears to hem· what the country is dinning 
into them-that reform in the administration of 
the public lands is urgently demanded. He 
seems to have no conception of the necessities of 
the Treasury. If he had, probably he would 
have had his eyes opened to the actual require
ments of that department. I have had to bear 
the stigma of having scandalously-wa,tefully
administerod the public finances of the colony. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. DICKSON: I believe my hon. friend 
the member for Townsville may think I 
have done so, but I have the satisfaction of 
knowing that I have not done so, and I have 
the satisfaction still further of knowing that 
by more >tctive administmtion. of the Lands 
Department, the necessities of the Treasury 
would-with the recovery of the country from 
the recent seasons of depression-be relieved, 
and that for many years to come there will be 
no necessity to consider any further proposals 
for increase in taxation. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said: Mr. 
:J?raAer,-I rise to follow the hon. gentleman who 
has just sat down, not because he has paid me 
any compliment to-night-therefore I have 
nothing to reciprocate in that way-but because 
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almost the whole of his remarks have been 
directed towards my principles-which are also, 
to a certain extent, the principles of my 
colleagues-and to the administration of the 
Lands Department. Now, if there is one 
thing surprises me above all things it is the 
fact t.hat the hon. gentleman has remained 
with those collettgues as long as he has. It is 
perfectly astonishing to me. If he had any 
principle or wished to get credit at all for the 
consistency he lays claim to, he should have 
departed from us long, long ago. Over and over 
again in the course of his speech he contended 
that land-selling should have been carried on 
continuously ever since we came into office, 
when he knows very well that the existence 
of this Government has been maintained 
upon the one principle that they will not sell 
mere hnd than is absolutely necessary for the 
well-being of the country. However, I will 
deal with that further on ; I must take the 
different parts of his speech as I pass along. In 
referring to the Premier he likened him-if he 
had gone in the direction he desired that he 
should go-to a ship coming into port, steering 
clear of breakers and rockR, dodging about here, 
there, and everywhere, setting his sails to catch 
every wind that blew. Now, if the Premier h·.d 
been guilty of anything of that kind in the 
matter of political principles-if he had set his 
sails to catch every wind that blew-I would not 
have been with him. I would have cleared out 
long ago. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: A jolly good job too. 
The MINISTER JWR LANDS: But I say, 

sir, that the Premier never did so; he never 
hesitated, not for a minute, upon any great 
question that was before the country-from 
black labour down to the land question. Nothing 
could place him higher in the estimation of 
every high-minded man in the colony than the 
fact that he has been so consistent and deter
mined. The next question the hon. gentle
man referred to was that of the endowment 
to municipalities and divisional boards. He 
said that it is an unknown quantity-that is, 
the plan propo,ed by the Premier by which 
the House shall vote a certain sum for that 
purpose. It is certainly a very undesirable 
thing that the amount to be paid by the country 
should be dependent entirely upon the r,mount 
received by the divisional boards-that what
ever amount may be levied by a divisional board 
the Treasury could be called upon to pay the 
same or double, without Parliament having the 
slightest control. I say that is a very unde
sirable state of thingb. The Treasurer should 
know, when his financial year commences, the 
amount he could set aside for the purpose of 
endowing these municipalities and hoards, and 
it could be done by this House voting a certain 
sum for that purpose. 

Mr. NORTON: Then why did you amend 
the Act and continue the endowment? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : The hon. 
~'lntleman then said that he saw no cause to 
fear the continued prosperity of the country. 
But the hon. gentleman saw no cause to 
fear year "fter ye3,r, even during the whole 
of the drought, but everybody else saw 
it, and his colleagues warned him over 
and over again of the dangers that were 
impending upon him. They knew that the 
returns from the Customs could not Le 
kept up ; that the revenue from our 
railways could not be maintained even after 
the drought ceased. It might keep up 
while the drought continued, but must fall off 
afterwards. Then the hon. gentleman says he 
received no assistance from his colleagues in 
that respect ; that he received no aosistance from 

me because I would not have pressure put upon 
me to sell more land than I thought, and 
that the Government generally thought, was 
consistent with the general prosperity of 
the country, and would keep pace with the real 
demand to purchase land, not merely the desire 
to purchase for purely speculative purposes. 
I am sorry that in making his explanation this 
afternoon the bon. gentleman did not take the 
Committee and the country into his confidence, 
and tell us what he proposed to do when he was 
asked how he intended to meet the deficiency. 
He did not shirk it for a moment; he never 
questioned the fact that the Government would 
have to make good that deficiency, but he ought 
to have told the Committee what it was he pro
posed to do. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL : He did tell us. 
The MINISTER FOH LANDS : He did not 

tell the hon. gentleman or anybody else. What 
the hon. gentleman proposed to do to meet the 
deficiency was to impose a stock tax upon the 
pastoral holders of the country. He was asked 
by the Premier to propose a means to meet the 
deficiency, and that was what he proposed-a 
stock tax upon the pastoralists of the country. I 
ask ariy hon. member, even the most rabid anti
squatting man in the country, to say whether 
any man with a proper and just sense of what 
was right and honest could have asked this House 
or the country to have imposed an additional tax 
upon the pastoralists of the colony after half 
of their runs have been taken from them, after their 
rents have been increased, and when in addition 
to that it has also been determined to make them 
pay the cost of the rabbit fence, which was, to a 
certain extent, considered to be a national under
taking. I am sorry to have to refer to this 
matter ; but I am bound to make a clean breast 
of it both as far as he and I are concerned, and 
let the country judge between us. I do not 
think such a proposition could have come from 
anv man outside Queen street. If he had 
been a man possessing a know ledge of the con
ditions under which pastoral holdings have 
been conducted for the last four or fhe years, 
I do not think he could ha Ye had any idea of a 
sense of rig-ht and justice to have made it. I 
think the hon. gentleman acted more in ignorance 
than from a want of a sense of what is right 
and fair. His knowledge of Queensland generally 
is bounded by Taylor's Hange and Coorparoo, 
when he takes his most extended and expansive 
view. Generally it is confined to Queen street 
and Enoggera. 

Jlilr. STEVENSO:t\: He ht:ts seen more of the 
country than you have. 

The MINISTER J<'OR LANDS : Then when 
a land tax was proposed the hon. gentleman 
said he would consent to that, but it must be 
UJ;on area and not upon value. There we see 
the spirit of the Queen-street man come in at 
once. He is content to tax the man with an acre 
of freehold on the Barcoo or Thomson at the 
same rate as a freeholcler in Queen street. Let 
the Queen-street people escape free, and he does 
not care who else is jumped upon. The hon. 
gentleman could not expect to receive the 
slightest consideration from me. I do not ask 
anv from him and he will get none in return. 
This I say from a political point of view, 
and I tell him that I am his uncompromising 
opponent. I shall be prerared to meet him on 
kindly and amicable terms outside, but politi
cally I will denounce such suggestions and 
considerations and opinions, a.nd give full and 
free utterance to 1ny own opinions concerning 
them. Now, he says that land revenue ought 
to increase in proportio,J to population, and 
what does he propose to do? In the first instance, 
he sa~s, " Sell the land; kee11 pace with tho 
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extravagance of the Treasurer, if extravagance 
there be." Keep pace with it. Sell the land and 
settle people on it. But I would ask, Mr. :Fraser, 
what settlement has there been upon the land sold 
under the system which has been proposed, and 
which he now recommends and advocates? 
Look at the whole southern portion of Queens
bud, and sec the effect of that policy of parting 
with the land. The fact of the matter is, that 
before there can be any settlement in that part 
of the colony the Government will have to 
resume the land, buy it up, and thruw it open to 
settlement. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: Nonsense! 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : That is a 

positive fact, and let anyone who knows anything 
of the country say it is not oo if he can. Look at 
the land from here to Warwick. Y on pass 
through large freehold properties that were 
acquired under the very self-same policy the 
hon. gentleman says ought now to be pur:med. 
Let any man desirous of settling on the land 
go to the Lands Department and ask for informa
tion that will enable him to take up land 
of good quality and within reasonable reach 
of railway communication, and in a district 
where the climatic influences will enable him 
to carry on his business, and he would be 
told that such land cannot be acquired with
out the greatest possible difliculty. ~Why ? 
Because the land ha,. been alienated in the 
way the hon. gentleman says now it ought 
to be, to meet the exigencies of the Treasury. 
The hon. gentleman made a very bold statement 
indeed, when he said he was led to believe by 
his colleagues-I understood him to say by his 
colleagues, although I am open to correction
that sufficient revenue to cover interest on the ten
million loan would be supplied by the 5ettlement 
on land under the Act of 1884. 

HoNOURABLE :\IE~IBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The MINISTER FOR LAXDS: Mr. Fraser, 

his colleagues never gave him any such informa
tion, and the only Minister in this House who said 
that the revenue from the Act of 1884 would 
ultimately be a very large one was the Minister 
for \Yorks, my colleague, Mr. ~Iiles. He 
pointed out distinctly that in time the revenue 
from that source wouid be extremely large, but I 
never did, either privately or otherwise, commit 
myself to stating what the amount would be. I 
could see the real benefits to this country of 
retaining the lands in the hands of the Gov
ernment until they were required for settlement, 
and that that would be the true policy for the 
acquirement of future prosperity and future 
wealth. \V e may have to wait for it, but those 
who are here are willing to stand the brunt 
and bear the strain upon them of meeting the 
deficiency causPd by the necessary increase in 
public works and interest on borrowed money. 
They will bear the burden caused by pursuing 
that remarkable policy of allowing the lands to 
go into the hands of a few proprietors, which is 
now the great bar to the prosperity of this 
country-at all events, in the settled portions of 
it. The hon. gentleman then went on to say, 
"Let the Act have a trial." \Vhat sort of trial 
does he want? The trial he wants is to sell 
everything that is available for sale. 

Mr. DICKSON: No, no ! 
The :\IINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon. 

gentleman must find buyers, and he must know, 
as a land buyer and land speculator, that men 
do not buy land unless it is likely to rapidly 
increase in value, and that is the very land that 
is required for settlement. That is the land 
people must have, and they are not desirous of 
putting their money into land which is not likely 
to rapidly increase in value, Even SJ;~burban 11nd 

town lands are not readily bought unless there 
is some likelihood of their acquiring increased 
value. The lwn. gentleman went on to quote 
some figures to show that the revenue from 
sales of l11nd had fttllen off seriously during 
the last few years. Of course it has done 
so. That is the policy of the Government-not 
to sell the land but retain it for settlement. If 
we sell it we cannot h:we it for settlement. 
That is plainly an cl distinctly a fact just as much 
as that we are standing here now. vVhat settle
ment has there been on the Darling Downs? 
Is there any in East and \V est Moreton? 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Yes. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Is there a 

man here who knows anything of those districts 
who can get up and say that there are any but a 
very few people in those districts-the owners of 
large blocks of land,--and they are content to 
receive 2~ per cent. from that land as grazing 
farms, knowing that it will increase in value, 
and that they will then recoup themselves for 
lose of interest? But what is the fact? Settle
ment in those districts is impossible, and people 
are driven away to the outside districts by the 
brge proprietors who have accumulated vast 
estates. 

The HoN. G. THORN: There is settlement. 
The MINISTEJ:t FOR LANDS : And the 

hon. member for :b'assifern is one of those largo 
proprietors. He knows perfectly well that what 
I say is a fact, because he owns some of the 
richest land in the Fassifern district. Now, the 
revenue from auction sales has been-beginning 
with 1881-£1fl5,000, and these are the fignres 
for the following years : £113,000, £114,000, 
£43,000, £91,000. \Veil, if there is anything I 
am now ashamed of it is that I allowed myself 
to be unduly pressed and influenced by the 
'rreasurer, and forced into selling town and 
suburban lands to the extent. of £91,000. I 
am ashamed of that. I admit it was a weakness 
but it is a weakne<s of which I can only once be 
guilty, and no Treasurer or anyone else will 
induce me to go to that extent again. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: You cannot 
do it again. You have sold all the land. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There is 
plenty of land left. The hon. gentleman went on 
to say that he foresaw a serious derangement in 
the finances from the operation of the Land Act. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: We all say 
that. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: But I wish 
to point out that if he did foresee a serious 
derangement in the finances he took very little 
action towards correcting it. I have seen some
thing· of the hon. gentleman, and certainly do 
not want to say anything disagreeable of him. 
He was certainly a! ways very kindly and 
amiable in his use and selection of words, but for 
all that, without putting it in offensive terms, he 
has charged me, of course, with bringing about 
all the difficulties that have lately developed. 
I do not find fault with him for that. I am not 
going to choose my words, because I cannot. I 
have not got the vocabulary to enable me to make 
a choice of words of that kind to express what I 
mean. I hope, therefore, I shall not hurt the 
hon. gentleman's feelings when I honestly say 
this : If he foresaw the derangement in the 
finances which he speaks of, a more weak-kneed or 
more invertebrate Treasurer never had charge 
of the department. No matter what demand was 
made upon him, however exaggerated, he seems 
t,1 have knuckled down to and admitted it ; a.nd 
that is certainly not the position he should have 
taken up if he foresaw the derang·ement of the 
finances, The ad vanceB made in all directions 
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have no doubt been very extravagant indeed, 
and to that fact in a great measure is due the 
difficulties under which the hon. gentleman 
laboured before he left the Government. The 
hon. gentleman says the land sales were not so 
sncceHsful as they ought to have been, and they 
did not fetch the prices they ought to have done. 
Probably if they were lutnded over to a private 
auctioneer they might have brought better prices. 
The hon. gentleman did not charge me with that 
fault, but he charged the department with it; 
but if anyone is to bhtme for that it is myoelf, 
because the decision as to the publication and 
advertising of those land sales was taken out of 
the hands of the clerks of the department by me, 
and I determined the papers in which the adver· 
tisements should appear and the number of the 
insertions of the advertisements in each paper. 

Mr. STEVENSON : Yes; and a nice job you 
made of it! 

The MINIS'l'ER FOR LANDS : So that if 
there is any fault it is wholly mine, and it is due 
at all events to the department to say that the 
hon. gentleman was wrong in that respect. I 
took the action I did in consequence of what I 
considered the very extravagant expenditure in 
advertising. 

The HoN. G. THORN: You lost £7,000 by it 
in one day. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I have 
heard plenty of complaints of that kind, but 
the men who made them I found had not 5s. to 
invest. It was just a habit they had got into of 
talking in that big way : They said if they had 
been there they would have bought this or that 
piece of land; but when I came to investigate the 
complaints I found these people had not got 5s. 
in the world to invest. If anyone wants an 
auctioneer in the Lands Department let them 
go there, for I will not act as ·auctioneer, 
nor will I keep the newspapers going by 
advertising in that way ; and I believe I 
have always been able to give sufficient pub
licity to land sales conducted by the Lands 
Department. The hem. gentleman says that one 
reason why a land tax should not be imposed 
now is that we should have a larger number 
of landholders than we have now before we 
begin to tax them. My own experience is 
that the greater the number of freeholders 
we have the greater will be the difficulty of 
imposing a land tax. That has been the case 
everywhere else. They have tried it in New 
South \Vales and found that out, and }•was told 
they would never get a land tax there. People 
come down and say, "Get any more money you 
want from the Customs." IV e should not require 
the \Vorldng man earning 30s. Ol' £2 a week to 
contribute what he does to the revenue, and 
allow the big landholders to escape free. It is 
only owing to the ignorance of the working 1nan 
that a land tax has not been enforcecl before. 

Mr. KELLETT : The working men are not 
so ignorant as you think them. 

The MINISTER for LANDS : Some of them 
rece!':ing £2 a week wages, and having large 
fam1hes to support, pay more to the State through 
the Customs than men receiving £5,000 a year out 
of Queen-street properties. That is a fact which 
no man can gainsay, and if it were not for the 
insidious way in which matters were conducted 
the working n1en would have said long ago that 
they would have no more of it, and that the men 
who received the benefit from the State expendi
ture shoulcl pay a fair share of the cost of it. The 
hon. gentlenmn instanced a case in Queen street 
of a property havingforty-five feet frontage, and for 
which was received only a certain amount of rent, 
and which would be assessed at £108 or £110 a 
year under the proposed tax. But you cannot 

take any isolated case as a proof of how it would 
work generally. There may be cases in which 
hardships will occur under it, for nothing of this 
kind can be imposed that will not press unequally 
in some cases; but this tax will not involve any
thing like the inequality of the preqent tariff. 
Thehon. g·entlemanasks why should people herein 
Queen street and in Brisbane be taxed to meet 
this deficiency; but I ask hon. members of the 
Committee what it is which has made up the 
value of property in Queen street and the rest of 
the town? Is it not the expenditure of money 
upon railways? \Vhat is it that adds to the 
value of freehold wherever railways go through· 
out the country? It is the construction of the 
railways that does it; but it does not in
crease the rate of wages, for there is con· 
tinuous immigration, because there is no use 
having railways without population, and no use 
having a population without railways. The two 
must cost money, and it is because of this 
expenditure upon railways and immigration that 
the value of freehold property has increased at 
a tremendous rate, and yet the holders do not 
pay anything like a fair share of the cost of this 
expenditure. C';1n anyone say that, since these 
benefits are derived directly from that expendi
ture of money, those who benefit in this way should 
not be required to pay a sufficient sum towards 
meeting the expenditure in this way incurred? 
No reasonable man can say that they should be 
exempt from the charge incurred. The hon. 
gentleman also endeavoured to excite a fear
which I believe he will not be Ruccessful in 
doing-in the mind of the hon. member for 
South Brisbane, Mr. Jordan, that the land
order sy,tem will be an absolute failure as soon 
as the people know that a land tax is to be im
posed by the Government. We know that the pro· 
posal of the Go\'ernment will only apply to lands 
that have become freehold, and not even then 
if they are below the minimum value stated. 
Cotn 'myone suppose th«t persons will not avail 
themselves of the land-order system in coming to 
Queensland simply bec,mse they are liable to be 
rated at ld. in the £1, not when they get here, 
but when they have secured large freehold pro· 
perties for themselves? I did not believe anybody 
would urge that for a moment as a reason why 
this tax should be rejected. Then, of course, 
the hon. gentleman quoted from some book or 
other a vary old yarn to the effect that if you give 
a man a rock as a freehold he will make a garden 
of it, and if you give a man a garden as a lease
hold he will make a desert of it. That is a very 
old yarn, and even under the Irish principle is 
11bsurd, where the rents are increased with 
the improvements, and the improvements are 
unsemue l ; but if the improvements are 
secured to him a man will improve a lease
hold. This yarn is not applicable at all to 
the ordinary small selector here. He is not 
asked to remain a leaseholder, but has facilities 
for obtaining a freehold which are very great 
indeed, and which are made more simple than 
they ever were before. The larger holder is 
restricted to leasehold simply because he should 
not be allowed to debar settlement. The lands 
are leased at present only for grazing purposes, 
but they may ultimately become of value for 
other purpose<. To get revenue from them you 
must lease them, for if you give them as free
holdyou interpose an effectual barrier to settlement 
for one or two generations; very often for two. 
\Ve have seen the effect over two generations in 
New ::louth \Vales. I have. The hon. gentle· 
man also snys that agriculturists want easier 
n1eans of getting their produce to nuLrket; but I 
do not know that the agriculturists could have 
any easier or cheaper means of getting their pro
duce to market than they have alreacly. Can 
railway~ be built at all to carry agricultural 
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produce at a cheaper rate than it is carried now? 
I do not think it is carried more cheaply in any 
part of the world than here. I doubt very much 
if it is carried more cheaply eveu in America. 
Live stock are, but I do not think ordinary 
agricultural produce is. 

Mr. KATES: Yes; half-price. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I have not 

the fi<Sures with me, but I am pretty sure it is not 
so. However, that simply means reducing still 
further the receipts from railways. Then I 
suppose the hon. member would make it up by 
selling land, which is the uni versa] panacea for 
all difficulties. " Sell the land, am] get rid of it 
at any price whatever." 

Mr. KELLETT: Hear, hear ! 
The MIXISTER }'OR LANDS: Of course 

I expected "Hear, hear" from the hon. member 
for Stanley. He belongs to a class of people 
who think that the man of capital should acrtuire 
everything-no difficulties should be put in his 
way, and then he can defy the small mn,n. He 
will only allow the small man to come in as a 
tenant, or at such a price that it will be a millstone 
round his neck. That is the system that gentle
man advocates. I do not know after all whether 
the hon. member for Stanley gives his own 
opinions, or whether he represents the interests 
of some body else. 

Mr. LUIVILEY HILL: ·which member for 
Stanley? There are two of them. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Of course, 
Mr. Kellett. I do not speak of Mr. White; I 
know he is quite free from ::tny taint of that kind. 
They all say "We want to get larger settlement 
on the land." But what does it mean? They ought 
to be able to support that desire by showing us 
some means of doing it-pointing out the diffi
culties that have retarded settlement on the land 
heretofore, and showing how we are to overcome 
them in the future.. "IV e want settlement on 
the land." But how are you going to do it? 
What is the means of doing it? \Vhat is the 
reason there has not been larger settlement on 
the land for years back, all the time immigration 
has been going on? \V e know that the reason is 
that all the land available for settlement has 
passed out of the hands of the State into 
the hands of those who will not use it for that 
purpose. As soon as a man becomes a free
holder he wants to be free from all taxation 
except local taxation. He thinks the money 
expended in the construction of public works 

' must be .provided by the mass of the people 
apart from him ; it is not to be a charge on the 
land, though it is to the land that most of the 
benefits from the expenditure find their way. 
\Vhether the woney is spent on railway>, 
wharves, the ilnproven1ent of rive1's, or any~ 
thing else, the effect i., a.] ways to increase the 
value of the land, either in the town or 
the country; and why should not the land be 
asked to pay some share of that cost? Xow, 
in all this southern portion of Queensland, and 
all along the coast, we see unused and partially 
uninhabited land, some of it fenced and some of 
it unfenced ; we see the same along the rail
way lines and in the neighbourhood of the 
largest centres of population-abont Ipswich, 
\Varwick, and Toowoomha. Any stranger would 
ask, "\Vhy do you not settle people on land 
like this? " The hon. gentleman has just asked 
the same question. The answer is obvious; 
simply because by the adoption of the policy 
which he now insists should be carried out f<lr 
the relief of the Treasnry, it is impossible to 
settle people on the land. It is sold, and 
until the owners choose to cut it up and 
sell it, there is no possibility of settlement upon 
it. And he wants to see that very system 

continued, aggravated, and perpetuated in 
those portions of the colony that are yet com
paratively free from the mischief that has been 
done by the persistence in that policy heretofore. 
Now, the only portion of the country where 
railways are likely to be carded within a short 
period of time, and where it is possible to settle 
people in that way, is on the Burnett and ronnel 
the 1\Iary River. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL: Go a little further 
north and try Cairns. 

The MINISTER :FOil. LANDS: There are no 
Crown lands in the neighbourhood of Cairns. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: 'When the railway 
gets np the range there will be plenty. 

The l'vHXISTER FOR LANDS : It will be a 
good while before it gets up the range, and it 
will have to go on to Herberton before it will be 
within reach of the lands that cttn he us~d for 
settlement. All the way up north it is the 
same thing. A great deal of the land is 
unfenced and wholly unimproved, .end it is not 
settled upon because it has been alienated. 
People have selected it, performed their con
ditions after a fashion, got their deeds, and let 
the land lie. One man I know has seveml 
selections in the neighbourhood of Cairns. I 
asked him the other day what he was doing 
with them, and he said-" I am doing nothing 
with them. Fourteen or fifteen years hence 
they will come in for my children, and 
will be worth a lot of money." In the 
meantime the settlers have to go beyond th.ct, 
and have to go through that man's land over a 
difficnlt road to get their produce to market. 
Yet we are asked, '' \Vhy don't you settle the 
people on the land?" It is snpposed that it is 
because of maladministration of the Land Oftice; 
but the fact is that we have not the land of a 
character and in a position to enable us to settle 
successfully. Yet a gentleman who knows all that, 
who has all the information accessible to him in 
the reports and records of the Lands Office, pro
poses to get over the difficulty by selling the land. 
I shall only occupy the time of the Committee for 
a few minutes more, but I would like to reply to 
S<ll11e few other rem1trks which fell from the 
hon. gentleman. He made a statement which 
I must say, from my recollection of the cir
cumstances when the matter was discussed, 
was really unfounded-that was that the cla1!se 
empowering the Government to deal w1th 
country lands in areas of forty acms by auction 
was intended for the purpose of bringing· revenue 
into tht'Treasury. That I deny entirely. I 
have not had time to look up what I said 
on that question when it was before the 
House, but I can speak from memory with 
the greatest confidence, and I may say that 
I explained at the time, that the object and 
purpose of that clause in the amended Act of 
lHSG was to enable the Government to deal with 
small areas of land that were too small for 
selection, and that could not properly be dealt 
with under the \J2ncl section of the Act of 1.884, 
That was the sole object I had, at all events, in 
introducing that clause, or in consenting to its 
introduction, and I have acted up to that prin
ciple consistently ever since. I maintain the 
Government had not the slightest intention .et 
the time, whatever the hon. gentleman may 
have had in view, of alienating the country 
lands. It was simply and entirely for the object I 
have already stated-that of enabling the Govern
ment to deal with such areas as were too small for 
settlement, and which could not he dealt with 
under the 92nd section of the Act of 1884. The 
hon. gentleman went on to refer to the opinions 
of the Press on the speech made by the Premier 
the other night on the subject of protection, 
I suppose every member of the Committ<;Je-



Vra;ys and Mews. [17 AUGUST.] Ways and Means. 

certainly every member of the Govern
ment-· Juts convictions on the que"tion of 
what are termed freetrade and protection. I 
will admit at once that I am not a freetrader 
pure and simple, nor yet a protectionist in the 
sense in which a Victorian legislator would be a 
protectionist; but I think it would be of 
great advantage to the country to protect 
those industries that are capable of de
velopment here against the outside world. 
By refusing to admit to a certain extent the 
principles of protection, we are placed at a very 
great disadvantage with such a colony as Vic
toria, which is quite willing to have all the 
market5 of freetraders open to them, and to have 
their markets shut to us by a very heavy impost 
which practically amounts to '' prohibition. 
Now, I believe that if we had a properly revised 
tariff it would enable us to protect those indus
tries which can he fostered. I think Australia 
should have such a tariff that we may be free
traders with Australia and protectionists with 
the rest of the world. There is not the 
slightest doubt that freetradcrs who have 
been brought up in the principles of freetrade 
hang on to them as a man does to his religion
as a something which he has been hrolight up 
to believe in, and which he sees no reason for 
chauging. Now, I think a man ought to have 
some better rea~on for clinging to any idea of 
that kind; \Ve want something more practical 
than what the hon. gentleman has termed the 
other side of the question; and the practical 
outcome of the other side of the question is that 
we should take care to protect ourselves against 
all the rest of the world, no matter who objects to 
what we may do. \Vhenothers are freetraders and 
deal with ns upon the same terms, we sO!all be 
prepared to deal with them ; hut since they deny 
us the advantages of freetrade I think we are 
hound to protect ourselves by saymg, "\Ve will 
not admit the products of your industry unless 
you concede the same consideration to us." It is 
on those grounds I should like to see the fisml 
policy of this colony framed, and I have no doubt 
that before long that will he done. I think it 
is the duty of the Government to J>re.scrve and 
fmtet· those industries which our climate, our 
people, and natural conditions give us the oppor
tumty of carrying on. I daresay what I have 
had to say has been badly said, but I felt bound 
to say it; and I trust I have not g-hen any 
offence to my late hon. colleague, :Mr. Dickson. 

Mr .. DICKSON: Hear, hear! 

The MINISTER FOR LAKDS: I certainly 
did not intend to do oo, hut I was hound to 
put what happened in its vroper light. I had 
rather he had told us how he really stood with 
the Gi•vermnent. He did not do so, and I have 
felt it my duty in self-defence to say how matters 
really did stand, and I contend my ve"ion has 
been substantially correct upon every point. I 
do not think he can lay it to my charge that I 
have distorted, or misconstrued, or misstated 
any portion of it ; and I believe the Committee 
and the country will draw their own conclusions 
of the difference of opinion. 

Mr. LUJ\ILEY HILL said: Mr. Fraser,
I think we have he.ard, judging from the tone of 
the debate, the last dying speech and confession 
almost of the innocent cause of all this trouble in 
the Government camp; and I only regret that 
he has not given us something substantial to go 
upon and controvert, instead of saying practically 
nothing. He in no way strengthened the position 
of his own Act, from which we were to expect 
so much in the Session of 1884 ; in fact, he coul,l 
not bring proof to show th"t it had operated to 
the advantage of the community. ·with res
pect to what he said about the Colonial 
Treasurer-if he did not like what was 

done he should have left long ago-the Trea
surer was led to expect improving revenues 
every year from the land. \Vhen the clause pro
viding for the sale of land was inserted in the 
Act, it was expected that an increase would 
accrue to the Treasury from that, but the clause 
was almost inoperative. The J\Iinister for Lands, 
from the very beginning, shirked his principle~ 
in regard to the Act. He admitted the sale of 
town lands, which was distinctly contrary to the 
Georgian doctrine, and he has been parting 
piecemeal with his principles all along; yet he 
remains in the Cabinet a stumbling-block to 
the progress and prosperity of the colony. I 
can see clearly- I am not in the confidence 
of the .Ministry, hardly in the confidence of the 
party ; I did not even get an invitation to the 
caucus this 1norning; indeed, others were not in 
vited ; discrimination was exercised ; my friend, 
the member for Fassifern, Hon. G. Thorn, was 
left out till the eleventh hour-I say I can see 
the causes of dissension in the Cabinet as easily as 
possible. The conflict was between the Minister 
for Lands and the Colonial Treasurer. Through 
the unfortunate illness of the Minister for \Vorks 
the decision was delayed till a very htte hour, 
even after the meeting of Parliament, and 
there is no doubt in my mind that when 
that hon. gentleman came down-knowing, 
as I do, his obstinacy and his pluck, for which I 
admire him-he said, "IV e cannot reverse our 
policy; we must nail our colours to the mast, and 
down we go." In fact, that was the gentleman 
who scuttled the ship this time. The result will 
inevitably be an appeal to the constituenci~s ; 
and the sooner the better. \Vhy does the 
Minister for Lands taunt the Treasurer with 
having advocated a stock tax when the Premier 
in his Budget Speech advocates a stock tax ? 

The PREMIER: To the extent of £15,000. 

Mr. LU:\iLEY HILL: It does not matter to 
what extent. One part of the hon. gentleman's 
Budget Speech to which I took exception was when 
he said that the pastoral tenants always shrank 
from hearing any of the burdens, and were 
always making a poor mouth. I say the know
ledge he has of the situation of pastoral tenants 
never amounted to anything more than he got 
ant of them when they went to law, and as they 
have been too poor to go to law lately, he has 
got nothing out of them for some time, and 
therefore knows nothing about them. As for 
the rabbits, I can tell the Premier that it is 
a national <Jnestion, for if the rabbits are 
allowed to obtain a mastery of the situation 
it will not he the sl}uatters alone who will 
suffer, but also the farmers and townspeople 
and everyone else. The squatters never shrank 
from a fair share of the burden borne by the 
people of the colony; hut they have suffered 
from the Duttonian Land Act more than from 
the droug-ht and rabbits combined. The Mini;;ter 
for Lands said there was land shut up from 
settlement :tlong the line between here and 
\V arwick. Of course a good deal of that land 
has gone to form large estates, but the people 
who hold it are business men, who would not he 
content to make 2~ per cent. with sheep if it would 
pay better to do anything else with tlte land. 
People treat their land as a chattel. Estates are 
being eold every clay; and if it would pay better 
to use the land for agricultural purposes that 
would be done, and the holders would become 
large whe:1t·growers or large lnaize-gro\vers, 
or growers of anything else that would p:~y. 
But it iloes not pay. A brge increase of agri
cultural produce without a strong protecti ,-e 
tariff means very low wages, to which the people 
of this colony are not inclined to submit at pre
sent. \Vhy should the Minister for Lands say 
there was no land left out of the 428,000,000 acres 
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in the colony? 'Why should he, in a kind of way, 
cry "Stinking fish" in regard to the main 
asset of the State, and say that because the 
odd 8,000,000 acres out of our 428,000,000 acres 
have been alienated there is no good land? He 
showed his utter ignorance on the subject when 
I told him of the splendid land between Cairns and 
Herberton. He said, "There is no good land 
available there." But on the Daintree, the 
lYiossman, the Bloomfield, and the Annan Rivers, 
and further north, there are millions of acres of 
rich fertile land ready for cultivation as soon 
as the people go there and clear it. Yet we are 
told that the good land is all resumed-all 
the good land is between here and Warwick. 
I think that if there were a representative for 
·woogaroo, that is the comtituency the Minister 
for Lands should represent, and if he were to 
stand for that constituency at the next general 
election I believe he would be returned unani
mously. As for any country electorate, whether 
occupied by stockowners or by selectors, he has 
not the ghost of a show there. He may get 
in for To.owong-if Toowong has the privilege 
of returnmg a member-or some such place. 
I have no hesitation in endorsing what fell from 
the ex-Treasurer, that there is not the slightest 
necessity for this iniquitous land tax ; and I 
think that you, at all events, Mr. Chairman, will 
not believe that in speaking my mind on this 
subject I am speaking from any selfish paltry 
point of view. I may have to contribute a little 
towards it, but in all probability I should not. I 
take it that the tenants would be the payers. 
They would contribute my quota to this bnd 
tax; at least I should take very good care to 
know the reason why they did not. In making 
this exemption on properties of less than £500, 
the Government think they are going to catch 
the votes of the unthinking portion of the 
community. But in that they will find them
selves mistaken. The unthinking portion 
and the uneducated portion will be able, 
before the election takes place, to recognise 
the fact that the levying of this tax will depre
ciate the value of any small holding they 
themselves may happen to possess, whether it 
be a sixteen-perch allotment worth £10, or any
thing else. It not only depreciates it to the 
amount of the tax per annum capitalised, but it 
also depreciates it to a further extent owing to 
the uncertainty of future legislation. In the 
first instance the tax may only be 1d. in the £1 
on properties over £500 in value, but what is to 
prevent it, should there be any deficit in the 
Treasury, from being increased to 2d., or 3d., or 
4d., or anything else? I have no hesitation in 
sayinll' that if this tax pass every man's hold
ing w1ll be depreciated from the jump by 10 per 
cent. in value at the very least. And it is a tax 
upon the poor man as against the rich. Sup
posing JYir. Smith bar; an allotment in town which 
he has pnrch:tsed out of his earni11gs and savings, 
but has not yet been able to save enough to build 
upon it. Mr. Brown, who has the next allot
ment, not only has enough money to buy it but 
also to build spacious premises upon it, and 
get a good rent from the start. It is the 
poor man, Smith, who is heavily burdened, 
because he has exactly the same to pay 
as his neighbour who is already getting a 
good interest on his outlay, and he is seriously 
impeded in any financial arrangement he may 
have been able to make in order to build and 
get some return from his land. No, sir; 
instead of leading the people astray with fads of 
this kind-with the fallacious fallacies of Henry 
George-t.he hon. gentleman ought to encourage 
them to settle on the land as freeholders. It is 
well known that when a man becomes a free
holder he becomes a doubly valuable citizen. He 
has a stake in the country, and feels a real 

interest in its welfare. It is in the power of 
every man-of e,·ery young man, at all events
to become a freeholder before he has been many 
years in the colony, if he is only thrifty, indus
trious, sober, and honest, and if the Government 
will afford him facilities. The Minister for 
Lands declaims his claptrap about the poor man 
contributing as much to the revenue through the 
Customs as the rich man. He knows very well 
that nothing of the kind is really the case. 
If he would only employ his declamatory 
powers in persuading the people to be in
dustrious, thrifty, and sober, and would give 
them facilities for acquiring land, he would do a 
great deal more good. The hon. gentleman 
himself did not come here with a silver spoon in 
his mouth ; he had to acquire his land. None 
of us who are in this House, I believe, was born 
with a silver spoon in his mouth. Every one of 
us at the beginning had to get his own living. 

An HONOURABLE ME~IBER : \Vhat about 
George Thorn? 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: Well, he is probauly 
the only exception. The Minister for Lands was 
a hard-working man when he came here without 
a shilling. I was in the bame category. I was 
not born with a silver spoon in my mouth. 
\Vhen I came here I had to work my way, and 
to make my freeholds, and I have got them, and 
intend to stick to them as far as I can. 

An HONOVRABLE ME~IBER : But you will be 
taxed for them. 

Mr. I.. U:YILEY HILL: No ; my tenants will 
have to pay the tax. \Vith a considerable 
amount of protection-which I hope we shall 
have shortly-our working classes will be able to 
earn abundant wages, and will willingly contri
bute their fair quota towards the maintenance of 
the legitimate government of the country. I do 
not believe the people of this country shrink 
from bearing the portion of the burden which 
ought to be placed on their backs. They know 
they must all contribute to the revenue, and 
they will do it willingly and cheerfully, provided 
the bm·den is put in the right direction. 

The PREMIER: Where is that? 
Mr. LUMLI<~Y HILL: The right direction 

is in the direction of protection. There is no 
doubt in my mind on that point. \Ve want pro
tection to htbour, and protection to capital also. 
Capital and labour should go hand in hand in 
this country, and it is for the Government to 
adjust the relations between them. \Ve want 
money as \Veil as men, to develop the grand re
sources of this colony, and if we want men to 
earn good wages they must be protected, and if 
they are protected, capital will come in. I have 
tra ,·elletl about a bit in my time, and I trust I 
travel with my eyes open; and I ha Ye noticed the 
difference between the pro,pority of our two 
neighbouring colonies, Victoria and Xew South 
\V ales. Only recently I passed through them 
both. In Melbourne I saw abundant evidence 
of progress and prosperity, well-dressed people 
in every rank of life, de,oent houses everywhere, 
the people well fed, physically strong, and to all 
appearance perfectly healthy and happy. And 
their Treasury was overflowing; there was no 
additional taxation wanted at all. 

1\fr. McMASTER: Did you see any unem
ployed? 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL : I did not see any. 
\Vhen I got to Sydney I saw the people 
looking - well, I will not describe them 
as I really think them, because I might 
be considered to be making invidious com
parisons and making too sweeping assertions. 
At any rate they had a discontented air about 
them. They did not know what to do. Plenty 
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of them appeared to be unemployed. I found 
soup kitchens in full swing, and that the Govern
ment of the country were spenning about 
£200,000 a year in finding work for the un
employed, while at the same time there was an 
alarming d~ficit in the Treasury. I drew my 
own conclusions that there was only one canoe 
to account for such a comparison between the 
two. I would point out with regard to the 
land tax that it will depreciate property at once ; 
that it will make itself felt right through by the 
owners of land for the time being. I do not see, 
in the words nf the ex-Colonial Treasurer, why 
it should be a crime for any man to have acquired 
a freehold. I consider--

The PREMIER : Who considers it is so? 
Mr. LUMLEY HILL: You are going to 

punish him for having acquired a freehold. 
The PREMIER : Is it a punishment to pay 

for smoking tobacco or drinking tea? 
Mr. L UMLEY HILL: That is encouraging 

other people to grow tobacco and tea in this 
colony. I hope the day will come when 
they will not be considered exotics not 
indigenous to the country. That argument 
takes a very wide range. I am not aware that 
either wheat or maize or sugar is indigenous. 
'V e do not know what we may be able to grow 
here. We may be able to grow tobacco and tea 
to perfection ; I believe the soil is suitable for it. 
One matter fell from the Minister for Lands in 
which I was glad to be able to agree with him. 
That was in having cut down the amount for 
advertisements. It is a very small matter, and 
certainly not a popular notion to take up. It 
will not go down very well with the newspapers 
and it is rather awkward, I daresay, fm! 
members on both sides, especially in view of the 
coming election, to express an opinion about it. 
My view with regard to the matter is that as 
long as the newspapers are carried about at the 
expense of the State, so long should they he 
forced to insert all Government advertisen1ents 
that are required gratuitously; then the Minister 
for Lands would have ample opportunity of 
advertising in all of them. As it is, we spend 
in addition to carrying newspapers about th~ 
country gratuitously, £14,000 a year in adver
tising. That, I think, is quite enough, and I 
respect the Minister for Lands for having 
endeavoured to cut down that amount. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : You want to buy 
cheap land. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL: What I want is that 
the newspapers shall be compelled to publish 
Government advertisements gratuitously. Re
ferring again to the Act of 1884, I can only 
say that in my travels I have met men in the 
Kimberley district-not miners, hut working 
men-and when I asked them, " \V ell, what 
brought you here?" they replied "Dutton's Land 
Act." 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Oh, oh ! 
Mr. L UMLEY MILL : I can assure hon. 

members that it is a positive fact. Those men 
did not know what to do ; they could not get a 
living elsewhere, so they had to go about the 
country and find work where they could. 

The PRE:\fiER : They were poking fun at 
you. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: No; they did not 
know me_ They did not know anything about 
me. But let the hon. gentleman look nearer 
home. I can tell him that the other day I saw 
an account in a report of travelling stock where 
a mob of 500 working bullocks had left one 
station as "fats" for the market. 

HoNOURABLE MBMBERS : Oh, oh ! 

Mr. L U::\fLEY HILL : I can give the hon. 
the Minister for Lands the name of the station. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Were they 
for this market ? 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: No; they were for 
the southern markets. 'Vhat does that mean, 
Mr. Fraser? It means that forty or fifty teams 
of bullocks have been thrown out of employment, 
each of which would employ five or six men. 

The PRE:YIIER: Have railways nothing to 
do with that? 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: Nothing at all. It 
was merely the result of the complete stoppage 
of station improvements, not only on that station, 
but on other stations in the neighbourhood. I 
never heard of such a thing before in all my 
five-and-twenty years' experience in this colony. 
And it was not only working men that I met 
at Kimberley; I met a business man, who had 
been a publican in Queensland, and said, "What 
made you come here~ " 

An HoNOURABLE Ml<J1!BER : He said "Dutton's 
Land Act." 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: Yes; "Dutton's 
Land Act." He did indeed. He said he had 
enjoyed a good business in one of the back town
ships-Adavale, I think-but he said, "The Act 
burst up the whole thing." The township had 
gone to ruin, and it was all through the stoppage 
of improvements. That has been the effect of it, 
through the uncertainty of tenure. I do not say 
for a moment that if I were returned to the next 
or any succeeding Parliament I would be pre
pared to repeal the Act. I do not say that ; 
but I certainly would enlarg-e the provi
sions with regard to the sale of land. I 
think myself that the ex-Colonial Treasurer was 
prudent when he said that he would hesitate 
about repealing the Act, because it is so 
dangerous to tamper with securities that have 
lasted for a long time without you are perfectly 
sure that ycm will he able to build up far better 
ones. It is better to deal with the evils we have 
than to invite those that we know nothing of. 

The PREMIER: Hear, hear! A happy 
application ! 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: I never have been 
one of those who are in the habit of throwing 
out dirty water before I can see my way to get 
clean. 

The PREMIER : I'm not so sure about that. 
Mr. L UMLEY HILL : It is easy to get such 

an overwhelming representation of town voteJ·s 
that the squatters can be virtually crushed out
wiped out in one act-as they are in New South 
'Vales. The position of the squatters there is 
this : They ttctually want to get out of their 
runs, to g-ive them up n.!together, because 
their rents are fixed at such a high rate, 
but the Governn1ent say: "Oh, no ; you've 
got a twenty-one years' lease ; you must pay 
the rent whether you like it or not." For
tunately that business has not been tried on here 
yet, and I hope it never will. It will become 
absolut9ly dangerous for anyone to hold a lease
hold under such circumstances ; if his rent can 
be raised to any extent, and he is told that he 
must stick to his holding whether he likes it 
or not, the only course for him will be to tile 
his schedule. The Egyptian burden would be 
nothing to it. 0 f course there will be an 
exodus from New South 'Vales, and we should 
take advantage of that exodus and offer 
really true liberal terms to induce them 
to come here. And let the townspeople show 
that they are not afraid to take tbeir slmre 
of the burden of taxation, that they do not 
want to oppress the pastoral tenant in the 
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interior, because his nnmberH and his votes are 
few. I am very sorry, even looking at it not 
from the one - sided partisan view of the 
S<Jllatter-I recognise neither class nor creed, 
nor anything else of that kind when I come 
into this House-I say I am sorry that the 
hon. the Premier has always had such a 
bias in his mind against the Sfjuatter. I 
believe he would have contributed more to the 
welfare of this colony, and the community as a 
whole, if he had in the first instance given his 
great and uncloubted ability and allied himself 
with them. He, 'tt all events, if he looked l;ack 
through his memory, would remember many in
stances of statesmen-members in this House
just as good as ever came from his breed of 
lawyers-every bit as good. There were as good 
men came out of the. ranks of the squatters to 
represent the people of the colony on the floor 
of this House as ever came out of the 
profession which the Premier adorns. I 
will pass on now to the sentiment I felt 
within my breast when I heard the Premier 
unveilin,. the Budget Speech on Thur;day even
ing. I thought almost, " Upon my word, of all 
the things I ever heard in all my life this is the 
most ludicrons." He must have been laughing 
in his sleeve, going from protection on the one 
hand to the land tax on the other, and smiling 
gracefully all the time. He rnust have been 
doing that or throwing over his suppporters 
--trying to find out in what way the wind was 
blowing. " These are my politics, gentle
men ; if they do not suit you I will a,lter 
them." I am anxious to see in what way 
the wind is blbwing. However, it is per
fectly obvious to me that he was as pleased 
when making that statement as a boy whose 
holidays were approaching. The hon. gentle
man with all his untiring energy and unflag
ging work has kept together for four years a 
team, of which as a whole I cannot speak in a 
pleasi.ng rnanner, except in one regard, and 
that rs, that they are thoronghly honest, 01•ery 
individual of them, from one end of the bench to 
the other. ·when they leave that Treasury bench 
they will go with clean hands and unstained con
sciences before the people of the colony, and 
everyone will apprecirrte them. I believe every
one believes in their honesty--believes that they 
have never been making use of their political 
position to feather their own nests; that they 
have done the best they conld in the interests of 
the whole colony, and not in their own individual 
interest, or th:itt of any particular special cla•~ of 
their friends. That I can give them all credit 
and all praise for. I consider my,elf that 
honesty is the be't policy in this country, and I 
supported the l\finistry from the first, because I 
knew they were honest. Here, however, theoppor
tnnity has come; here is a split in the camp. The 
l\Iin!stry went into power advocating triennial 
lJarhaments. They have sat and have held 
office for four years worthily, but not wisely, 
through the defect of one weak spot in their 
policy, and that is the policy nf the Minis
ter for Lands. I saw directly the Budget 
Speech was published that a dissolution was 
imminent. I wired last week to my constituents 
to say that after the Budget Speech I ven
tured to predict a di,solution within one month. 
I gave it a wide margin; I like to be careful in 
that respect. Of course the Ministry may be 
held together for a few weeks or a month or two 
perhaps; bnt I do not think they are servile 
enou!;(h to be held together by the protestations 
of the two-guinea-a-day gentlemen 1\t their 
back, who do not see much prospect of coming 
back to this House. That is one of the dangers I 
saw when that question was before the country. 
However, when they go to the country now a great 
many of their electors will have an opportunity 

of seeing whether they are worth two guineas a 
day or nut, and I trust they will take the matter 
into their careful c0nsideration, and return men 
who are really of sterling worth, and worth more 
than a paltry two guineas a clay. I hope that 
the electors will take that matter into their most 
earnest considemtion, and see, at all events, that 
they get their two guineas' worth. 

The PRElVIIEll: \V ait till the time comes. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: I will wait till the 
time comes. Resignations seem to be the 
order of the day both in the Ministry and 
on the floor of the House. I would be 
perfectly ready to-morrow to send in my resig
nation to the Speaker for the constituency 
which I represent, knowing perfectly well that 
no useful legislation can be done this ses,,ion. I 
would be perfectly willin~ to do it; I am eYen 
anxious to do so. But a f{edistribution Bill will 
go through the House, and owing to the size 
of my constituency it would be impossible for my 
electors to f"et another representative in time, 
otherwise should resign at once. I have 
spoken freely, frankly, and fearlessly, because 
I tell you, Mr. Chairman, that it is nnt my 
intention to woo the voices of any electors at the 
election which I look upon as inevitable. It is 
not my intention-I have not the slightest inten
tion-to go to the Cook or any other electorate. 
I am going, sir, to corn pare sn1all things with great; 
I am going to imitate the example of Cincinnatus, 
who retired among his turnips when he was not 
wanted. I am going to retire among my turnips 
and mnttons now that I am not wanted. I do 
not know hardly whether I stand upon my head 
or my heels--what party I would be possibly able 
to ally myself with. I do nt't know what is going 
to happen. I will be like Cincinnatus of old : I 
will be ready, if I see my cotmtry about to be 
defrauded or any great imposition going on, to 
come forward again at a future period to defend 
the position I have held here, and which has 
never been one I have sought. I am not an 
office-seeker. The life of a politician is of itself 
distusteful to me. I htwe wasted many hours 
in this House listening to dreary and rlolefnl 
debates. I would prefer to enjoy my own 
liberty, and at present even, lVIr. Chairman, 
I am debarred almost from coming forward. 
I am speaking now with difficulty. A con
tested election, I be!ieYe, would kill me. I 
have not the ~lightest intention of doing any
thing. I am not a politician. I have not learned 
yet that speech was given to me to disguise my 
thoughts. I speak freely-too freely-and feel 
strongly, and express my thoughts strongly, and 
I often have said things that perhaps I ought 
not to have said. But I have been impelled 
from a sense of duty to take a position which has 
always been dist:tsteful to me-that of a repre
sentative in this Chamber. I have done so from 
a sense of duty, and for the protection of the 
public purse generally. I he"ve made many 
enemies outside the House. Before I came 
into it I cnuld have counted mv enemies almost 
on the fingers of one hand::__ a few male
factors possibly. Since then I have had abun
dance of enemies. I have raised up a real good 
crop of them-the seed of my ovrn sowing. 
\V ell, I do not mind that. I am consoled with 
the idea that I ha,-e done my duty-that I have 
exposed frauds that have been perpetrated, and 
frauds that were going to be perpetrated. I 
have been called the scavenger of the House by 
my colleague. I am sorry I have to say that I 
consider the presence of a scavenger in this 
House is most essential ; and I hope that, in the 
con1ing election, smneone, at all events, vv~iU be 
returned who will do more effectually what I 
have done towards exposing the way in which 
the people of this colony h!lve been robbed. 
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1Ir. MOREHEAD said: Mr. Fraser,-After 
the swan-like dying speech of the hon. member 
for Cook I think we had better come down to 
the subject-matter of the Financial State
ment. Owing to indisposition, I shall be 
~nable to speak at any length, but I feel 
It. my duty to say something to-night. I 
thmk anyone who hstened to the admirable 
speech of the ex-Colonial Treasurer, the hon. 
member for Enoggera, and then listened to 
the reply of the Minister for Lands, must have 
felt both sorrow and regret that the Minister 
for Lands was not now the simple member for 
Leichhardt, and the hon. member for Enoggera 
was Treasurer; and I think that the statement 
made by the hon. member for :Enoggera ought to 
lmve received a fuller and better answer than it 
did, because most unquestionably the point of 
severance arose from differences in the Cabinet 
between the Minister for Lands and the Colonial 
Treasurer. 

The PREMIER : No. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : If not altogether, then 

partly so. That being the case, I think the 
Minister for Lands should have exhibited his side 
of the case as fully as the case was stated by 
the hon. member for Enoggera. Now, sir, it is 
noto~ious-it is evidenced by the figures which I 
hold m my hand-that the Land Act for revenue
producing purposes has been a failure. Hon. 
members must have studied these figures and seen 
that the land revenue from almost every source 
has gone down year by year since 1882. In that 
year it was £704,000, and this year it is £553,G79. 
T!utt falling-off is not alone attributable to the 
administration of the land laws, but under 
that head, for the period I have named, the de
ficiency is £65,000. But there is a very Iar"e 
falling-off in regard to conditional selection. Th;t, 
of course, was anticipated and natural, but the 
only increase of any importance is £20,000 in 
the rents received from leaseholds. The hon. 
gentlemen opposite have over and over again 
stated that the Ministry never expected any 
immediate increase or return under the Act
that there would not be any immediate increase 
of revenue. Now, I shan have to make some 
quotations from what fell, not from the Minister 
for Lands, but from the Minister for ·works and 
the Premier, with regard to what that L:tnd Act 
would do. The Minister for Works said :-

"I am very sanguine that if this Bill becomes law we 
shall in the beginning get at least four times the 
a,mount of rental \ve are getting now, and it would be 
hard to tell what the amount is likely to be in five 
years' time." 

He was rif(ht there. I think it will be very hard 
to tell what we shall get if the revenue continues 
to diminish at the mte it has done in the pa~;t. I 
will now deal with what the Premier said. The 
Premier ~aid, in reply to a remark made by Sir 
Thomas Mcllwraith-

" 'l'he hon. gentleman also said that this Bill would 
bring about financia-l embarrassment. How is it going 
t.o fto ~o? Surely it is a s;ingular \vay of bringing about 
fmancull embarrassment to provide a constantly in
creasing revenue from the Crown lands of the 
colony." 

The PREMIER : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. MOREHEAD: That h:ts not been borne 

out. Then he goes on to say that hon. 
f(entlemen would tell him that we shall-
" bring about fimmcial cmbarrasslnen t. vr e are hound to 
do this; we cannot always rely upon the purchase 
money of our land as revenue." 
That is a quotation. Then he goes on-
''Embarras~mcnt will not be caused tempor~trily 

even. All the rents will uot fall ofT at once. rrhey 
will take ten years before they cease, and I shall be dis
aPllOiutecl in the 011eration of this l-Ull if the rents do 
not increase in every year of those t.en years very much 
faster than the amount o! the rents of the oelec>ion• 
fall ofT." 

Has that been borne out ?-
" 1~1w first year we shall not receive rt large amount 

of rent, but 've shall not have any appreciable diminu
tion of income from conditional selections. r.l'hc next 
Y!'Ur we shall get a larger diminution from conditional 
purchasers, but 've shall get a larger rent from our 
Cro,Yu lauds, ancl it 'vill go on increasing." 
Now, the falling-off in round numbers in rents 
has ?een £30,000 during the period I have 
mentwned. The hon. gentleman later on, on 
the 27th August, spe:1king with regard to the 
grazing farms, and what he anticipated from 
the Act, said :-

"My hon. friend has estimated that 10,000 square 
miles will be taken up in the first year for grazing 
farms, which wonld bring in £40,000 at the minimum of 
l~d. per acre. I do not think he is very far out in that. 
\Ve estimate, therefore. that as the result of the flrst 
year's operations of thC Bill we shall get a revenue of 
£150,000." 

There is a specific estimate made by the Premier. 
Has that been borne out ? 

The PREMIElt: No. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : Has anything like it 

been borne out? Is there any probability of its 
being borne out ? 

The PHEMIER: Yes; every probability. 
Mr. MOREHJ~AD: If there is, then I think 

it was the duty of tha Minister for Lands when 
he was giving his explanation to have told this 
Committee in what way that was being borne out, 
and if that is so then the ex-Colonial Treasurer 
has made out a stronger case than ever against 
increasing taxation. If the.se returns are to 
come in from the land then there is not the 
slightest necessity for putting any extra taxation 
on at the present time at all. I believe figures 
cannot be got past, and we have the admission 
of the Premier that the estimate has not been 
realised. Now, there is another matter with 
regard to the way, to nse the Premier's own 
words, "in which ends may be made to meet," 
and that is one which from feelings of deli
cacy, no doubt, was not touched upon by 
the hon. member for Enoggera-I refer to the 
question of retrenchment. Now, let :tnyone look 
at Table 'f. That is the one connected with the 
\Vorks Department. Look at the returns of 
revenue and expenditure of all railways, and if 
hon. members take the table and analyse the 
figures they will find the state of :;,!fairs with 
regard to the Railway Department highly dis
creditable. I have analysed the figures, with the 
following result :--Taking the years 1883-4 and 
1886-7, and first and last. The receipts in 1883-4 
were £510 3s. 6d. per mile open; in 1886-7, 
£402 4s. 4d. In 18R3-4 the expenses were 
£279 13s. 6d., and 1886-7 they were £322 5s. 9d. 
And the revenue for 1883-4 for each mile open 
was £230 19s. 3d., while in 1886-7 it was 
£79 17s. 6d But if the same system of manage
ment had existed in 188fi-7 as existed in 1883-4 
the revenue would have been £378, ()61, instead 
of £120,49(i, or a difference of £249, 1G5. If 
these figures are correct, and I believe they 
are, it shows nwst disgraceful t11isrr1anagernent 
in the Railway Department, and this is also 
pretty well borne out by what the hon. gentle
man himself stated. He said he had not been 
long in the Treasury before he found out there 
was something wrong in the Railway Depart
ment, and, as I understood him, he interviewed 
Mr. Curnow and asked him if he could not do 
with less money. The reply was that he could 
do with less money, but what they got they 
spent. That is :1 state of affairs which should 
not continue to exist, Rnrl I should like to hear 
from the J\1iniHter for \Vorks some explanation 
as to the extraordinary discrepancies shown to 
exist if the fig-nres I have quoted are correct, 
and they are borne out by the foot-note to the 
table showing the return on capital invested in 
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lSSG-7 to be £1 Os. Gd. per cent. Surely we are 
entitled to some explanation upon that point. 
\Vith regard to the question of further rail
way construction, I was, with most members 
of the Committee, led to believe from the hon. 
Premier's speech, where he quotes the return 
from capital in the various railwayo of the 
colony, and says, "All these things, though 
not perhaps generally known, form an important 
feature in the present condition of affairs," and 
so forth ; I say, sir, I was led to believe the 
hon. gentleman to mean that unless for some 
very urgent reason, or unless some very good 
paying line could be constructed, our railways 
in the meantime must be hung up, and with 
them I assumed the now notorious ,,ia recta. 
But the hon. gentleman goes to Warwick and 
apparently alters his views, because he tells 
those who did him the honour of giving him a 
banquet thn,t the via 1·ecta shall be gone on 
with. 

Mr. KATES: So it will. 
Mr. -:\fOREHEAD: There is another portion 

of the hon. gentleman's speech where he warns 
those looking out for rail ways that they are not 
!Ikely to get them very easily. I do not think, 
If we are going in for further taxation, that it 
would be a fair or an honest thing to spend a 
million or a million and a-half in making a second 
railway to New South Wales ''irZ \Varwick. 
Hon. members know that the via 1·ecta will not 
be the most direct line to New South Wales, 
as a direct line would get to the border much 
nearer than Stanthorpe. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: The straight line 
goes down by Beaudesert. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: I think, having regard 
to the fact that at present we are in financial 
straits, the •·ia recta may be put on one side for 
a time. I think when figures such as these get 
before the English lending public they will think 
very seriously before lending an:v rnore rnoney to 
Q,ueensland. vVhen it is shown that money 
borrowed at 4 per cent. and put into the construc
tion of railways returns only £1 Os. Gd. per 
cent., they are not likely to lend their 
money for that purpose. I think there might 
be a tremendous reduction made of nearly a 
quarter of a million in the · working of the 
Hail way Department, if my figures are correct; 
and if we work on the same lines as in the year 
1883-4, and we had the same traffic, the returns 
would be as I say. The hon. gentleman can look 
at the figures for himself, and the interest stated 
as the return from capital will .show it as clearly 
as anything else. 

The PREMIER : There h 50 per cent. extra 
mileage. 

:Mr. l'IIOIU~HEAD: I know tlutt. If hon. 
gentlemen will turn to the celebrated Table L 
they will notice, if I understand the figures, that 
the hon. gentleman puts down the total contri
bution per head in the colony at £8 3s. 10d., but 
he forgets to add to that the £400,000 deficiency, 
which will make an additional tax of £1 4s., and 
a total of £9 7s. 10d. 

The PREMIER : You might as well add all 
we owe. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD: Certainly nut; but this 
is the debt that has to be paid, and for which 
the hon. gentleman is now asking additional 
taxation. 

'l'he PREMIER : No. 
Mr. MORl~HEAD : Practically the reason 

for fresh taxation is because the deficit exists. 
The PllEl\IIEH.: No ; because the present 

revenue is not sufficient to defray the present 
expenditure. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: The hon. gentleman may 
twist it as he likes, but it comes to the same 
thing. There are many other places where 
money could be saved, and I think the monstrous 
expenditure upon the Defence Force is one 
which, if not altogether abolished, should be 
considerably reduced, and that is an opinion 
which is not altogether unsharcd in by some of 
the supporters of the Premier himself. \Vhile I 
am on the subject of defence I may also say that 
we have looming in the not very distant future a 
large additional expenditure in connection with 
that force in the contribution that will have to 
be paid to the Imperial fleet. 

The PRKVIIER : About £12,000 a year. 
Mr. MOREHEAD: The hon. gentleman 

speaks abont £12,000 a year as if it were nothing, 
but it is a Yery considerable item when we are 
in such straits financially as we are now. There 
is also a sum of £18,000 proposed to be extracted 
from the squatters for the rabbit fence, and I 
say that is a most iniquitous charge to make. 
There are two sums mentioned. It is men
tioned in one case as £15,000, and in another 
the sum proposed to be raised is £18,000 :-

"It is proposed to increase the assessment so that it 
will be sullicient to pay 5 per cent. interest towards a 
sinldng fund, and the expense-. of keeping up the rabbit 
fences. '.Chat is a matter of comparatlvely small impor~ 
tance-a matter of raising £15,0JO a year." 

That is mentioned as another small J;IIatter, and 
this time the unfortunate squatter is to pay it. 
Not oontent with giving the )Jastoral industry 
such a blow that they are only now staggering 
to their feet under the Land Act, the hon. gentle
man gives them another rap over the head in 
imposing upon them the construction of this 
rabbit fence. It is, after all, a matter of national 
importance, and as much concerns every in
habitant of Brisbane as the squatters of Queens
land. Not content even with doing that to the 
pastoral temtnt, they go further, and propose to 
deotroy the :Marsupial Act-an Act which has 
done more good to the pastoral interest 
than any other Act passed by this Legis
lature. There is not a single member of this 
Committee-with the exception, perlmps, of the 
l\Iinister for Lands-who knows anything about 
the working of that Act, who is not of that 
opinion. I sincerely trust that the Government 
will not persevere in their expressed intention 
with respect to that Act, and that, at all events, 
if they refuse the endowment, they will not in 
any case repeal the Act, but let it stand, so that 
the squatters may tax themselves under it if 
they like. I noticed in the speech of the 
Premier, that he continually refers-and properly 
refers-to this colony being now on the eve 
of a period of prosperity. If that is so-and 
I believe it is-why not give the country the 
chance of recovering itself, without putting on 
new taxation at the present time? He has nmde 
out no case whatet·er, so far as I can see, for the 
increased taxation proposed ; and he has stated 
clearly enough tllat there is a probability of 
our being prosperous for sonle years to corne. 
As I have already pointed out, I believe that by 
judicious retrenchment £300,000 could be saved 
in the \Vorks and Defence votes, and I say that 
with these facts in our possession we should be 
very unwise indeed, and should be acting wrongly 
towards the taxpayers, if we determined to 
increase the burden of taxation. As reg<trds the 
Land Act, I think very litde can be added to 
what has fallen from the hon. member for 
Enogger>'t, His arguments were, to my mind, 
conclusive, and were in no way either combated 
or upset by what fell from the :i'iiinister for 
Lands. With respect to the proposed land tax, 
it appears to me that it would be a very serious 
things in a young colony like this, where we 
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have only some 11,000,000 acres of land alienated 
out of 470,000,000 acres, to put on such an impost. 
Supposing, for the sake of argument, that the 
Georgian theory of the Minister for Lands should 
be generally accepted, and there were to be no 
more freeholds, would it not be unjust to those 
who are holders of alienated land to ,;ingle them 
out, and make them an isolated class in the emu· 
munity, and im)!ose a special tax upon them? 
And on the other hand, suppose we were to pro
ceed with a scheme for alienating lands, ami 
allowing freeholds to be acquired, would it not 
be a great damage to the national estate to put 
on an impost which must affect its value to a 
very material extent? I think the tax is 
a very unfair one, and in that respect it 
is like all the schemes of the Government 
as contained in this Budget. \Vhy should 
men who own property be specially selected 
to Le taxed? I quite agree with the hon. 
member for Enoggera, that if you go in for 
a land tax every man who owns land shoulrl be 
taxed. It has been very truly said that it is all 
nonsense to try and induce the small landowners 
to believe that they will always be exempt. If 
we once commence legislation in this direction 
we do not know where it will end. Once the 
principle of a land tax is established, it will be 
the easiest for the Treasurer to run to when 
he has to find means to fill a depleted Treasury. 
I think it has been clearly proved by what 
has fallen more particularly from the hon. 
member for Enoggera, that the deficiency in 
this colony can be easily made up without 
taxation, simply by judicious retrenchment and 
moderate sales of land. Sales of land have been 
resorted to by the Minister for Lands in a way 
that I think he had better ha Ye left alone. l think 
it would have been very much less damage to the 
colony if the hon. gentleman had gone in for 
sales of conntry land than will result from his 
selling every parcel of land about Brisbane that he 
could lay his hands on. The sales of land about 
Brisbane are, in my opinion, a great discredit to 
the Government. Sales of country land to a 
similar extent would not have done any 
harm. I think the Premier himself will 
admit that the sale of land in Roma street, 
near the railway station, was a great blunder. 
Various other matters have been mentioned by 
the Premier which I am not able to go into to
night, but holding, as I do, the views that I have 
expressed, I beg now to rnove, as an amendment, 
that all the words after the word " That " be 
omitted, with the view of inserting the following, 
namely:-

In the opinion of this Committee the financial posi
tion of the colony as disclosed in the Premier's st.ate
nlcnt does not warrant the impost of any fresh taxation 
on the people of Queensland. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Fraser,-Of course 
this amendment has been sprung on the Govern
ment without any notice, and it is rather incon
venient tlutt I should ap;ain take part in the debate 
at this early period, but I think I am bound to 
follow the hon. member who !earls the Opposition 
immediately upon his making a motion of thiR 
kind. I think, sir, that in support of a motion 
of this sort he ought to have giYen at least some 
facts and figures to show that the conclusions 
of the Government with respect to the present 
finances are unwarranted. 

Mr. NORTON : He is so ill he can hardly 
speak at all. 

The PREMIER: I am extremely sorry for 
the hon. gentleman's state of health. I listened 
to what the hon. gentleman said with great 
attention, and I think I have seldom heard the 
hon. member make a better speech in the 
HouRe; but I think that more facts and figures 
ought to be adduced before the Committee is 

asked to affirm, for no assigned reason, that the 
diagnosis by the Government of the finances of 
the country is erroneous, and that a much more 
comfortable view is the one which should be 
adopted. It is always a comfortable thing to 
hold that no taxation is necessary. We have 
been doing that for several yer,rs past, and I 
think we have been doing wrong. 

Mr. KELLETT: Kot last year. 

The PREMIER : There was a small addition 
last year. I have never until this year taken 
any very special interest in the way of examining 
the finances of the country, because, although 
I am frequently taunted with desiring to 
monopolise all work into my own hands 
there is no one who is more willing to 
trust to others to do his work for him 
andl was satisfied that in my late hon. colleague, 
the member for Enoggera, we had such compe
tent assistance that it was quite unnecessary for 
me personally to interfere in the finances. But I 
am sorry to say that my hon. friend's predictions 
for the past few years have not turned out suc
cessfully, and I am bound to say that, with the 
experience of the past, I do not think we should 
be justified in accepting them as a safe guide 
at the present. Now, sir, a motion such as 
that made hy the hon. member for Balonne, 
the leader of the Opposition, is equivalent to ask
ing the Committe@ to affirm this: "The Govern
ment do not understand the financial position of 
the country. \Ye, in the Opposition, understand 
it, and we can conduct the Government on the 
present basis of taxation." That is a clear and 
definite issue, Mr. Fraser. If the hon. gentle
men opposite think that they can conduct the 
affairs of the country on the present lines of 
revenue, and a majority of this Committee 
think so too, then, by all means, let them 
try. I should be very glad to see them try, 
and succeed; but certainly, having investi
gated this matter carefully-having arrived 
at the conclusion that additional taxation is 
absolutely necessary-I am not prepared to carry 
on the Government of this countrv unless Parlia
ment will provide us with the means of carrying 
it on efficiently and properly. Now, I have 
no figures to answer; I have no arguments to 
answer from the hon. gentleman opposite. He 
says simply two things- first, " Y on can sell a 
lot more land." But when the Government 
have sold land he condemned them for having 
clone so. The lJarticular sale of land from 
which any considerable revenue was derived 
during the past twelve months was the sale 
of land in Brisbane, which he strongly 
condemns as being a forced sale. I was not 
here when it took place; I do not know the 
details of it; bnt I think I am quite right in 
believing that it was a sale forced upon my hon. 
friend, the Minister for Lands, agt<inst his better 
judgment by the hon. p;entleman who now so 
bitterly attacks him. Now, sir, where are 
we to turn ? " Sell land. Do not sell it in 
Brisbane; do not sell it in Townsville; do 
not sell it in any other particular place 
that can be mentioned ; but sell land." Where 
are we to sell it? The hon. member for 
Enoggera says, "Sell suburban land." I wonder, 
sir, how many suburban areas there are of forty 
acres, to bring in a revenue rr1uch la,rger than 
the amount the :Minister for Lands estimates 
can he raised this year. Vv e know perfectly 
well that the agricultural land of the coast 
districts can be sold by auction. But the 
result would be the same as under the 
Act of 1876, when they were picked up by 
by speculators under the guise of selection, and 
held for speculative purposes. Look at all the 
magnificent country from a little way north of 
Bowen right up to Cooktown; nearly all the land 
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is locked up in the hands of persons who took it 
up for SJ;eculative purposes, and it is the proceeds 
of that land that made up the large returns in 
the years 1881-2, 1882-3, 1883-4. That is where 
the money came from. That land is gone. The 
quantity of rich scrub land along the Northern 
coast i" limited. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: There is pienty left. 
The PREMIER: The magnificent agricul

tural J3urdekiu lauds were nearly all taken up in 
5,000-acre blocks at 5s. an acre under the Act 
of 1876, and have been held since, with few ex
ceptions, for {!Urely speculative purposes. And 
when yon go into the rich scrub lands north 
from there-the scrubs begin about the mouth 
of the Herbert, right up past Cardwell, all 
through the Mourilyan district, the J ohnstone 
River, right up to Cairns, and beyond 
Cairns, north of Port Douglas, nearly up to 
Cooktown- nearly every acre of land that is at all 
accessible has been taken up and is held, with 
very few exceptions, by persons who are not 
putting it to any profitable use. That is an 
undoubted fact; but my hon. friend the member 
for South Brisbane, lYir. Jordan, who, I believe, 
has never been in those parts of the colony am! 
knows little of the history or character of them, 
imagines that there is any quantity of land of 
that kind available through the country. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: Plenty more. 

The PREMIER : There is lots more, but 
it is not accessible at the present time. 

The Ho~. J. M. MACROSSAN: As accessible 
as that was at the time. 

The PREMIEH: Perhaps so; and what hon, 
members say is, " Hand it over in the same way 
and for the isame purpose." · 

The Hox. J. M. MACROS SAN: I do not 
say so. 

The PREMIER: I do not know what the 
hon. member for Townsville says. I know the 
hon. member for Townsville, if he adheres to 
what he has said in the House on many 
occasions before, must agree with the Govern
ment on the present occasion. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: I will let 
you know about that. 

The PREMIER : I am speaking of what is 
said by the other side generally, and by their 
newest_ assistant-I am sorry to call him so-my 
hon. friend the member for Enoggera. This is 
the land that must be sold, if we are to get 
revenue in that way. I hope, sir, that this 
Committee will not allow revenue to be raised 
in any such way, and I do not believe it 
will. The Committee may be carried away to 
punish the Go~ernmeut because they do not 
propose to do It; but I do not believe they 
will allow any Government to do anything 
of the kind. Then it is said, ''You may turn to 
the interior." Now, I should like to know where 
in the pastoral districts you will find any people 
to buy laud at auction-where the land is to be 
sold by auction? Hon. members should tell us 
what they mean ; it is so easy to say vaguely, 
" Sell land." 

Mr. LU~ILEY HILL: Sell the resumed 
portions of the runs. 

The PRElVIIER : ·where are you to sell them? 
How m~ny pastoral tenants at the present time 
would giv<o 10s. an acre for the resumed portions 
of the runs? Is it not a notorious fact that nearly 
all those who a few year.s ago bought at mock 
auction-it can be called nothing else-land at 
10s. an acre would now gladly return the land to 
the Government if they could get back their 
purchase money? 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: You have damaged 
their property, 

The PREMIER: I am dealing with the pro
posals to raise money by selling land. I say it 
is notorious that you cannot get it in the interior. 
You might get it on the cmtst, but you would get 
it only by selling the land I have described. 
That you might sell, but it would be at the cost 
of taking it away from the persons who desire it 
for settlement as homesteads and agricultural 
farms. It is no use trying to shut our eyes to 
the fact that we have the choice of one of two 
alternatives. You rnay sell the land and fill 
the Treasury ; but if you do, at what cost ? I 
know what I am talking about. I know that 
country. I have been through a great deal of it. 
The hon. member for Cook, Mr. Hill, says 
there is lots of land near Herberton. There is 
a good deal of land on the top of the range near 
Herberton, but there is very little below the 
range that has not been taken up. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: Oh I 
The PREMIER : There is very little below 

the range, that is at all accessible, that 
has not been taken up; and that which is not 
accessible will not sell by auction. What is the 
use of the hon. member telling u" we can sell that 
land? 'l'here is a lot of land on the Cape Grafton 
peninsula tlmt is not taken up ; but it is at 
present quite inaccessible. Of course, good 
land near Port Douglas would sell by auction, 
but that is the land you want for settlement 
under the Act of 1884. Y on cannot both let it 
be leased as agricultural farms under the Act of 
1884 and also be sold by auction ; you cannot do 
both. As to the land on the top of the range, 
there is a good deal of excellent land there; it is 
the one place in the whole colony that we may 
look to for agricultural settlement such as we 
see in the Rosewood district. Perhaps I should 
not say the one place in the whole colony, but 
it is the one place at the present time which invites 
settlement of that kind. vVe have seen schemes 
put forward for village settlement at various 
times, which have my warmest sympathy. If they 
are to be carried into effect we must have land 
for them, and that land must be accessible and 
suitable, and that is the only laud out of which 
you can get large sums of money by sales by 
auction. I say it would be a wicked shame to 
adopt any such plan. There is another place I 
may mention before leaving the subject, and 
that is the Burnett district-that is, the lands 
that have been resumed from the runs. There, 
also, is a lot of agricultural land which can be 
made available for sales by auction, but there 
again it would be a wicked shame-and I, for 
one, would never be a party to it, in office or out 
of office-to dispose of that land in that way. 
I will say no more about the sale of land by 
auction as a general principle. The hon. member 
for Balonne used only one other argument on 
this subject; that is, "You can retrench." I 
went into that subject last Thursday evening 
and pointed out that we could not see an 
opportunity of retrenchment in any department. 
I am not prepared to say, with respect to 
one or two departments in which I have not 
made personal inquiry, that there may not 
be room for retrenchment; possibly there 
may be, but I am not prepared to say what 
I do not know. If there is any depart
ment in which retrenchment can be exercised 
it must be either the Post Office or the 'l'reasury. 
I do not believe the Post Office can stand 
retrenchment, I know nothing personally about 
the internal arrangements of the Post Office, but 
I know that it has been administered with very 
great scrutiny of the expenditure, and I believe 
with considerable economy. The expenses for 
the carriage of mails are very great, and the 
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demand8 are increasing every day. There are con· 
tinualapplications for mails in distant parts of the 
colony which involve a considerable expenditure. 
As an instance I may mention a demand for a 
mail between Herberton and Georgetown, which 
will be a very expenRive service. Then a mailfrom 
Hughenden to Croydon is wanted and that will 
ah'o be an expensive line. But dem<tnds Hke those 
made now, or later on, are only illustmtions of 
the continually increasing demands for mail 
services. \V e cannot say thttt there slmll be no 
more money spent on the l'ost Office. The 
increasing re'J_uirements of the country demand 
additional expenditure, and I beli8ve that if any 
retrenchment in the l'ost Office can be made
I do not stty that it can-it will be to a very 
trivial extent, and not sufficient to make any 
material change in the financial condition of 
the country. As to the Treasury, I have every 
reason to belie,·e that it has been rrmnaged with 
economy. I :cm assured by the hon. member for 
Enoggera that there is no room for retrenchment, 
and I am content to take his assurance. Then I 
tnrn to the instance given by the hon. member for 
Balonne, who mentioned the \Vorks Department. 
He says there is no reason why the expenditure 
should not be cut down to what it was three or 
four years ago ; but that is simply absurd. The 
length of milway in 1883-4 was 1,141miles, and 
tha expenditure £302,000. Last year the mileage 
had increased to 1,621 miles, and the expenditure 
to £522,000. The increase is rather more than 
the extent of the mileage, but it must be remem
bered that during that time a great number 
of new lines have been opened. If the 
increased mileage had heen on the same 
lines the expenditure would not have increased 
in so great a ratio ; but as the increase has 
been to a large extent with respect to new lines, 
new staffs have had to he established, and I 
do not think the item can l:e consider
ably reduced, though in the present financial 
year it is hoped that the expenditnre will be 
kept down to £542,000. That is more than was 
spent last year, but let this be borne in mind
these are some figures I forgot to give the 
other day-that during the year there has been 
an increase of 207 miles of railway, and I think 
the increase for 207 miles, which is. not more 
than £20,000, will, at any rate, show a consider
able saving this year as comp>tred with last year. 
As hon. membe1:s know, I have been placed in a 
position of the ~;:reatest difficulty-called upon at 
a moment's notiCe to take charge of the Treasury 
and explain the financial position of the country. 
I cannot pretend to know more than I do know, 
and I have had no opportunity of going further 
into the matter, but so far as the Government 
can ascertain, the position of affairs is as I hcwe 
pointed out. There will certainly be on our 
present sources of income a deficiency of 
£60,000 on the year's transactions. That 
is the opinion also of the hon. member 
for Enoggera, Mr. Dickson; but he has indi
cated that the difference of £110,000 ought to 
be made up by increasing the amount expected 
from sales of land by auction from £GO, 000, 
which the Minister for Lands thinks may be 
received, to, I suppose, £1GO,OOO, because in 
order to put things straight this year we 
want to increase the revenue bv at least 
£100,000. Therefore the pr0scripti~m of the 
hon. 1nen1ber for Enoggera arnounts to thiR : 
that we ought to raise £1GO,OOO this year by sales 
of land by auction. 

Mr. DICKSON : I accept that. 

The PRRMIER : If the hon. gentleman is of 
opinion, as he said just now, that the land revenue 
ought to increase in proportion to the population 
-I suppose he means the amount derived from 
sales of land by auction ought to increase, other-

wise there is no point in the argument-then I 
really think my hon. friend, as the Minister for 
Lands said, ought to have gone out before. I 
never heard such a proposal put forward before. 
Why should it increase in proportion to the 
population? And how long should it increase in 
that way? 

::Yir. DICKSON : Till the Land Act has taken 
root. 

The PREMIER: The hon. gentleman thinks 
you can sell land as f>tst as you like. It is of no 
consequence so long as you keep the Treasury 
full now-let your successor look after himself ! 
I think, Mr. Fraser, the duty of the Government 
is a great deal higher than that. \Ve have a 
higher duty than silnply to squander the public 
patrimony so as to relieve ourselves from trouble, 
and leave a heritage of trouble to those who 
follow us. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL : Claptrap ! 
The PRE::YHER : It is not claptrap, but I 

heard the hon. member for Cook, iYir. Lumley 
Hill, deliver himself of some very interesting clap
trap this evening. It is not claptrap. 'vVe have 
all round us warnings of what has happened 
from following the same course. I know very 
well that arg~ments on this subject at the pre
sent time will not have much weight in this 
Committee. It would be very much pleasanter 
to affirm that no taxation is necessary than to 
undertake the difficult and distasteful duty of 
proposing fresh taxation; but whether we pro
pose fresh taxation or somebody else does, it will 
be done. That is absolutely certam. 

An HoNOVHABLE ME}!BER : No. 
The PREIYliER: Or if it is not done-if 

further taxation i£ not imposed this year and we 
do not make a sincere and honest effort to 
make both ends m~et, next year we shall 
find ourselves a great de>tl worse off than 
now, and then the remedy will have to be a 
severer one than is now proposed. There are 
hlm. members who talk about making both ends 
meet-hon. members who know nothing about 
it. \Vhat do hon. members on that side know 
about it? I say, what do they know of the 
possibilities of retrenchment ? They know 
absolutely nothing. The only member on this 
side who has spoken on the subject, the hon. 
n1e1nber for Enoggera, 1Ir. Dickson, is of 
opinion that the expenditure estimated is abso
lutely necessary. 

Mr. NORTON : All these arguments have 
been given before. 

The PREMIER : In what way? Of course, 
lYir. J!'raser, there are other remedies. \V e 
mi<>'ht cut clown the salaries of the Civil servants 
-dock them 10 per cent., and limit an income 
tax to them. That is one system. We might 
dismiss a number of Civil servants, but the 
work has to be done; and at present the Civil 
Service of this colony has fewer people in it than 
the Civil Service of any other colony with the 
same amount of work to be done. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: You have 
a lot to learn yet in the Treasury. 

The PREMIER: Of course I have. 
The Ho~. ,T. 1L MACROSSAN : Then don't 

n1ake rash aRsertions. 
The PREMIER : I qualify what I said by 

saving so far as the departments '"·e concerned 
with '~hich I have had to do. In the Lands 
Department there has been a little retrenchment 
pos;sible by the retirement of officers who were 
appointed to do special w~rk last year. In. the 
Treasury, I take the assertwn of my hon. fnend 
the member for Enoggera that there is no room 
for retrenchment. In the \Vorks Department I 
am satisfied that any retrcnchment that might 
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be practised will be at the cost of efficiency; and 
in the Railway Department it would not only be 
dangerous to the lives of the people travelling by 
railway, but might be extremely burdensome on 
the Treasury, because one railway accident would 
sw;ollow up twice the amount of money that 
might be saved by retrenchment. 'l'he hon. mem
ber for Balonne wants the Committee and the 
country to beliave all the late Treasurer has told 
them as to sale of land, and to diRbelieve all he 
as well as I may tell them, and all the informa
tion I can give them with respect to the neces
sary expenditure. 

Mr. STEVENSON: He said nothing of the 
sort. 

The PREMIER: He said all that, and he main
tained that something like £100,000 a year more 
could be raised by the sale ofland by auction. That 
was the only base of his argument. If there are hon. 
members on this side who believe that £160,000 
ought to be raised annually by the sale of land by 
auction, let them vote for it by all means. I 
invite them to do so, and let the in answer to the 
House and the country afterwards for what they 
do. But let it be distinctly understood that I 
will not be a party to anything of the kind. Let 
hon. members who think that it is the proper 
way do so, am! take the responsibility for it. 
Someone must take the responsibility of carrying 
on the Government. and someone must take the 
responsibility of raising £100, OOOmore, for at least 
that amount we must have. The hon. member for 
Enoggera sta,ted that he understood all along 
that any deficit in the land revenue should be 
made up by sales of land. I do not dispute that 
he may have understood that, but he never 
communicated his understanding to anybody 
else in the Government. I never heard of it 
before. That is all I have to say upon that point. 
The hon. member opposite has not referred to the 
question of a land tax, and it would not be right, 
therefore, at this stage to intervene with any 
further arguments on that subject. I have only 
said what I felt necessarily called upon to say on 
a motion in the form moved by the leader of the 
Opposition. Before sitting down I have a word 
to say with regard to something that fell from 
the hon. member for Enoggera, my late col
league, Mr. Dickson. If I understood him 
aright, he considers that his present mission in 
the House is to dethrone the Government. I 
understood him distinctly to affirm that his 
special function in the House was to bring the 
Government up in what he considers to be the 
wrong course they are pursuing. The only 
meaning of that is that he intends to drive us 
out of office. If he can do so he is quite at 
liberty to try, only let us understand one 
another. 

Mr. DICKSON : I must request the Premier 
not to misrepresent mP. I specially guarded 
myself against permitting the Committee and the 
country from inferring that I even wanted t:> 
cause any embarrassment to the present Govern
ment. I pointed out whither the hon. gentleman 
is leading us, and expressed a hope that he would 
receive new sailing directions from Parliament 
while yet there was time. 

The PREMIER : Tha.t amounts to exactly 
the same thing. The hon. member knows per
fectly well that it means to defeat the Govern
ment. I do not object in the least to his 
defeating the Government. Do not let hon. 
membero think that I care about that. Per
sonally, it would give me, to a certain extent, 
satisfaction, although, as the leader of a party, 
it is, I believe, my duty to prevent it if possible. 
It is true the hon. member said at the beginning 
of his speech that he did not want to embarrass 
t.he Government, but he wound up by saying 
that he was going to stop us in the course we 

were now pursuing. If that does not mean 
turning us out of office, language has no meaning. 
I do not object to be turned out of office by any 
rn€lmber, orcombinationof members; but I do hope 
that hon. members, before they affirm the proposi
tion now before them-to the effect that no addi
tional mea.ns ofra.isingrevenueare necessary-\vill 
see that they understand the subject. Let them 
satisfy themselves by something more than mere 
assertion that ad<litional means of taxation are 
not re<Juired. l<'or the last few years, whenever 
the Treasurer brought down his estimates of 
receipts and expenditure, hon. members on the 
other side have always told us that our estimate 
of receipts was too large and that our expenditure 
was too small. 

Mr. STEVENSON : Who said so? 
The PREMIER: Hon. members opposite. 
Mr. STEVENSON: Certainly not. 
The PREMIER : ·when I say that our ex

penditure was too small, I mean that our esti
mate of expenditure was less than it ought to be. 
We were always told that the Treasurer was too 
sanguine, and that the end of the year would 
bring about worse results. 

The Hox. J M. JIIIACROSSAN: That has 
been proved over and over again. 

The PREMIER: That has been so every year 
we have been in office, but hon. members now 
come ;forward and say that our estimates of 
expenditure are too large. 

Mr. NORTON: You have not heard all you 
have got to hear. 

The PREMIER : There is very little more to 
answer. The Government are of opinion, and I 
have not the slightest doubt-nor do I believe 
any member of the Committee has any doubt on 
his conscience- that unless some additional 
sources of taxation are proposed, at the end of 
this financial year we shall be in a much worse 
position than we are in now. No member of this 
Committee, on his conscience, doubts that. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Are you the 
keeper of our consciences? 

The PREMIER : That is my opinion. Hon. 
members opposite say, "Sell £100,000 worth 
more of land by auction." Is that to be the 
issue? I have said more than I intended to have 
said in rising to answer the hon. member for 
Balonne. It is a motion challenging the position 
of the Government, carefully a voiding committing 
themselves to anything, framed with skill that 
members who believe in a land tax may still 
vote against the Government. It is an admirably 
drawn resolution for that purpose. I know there 
are some on this side who may be induced to vote 
for the resolution ; so that it will be simply a 
question of the Opposition voting collectively 
against the Government, having as their assistants 
those members on this side of the Committee who 
feel a difficulty about the land tax. 

Mr. NORTON : Why should they not 1 
The PREMIER : There is no reason ; I do 

not complain. I only wish to point out that 
these are the tactics. It has been very well 
doue, but it is perfectly transparent. That is 
exactly where we are. I shall look with interest 
to the division and with a certain amount of 
curiosity. However, I shall have a further 
opportunity of speaking in the course of the 
debate, and I shall say no more at present. 

The HoN. J. M. MAC.ROSSAN said : In 
the course of the remarks I have to make, Mr. 
Fraser, I hope I shall speak loud enough to be 
heard by every member of the Committee. The 
hon. gentleman who has just sat down complains 
very much of the hon. member for Balonne not 
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having given him any facts and figures upon which 
he could base a reply in regard to the amend
ment that has just been tabled. I hope, 
sir, that he will not have the same com
plaint to make when I sit clown. I shall 
give him a few facts "'nd fignres which 
he will be able to digest this week and next 
during his leisure hours in the Treasury, an<l he 
will be able to give his opinion upon those facts 
and figures before the end of this debate. Before 
going into any facts or figures I must take excep
tion to the statement which the hem. gentleman 
has dared to make-in fact his audacity is every 
day becoming greater than ever it was. 

Mr. NOR TON: More brass. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: This system 
of "one-man Government" which he has heen 
carrying on for some time has n•ade him 
?elieve he is a thorough autocrat ; that he 
IS even more than that- that he can see 
into the conscience of every member in this 
Committee ; and fmther than that, 1\Ir. Fraser, 
that he can see into the conscience of every 
honest, intelligent man in the whole country. 
These are the statements which the hem. gentie
man makes, and thinks we are going to take as 
facts. It would be very much better if he had 
~onfined himself to a few facts, pure and simple, 
mstead of appearing as a prophet, predicting 
what is going to take place over this amendment 
of the hon. member for Balonne. I do not think 
the hon. member for Balonne or any members 
on this side of the Committee care much whether 
the hon. gentleman is turned out of office or not. 
I know that I do not care the value of this pencil 
that I hold in my hand whether he is turned out 
or not ; but I will certainly say this much-that 
if he is going to continue in the same course of 
administration that has been carried on for the 
last three and a-half years, I would prefer to see 
him out of office, no matter who took his phtce; 
because I say-and I say distinctly, and shall 
prove ~efore I sit down-that the hem. gentleman 
and h1s colleag·ues have been running the 
country on to destruction. And I shall show 
him, although it is not my prm ince--·well, I 
do not say that I will show him, hut I will 
suggest to him-how the deficit might be met 
within the next three years without imposing 
one single penny of additional taxation upon 
the people of the colony, and without selling a 
single acre of agricultural land fit for settle
ment by auction, in the way the hon. gentleman 
speaks of. The hon. gentleman has a great deal 
to learn. He thinks he knows a great deal, and 
he does know a good deal. He is a very able 
man, I admit, a man of untiring industry and 
perseverance. 

An HONOURABLE ME}IBER : He is told that too 
often. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : I know 
that. That is what has raised him to such an 
inflated state that he says he can see into our 
consciences. I admit that he is a man of great 
ability, !::ut at the same time he does not know 
everything. He is not Solomon. I can tell 
him th~t, great as his ability is, he has yet to 
prove hnnself to be a practical statesman. That 
is one thing he has to prove himself to he 
yet. He has never yet been in any difficulty. 
'\Vhenever he has been in office he has found a 
full flowing Treasury left to him by his prede
ceBsors; and the moment difficulty comes he will 
be tried as a statesman. It has come now, and 
we shall see how he will get out of it. 

The PREMIER : Hear, hear ! 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAI'\: The hon. 

gentleman says what a comfortable view it is to 
sell lots of land. It may be a comfortable view, 
and it might be a means of meeting a deficit at 
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one time, but not at another. Whatever view 
is taken must he the view to suit the circum
stances of the country ; and it probably would 
not he convenient and it might be unwise to sell 
quantities of land at the present time. I agree 
with the hon. gentleman that very likely at 
present large quantities of land could not be sold, 
but when he says that the best lands of the 
country on the coast have all been taken up 
already by sales by auction--

The PREMIER : No, no ! I said taken up 
under the Act of 187G for speculative purposes. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: And does 
the hon. gentleman know how much that land 
has taken to clear per acre? Does he know that 
there is scarcely a single working man in the 
colony who couicl go and take up a selection 
upon such land as he alludes to, when he speaks of 
the land, except upon theBurdekin River? It has 
taken from £G to £10 an acre to clear the lands 
the hon. gentleman speaks of. There is not a 
selection taken up under the Act of 187G that 
the selector has not paid dearly for. 

The PRE::YIIER: Not those who use them! 
The HoN. J. M. :MACROSSAN : The 

majority of them do use them as far as they can 
be used under present circumstances. It is a 
strange thing, sir, that the le::tder of the Govern
ment should stand up in this Chamber and talk as 
if all the best hncl in the colony was gone-
8,500,000 acres out of about 430,000,000. We 
are in the habit of making a boast of the 
resources of this colony - talking about the 
vast resources of Queensland, which is to 
be the premier colony of Australia; and yet 
the Premier stands . up and talks as if 
8,500,000 acres had exhausted all the good land 
in the country. \Vhy, sir, the hon. gentleman 
knows nothing about the resomces of the coun
try. He knows nothing of the coast lands, 
nothing whatever. He has seen hut very little 
of them; he certainly made a flying tour in the 
l'\orth, but it was by steamer or by coach. As 
for what the l\1inister for Lands knows about the 
coast lands, why, it is absolutely nothing. I do 
not believe the hon. gentleman baa been fifty 
miles north d Eockhampton, and yet he talks 
about the coast lands, also, as if he knew all 
about them. I am not going to agree with the 
sale of land indiscriminately, as the hon. gentle
man state<l members on this side of the Committee 
wanted to be done. I know that the statement 
he has made about land on the Herherton range is 
not correct. I know that there are millions of acres 
of good agricultural land there ; some of it, of 
course, is covered by a dense scrub which would 
take ftsmuch to clear as I have stated, hut there are 
hundreds of thousands of acres that will not take 
more than one-third of that. And does the hon. 
gentleman know anything at all about the range 
behind Card well? Does he know anything 
about the millions of acres of agricultural land 
there, with scarcely a single selection upon them, 
simply because the country is inaccessible at the 
present time through want of a railway or want 
of a road-for that and no other reason? 

The PREMIER: That is exactly what I said. 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: The hon. 

gentleman also defended the action of the Gov
ernment, or of the J\iinister for Lands, iu selling 
the lancb at the Roma-street railway station. 

'rhe PREMIER: I said nothing at all about 
it. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROtlSAN: The hon. 
gentleman did. He defended the Minister for 
Lands, and tried to throw the blame upon the 
hon. member fur Enoggem. I say this, sir, that 
whoever did cause the sale of these lands did a 
palpable wrong to the best interests of this 
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colony, and especially of the city of Brisbane. 
Every square foot of that land will be required 
for railway purposes. I know that when I was 
applied to by the members of the bowling club I 
gave them permission to take po,,e,,sion of a certain 
area of land to make it fit for bowling purpo,;es. 
l\Iy only objection to giving it to them was that 
it would be required for railway purposes within 
a few yefl,rS, and it '\Vas given on the under
standing that when it was wanted it would be 
given up without compensation. Every foot of 
land there, from point to point, that has been 
sold will have to be bought back again at ten 
times the price at some time, perhaps, when 
the Treasury is full and probably some 
other gentlemen are on the Treasury benches. 
If the hon. gentleman just looks at Sydney 
and sees what the Government there are 
obliged to do in the way of buying back 
land, he would consider twice, aucl he 
would impress upon his colleagues to con
sider twice and three times, before they sold a 
foot of such land as that. The New South 
\Vales Government have bought httely from the 
A.S.N. Company their wharves, which the 
company got for,;, mere song, I suppose, a few 
years ago, perhaps as a grant, and they bought 
the land back at a price beyond half-a-million 
of money. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: .£750,000. 
The HoN. J. JIII. MACROSSAN: I think the 

sale of such land to replenish the Treasury 
would be, as the hon. gentleman himself says 
in regard to country lands, a crying shame. 
Because these lands are sold in small blocks 
the conscience of the Minister for Lands is 
satisfied. As long as a man does not get 640 
acres or 1,280 acres he is satisfied ; but if a man 
gets G40 acres he is looked upon as a land-thief. 
I can tell the hon. gentleman, whatever he may 
think about himself and his department, that 
the opinion in the country arnongst agri~ 
culturists is that his department and himself are 
actually trying to prevent men from settling on 
the land. I have proofs of it from letters sent to 
me-complaints sent to me of obstruction put 
in the way of men selecting land in East 
J.\IIoreton; and when selections h'we been taken 
up I have heard complaints of the lmrassing 
conduct that has been carried on by the land 
commissioner towards the poor selectors, and 
of every obstacle being put in the way of 
men acquiring freehold land. I believe that 
the hon. gentleman at the head of the Lands 
Department looks upon a man who gets a free
hold as being almost equal to a thief or robber. 

Mr. STEVENSON: Except when he gets it 
himself. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: The 
Premier says he has always been trustful of 
others; that he has not "bossecl"-to use a word 
that has been applied very freely in this Com
mittee-the departments as he is supposed to 
have clone. If he has not bossed them he cer
tainly has allowed them to run riot, because they 
have made ducks and drakes of the revenue. If 
he did not boss them as a Premier ought to do, he 
should ha Ye done so, becau,;e I hold that a Premier 
is bound, whether Colonial Treasurer or l\finistcr 
for \Vorks or Chief Secretary, to scrutinise 
every penny of expenditure which takes place 
in the country. \Vhy is he Premier? h it 
simply to draft Bills ? Is it simply that he 
may be ready to come clown to the House 
with amendments at a moment's notice, as 
the hon. gentleman always is when they are 
required? That, surely, is not his work. The 
work of the Premier is to superintend. I would 
not have the slightest objection to his superin
tending every department. If he has not 
done so he ought to have clone it, and 

he certainly gets the reputation of having 
done it most effectually, and so well that no 
one has any voice or any opinion of his own. 
But whether it is a fact or not, :Mr. ]'raser, I 
slucll hold him responsible for the position in 
which the country has been placed by him and 
his i\Iinistrv. I slmll not hold the Colonir,l 
Tre~suror ,\•ho has left office responsible, al
though while he was in office he incurred a great 
deiTree of respow,ihility. If the Colonial 'rrea
su;er was wrong in his Estinuttes, the respon
sibility restecl upon the gentlemm1 who was over 
the Colonial Treasurer. 

The PREMIER: H<'ar, hear ! I quite accept 
the responsibility. 

The Ho!\". J. M.l\IACJWSSAN: The Premier 
says he has not made investigations. He did 
make investigations, and they were very strange 
ones, when the result, as told by him to us last 
'Thursday, turned out to be that the llailway 
Commissioner told him, "If you give us less 
money we will spend less money." Did it 
not occur to him that the Railway Com
missioner,. in saying that, admitted that he 
had been g-etting too much money, and that 
the Minister for ·works, who is supposed to 
"boss" or superintend that department, is not 
doing so? I believe that that hon. gentleman 
imagines he is the head of the department. I 
think he always imagines that; but he has been 
told frequently in this House, by myself as well 
as by others, that instead of his being the 
head of the department, the department 
had taken possession of him and run away 
with him ; and the admission made by the 
Commissioner for Railways to the Premier 
has been a proof that such is the case. I say 
that if the Premier had cut the estimates of the 
ltailway Department clown considerably more 
than he has clone the public safety would not ha,·e 
suffered, and the country would have bene
fited. But, before going into facts and figures, I 
must say one or two words about the ex-Colonial 
Treasurer. I do not think he should be allowed to 
escape altogether without criticism. He must be 
strangely afraid of being considered any longer 
a Liberal, bemwse he has left the 'rrer~sury 
benches. \V ell, now, l\Ir. Fraser, this word 
"Liberal," or "Liberalisrn," is silnply a fetich. 
Ts the hem. gentleman less a Liberal now than 
he was in 187G 'I He assisted in passing the Land 
Act of 188·1, which was the outcome of Liberalism 
in the elections of 1883-that is, that no more 
land is to be alienated unless under very stringent 
conditions. Is he less a Liberal because he holds 
that opillion now, and held a cliffierent one in 
1876 ? Is he, or any gentleman on the Treasury 
benches, less a Liberal to-clay because he holds 
that land sales should not take place? When 
the Liberals sold land in 1876 and 1877 up at 
Roma to the extent of several thousands of 
acres, were they not Liberals then? And 
are they not Liberals now? ~""ncl yet the 
two principles are exactly opposite. I hold 
that a man may sit on the Treasury benches and 
be the rankest Conservative at heart, and that a 
man may sit on these benches and he an ultra
Liberal. It is not the place in which a man sits; 
it is not the rmrty to which a rmw professes to 
belong that makes him either a Liberal or a Tory 
Conoervati ve. I hold there arc t;urtlemen cm the 
other side of the Committee who :ere strong·ly Con
servative-who are ultra-Tories-in their hearts, 
and that their Liber,,lism is i·imply the varnish 
that is put on to cutch the public vote. I hope 
the h<m. gentleman will not think he is less a 
Liberal because he has shifted his seat from the 
Treasury benches. That, surely, should not 
affect a man'; principles. Is a man less a 
Liberal because he opposes a land tax than 
he would be if he believed in a land tax ? Io a 
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land tax one of the emblazonments on the 
standard of Liberalism? I do not think it b. 
There is no land tax in America except for local 
taxation, yet America is looked upon as a land 
of democracy. I mn not certain whether there 
is one in C:mada-I think not, except for local 
JHll')JOses. There is a lml<l tax in Victoria, but 
we all know the reason why a land tax was 
imposed there. It was imposed for purely 
political reasons - for the bursting up of 
big estates. ]~states below a certain acre
ag·e were exempt from the tax. I there
fore think the hon gentleman has exercised 
his conscience a little too much in fancying 
people will believe him less a Liberal now than he 
was last year, The hem. gentleman is the same 
now as when I first knew him in this House, 
fifteen years ago. There is no difference in him, and 
there is none in me. K<)W I come to the Premier's 
l•'inancial Statement, and I will give him a few 
figures to go upon, and if he thinks over them he 
m"'y prob:1bly find the mem1s of getting the 
country out of its difficulties without imposing 
fresh taxation, or by selling land in larg-e quantities, 
which may be used for agricultural purposes. The 
hem. gentleman made in his Financial Statement 
an assertion tlmt it was a "parrot" cry that this 
country was highly taxed, and he seemed to 
make the discovery as if he had been the fir3t to 
find out that it was only duty paid through the 
Customs and Excise th"'t was really tax,.tion ; 
that services rendered by the railways were not 
taxation. Did he ever he"'r of a man in this 
House who said that it was? I never did. I 
never heard any sensible man outside say that 
that was taxation. It is only what a man pays 
in the sh,.pe of duty or exdoe that is taxation, 
and so far fr01n it being a "parrot" cry, it is a 
cry that is a l"'siti ve bet. There is only one 
country that I am mvare of-only one colony in 
Australia-which is t"'xed more highly than 
Queensland. Thr~t is a Crown colony-\Vestern 
Australia - and I think we are not going to 
take an example from it. Then New Zealand 
is tctxed slightly higher than we are, and 
that is the only colony in the whole British 
dominions that is taxed more highly than 
Qneensbnd. I will give the hon. Premier some 
figures from JYir. Hayter's Ye&r-book, but before 
I do so Jet me say that if the hon. gentleman had 
any symp,.thy, any real sympathy, with the 
working cl,.ss~' he would never stigmatise the 
statement th"'t we are highly bxed as a 
"parrot" cry, because if he h"'cl rtny syrnprcthy 
with the working clas,,;es, and knew the struggles 
which they have to make both ends meet-a 
struggle which the hon. gentlem"'n has never 
yet tried in the art of government-he would 
find, instead of it being a "va,rrot cry," it is a 
hard, positive fact, burned into the minds of 
both men and women in this colony. The 
last statistics in Hayter's book m·e up tn 
1884. \V ell, we know that in ISSei the taxation 
was £3 lGs. 7 d. ver head. N nw, let the hon. 
gentleman fancy a working man with five in 
the family-and that is not a very larg·e 
family for a working man in this colony: there 
"'re seven members of the household, m1d that 
means that there are seven people fur whom thot 
tnau has to pay £21 a year in taxation through 
the Cu,;toms. 

The PRE:\IIER : ::\Iost of it goes in spirits. 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: It does not 

-not one-third of it. 
The PRE:!:11IER : It does. 
Mr. KORTON: Then the working man must 

be paying more than the rich. 
The HoN. J. M. MAOROSSAN: I believe 

the working man does pay more than some of 
the rich, but not more than the rich as a class. 
Now, a working man getting £2 a week-and 

that is a pretty hi!Sh wage, as I have seen it 
stated recently in the newspapers th"'t men 
are working for 5s. 9el. a day-but suppose he 
gets £2 a week, has to pay £12, £15, or £18 
a year to the Cuotom-house for what he 
eats qnd drinks and wear:; ; so th"'t I say so 
f:tr from this being a "parrot cry" to him it 
is somethinc' very tangible. 1 hope the hon. 
gentleman ,;'m not make any such st,.tements in 
thiH Committee again. Now, I will give him the 
taxation of the other colonies up to the year 
188-1. In Victori"' in 1884-5 the actual taxation 
per head-that is Customs and Exci;e-w"'s only 
£2 13s. ld., or £1 per head less than Queensland, 
and Victoria is a colony where very high duties 
preY aiL New South \Vales i; even still le~s 
than that, with only £2 i'io. ld. ; South Aust:ah.a 
still less, with £1 10s. 7d. ; ·western Austraha IS 
hiuher £3 18s. · Tasmania is .£213s. 7 d. per head. 
Inb N~w Ze"'l~nd, although the taxation is 
actually a little higher than in Qncensbnd, the 
average is much about the same-- that is, 
£3 10s. Therefore, so far from this being a 
country which is not highly taxed, it is one of the 
most highly taxed countries in. the w<;rld. There 
is no State in Europe which 1~ so h1ghly taxed ; 
there is no state in America which is so highly 
taxed. There is no British colnny in any pm·t of 
the world, with the exception of New Ze>dand 
and \Vestern Austmlia, which is so highly taxed. 
Kow, I think the hon. gentleman uncl~rstands 
that, if taxation is to be avoided "'t all, 1t ought 
to be avoided. If we can find any other means 
of making both ends meet than imposinfi taxa
tion, we ought to adopt that means_; I thmk the 
hem. gcntlenw.n will agree with me m that. 

The PRE:YIIER: Hear, hear! 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: 'Well, then, 

if the hon. gentleman will t"'ke the trouble to 
follow me I will give him a diagnosi:; of the 
c"'se. He'blamed the hon. member for Balonne 
for not giving a diagno:;is, but I do not know in 
what sense he used the word. 

The PREJ\'IIER : It w"'s not in that con
nection. 

The HoN. J. l\I. MACROSSAN : At all 
event' I know the sense in which I use it. I 
will give him a diagnosis of the disease of the 
State. There is a want of hfe-blood ; there 
is a want of that w hi eh makes the blood run 
quickly-there is a want of money and a want 
of circuhttion. Now, I will show the hon. gentle
man where that want of circulation comes in, and 
it will be for him to find the remedy when I 
show him the cause of the dise,.se. 'l'he remedy 
will be e"'sily found when the cause is discovered. 
In the last vear that the late Government held 
office-in 1S1l3-the Estimates were made up to 
the 30th J nne, but they had no opportunity of 
making out "'ny other Estimates. They had no 
time to pass those Estimates, because they were 
met with a direct vote in the House. 

The PREMIER: The Estirn,.tes were laid 
on the table, but were never printed. 

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN: Yes; they 
did not ar;pt:tr in the "Votes and Proceedings" "'t 
all. I will simply ,[e"'l with figure~, whic,~ every 
hon. member C<1n find for hiwsclf m the Votes 
nnd Proceedings" of the :House. In that year, 
lc'S:i, the Estimates of ExrHntliture and the 
amount spent-for the amount appropriated by 
Parliament is very generally spent, and ofte~ a 
oTlJ.t deal n1ore than that-in that year, leaving 
~nt entirely the amount required for inte_rest, the 
amount, including Supplementary Estnnates
and the late Treasurer will follow me, and 
know whether I am making any mistake 
or not-the amount appropriated by Parli"'
ment for the ordinary expenditure of_ the 
country, exclusive of interest, for the ordmary 
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cost of government, amounted to £1,5GO,OOO. 
I will give the figures from year to year 
up to 1886, and show the increase during 
those three years. During those three yeCLrs the 
expenditure went on increasing by kangaroo 
leaps and bounds. It did not rise gradually, 
step by step, but by enor>nous bounds, 
a~ hon. gentlemen will see for themselves 
when I give them the figures. Takin:;; the 
same basis of expenditure for the year 1884 
--the ordinary cost of government, which is, 
of course, the appropriation of the Estimates 
and Supplementary Estimates-the amount for 
1884 is £1,84G, G38, being an increase iu one year 
of £28G,G2D. If hon. gentlemen will throw 
their minds back, or, rather, if they will throw 
their intelligence into the "Votes and Pro· 
ceedings," they will find that during the 
whole period of the existence of the 
Mcilwraith Government, from January, 1879, 
until November, 1883, the total increase in 
the expenditure on the same basis was only 
£270,000. So that in one year under the present 
Government the increase was greater than during 
thew hole period of the existence of thel\Icilwraith 
Government; and who will say that the cost of 
government was too little under that Administra
tion. I do not think any member of this Com
mittee will say it, and no member surely will 
compbin of its being too little. In the following 
year, 1885, on the same basis, the amount was 
£2,12G,254, being an increase of £27D,OOO on the 
previous year, and being still again an increase 
actually greater than the whole period of the 
Mcilwraith Administration. 

The PREMIER: That included schedules. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Yes; I have 
included schedules, everything but interest-that 
is, the ordinary cost of government. In 188G the 
amount was £2,362,615, being· an increase of 
£236,000 for that year. The "total increase ·for 
the three years in the ordinary cost of govern
ment amounted to £802,606, or an increase in the 
cost of government for the three years at the 
rate of 51~ per cent. Now, I ask hon. members 
is it difficult to sa~ where the disease of the 
State comes in? Some hon. gentlemen may, 
perhaps, say to this, "Oh, but the popula
tion increased tremendously during that periou." 
In fact, I have heard that said. Now, I will 
just show them how much the increase in 
population has been in that period. But, in
stead of the increase in population being an 
excuse for the lavish expenditure, it should in 
reality reduce the ordinary avera.ge cost per 
head. But so far from that being the case, the 
ordinary average cost per head has increased 
from £5 7s. lOd. to £7 7s., so that the average 
cost per head increased by £2 during the 
period of three years. Now, let us see the in
crease of population. On the 31st December, 
1883, the population of Queensland was 287,000-
that is six weeks after the present Government 
took office ; and on the lRt Jl,•[ay, 1886, the popu
lation was 322,000, the increase being 35,000 in 
the three years. l<"or that 35,000 increased popub· 
tion there is the tremendous increased expendi
ture of £802,606 annually. It is not one sum 
and be done with it, bnt. an annual increased 
expenditure. 

An HmrounABLE MEMBER : And is still 
growing. 

The PREMIER: No; it is diminishing now. 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Yes; the 

hon. gentleman has taken to himself great credit 
for having spent £3,000 less Ia.ct year than the 
year before. He has created an increase of 
£802,GOG in three years, and he credits himself 
with having reduced the sum for last year by 
£3,000. 

The PRE1HER : The increased endowments 
come to a very great deal. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : I am not 
accounting for the increase in any way what
ever, but I am giving the Committee facts 
to deal with; and let him, when he knows what 
is the cause of the tremendous deficit we have 
now arrived at, try to find some means to wipe 
it out, as I could, I believe. I do not ]Jrofess to 
be a Treasurer, but I am certain I could 
in less than three years wipe out the deficit 
without imposing a sing-le penny of additional 
taxatit)n, and without selling a single acre addi~ 
tional. I say that withont fear of contradiction. 
Complaint has been maue that the revenue has 
not been larger. I say the revenue has been 
actually too brg·e, and I have told the Colonial 
Treasurer that his revenue was too large, or at 
all events too large for the use to which it was 
put. What the Colonittl Treasurer has always 
been told from this side of the House is that he 
\Vas too sanguine jn his expectations not only of 
the general revenue, but especially about his ex
pectations from the Lands Department. Now let us 
see how this tremendous increa8e has arisen. I 
,vill go further, and give a diagnosis as to that. 
'\V e all know how easy it is for people to spend 
money when they are in receipt of a good income 
and \vhen they expect a much larg-er income 
than they are receiving. The hon. member for 
Balonne read to-night two statements from 
Hansard-one from the :Minister for '\Vorks 
and one from the Premier - and other 
statements could be quoted which those hon. 
gentlemen made outside the House equally as 
damaging, showing the expectations they had 
of the revenue to be derived from the Land Bill 
of 1884. I say, whether that Bill was a good one 
or not, it has been at the bottom of this deficit 
and the extravagance of the Government up to 
the present time. They expected a very larg-e 
revenue from their Land Bill, and they were 
therefore lavish with their money. They 
told hon. members-" \Ve can give you rail
ways everywhere. 'You need not be afraid 
of not getting your railways, because this Land 
Bill which we have introduced will pay all the 
money to be borrowed in making those railways." 
That was a distinct understanding with hon. 
gentlemen who would never have voted 
for the Land Bill except under the con
dition of the passing of the £10,000,000 loan. I 
believe that the members of the Government 
and the party supporting them believed every 
word they s<tid. I do not for a single moment think 
that. they were deceiving the people; they were 
deceiving themselves unknowingly, bnt they 
should ~ot have deceived themselves so long, 
because they were told from this side of the 
House, when the Bill was at its second reading, 
that it would not do as it was expected to do. 
The late Colonial Treasurer must know the state
ments I then made upon the Bill, and which he 
failed to answer successfully, have turned out 
to be correct, and his statements--based, I sup
pose, upon the statements made by the Jl,finister 
for Lands, the Minister for \Vorks, and the 
Premier-have turned out, unfortunately for the 
public, to be untrue. That accounts, in my 
mind, for the extraordinary expenditure of the 
Government. It was the expectation which 
they had from the Land Act that led to 
their extravag-ances-not that they were not 
always extravagant, for the hon. gentlemen 
who occupy the benches on that side of 
the House at the present time have always 
been spendthrifts ; there has never yet been 
a Government from that side that has not squan
dered the public estate. As my hon. friend 
beside me says, they have spent money they 
have never earned. They came into office with 
a flowing Treasury, with a large surplus. In 1882 
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there was a special appropriation of £245,000. 
·we left them £310,000 to <>ppropriate speciallJ:, 
which they did, and they afterwards appropn
ated a further sum of £100,000 for special works. 
'!.'hat is all gone, and £410,000 more. That is, an 
additional £802,000 per annum has all gone. 
There is a deficit of £410,000 staring us in the 
face, and next year, the hon. gentleman says, there 
will probably be an increase in the deficit of 
£100,000. The sum of £GO,OOO is what is down on 
the Estimates. But unless the hon. gentleman 
altars the course of conducting his dqmrtments 
the deficit will be nearer three-quarters of a 
million on the next 30th of June than 
£300,000 or £GOO,OOO. He has to borrow more 
money, and he must pay the interest on that 
money. The intereot is getting larger every 
year, and the hon. gentleman has confessed that 
the interest is a thing which he cannot control. 
I am Kurprised at his making a confession of 
that kind. I say there is nothing in the Govern
ment departments, with the exception of the 
schedules, which the hon. gentleman cannot 
control. 

The PREMIER: \Ye cann<Jt control what is 
due now ; it must be paid. 

'!.'he Hox. J. M. MACROSS,\_N : I know 
it is due and must be paid, but if the hon. 
gentleman borrows less money in future there 
will be less money to be paid as interest. 

The PREMIER: Of course. 
The Hox. J. J\L MACROSSAN : It is the 

spendthrift character of the Government-their 
spendthrift w:ty of dealing with both loan money 
and revenue proper-that has, as I have shown, 
placed them in their present position. \Vhat has 
been the total increase per cent. in expenditure, 
including the amount of interest, which has to 
he paid every yellr? I have just told the hon. 
gentleman that the increase in three years on the 
ordinary cost of government was at the rate of 
iil~ per cent. The increase up to last year, includ
ing interest, WfLS J7 per cent. '.rhe richest conntry 
in the world could not stand that. I think this 
country is as rich as any in the world ; if it 
were not it would not have stood it so well as it 
has clone. But I say that no country in the 
world could stand such a drain upon its 
resources in proportion to its popnlation. If the 
hon. gentleman will look at his ~Financial State
ment he will find something which will go a long 
distance to prove that trying to by the blame on 
the dronght is-what he c:tlled the complaint 
abont the heotvy taxation of the country-a 
''parrot cry." I maintCLin that, so far as the 
drought is concerned, this is a parrot cry ; the 
dron,ht has made very little appreciable differ
ence in the Customs receipts. It has certainly 
made some difference in the returns of the 
}cailway Department. I admit that. But 
beyond the l~ailway :Depllrtment it has made 
very little appreciable rliffcrence in the revenue. 
\V hen the Rilil way Department found that it 
wn.s receiving so little money as it did during 
the last three years, what should the authorities 
have done? Should they not have economised 
instead of ,oing in for extravag;mce? But they 
went the other way ; getting less money nnnually, 
they spent more annually, and they did not, as 
the Premier says, spend it on now extensions, 
but the actual cost per mile has increased in 
those three ye<>rs to the extent of £43, making a 
difference in the revenue of £G!l,OOO or .£70,000 
a ye;tr. That money was squandered, because 
the coc,t per mile before that period was quite 
equal to what the cost of railways should be, and 
the additional cost is simply due to extravagance. 
And it is the duty of the Minister for \Yorks to 
take the head of the department by the thrmtt, 
and tell him that he must st0p the extravagance, 
and come down to the ordinary expenditure of the 

Government, as he ought to have clone before 
Let us see how the Customs are situated. The 
hon. gentleman, in his Financial Statement, read 
some figures. He said that in 1882-3 ther~ was 
an increase in the Customs of £113,000 ; in 
1884-5 there was :;m increase of £71,000; in 1885-G 
there was an increase of £G7,000; and last year 
there was a decrease £37,000, and this was the 
only year in which there was a decrease. Every 
year of this tremendous drought that has been 
so providential to the Ministry-that has been 
such a capital scapegoat on which to lay their 
sins and extravagances-the Customs were in
creasing to a larger extent than the population 
was increasing. 

An HOXOURABLE MEMBER : They have got 
the floods in addition now. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: During 
those three years the total increase in Customs 
was £251,000. 

Mr. STEVENSON : That is his own state· 
ment. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : That is 
the hon. gentleman's own statement. The increase 
in population, as I said before, was 35,000. 

The PREMIEll : You are wrong in your 
figures. 

The HoN. J. M. JliiACROSSAN : I am not 
wrong. In 1883 the population was 287,000, and 
last year, according to the figures of the census, 
it was 322,000. 

The PREMIER : That is less thaH two and 
a-half ye!lrs. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : I take the 
period from 1883 to 1886. It is during that period 
that the extravagance occurred which has landed 
us in this deficit. The increase in population was, 
as I stated, 35,000. There was an actu::tl increase 
in the Customs of £7 per head for every 
additional person that came into the colony; 
so that really the drought, so far as the Customs 
are concerned, had nothing to do with the deficit, 
because the money that was obto,ined through the 
Customs would pay for the additional population 
at an average cost per head of £3 10s. Only the 
railways were affected by the drought in such a 
way as to lessen the receipts, and as I said before, 
they should have been managed properly at the 
time, and could have been managed effectively. 
The hem. gentleman says in his Financia,l State
ment:-

11 I say that the Estimates ha.Ye been framed with 
economy, and I can assnre hon. members tha,t they 
hnve been framed with very great ca.rc indeed, and that 
CYCl'Y item of expt:nditure has been consldcred, and I 
do not think these EsUmat.es can be reduced 'vithout 
very seriously impairing the efficiency of the different 
services." 
Tbat is a statement in which I have not the 
slightest belief. I honestly say that whatever 
care the hrm. gentleman may think these ]~sti
mates haYe been framed with, he is mist::tken in 
his views, for I believe that they can be reduced, 
and the public service be carried on as efficiently 
as it has been at any time in the past. I say 
nothing has ha ppenecl in this country during the 
period I have spoken of to warrant or justify the 
increased expenditure that has taken place. 
Then he sr~ys, speaking of the Hail way Depart
ment:-

"They arc very careful there and do not spend. any 
more t.han is g1ven tbem; but they allvays spend Hall. 
Ou con::mlt.ation with tllc Commissioner I fuund he was 
satisfied that they could do with kss, if they only ha.ve 
le;.,s given them to spend, and if they are told positively 
that they must not spend any more than is set down for 
them." 
Now, must the hon. gentleman not be a perfect 
innocent, after having that statement from the 
Commissioner, to come and tell us these Esti· 
mates have been framed with care when the 
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whole of the reduction in that £GOO,OOO clepart
ment i, £5,000 ? They do not spend any more 
than they get-that is more than we can say for 
the Government. They are certainly better ser
vants to the State than the Government, because 
not only luwe the Government svent all that 
they got, but they have spent nearly half-a-million 
that they never had. Now, if any mewber 
of this Committee had a very fine estate, and 
the manager can1e to him with a Yery glo\ving 
statement of how he was going to increase the 
value of tlutt estate by spending a little money : 
and then, if after two or three ye11rs the owner 
found that the manager h",d made a serious 
mistake-that inste;td of incre:1sing its value he 
had decreased it, and had run him into debt to a 
very large extent which he never intended
what would Le the result of that management as 
far as the owner of that estate was concerned? 
"\Vould he not tell the manager that he wanted him 
no longer to rnanage the estate'? Now, I a.sk hon. 
gentleman if that is not the position the mem
bers of the MiniHtry occupy as far as the noble 
estate of this country is concerned? Have they 
not led every member on that side of the House 
astray !Jy making them !Jelieve they were going 
to manage the estate so well that taxation would 
be relieved !Jy the moneys derived from the L,md 
Act of 1884, alter paying the interest on all the 
railways built out ofthe£10,000,000loan? Instead 
of that being the case, we find that the Govern
ment have not only spent all the money they 
got, in carrying on the cost of ordinary govern
ment, !Jut they have spent nearly half-a-million 
more. I know it is too much to expect, and 
I do not expect, that the members of this 
Committee will say to the :Ministry, "You are 
bad managers ; you shall no longer manage this 
estate of mine." It is too much to expect that, 
because those gentlemen have !Jeen too facile-I 
do not like to use the word "servile "-but they 
have been too complaisant entirely to the 
Ministry. They have allowed them a free hand, 
they have allowed them to do what they like, 
and every man of them is as much re
sponsible for the position the country is 
in to-day as the head of the Government itself. 
Therefore, I do not expect them to say that, but 
I expect them to say this : Let them verify the 
statement I have made as to the enonrwus 
extravagance of three ye"rs, and if they find that 
staten1ent correct, as I know it to be, let thorn 
return the Estimates to the Government and say, 
"You must reduce your Estimates of Expenditure 
still more." "\Vould it be too much to ask-now 
that 51~ per cent. has been added to the ordinary 
cost of government in three years-that 10 per 
cent. at least should be struck off? I say it 
would not be too mnch, and I maintain that if 
10 per cent. were cut off the ordinary cost of 
government the efficiency of the service would 
not be impaired in the slightest degree. I would 
not take the responsibility of pointing out-it is 
for the Premier to find out-where the retrench
ment can Le made, !Jnt I say he ought, and this 
Committee ought to compel him, to take back his 
:Estimates and frame them afresh. The hon. member 
talks abtnt coming to a vote on this amendment of 
thehon. member for Balonne, :.tnd talks about going 
out. I am not certain but what he wants to go 
out. Certainly, last Thursday, when I heard 
hiw making his statement, it struck me very 
forcibly that the hon. g·entleman was then 
making his first electioneering speech, and that 
he really wanted to go out on what he supposed 
to be a popular cry, !Jut which he will not find 
so vopular as he expected. But he knows as 
well as I do that no Government need go out 
on their financial proposals. They can take 
tlo.em Lack, and amend them if they choose, at 
the instance of the House. It has been done 
repeatedly in England, and what can be done 

there can be tlone here. It has !Joen done 
wherever responsible government exiRts, so 
that un]e;;s he means to go out he need not go 
ont, even if the amendment of the hon. mem
ber for Balonne is carried. He know.> that 
as well as I do, but I am thinking the 
hon. gentlemen does want to go out-that 
he pru!Jably thinks that now, before the 
deficit !Jecomes much larger, would be a very 
good time to feel the pulse crf the country. 
But I have to charge him with something else. 
He has not only taken, as I believe, a wrong 
cum·,e to make up the deficit which, principally, 
he has forced upon the countr~·, !Jut he has not 
oven m~cle an effort to make the two ends meet 
for this year. Now, I say that is the most ordi
nary duty of any Government, and he has nut 
attempted it. 

The PHEl\IIER: Indeed we have. 
The HoN. J. l\f. MACROSSAN: Indeed he 

has! .£3,000 he spent last year !cos than the 
previous year, after having· spent £802,000 more 
tlmn he on,-ht V1 have done; or at least I will 
say £300,0u0 or £400,000 more than he ought 
to have done. I say that this year he ought 
to cut down the Estimates at lc,ast 10 per 
cent., leaving out uhe interest in the schedules
leaving out everything which would in any 
deg-ree compromiee the interest or the honour 
of the country. If he does not do that it is 
the duty of the members of this Committee to do 
it for him. It can be done in committee on the 
l'stimates without any formal vote of the House 
being taken on the subject; but I think it would 
be far better for ,the (ciovernment to take Lack 
their Estimates and frame them vfresh. Now, 
there is one other matter in the J<'inancial State
ment which has not !Jeen spoken of by my 
hon. friend the member for Balonne, and 
only incidentally by the late Colonial Treasurer 
-that is, the decentralisation proposals of 
the hon. the Premier. He made a promiee 
at the close of last session to introduce a measure 
of decentralislltion, and he made a statement to 
the Governor, which, of course, wastransmitterl to 
the Secretary for the Colonies, Sir Henry Holland, 
which had, l!Jelieve, an effect on that gentleman's 
mind in shelving territorial separation for the 
present, but only for the present, l\Ir. Fraser. 
It is within the recollection of several hon. mem
!Jers-there are several here who were members 
ten ywrs ago-that a Bill was introduced in 
1877 by the gentlemen who now occupy the 
Treasury benches, of whom the late Colonial 
Treasurer \vas one, the Pren1ier was Attorney
General, and the present .1\linister for "\Vorks 
also was one. That Dill was directed to the very 
same purposes as the Bill now about to Le intro
duced by the Premier; and I believe it was 
framed upon substantially similar lines to tho 
one which will be introduced now. 

The PltEJI.IIER : K o ! 
The HoN. J. M. l\IACROSSAN: Thoro may 

be differences in matteTs of detail, but, judging 
from what the hon. gentleman has stated, I 
belieYc there can be very little difference in the 
two Bills. That Bill was the outcome of a com. 
mission appointed !Jy the Government of the day 
to inquire into the best method of bringing about 
financial separation. There was no cry then for 
territorial separation. There had !Jeen a long 
time before an Hgitation in Rockhampton; but 
the K orth had gone further north, and Hock
hampton, which was onc0 theN orth, had become 
part of the Central district. There has always 
been an agitation more or less in Dowen with 
regard to separation ; !Jut the Bow en JWople 
were willing then to accept financial separation 
as a remedy for the grievances of which they 
complained. The Bill was introduced to remedy 
those grievances. It passed its second reading, 
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and was considered in committee as far as the 
5th clause; and at the in&tance of several sup
porters of the Government the Bill wtos withdrawn 
on the plea that the session was too short. In 
fact the Hon. John Douglas, who was Premier, 
stated that it was not good policy for him to 
offend his supporters-I admit that it was not 
good policy-and the Bill was withdrawn. I 
protested strongly against the withdrawal of the 
Bill, and I stated then what the consequences of 
the ttction of the Government would be. I said 
that a cry would inevitably arise for territorial 
separation, and that when that cry did arise I 
would assist in obtaining territorial separation. 
t\ince then I have never once attempted to 
agitate or speak in favour of financial s~Jparation. 

Mr. DICKSON: You introduced a Bill yourself 
rtfterwards. 

The lioN. J. M. MACROSSAN: That was a 
different thing altogether. It was a Financial 
J)istricts Bill-very different from your Bill. 
'l'he Premier in his statement last Thursdtty 
said:-· 

"One of the great complaints of the northern uarts 
of the colony is that they do not rcceiYc a fair share of 
the expenditure. rrhcy sa.y further that the acconnts 
l..:cpt by the r_t'rcasury a.rc misleading, becnu"e they 
only get credit for Cnl-itoms duties ]mid in their 
particular ports and that that is not all they 11ay; that 
if the Customs rcnmnc was distributed per capita 
in proportion to the }lopulation that would be nu 
unfair distribution, becam;.q in that ])Ortion of the 
colony, where there is a so much larger proportion of 
adults, their contribution to the Customs revenue is 
proportioaately very much hngcr than in Uw ~.dtled 
parts of the colony. That i1:1 true, aud I think tha,t 
any lJl'OlJOSal ]H'Cteuding to allocate the l'C\'Clll18 nf the 
colony to the different clistt·iets of the colony ,,·hich 
<lid not give them creclit for the mone,\· they actually 
lJaid in respect of dutiable goods consumed by them 
would be a mere hollow dclu~-ion a.nd a mocli:ery." 

I agree entirely with every word of that; but it 
has taken the hon. gentleman ten years to come 
to that conclusion. You remember, 1\fr. Fraser, 
that I ad vocatec\ financial separation on those 
grounds as well as on others; but the hon. 
gentleman did not believe me. Now, I will tell 
the hon. gentleman frankly and fairly that as 
far as his Bill for decentralisation is concerned 
the North will not have it. The K orthern 
people at that time wonld have been satis
fied with financial separation ; they were 
a mere handful compared with what they are 
now; and they are now double the population 
Queensland had when it obtained separation, and 
]'roduce three or four times the revenue, and 
have fifty times the resources staring them in the 
bee. I say that what would havD satisfied the 
North at that time will not now. The hon. 
gentleman has come to an honest conclusion too 
late. \V e demand more now than the equitable 
distribution of revenue ; we demand the power 
to ma,ke our own laws, the power to 1nake 0ur 
own tariffs, the power to govern ourselves. 'l'hat 
<tnd nothing less, will satisfy the North now~ 
The hon. gentleman may introduce hid Biil, 
but I can assure him that it will not have 
my support, no matter what it contain,, 
Nothing less than territorial separation will 
satisfy the people of the ::'\ orth, and nothing lc.ss 
will s.ltisfy their representatives in this House; 
and the hon. gentleman may make certain that 
that is the answer he will get from the K orthern 
constituencies whenever he likes to appeal to 
them. The hon. member for Bowen reminds me 
that I have said nothing on the proposed land 
tax. The fact is I did not think it necessary. 
I pointed out a source of revenue, quite indepen
dent of any hxatinn, which I believe can be 
operated upon in such a \vay as to hnpose uo 
additional burden on the people, and 'lo nothing 
that will in any way injure what the Minister for 
Lands is always raving about-posterity. The 

hon. gentleman forgets that we are posterity 
ourselves-the posterity of those who have gone 
before us. I should like the hon. gentleman to 
tell me why I should put myself in great ~;traits 
for posterity 50 or 100 years hence. I say 
"Let posterity in all fairness manage their own 
affairs, and let us 1nanage our affairs to suit ourM 
selves at the present time." As to the htnd tax, 
I have always believed in the theory of a land tax, 
and if there was an absolute necessity, and no 
other means of raising revenne, I should certainly 
vote in favour of a land tax; but I will put the 
hon. gentleman right in one particular. He 
talks about a drought of four years succeeded by 
a flood. Now, I ask him, is it a time to impose 
additional taxation upon the men who have 
suffered by droughts and floods? 

'l'he PREMIER: They are not the people who 
will have to pay. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: I know 
that a great deal will be paid in Brisbane and 
other large towns. A good deal will be paid by 
the holders of property in all the towns of the 
colony, but a very large amount will be paid by 
property holders in the country who have 
suffered by both drought and flood. In theory 
I have always believed in a land tax, but the 
difference between imposing a land tax in 
Queensland and elsewhere is this : In Queens
land we have only alienated 8,500,000 acres out 
of about 430,000,000, while in most of the old 
settled countries of Europe, where they have a 
land tax, the State has very little landed property, 
if any, and certainly it has none for sale. Is it 
not a fact that if we impose a land-tax and con
tinue, as we a! ways must, to sell land, both town 
and suburban and country, we are by so much 
depreciating the value of our own property? 

The PREMIER: It will be quite inappreciable. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: The hon. 
gentleman says it will not be appreciabk, but I 
e"1y it is so appreciable that it will make a differ
ence on auction day or on selection day. The State 
is by far the largest property-holder, and the 
holder of thirty-nine-fortieths of all the land in the 
colony is going to tax his own estate, when. there 
are means of making the two ends meet w1thout 
imposing· any additional taxation. I shrrll cer
tainly object to any tax-land or other-being 
proposed at the present time. I did not believe 
there was any necessity for the taxation proposed 
by the Treasurer last year or the year before, 
and I spoke and voted against it on both occa
sions. All that is wanted now is a careful 
supervision of the working of the different 
departmento,, in order that a careful system of 
retrenchment may be carried out. I do not 
mean that we should rednce the salaries of the 
Oh il servants. If anything in that direction is 
attemptecl, we should begin by reducing the 
salariPs of Ministers and members of Parlia
ment; but by careful retrenchment, without 
injuring anybody, we can lop off a great deal of 
this extravagant e~tilnate of expenditure, which, 
as I lm ve pointed out, has arisen during the last 
three years. 

The PREMIER moved that the Chairman 
leave the chair, report progress, and ask leave to 
sit a.gn.in. 

lVIr. L D'~ILEY HILL said that as to-morrow 
was 1n·ivate members' day, and as he had a 
motion at the head of the paper, be wished to 
know whether he would be able to go on with it, 
or whether it was the intention of the Premier 
to go on with the present dehab to the exclusion 
of all private busineKs. In the eveut of the 
~ession being a short one, he was anxious to gi vc 
newspaper proprietors the relief which they so 
anxiously sought. 
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The PREMIER said he could give the hon. 
member no information as to the probable 
duration of the session, but he dared so,y the 
hon. member would have ample time, before it 
closed, to bring forward his Bill. As far as the 
Government were concerned there would be no 
opposition to his bringing it forward to-morrow. 

Question put and passed, and leave given to 
sit again to-morrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER, in moving the adjournment 

of the House, said that, after pdvate members' 
business was disposed of, he proposed to proceed 
with Ways and Means. 

The House adjourned at eight minutes past 
10 o'clock. 

Formal 111otions. 




