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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Tuesday, 25 September, 1888. 

The case of ~fr. Surveyor Stecle.-Q.ncstion without 
Xotice.-Elcctions rrrihunal Act of 1886- \Yide 
Bay Election.-Pctition-Qneenslnnd Permanent 
Trustee, Executor, and Finance Agency Corn parry, 
!.Jimitcd.-Pm·mal :J.'Iotion.- \l ... ays and )Icans­
l'esnrnl)tion of committee.- ~:IeE1sagc from the 
Legislative Council-Prisons Bill-first roading.­
Adjournment. 

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

THE CASE OF MR. SURVEYOR STEELK 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. M. H. 
Black) laid upon the table of the House the 
papers in connection with the case of Mr. 
Surveyor Steele. 

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE. 
Mr. MORGAN said: Mr. Speaker,-I notice 

that tl1e hon. the Minister for Lands has laid 
upon the table of the House the papers relating 
to the case of Surveyor Steele, but he has not 
moved that they be printed. I would like to ask 
him, without notice, if he intends to have them 
printed? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Mr. 
Speaker, -I have nut the least objection to 
some of the papers being printed if the hon. 
gentleman, after their perusal, thinks they are 
of sufficient general importance. The matter is 
not of any particular importance to the House; 
it is merely a dispute between Surveyor Steele 
and his articled pupils. The hon. gentleman 
can look through the papers, and on a future 
occasion can move that certain of them be 
printed, 

ELECTIONS TRIBUNAL ACT OF lSSG. 
"WIDE BAY I~LEC1'ION. 

The SPEAKER said: I have to inform thp 
House that I have received the following report 
from the Hon. the Chief Justice:-

"IN 'l'IIE SUPRE:lJ[E COURT OF QUEEXSLAliD. 
"Eu;CTTOJ\"S TRIBUNAL AGl' OF 18::36. 

"Court of the Elections Tribunal for the trial of an 
Election Petition for the Blectoral District of "\Vide Bay, 
between John :Flood, petitioner, and Hm·acc rrozer, 
respondcn t. 

"I, the Hon. Sir Charles Lilley, Knight, the Chief 
Justice of Queensland, and l~Iections Judge for tl~e 
current year, do hereby certify to the Hon. the Speaker 

of the Legislative Assembly that the said Tribunal !¥1-t 
on the seventeenth and twenty-first days of September 
now instant, and tried the above-mentioned petition. 

"'l'he assessors chosen by the parties and present 
throughout the trial were-George Agnew, VVilliam 
Stcphens, Rees R. Jones, Arthnr Morgan, Edward 
Palmer, and Robert Harrison Smith, Esquires, members 
of the Legislative Asscwbly. 

"I append hereto a copy of the evidence taken upon 
the trial. 

"The assc~~ors decided thttt the said petition should 
be dismissed \vith costs. 

"1'he petition w:c1s accordingly dismissed with costs, 
and :J.lr. 'l'ozer was declared to have been duly elected 
member for the Electoral District of Wide Bay. 

"Dated this 23th September, A.D. 1888. 
"CnAur,Es LTLL}~Y, C.J." 

The PREMIER (the Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith) 
said: Mr. Speaker,-! beg to move that the 
report of the Chief Justice, and the evidence 
connected with it, be printefl and made part of 
the proceedings of this House. 

Question put and passed. 

PETITION. 

QcEENSLAND PErmANENT TRUSTEE, BxEOUTOR, 
AXD FINANCE AGENCY CoMPANY, Lnrr.rED. 
Mr. PO\VEHS presented a petition asking the 

House to confer certain powers upon the Queens­
land Permanent Trustee, Executor, and Finance 
Agency Company, Limited, and stated that in 
connection therewith a receipt from the Colonial 
Treasurer for the sum of £25, and also the 
necessary copies of the Government Gncctte and 
newspapers containing notices of intention to 
introduce a Bill, had been deposited with the 
Clerk of the House. He moved that the petition 
be received. 

Question put and passed. 

FORMAL MOTION. 
The following formal motion was agreed to :­
By Mr. REES R. JONES-
(1.) That the Australasian Kativcs' Trustees, Execu­

tors, and Agency Omnpany, Umited, Bill be referred 
for the consideration and report of a select committee. 

(2.) That such committee have power to send for 
persons and papers. and leave to sit during any adjourn­
ment of the House; and that it consist of l\ieRsrs. 
Robert Aland, \1-. II. Cm·field, Arthnr }1organ, '\V. S. 
Paul, and the mover. 

WAYS AND MEANS. 
RESUMPTION 01<' Coii!MITTEll. 

On the motion of the COLONIAL TREA 
SURER (Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith), the Speaker 
left the chair, and the House resolved itself into 
a Committee of the \Vhole to further consider 
the \V ays and Means for raising the Supply to 
be granted to Her Majesty. 

Question put. 
After a pause-
The COLONIAL TREASURER said: Mr. 

Jessop,-The adjournment of the debate was 
moved from the other side of the Committee with 
the object of carrying it on to-day, and while I 
am quite prepared to close the debate, I do not 
desire to speak before all members who wish to 
do so have dealt with the Financial Statement 
and the tariff connected with it. If any hon. 
member, therefore, desires to speak to the main 
que.,tion he should speak now. 

Mr. BUCKLAND said: Mr. Jessop,-The 
adjournment of the debate was moved on Thurs­
day evening by the hou. meml-Jer for Oxley, and 
I expectefl to eee him in his place this afternoon 
to lead off. As he is not present, I will say what 
I have to say on the subject. While agreeing 
that the country at the last election was largely 
in favour of a protective tariff, I think the tariff 
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ntroduced by the Colonial Treasurer does not come 
up to the expectations of the country generally. The 
abolition of the excise duty upon locn,lly manu­
bctured beer is a mistake. I believe tlmt the 
result will be the manubcture of an inferior 
article, and that it will be no cheaper to the 
working man. I understand the amount of the 
excise duty upon locn,lly manufactured beer 
amounted to £30,000 last year ; and I believe that 
the amount which will be lost by the abolition of 
that duty will not be made· up by the pro­
posed increased duty upon malt and hops. 
Then, agn,in, there is the impost on import<.d 
boots. I find that working men will have to pay 
an increase of about 1s. 10d. per pair. Now, I 
was shown the other clay, in a boot shop in 
Queen street, an im]Jorted ]french shoe which 
was retailed at Ss. 6d., and n,nother inferior sort 
which was retailed at 3s. Gel. These were 
ladies' shoe;~, and the duty of 1s. 1d. will fall 
on both alike, so that the inferior article will 
pay quite as much duty as the superior article. 
There is nlso another proposed duty which is 
objectionable-the 15 per cent. on green fruit. It 
must be admitted that that is a very heavy tax 
indeed, and will beitr heavily on a large propor­
tion of the population who consume fruit in the 
summer months. At present it is quite certain 
that we cannot grow mn,ny of the fruits we 
import from Tasmania and cooler climates, so 
that I hope that tax will be rejected by the Com­
mittee. I quite agree with the hon. member for 
Townsville, lYir. Philp, in his reference to the in' 
creased duty on spirits. I hope we shall increaoe 
the duty to Hs. In New Zealand the duty is 
1Gs., in Western Australia 15s., and in Victoria 
Hs. In New South \Vales they impose 12s., 
but I am convinced that spirits can well bear 
an increase of duty. Now, the Treasurer in his 
opening remarks mentioned that he did not con­
sider the time had arri \'Cd when we could impose 
an income or property tax. I think we certttinly 
should attempt to raise some part of our revenue 
to cover the dr.ficit from the absentee gentlemen 
who live at home at ease and draw their wealth 
from this colony. I refer more particularly to 
gentlemen who have acqniredlarge area.s of land 
on the Darling Downs. l\1ost of those gentlemen 
are living in the old country, and are lJaying 
nothing whatever towards the expenses of gov­
ernment beyond divisional board rates, and I 
am sorry there is an entire absence in the pro­
posals of the Treasurer of any scheme for taxing 
those gentlemen. The hon. member for Charters 
Towers referred the other evening to a tax on 
brokers, n,nd I think that. was a very good sugges­
tion. They are men who, as a rule, have no 
stock-in-trade. A porket-book and pencil, an 
office, and a few chairs are all they require. 

An HoNOURABLE lY1EMBER : Tax auctioneers. 

Mr. BUCKLAND : I am coming to that. I 
think it would be a wise thing to increase the 
auctioneers' licenses. I nm quite willing to pay 
double the present license, and I do not believe 
there is a respectable auctioneer in this city or in 
the colony who would not be willing to vay quite 
double the present license. I am not speaking 
against the profession to w hi eh I belong. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN : I think you are. 

Mr. BUCKLAND : I am speaking in their 
favour. Someone must be taxed, and l am quite 
willing to bear my share of the burden; and I 
speak for several other gentlemen who are in the 
business, who are quite willing to pay an increased 
license fee. As far as brokers are concerned, 1 
am sure thn,t a tnx of £i5 5s. or £10 10s. a year 
would not be felt by them. During the late 
elections the question frequently came before 
me as to the advisability of increasing the 
duty on imported timber, and I distinctly 

said I was in favour of that. I think 
the duty proposed by the Treasurer is scarcely 
sufficient, and I am quite willing that a fur­
ther increase should be made. Another matter 
has occurred to me-an increased stamp duty 
c•n transfers of shares. I think that wher'e 
so mnch valuable property is being transferred 
in mining and other companies, they could well 
afforcl to pay an increased stamp duty. A great 
many transfers have taken place in Mount 
l\lorgan and other vnJuable n1ining shares, and 
those gentlemen who get immense wealth out of 
the mining interest of the colony should certainly 
contribute a larger amount to the revenue. Now, 
it has been said that this is an inconvenient 
time to impose an income-tax. I believe it is 
inconvenient at any time to impose it; but I 
know that in Great Britain the income-tax is the 
most easily worked of any form of taxation. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer when he wants 
extra revenue puts ~d. or 1d. in the £ on the 
income-tax, and all he has to do is to get the 
House of Commons to consent to the increase, 
foJ: the mnchinery is all ready there to work it. 
I am quite cert:tin that, sooner or later, the 
Treasurer of this colony will have to resort to 
thn,t method of raising revenue. There are 
objections to it, I admit, hut there is no 
form of taxation that people will not try and 
evarle ; and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
frequently receives conscience money from per­
sons who have evaded that tax for year<. 
The time is, however, not far distant when 
we shall have to bear that tax in this colony. 
Now, n,s regards the other proposals of the Trea­
surer, I consider that the working- men of the 
colony will have to bear the greater share of the 
burden, and I can assure him that a very large 
amount of discontent is being shown, and is de­
veloping itRelf tbroug·hout the colony in res]Ject to 
it. I am of opinion that the proposals of the hon. 
gentleman will have to be comiderably modified; 
and I will give my support to anything which will 
equalise the burden of taxation in alljmrts of the 
colony. I shall not keep the Committee any 
longer, as there are other hon. members who are 
anxiouR to n1ttke some re1narks on the subject, 
but will merely repeat that I shall give what 
assistance I can in making this a good revenue 
measure for the colony. 

Mr. vV ATSON R>tid: Mr. J essop,-There is 
probably no point of importance bearing on the 
tariff question that lms not been brought before the 
Committee during the debate in some form or 
other. Yet it being a matter of great importn,nce, 
directly or indirectly, to every individual in this 
country, I feel disposed to say a few words on 
the subject. No one but the wildest anarchist 
doubts the necessity of some form of govern­
ment. No intelligent person doubts that a 
very large amount of money is necessary to 
defray the e.xpenses of a good Government, nor 
can anybody doubt that some form of taxation 
must exist in order to raise this large amount of 
money. Direct taxation is arbitrary; tariff 
taxation is largely voluntary or optional; that is, 
the amount that an individual pays is owing entirely 
to his choice of articles and the quantity of them 
consumed. If I wish I can buy a good sub­
stantial coat on which the tariff taxation would 
amount to 5s., or one on which it would 
amount to 20s. ; or if I were a farmer, and 
wished to do so, I could raise my own sheep, 
shear them, and have the wool carded, spun, and 
woven at home, and pay no tariff at all. But 
the farmer knows how to value his time too well 
to sp,"nd it in such a way ; he knows that it is 
cheaper for him to buy his coat with manu­
facturers', jobbers', wholesale and retail dealers' 
profits, :tnd with protective tariff all added than to 
go through the different processes of producing 
thn,t coat. Hemove the tariff and I shaH probably 
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have to pay an o,rbitrary tax, whether I exercise 
my taste or pleasure in sP.lecting a coat or not. 
The present tariff, I can assure the Committee, 
will not be beneficial to the working man of this 
colony. We rertuire a tariff that will come upon 
those who are able to bear the burden. Every­
one know• perfectly well that the working- men 
in this country are not in the same position at 
the present time as they were in the perio<l 
from 1880 to 1883. In those days they had 
plenty of work and could bear a little taxation. 
I have been looking over my account books for 
that period, and I find that I spent a good deal 
of money, not only in advertising for men, but also 
for material. Since 1883 I have carried out many 
works, and have never been compelled to spend 
a single shilling in advertising for labourers. 
I have had too many labourers applying for 
work wherever I have gone, and have seen too 
many hard up, in very bad circumstances. How 
is it possible, then, that these poor working men 
can bear such heavy taxation as will be put upon 
them by this tariff? From 187G to 18S3 I di<l 
a considerable amount of work in the Korth, and 
during that thne we were in very flouri.;;hing 
circmnstances. I paid very high wages at that 
period, sometimes as high as 17s. a day for 
working men. The sawmills of Br·isbane could 
not keep me going with timber then. But 
if you went to Maryborough you found the 
people there dissatisfied, and complaining that 
the people of Brisbane got everything ; at 
Bundaberg they made the same complaint 
about lHaryborough; at llockhampton the peo­
ple were jealous of those at Maryborough and at 
Bundaberg. The same feeling of local jealousy 
existed at JYiackay and other towns of the N mth. 
I think it would be a great advantage, were it 
possible, if they could have local government in 
the North. 'rhe people would then know where 
the money came from, and see whether it was all 
spent in Brisbane or not. Now, I am a pro­
tectionist. In 1854 I went from home to San 
Francisco. At that time Chili, in South Ame­
rica, supplied San Franciscu with flour. In 
1858, four years later, San :Francisco sent 
wheat back to Chili to be ground, and the 
vessels returned loaded with guano obtained 
at Chili. Last year -1887- San Francisco 
exported 1,500,000 tons of wheat. That is one 
thing that has been brought about by protection 
in California. There the fanners have now 
plenty of implements and plenty of manure. 
and are a wealthy class of people. \Vhy do 
men rush off to new countries? Simply because 
prices are better in those places. Why do men 
complain of the tariff? Simply because they 
wish prices reduced. Why does a larger propor­
tion of men in new countries get richer? Be­
cause prices are better. Why does a larger 
proportion of men in old countries get poorer? 
Because prices are lower. In the one case good 
prices produce a more even distribution of wealth, 
in the other, poor prices help the few and ruin tlw 
many, finally crippling the enterprise of the whole 
community. I think that every member of a 
family should enjoy privileges in the colony not 
accorded to strangers. I think also that every 
villag-e, town, and city should give to it.-; citizens 
privileges paid for by local taxation, not accorded 
to outsiders, I think that every Government 
should give to its burden-bearers privileges 
and protection that need not be extended to 
foreigners \vho are indifferent to its interests, 
if not intere.,ted in its downfall. If we gPt 
protection in this colony we shall be able to 
turn the tables so far at any rate that we 
need not be continually draining the country of 
its money to send it home to England and make 
the poor there poorer and the rich richer. \Ye 
have no guarantee frorn monopoliHts in England 
that their poor will be bettered by our trade. 

No; on the contrary, we know that the working 
men of this country will have to compete against 
the poor people of Great Britain. I do not wish 
to say much more, but I will just refer to one 
other matter-namely, our railways. H the 
railways wer·e worked in an efficient n1anner, so 
that the fanning population could benefit by 
them, I am confident that it would be a great 
ad vantage to all Queensland. I have heard 
some hon. members ask what about the Valley 
Railway? I can as:mre them that that line will 
be one of the finest railways in queensland. 

Mr. ALAND: The greatest swindle. 

Mr. \V A'rSON: The hon. member says the 
greatest swindle. I would ask the hon. member 
to go d,)wn that line to Constance street as soon as 
it is finished, and I feel confident that the hon. 
member for J<'ortitude Valley, Mr. McMaster, 
will, with myself, be only too happy to take 
him over the district of Irortitude Valley 
and show him that there are industrir' in 
that locality languishing for want of vrotection. 
\Ve have beer manufactories, and I fpeJ certain 
that when the hon. gentleman comes down we 
can give him a good glass of beer. \Ve have two 
breweries~ and l an1 RUre the hon. gentlen1an will 
nnt feel a bnd taste in his month after drinking 
their beer. \V e have timber industries, Mr. 
J ee~op-piles of timber. In 1882, sir, np North, 
I used to get men to work day and night for me 
to keep things going, but at present they have 
plenty of timber-millions of feet going to destruc­
tion. \V c have more than that, sir, in }fortitude 
Valley. \Ye can make boots; and the Valley 
produces ga.. And still more than that, sir, 
and lastly, we can make the beginning and the 
end of men-that is, cradles and coffins .. In con­
clusion, I trust, lYir. J essop, that hon. members 
of this Committee will do their best, as the tariff 
goes through, to make it for the general benefit 
of the country. I am and have always been a 
protectionist. In all my travels-and I have 
travelled in most rmrts of the world-I have 
alwayf' found that in protectionist countries I 
never had to hump my tools looking for a clay's 
work. I had mlly to go to the works, ask 
for employment, and get it. But, sir, in 
freetrade countries I have been for months at a 
stretch and never got a day's work. In San 
Francisco I got high wage,-£! a da.y-when 
I first landed. At the present time they are 
paying 14s. a day for shipwrights, the pro­
fession I belong to, through the assistance of 
protection. Take freetracle countries on the 
other hand. Go to Sydney, and what do yon 
find? There, no later than March last, they 
had 1, 7GO men employed on relief work~ at 5s. 
a day ; and it was demoralising and lowering 
the men, who were ever on the watch for 
the gangers. \Ye have never been in that 
position in Brisbane, and what is the cause of 
it? Because we have 7~ per cent. ad /valorem 
duty. 'rhat is what has kept us above New 
South \V ales. 'Then take Victoria etnd compare 
it with New South \Vctles. In New South 
\VfLles you will find beggars at every corner, 
but in Melbourne you will not find a beggar 
in any shape or fonn. I can asRure hon. mmn~ 
hers that at the time of the strike of the 
tramway employe.s, in March hLst, the company 
sent to Sydney for men, and they treated those 
men handsomely. \Vhen it was found that they 
did not require them they paid their passages 
back agc.tin. ]~venin Brisbane, go to the Victoria. 
bridge and you will find 100 or 200 men at 
both ends begging and vraying for work. Is 
th~tt the position that ft new country like Queens­
and should occupy ? It was never so before 
during the twenty-five years I have been in tlre 
colony-except in 186G. That is the only time 
ever we had such a condition of affairs, and I 
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trust that in this revision of the tariff we shall 
all do our best to modify it as far as possible, so 
as to alleviate the burden upon the working 
man. 

Mr. SALKELD said: Mr. Jessop,-I am very 
glad that the discussion on the financial state­
ment has been so full, and that a bir opportunity 
has been given to all hon. members to express 
their views. I do not think that much time has 
been lost; on the contrary, I think it will be 
found ultimately that a good deal of time has 
been saved by giving full liberty of debate on 
the general question, because when we get to 
the items we shall be able to deal with them as 
they arise. Especially do I think there is no 
reason for .the Government to complain of the 
fullness of the debate when we remember that 
the last full discussion of the tariff took phtce 
eighteen years Bgo. 

An HoxounABLE MEliiBER : No. 
Mr. SALKELD : Yes ; there have been only 

amendments since then; and when we remember 
also that this is the greatest change ever pro· 
posed in a tariff in Queensland, and that it may 
be the greatest change for the next eighteen years 
-there is no saying how many of us will be here 
in eighteen years' time, if any-I think, under 
these circumstances, there is no reason for the 
Government to complain that extra time has 
been taken up in discussing the question. I 
think it is most nece's"ry that rnembm·• should 
have the fullest opportunity of putting their 
views before the Committee and the country, 
because, no doubt, on an occasion of this kind 
members do speak to the country--to their con­
stituents, in order to explain the action they may 
take. I shall not go into details, but shall con­
fine my remarks to the main question. During 
the course of the debate exception was taken to 
the remark of the hon. the leader of the Opposi­
tion, to the effect that he was an Opportunist. I 
think, however, that before the hon. gentleman 
finished his speech thofle who laughed found that 
they had laughed rather prematurely, because I 
think they saw as soon as I did that he was very 
reasonable in the position he took up. It is one 
that every member in this House, more or less, 
takes up-we are all Opportunists, in so far as it 
suits the interests of the country. ·when I 
returned from a visit to England, over two years 
ago, a few days after my arrival in the colony, on 
the 19th August, I spoke upon a question that 
incidentally brought up the subject of protection, 
and then expressed my altered views respecting 
it. I had always been a freetrader previously. 
I do not say that before I came to Queensland I 
had gone into the matter very much, but I was 
inclined to believe in the principle of freetrade, 
and until three or four years ago I still held 
those views. But I did not hold with freetmdo 
previously so rigidly as to close my eyes to the 
facts I saw going on around me. I believe, 
sir, that this question can be settled, not so 
much by arguments as by the broad fact whether 
protection succeeds in different places Ol' not. I 
believe the results of a protective tariff in the 
United States, in Canada, and in Victoria have 
done more to bring men round to look with 
favour upon protection than all the argu­
ments that have been used on the question. 
I know that was the effect on my mind. I 
believe that protection is the right policy to 
pursue in Queensland. If I were a resident in 
Great Britain I should say that freetrade was 
the proper policy for Great Britain, bec:tuse pro­
tective tariffs always have the tendency to 
restrict interchange and induce communities to 
become their own producers and manufacturers. 
That is the tendency all the world over. In 
countries like Great Britain, where they 
,manufacture far m0re than.:;. they use, free-

trade is most essential, and I believe that 
if freetrade was universal it would lead to 
Great Britain and a few other European coun­
tries, and a portion of the United States of 
America becoming the workshops of the world. 
Of the manufactures, at least UO per cent. would 
concentrate in those countries. But young 
countries, which desire to encourage prod notion and 
manufactures within their borders, are obliged to 
resort to protection in order to get them sta1·ted 
and place them on a proper footing. That is 
w by I support protection as a policy for Queens· 
land. I have no objection to the use of the 
word "protection." It is well understood what it 
tneans ; it r11eans the encouragmnent of local pro~ 
ductionand manufactures. As far as this proposed 
tariff is protective in its character I am with it, 
and shall heartily support it. But there is 
another aspect of the question I wish to allude 
to, and that is that under our proposed system of 
taxation certain classes of the people are to be 
a"ked to pay far more than their proper slmre. 
'l'here is one remark in the speech of the leader 
of the Opposition to which I take exception; I 
do not know whether the hon. gentleman meant 
exactly what he said, probably he did not; 
although mmt people would unden>tand pretty 
well what he meant. He said, "It was not 
more expedient to tax land than any other form 
of accumulated property." And, further, that 
"the true basis of taxation is the ability of the 
person taxed to pay ; every man should contri­
bute to the expen.,e of the State in proportion to 
his ability." That, if carried out to its logical 
conclusion, would lead right up to out-and-out 
communism; and I do not think the hon. gentle­
man intended that. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS: That is just what 
he did intend. 

Mr. SALKELD : I do not think he intended 
anything of the kind; he ~imply meant that 
there should be some proport10n between a man's 
ability and the tax he ought to pay. "Mill's'' 
theory iH more correct, although it is not strictly 
correct, that people should pay to the expense 
of the State in proportion to the benefit they 
derive from State expenditure and )Jrotection. 
The weak spot in that theory is that some persons 
derive benefit from State expenditure and pro­
tection who are utterly unable to pay anything 
to the expense of the State. That, however, is 
the true principle, and it is by departing from it 
that so manv anomalies have occurred in the 
taxation of tli'e old country and of the colonies as 
well. It seems a strange thing that the great mass 
of the people do not see that property receives 
protection from the State and does not pay in 
proportion to it in any degree. Our taxation is 
of the nature of a poll-tax. That wants to be 
reiterated over and over again, until the great 
mass of people become converflant with the ques­
tion; and the more it is agitated 'md debated, the 
more the idea will spread in the colony that our 
system of taxation is very much in the nature of 
a poll-tax. I lay this rule down, that I am 
opposed to all increase of Customs duties except 
on articles that we have a reasonable prospect of 
either producing or manufacturing in the colony, 
with the exception of a few articles of luxury on 
which increased taxation might be imposed. If 
the Committee would look at the question in 
that light they could soon arrive at a very 
acceptable conclusion. 'fhe tax on luxuries 
would he an indirect w:1y of in1pooing a tax 
upon persons wlw are well able to pay, and 
who do not pay in other ways, for the benefits 
they derive from the State. But, as the aclop· 
tion of that principle woulcl still leave us short 
of rAvenue, that opens up another question. 
Both the Premier and the leader of the Opposi­
tion have stated that it would be impossible to 
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curtail expenditure further than they have done. 
But laKt year the present Colonial Secretary said 
that taxation was not necessary, 'md the hon. 
member for Townsville distinctlv stated-both in 
the House and outoide it-that" we wanted more 
economy in onr expenditure ; he was very 
emph:1tic on th:1t point. However, we h:1ve 
the statement of both the Premier and the 
leader of the Opposition, tlut it i,; not practic­
aule or desimble to reduce the expenditur-e any 
further, and seeing that the le:1ders of both 
parties take up th:1t position it may seem mther 
presumptuous in me to differ from them. But I 
have g-reat doubts on the question, and I believe 
there are ways whereby we could economise to :1 
considerable extent. There is one item, for 
instance, that I should be glad to see knocked 
off the proposed expenditure, and that is the 
vote for £13,000 for an addition to the parlia­
mentary buildings, in addition to the £2,500 for 
repairs. ·while we are putting additional imposts 
on the great mass of the people, and particu­
larly when we see the wants of the outside 
districts in the way of water supply and <>ther 
urgent 1natters uncared for, to incnr this expendi­
ture is really too bad, and I shall do what I 
can to eliminate this item from the Estinmtes. 
However, as I said, revenue must be fonnd 
somehow. No doubt the proposal by the late 
Government, last session, of a land-tax was not 
by any means completEl; yet I think it was a step 
in the right direction. There is another remark in 
the speech of the leader of the Opposition to which 
I take exception. He said, "It was not more neces­
sary to t<>x laml than any otherform of accumulated 
property." I understand by that that he meant to 
put landed property and money on the sn,me level. 
If we apply the rule of taxation in proportion to 
the benefits received, then that rule will not hold 
good. There is a difference between the benefits 
derived by the owners of land, and those derived by 
the owners of other ttccumulated property. There 
is this fact staring us plainly in the face, th,tt 
the increaseel value of the fee-simple of land has 
been largely brought about by Government 
expenditure in this colony. IV e cannot define the 
exact amount, but we can see nu1nm·ous instances 
of it. \Ve c:tn see plainly enoug-h that whole dis­
tricts have been doubled and trebled in value by 
Government expenditure. I maintain that there 
is a special reason to tax such land. There mo,y 
be some argument in the reply that the whole 
colony has not benefited by the Government 
expenditure, and that, therefore, the bnds of 
the colony would require to be scheduled. In 
dealing with this quest10n I wish to allude to a 
remark made by the Treasurer during- the 
election. C>Llllpaig-n, and repmtted uy him in 
delivering the uudget speech. He said that it 
was absurd to talk al.Jout putting on '"land-tax, 
because only 2 per cent. of the land had been 
alienated. The previous Trea,snrer, :iYir. Dickson, 
allnded to an acreage tax. rrhat idea 'vants only 
to be calmly stated and looked in the face for a 
minute or two to show people the abe<nrdity of 
it. Take m1 allotment in (tueen street, or in any 
large town of the colony, and C<llltpare it with a 
thousand-acre block of land. I do not think 
there is anything in the 'l'reasurer's objection to 
a land-tax. It is Pne of those things people 
cannot grasp; but they think there must be 
something in it, because such a great authority 
as the Tre:1surer has taken the trouble to 
st:1te it more tlwn once. I do not think it 
'hould guide us at all whether the State 
holds 98 per ctmt. of the land, m only 10 
per cent. The hon. 1nernber for To\vn;;ville, 
I believe, thinks a land-tax is premature; it i., 
not Of~portune _: he is :111 Opportunist also. By 
cleferrmg the land-tax we t,Iay into the hamh 
of people who do not deserve much considera­
tion-the speculators pure and simple. They 

will buy land and sell it before the bnd-tax 
comes about. And then there is a spice of 
unfaimess about it to those who may be buyer;; 
in future. They will h:1ve to buy at inflated 
prices m1d then have to pay the land-tax. In 
common hcmesty, if a hmd-tax is neces,sary, it 
ought to be ilnposed a,s soon as possible in all 
fairness to everybody concerned. \Ve ought not 
to encourage, or in any• way facilitate, the 
rnaking of htrge ::;urns of 1noncy by speculating 
in land. The nmn who specubtes in land 
benefits no one but himself. If he buys land 
at a nominal price and sells at a very mnch 
increased price, simply as :1 land speculation, 
he handicaps those who may buy it. \Ve mi,;sed 
our opportunity when, twenty years :1go, in­
stead of putting £1 per acre upon the land, with 
deferred payments, we should have sold it upon 
strictly occupation conditions, at a mere nominal 
figure, and put a land-tax upon it. That would 
have !'_~::wed a. trernendous arnount of n1ischief; 
we cannot tell how much, becn.use we are not face 
to face yet with all the trouble the old sy~tem 
of dealing with the lands will cause. Anyone 
who studies societl problems at home will see that 
politicians there do not know what way to tum. 
They m>tv see that some reform is necessary, 
but they· do not know how to carry it out 
\vitlwut doing smnething- \·,rhich appears very 
much in the nature of confiscation. If we 
had imposed a land-tax twenty years ogo there 
would have been nothing to iind fault with, 
out if the tax is put on in the future it will be 
wry sore upon persons who bought land at 
infhtted prices twelve or fifteen years ago. If 
there wiJJ be :1n injustice done by putting on 
a land-tax now, that injustice will increase the 
longer it is delayed, and I think the proper time 
to impose it is before the difficulty assumes any 
greater magnitude. In regard to the argument 
that 08 per cent. of the land is in the hands of 
the Crown, I wish the hon. 'rroasurer would tell 
us what he thinks about it. If he would make 
a clean breast of it, we could very soon take up 
the thread of his argument. I wonder the 
hrm. gentleman doe-< not say it would be better 
to wait till the Crown holds no land at 
all. Of cnnrse, even in England the Crown 
holds land, ami yet they have a land-tax, 
and have had it for hundreds of years. I 
presume the hem. gentleman would say that in 
the old country the Crown has no land for 
sale, but only for occupation. If we wait until 
all our land is ";old before a land-tax is imposed­
until the Crown has become dioposse.ssed of all 
land~it is si1nply relegating the land-tax for 
ever ancl ever. It is not likely all Crown land 
here will be sold for a very long pel'iod. I do 
not see u.nything in the argun1ent of the hon. 
gentleman. The tax will only fall upon 
the alicnat~d land and not upon the other. 
The hem. gentleman will say it will reduce the 
value of the bnd now held by the Crown ; but 
we know it will prevent SJH?.culators taking it up 
before it is wanted, and will leave it in the hands 
of the Crown, and if it does only that it will be 
a very benefici:1l tax indeed, and the tendency 
must be that way if it is any way at all. In 
regard to the tariff, I an1 not g-oing to particu­
larise the items tlmt I think ought to have been 
left as they were. I think it would have been 
better if tl1e Treasurer had put a 20 per cent. 
ttcx upon all article, wl1ich we are likely to pro­
duce or manufacture, and left the ad vrtlorcnc 
dutie,-; on other articles of gencrn.l consnrr1ption 
as thc·y were. He should have incree~sed tho 
tlutie~ upon certn..iu a.rticle::~ of luxury, and 
then tried to economise in the public serYicc. 
lf he had done th:1t we should have had 
as good a tariff ns could have been proposed. 
I would be quite willing to make the duties pro­
tective to the extent of 20 per cent. where it can 
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be shown they will have a protective effect; and 
if, as we go on, we find there are certain other 
articles which we can produce, 1 would be willing 
to put duties also upon them. There is another 
aspect of the budget which is a serious one, and 
that is its probable effect upon the northern 
part of the colony. A gentleman suggested to 
me that the two Nm;.thern members in the Gov­
ermnent consented to this tariff for the pur­
pose of furthering the interests of separation. 
I do not believe that suggestion, as I think 
they would hardly go so far as that ; but 
there is no doubt whatever that it will have that 
tendency. If we are to have a Financial 
Separation Bill, which I understs.nd the Govern­
ment intend to go on with, that may tend to 
remove ms.ny of the differences existing between 
the two parts of the colony. I do not think we 
should do anything that would emphasise those 
differences, bnt should, on the contrary, endeavour 
to modify anything that would have that ten­
dency. I shs.ll vote against the proposed remis­
sion of the beer duty, and I think the Gov­
ernment would be well advised in consenting 
to abandon that proposal at once. It will 
not find favour in the country any more 
than in this Uommittee, where many of the 
members on both sirles ara opposed to the remis­
sion of the excise duty upon beer. A number of 
members have expressed themselves as being 
in favour of increasing the proposed duty upon 
;pir·its from 12s. to 14s. They certainly are not 
necessary, and are in my opinion a curse to any 
working man who takes more than a certain 
quantity of them, and a curse to anyone else who 
indulges in them whetber in this House or 
elsewhere. I am, then, prepared to vote for the 
retention of the excise duty upon beer, and for 
the increase of the duty upon spirits. There is 
another matter to which I mnst refer, and it is 
connected not with the tariff proposals, but with 
some amendments which I understand are to be 
moved by the hon. member for Toowoomba, 
Mr. Groom-the remission of the duty upon 
wheat and the imposition of a tax of £1 a 
ton on flour. We know ths.t flour is the staff 
of life, and is indeed the sts.ple food of the 
whole community, and I cannot see my way to 
vote for the proposed tax of £1 a ton on that 
article ; though I may be willing to vote for the 
remission of the duty upon wheat, if it can be 
shown that the tendency of the remission of that 
taxation will be to bring in wheat to be ground 
in this colony. After all, even if this tariff 
should be ps.ssed, I hope it may not be long 
before we have a thorough readjustment of 
the principles of onr taxation, as I shs.ll not 
be at ftll satisfied with our system as long 
as ls.ncl and property are practically exempt. 
·whether that is a good electioneering cry 
or not I do not care very much, but I shall at 
any time be prepared to stand or fall by the 
principle that land and property ought to bear 
a very different share of the burdens of the 
State than they do at present. I will not 
further detain the Committee, and I hope that 
the Colonial Treasnrer will have no reason to 
regret the allowance of full scope in the debate 
upon this matter, and that we shall get through 
the items of the tariff without loss of time. 

Mr. O'CONNELL said: Mr. Jessop,-I am 
sorry to have to prolong the discussion, tts I 
know the leader of the Government is an'<ioas to 
get through with it; still he must be aware that 
we have, to a certain extent, to advocate the 
claimH of our constituents. The hon. member 
who has just sat clown nmcle a remotrk as to the 
proposed means of taxation being a tax per 
capita. I differ from that opinion to a certain 
extent, because where everything is taxed a man 
musL contribute to the revenue in prnportion 
to the amount he spends; and a man who 

has but £2 a week cannot pay as much 
as a man who gets £10 a week. The man 
who spends £1,000 a year contributes a much 
larger amount to the revenue than the man 
who spends only £100 s. year. A point has 
also been raised about the increased value of 
landed property by the expenditure of Govern­
ment money. \Vhat is Government money? 
Is it not actually public money, contributed in 
the first place by the people? If the money was 
expended by private companies on the rs.ilways 
and public workR inste::tcl of by the Government, 
the landed property would be increased in value 
just the same. It would not matter to the 
people by whom the money was spent, and so 
long as the companies made their profit by 
the expenditure they would be satisfied on 
their side. The question of freetrade versus 
protection bas to a certs.in extent come into the dis­
Cilssion, but the effect of the proposed ts.riff upon 
the different constituencies has been allowed by 
most hon. members who bave spoken to have 
most weight. I have been amused, to some 
extent, by the views of freetraders, and they 
haYe, I suppose, been amused by the views of 
protectionists. One thing which has been stated 
is, that it is not necessary to protect the woollen 
and boot manufacturing industries of the colony, 
becttuse the companies alres.dy engs.gecl in them 
cs.n afford to p;>y dividends; but that to me, s.s 
a protectioui,t, is one of the Rtrongest arguments 
for protecting them, because we have already 
proved we can produce these article", and if by 
protection we can prevent the introduction of 
Rimilar products from outside, we may monopo­
lise these industries for the employment of people 
in our own colony. The hon. member for Rock­
hampton hit the key-note the other night when 
he said it was absolutely useless to argue the 
question of freetrade and protection at this stage, 
and I do not intend to enter upon such an argu­
ment. :My principal reason for speaking this 
afternoon is to call the attention of the Colonial 
Treasurer to the fact that the main industrv in 
my district-the sugar industry-instead of being 
fostered is being more heavily t[lxed under the 
proposed tariff. Machinery, steel rails, bags and 
chemicals are all to be ts.xecl under the new tariff. 
Now, we have never attempted to make bags or 
&teel rails. Those articles will have to be intro­
duced, and I doubt whether they will be produced 
here for a very long time to come. 1\ieanwhile 
this will be a very heavy tax on the sngar 
industry. During the debate we have heard a 
gres.t deal about the injustice clone to the 
North by the incidence of taxation, and I 
would ask hon. members what they would say 
supposing sorne hun1anitarian crank proposed 
to do away with the use of explosives for 
sinking shafts. Suppose he came before the 
public and said : "Gentlemen, you must not 
allow those men to use explosives, they are 
dangerous to human life;" and suppose he was 
able to persuade the public that it was wrong 
:tncl dangerous to use explosives. Supposing the 
1'\0Tthern members came clown to this House 
and said : "Surely you are not going to allow 
this crank to induce you to ruin a great indus­
try ; inquire into the matter and ycm will 
see that the use of explosives is absolutely 
necessary to carry on our business," and they were 
replied to by saying, "We are quite aware that 
explosives are necessary, and that you absolutely 
require them, but you must remember that our 
constituents, owing to u. popular agitation, hawe 
declared against the use of explo:sives." \Vhat 
would l,e the result? \Vould theN orthern men 
lmve their greatest industry crip]Jled simply 
because somebody happened to take up a 
Rentiment absolutely false, and which can be 
proved to be false, but which the popular voice 
clamours for? 'rhat is ,the position of the sugat 
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iud11stry. vVe have a large industry. An 
immense amount of capital has been invested in 
it, and we produced last year £1, lOO, 000 worth of 
sugar; and. yet we are told that, because the 
labour used m that industry is supposed to clash 
with white labour, we are not to be allowed to 
carry on the industry. I am not wedded to 
black labour at all, but I do say that you 
have no business to take away anything 
which is necessary to an industry unless you 
are prepared to substitute something in its 
place. The moment you can produce the 
machinery which will do away with the necessity 
of employing black labour, then do away with 
the labour ; but why do away with the labour 
which produces so much wealth to the country? 
In my district we produced £250,000 worth of 
sugar last year, and into whose pockets did 
that go? With the exception of £20,000, the 
whole of that went into the pockets of 
white people, and even the £20,000 that went 
into the pockets of kanakas came back into the 
pockets of white men, because the kanakas 
seldom take money away with them. So that, 
as a matter of fact, instead of doing the white 
labourers good you are doing them harm by 
killing this industry. And, supposing the in­
dustry is killed on these grounds, what would be 
the result? \Vould the population of Queens­
land eat sugar produced by white labour? It 
would do nothing of the kind. \Ve should 
get our sugar from the Mauritius or the 
Chinese factories of Hongkong, and it 
would be grown by black labour. I think 
members of this House should do what the 
hon_ member for Aubigny, Mr. Campbell, did. 
Having seen what was absolutely necessary for 
carrying on the sugar industry, he went before his 
constituents. He told them what he had seen 
and what he considered necessary, and they said 
to him, "If you think black labour is necessary 
we are satisfied to let the planters carry on their 
industry until such time as there is some means 
discovered by which they can carry it on without 
black labour." That is what I am contending for, 
and _I dmw the Premier's attention to the sug­
gestion made by rm hon. member, that we should 
have an inquiry into the agricultural interests of 
the country, so that smue suggestions might 
be made which would le,td to the sugar interest 
being preserved to the country. 

Mr. CR0111BIE said: Mr. Jessop,-It is not 
my intention to detain the Committee long, but it 
seems that every new member is going to speak 
during this debate, and I do not see why I should 
remain out in the cold. I have listened with a 
great deal of attention to the debate, and I must 
say that it has not altered my views in one single 
particular. I think that the Premier has produced a 
tariff that will suit the whole colony better than 
any other tariff that can be produced. He has 
combined a revenue-producing tariff with a pro­
tective tariff; and, although I do not altogether 
rLgree with every item in it, at the same time I 
thinl~ it is a good tariff, and if he will consent to 
some slight altemtions perhaps it may be im­
proved upon. I may as well state that I am a 
protectionist; although in the district I repre­
sent everything that is consumed will have to 
pay increased duty. I believe that protection 
is what we require, and my reason for thinking so 
is, that protection is the medium through which 
the population of the colony will increase. I 
look forward to the time when the increase of the 
population of Qneensland will be so great that, 
instead of having to send onr surplu~ fat stock 
to Victoria and New South \Vales, we shall have 
a market for it within our own borders. That is 
my reason for being a protectionist. I have been 
long enough in the colony to remember what took 
place twenty-five years ago. The colony was 
very young then, and I know that at that 

time the pastoralists were invited by the Gov­
ernment to purchase the land, because the 
money was re<[uired to carry on the govern­
ment of the colony. Now, we find that those 
people who bought the land at the invitati"n of 
the Government, are looked upon as robbers of 
the people's patrimony. \Vel!, it seems to me 
that every industry has a day, when it is the pet 
of some Government, and the pastoralists at hat 
time were the pets of the Government. They 
were looked upon as noble fellows, going out into 
the west and reclaiming the country from the 
blacks. Now that they have brought in revenue 
and have acquired land they are looked upon as 
robbers of the people's patrimony. \Ve come 
then tothesugarindustry and we find that the plan­
ters started on pretty much the same basis. They 
were looked upon as pioneers, and as people who 
were spending large sums of money for the develop­
ment of the country, and for the purpose of intro­
ducing a new indu;try. They succeeded in intro­
ducing it, but times have altered, and now they are 
looked upon as robbers of the people's patrimony. 
The day will come when the miners, who arc now 
the pets of the people of the. colony, will be 
looked upon as robbers of the people's gold, and 
they will have to pay heavy duties. I think 
that time is not very far distant. :b'rom speeches 
that I have heard in this Committee, it seems to 
me that the miners do not want to pay any tax 
at all. They do not want to pay a tax on 
machinery, or gold, or dividends. I think, how­
ever, that they should pay a tax on machinery, 
un gold, and on dividends. They are not, in my 
opinion, taxed to the same extent as any other 
industry in the colony. If it is contended that 
they are, I should very much like to see it 
proved. They get their claims at a very low 
rental, and pay no taxes whatever. 

Mr. SAYEHS: More than you pay for back 
country. 

Mr. CROMBIE: Squatters have had their 
rents trebled and qnadrnpled during the last 
eighteen months, after a season when I do not 
think any private individual would have thought 
or dared to increase their rents. They luwe just 
gone through a very severe depres"fiion which is 
not over yet; indeed it seems at the present time 
worse than ever. The losses from drought now 
are greater in so'me places than they were two 
years ago. 

Mr. BUCKLAND: Wool is going up. 
Mr. CROMBIE : Yes, wool has been going 

up the last few days ; but that is a very small 
matter. Unless rain comes, I do not know what 
the pastoral industry will come to within the 
next three or four months. \V ell, after taking 
everything into consideration, I would be inclined 
to pass this tariff very much as it is. I do not 
altogether agree with the propOi4<<tls in every 
point, and I think the Colonial TreasurPr is quite 
willing to have it altered in some minor matters_ 
If it had been a thoroughly protective tariff I 
should have perhaps coincided with it more than 
I clo, but I think that such a tariff would be out 
of place at the present time. A revenue tariff is 
what we re<[uire most, and as long as it is in the 
direction of protection so much the better for the 
colony. vVith regard to the sugar industry, 
there is no doubt that it is in a very depressed 
state. At the same time, I think that depressed 
condition is caused by the low price of sugar, and 
not by the want of black htbour. The planters 
hrwe got as much black labour as they require, 
but the time i,; coming, and that within two 
years, when black labour will be done away 
with. In view of that fact, I think it will be 
necessary for the present Government to take 
the matter into consideration before the two 
years are over. I am not a separationist, and I 
should be very sorry indeed to see this colony 
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split into two parts ; but at the same time, 
rather than see the sugar indLJstry-one of the 
grandest industries we have in the colony­
destroyed, I would assist the Northern members 
as far as I possibly could in getting separation. 
If the industry cannot be saved by any 
other means, I should certainly adopt that 
cou~·se. I have hearrl a great tnany arguments 
agamst the proposed increase on the duty on 
maize from Northern members. One hem. 
member stated that it would not pay the people 
in the North to grow maize at 10s. tt bushel, 
becauc;e they had other industric' there that 
would pay them better than agriculture. vV ell, I 
think that people who can afford to buy maize at 
10s. a bushel because they can find more profit· 
able employment than growing it, can well 
afford to pay Gel. a bushel extra on the maize they 
consume. Therefore, it appears to me, that 
argument falls to the ground. There has been a 
good deal said in the course of the discussion 
about protection •md freetrade, and a comparison 
has been made between the different colonies by 
the hon. member for Townsville, Mr. Philp. The 
hon. member, anwng other things, quoted the 
population of Victoria and New South IV alP,, 
stnting that in 18813 the population of New South 
\Vales was 1,001,9GG, and the population of Vic­
toria 1,003,000. He cited those statistics as an 
argument in favonr of freetrade. I regard them 
in a totally ditferent lig·ht. I am not much 
given to the study of figures, because the more 
I study them the more I get into a fog, 
and it seems to me that this is the case 
with a great many other people who quote 
figures. I have come to my conclusions from 
observation, and I think the argument brought 
forw•ml by the hon. member prove, the contmry 
to what he intended. The fact that the popula· 
tion of Victoria is 1,003,000, ancl that of l'\ew 
8outh \Vales 1,001,9GG, is in my opinion an 
argument in favour of protection, because the 
colony of Victoria is only about one-third the size of 
the colony of New South \V aleH, and the latter 
is quite ns rich as the forn1er in nlinerals, in agri­
culture, and in pastoral pursuits. Probably, if 
New South IV ales had been a protectionist 
country it would now have nearly 3,000,000 of 
people instead of 1,000,000. 'fhe quality of land 
in New South vV ales is quite· as good as the 
quality of the land in Victoria. I know places 
in the latter colony that are as much subject 
to drought as any part of New South \V ales. The 
\Vimmera district is very much subject to drought 
and that is one of the best agricultural districts in 
Victoria. Arguing the matter in this way I look 
upon Victoria as an example fe>r this colony, 
and I believe that if we had protection pure and 
simple, in a few year.,; we should treble our 
)!Dpnlation. And while speaking on this subject 
I may mention that I do not like the Immigra· 
tion Act at present in force. I belieYe it bring-.~ 
people to the colony who me not the best people 
to introduce here from l'~urope. I think that if 
we had a protective policy the very best people 
in England, Scotbnd, Irelanrl, and from the 
continent of Europe, would come to Qne<'nsland. 
But instead of that we are introducing-I will 
not call them paupers-but people whose pas· 
sages are paid by the Government, and who, 
when they get here, look to the Government to 
pay for eYerytbing ehe. That is another reason 
why I have objected to this freetrarle policy, and 
I hope before very long to see a protective policy 
crrrriod out in this colony. 

J\lr. GRIMES said: Mr. Jessop,-Before 
referring in any \vay to the dh;cnssion un the 
Budget Speech, I wish to nmke a few remarks in 
justific~ttion of the course I took on Thursday 
night last, when I suggested the ,;cljonrnment of 
the debate. At about a quarter to 11 o'clock, 
when hon men1 hers are anxious to catch the last 

tmin or tramcar leaving the city, so as to reach 
their homes, the hun. member for KenneJy, :iYir. 
Lissner, came across and asked me to move the 
adjournment of the debate. I hesitated promising 
to do so, but he said that he andseveralothermem­
bers on the other side wished to speak; I knew 
that seven members on this side also wished to 
Hpeak, and the matter being so very important 
to the populous electorates of Queensland, several 
of which were represented by them, I thought it 
was only fair that they should have an opportunity 
of speaking. I refer to the bon. members for 
Bulimbll, Bundanba, Cairns, vV,>rwick, Fassi· 
fern, vlloolloongabba, and myself-Oxley. I 
ventme to say that these seven members 
represent more population than fourteen members 
who have spoken on the other side whom I 
could name. Considering this, I thought it was 
my duty· to my constituents, seeing that they are 
very considerably affected by the tariff proposals, 
to speak on the subject, and in moving the adjourn· 
ment of the debate I did so out of kindnec;s to 
members on both sides who desired to speak. For 
this act of kindness the hon. gentleman at the 
he>td of the Government made a bitter, vindictive, 
unprovoked, personal attack upon me. He held 
me np to my constituents and to the public as 
a member who neg·lects his duty. He lms 
spoken of me as a member anxious to initiate 
party acrimonious debates- that he could 
not pick out a single member in the House 
who was n1ore conspicuous for introducin5 de­
bates of that kind. He told me that my absence 
from the House was conspicuous ; that I did 
not listen to the debates-paid no attention 
to them-and in the same breath he contra­
dicted that and told me that for three or four 
days he had noticed that I had been taking 
notes. How in the world I could take notes 
without listening to the speeches of hon. rnem· 
hers I cannot tell. Now, sir, I think I can 
appeal to you. Y on know pretty well, ever 
since I have been in the Honse, that from half­
past 3 until hnJf-past 10 o'clock at night I am 
very seldom absent from my seat. I never fritter 
>tway my time in the refreshment-room drink­
ing whiRky and srr10king cigars. I do think it is 
unfair for the hon. gentleman to attack me in 
the wa.y he has done. As far as the initiation of 
acrimonious debates is concerned, the speeches 
I have made during the last ten years-since I 
have been a member of this House-are recorded 
in Hctnsctrd, and I challenge the hon. member­
he may search my speeches there ; he will find 
them in plain language-I call a spade a spade, 
and when I am attacked I admit that I 
endea,vour to give "a Roland for an Oliver ;'' 
but I challenge him to find a single speech I 
have deli\'ered in which there has been so much 
cliscourtesy or so much personality introduced as 
in the speech he made on Thursday last with 
reference to myself. I said the speech he made 
was vindictive. I shall endeavour to steer clear 
of breaking any of our rules by imputing motives 
to members. I do not wish to do so, but I will 
state the facts and leave hon. members to draw 
their own conclusions. I, sir, have been the 
muse of a very bitter disappointment to the hon. 
gentleman-I was going to say the "innocent 
cause," but perhaps hon. members wonld not 
believe in n1y innocence. However, Rir, I have 
been the cause of some very bitter di,;appoint­
ment to him. He had set his heart upon getting 
the seat for Oxley-had made up his mind that 
he sbonld hav-e it for one of his Ministers. 
\Yell, sir, having been the representative of 
the Oxley electorate for ten vear><, I considered 
th>tt I had a prior cl>tim to it. J, therefore, was 
not willing to give up the se>tt without a contest. 
I contester] the election with the candidate 
broug-ht forward by the party at present in 
power. The hon. gentleman at the head of the 
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Government did his utmost for his candidate. 
He went twice to the electorate, attended his 
meetings, spoke on his behalf, and, I believe, did 
his level be,t to get him returned. vVell, sir, the 
result of the poll was that the party suffered a 
most crushing defeat. 

HONOURABLE JYIE;IIBERS : Question. 

Mr. GRIMES: Hon. members may cry out 
''question." but I am keeping within the Stand­
ing Orders, and I shall have my say. I say the 
result was a crushing defeat for the present 
Ministry. Not only did the Premier lose a seat, 
but he lost a Minister who would have been 
exceedingly useful to him in this House-a 
gentleman, who, although an opponent of mine, 
I give credit for being very able in knocking Bills 
into shape for Parliament; and he would have 
been extremely useful to the party opposite in 
knocking some of their Bills into shape. The 
want of such a gentleman has been painfully 
apparent during the present session. Of course 
the Government have had to fall back upon the 
hon. the leader of the Opposition to do this for 
them now ; they would have felt much more 
independent if they had a capable man on 
the other side to have done something in 
that line. But, sir, disappointments of this 
kind may happen to us all through life, and 
it is just as well that we should meet them 
in a philosophic kind of way; that we should not 
allow them to take great hold of our minds ; that 
we should show that we have minds something 
above the average of minds, and should not allow 
vinclictivene"s to run rampant, because, if we 
do, even in the case of a Premier, it will lead 
to a very undignified and humiliating position. 
I think I have justified the action I took in 
moving the adjournment of the debate, and I 
have given hon. members an opportunity of 
judging what was really behind the unprovoked 
attack that was made upon me. I will now 
refer to other matters. Various subjects have 
been introduced into the debate. vVe have had 
the old stalking-horse of the Land Act intro­
duced; indeed half the debate has been taken 
up by the cliscus"ion of the Land Act. vVe have 
)md the o_lcl cry of black labour and the sugar 
mdustry mtroducecl by the hon. member for 
Leichhardt, l\Ir. Paul, and mentioned by other 
hon. members present this afternoon, and it 
has been referred to by the hon. member for 
Cambooya, Mr. Perkins. During that hon. 
member's speech he made a very pointed allusion 
to myself-an allusion I intend to reply to. He 
referred to certain sugar-planters who combined 
arrowroot-growing ·with sugar-growing, and who 
grew cane about the height of the bench before 
him ; and yet those individuals came down to 
the House to say that from their experience cane 
could be grown by European labour. I am not 
ashamed of being an arrowroot-grower ; it is 
quite as honourable a calling as the one the 
hon. member has-a brewer. The product 
of an anowro<Jt mill is quite as useful as 
that of a brewery. 'fhe product of an arrow­
root mill helps to make babes into ;trong men. 
The product of a brewery tends to make 
strong men helpless and childish. That is 
the difference. 'l'he hon. member referred to the 
short cane that was grown. If he knew any­
thing about cane-growing he woulcl know that 
we do not value c'me by its length ttny more 
than we value beer by the depth of the glass. 
Son1etirne~ juice frorn la,nky crl!nc i:'\ vel'y 
wiRhy-'>vashy, aH some beer is when it is in 
a " long-sleever." The hon. member has not 
shown that he is well-up in sugar-growing 
by his reference to short cane. Short cane entails 
less cartage an cl sometimes realises more profit. He 
has also raised the old cry that the party on this 
side have strangled the sugar industry. In 

refutation of thttt charge I will refer to a remark 
made the other night by the hon. member for 
Townsville, Mr. Philp. I was delighted to hear 
it, and I wish it could he printed in red letters, 
or in letters of gold, or anything that will bring 
it prominently before the public. Referring to 
some trips he had made to the North, the hon. 
member said he saw, in the district of JVIourilyan, 
a plantation where-now that they hac! cleared 
the scrub away and got the cane planted-two 
or three white men with implements were doing 
the work where forty kanakas hac! been used 
before. If the action taken by hon. members 
on this side in stopping black labour has brought 
that about, we have done good not oBly to the 
colony but to the planters themselves. If 
we have taught them that two or three 
white men with implements can do the work 
of forty kanakas, then, I say, we have done 
them good; I was delighted to hear from the 
hon. member, who no doubt knows a good 
deal about the matter, that it has made a com­
plete convert of him. The hon. member sttys 
we have not to look to black labour to support the 
sugar industry; that it is not to be carried on even 
by small European settlers working through a cen­
tralmill; but that it is to be done by intelligent 
European labour with labour-saving appliances. 
That is exactly the ground I have taken up, and, 
while advocating the use of white labour, 1 have 
endeavoured to show, from my own experience, 
that by intelligent European labour, with labour­
saving appliances, it is possible to work a planttt­
tion cheaper than by the employment of kanakas. 
I am pleased to hear from the hon. member that 
it has been tried in the North and has !J,-,eu 
found successful ; and the aclmowle<lgment of 
the hon. member for 'fownsville does away for 
ever with the charge that we on this side have 
strangled the sugar industry. It is not the 
question of labour that has affected the sugar 
industry, hut the low price of sugar. vV e have 
before us three proposals for taxation-a land­
tax, an income and property tax, and taxation 
through the Custom-house. I have not been tt 
supporter of the land-tax, but I certainly would 
much prefer to support a land-tax, as introduced 
by the leader of the Opposition, than I would to 
Hupport the proposed mode of rai,ing revenue ; it 
would be much fairer, ~t any rate. I favour a 

· property and income tax, because it will get at 
those indh-icluals who are not bearing their fair 
share of tttxation. It will get at the shiny-coated 
bumble-bees and drones of the hive. Hitherto we 
have pre,sed too heavily on the workers, and I 
think it is time we laid a little burden on those 
who are more able to bear it. I should 
like to get at the nbsentees from the colony, 
At present they are drawing large incon1es 
from Queensland, and the only time we can get 
at them is when they "shuflie off this mortal 
coil," then the Treasury gets a little from them 
in the shape of probate sta,mps and succession 
dntie;. But we should get a little from them tts 
they are going along. Then there are our 
cttpitalists-onr money-lenders-whttt do we get 
from them? \Ve have stamp duties on mortgag·es, 
on transfers, and on releases, but they get out of 
this burthen by throwing it entirely on the 
borrower; he has to pay all this while the lender 
gets scot-free. Some means ought to be adopted 
that would reach them. Then there are the 
speculators- men who do nothing else but 
speculate with their money, and who are reaping 
large profits by buying up land and re-selling 
it. The transfers come upon the purchaser, 
and the seller again gets off scot-free. vVhat 
extra burden will the proposed tariff place 
upon those persons? It will make but a slight 
difference-very little when comvared with the 
way in which it will p1·ess upon us. I say that 
instead of looking to the Custom-house for 
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increased revenue we should have looked in 
other quarters. Our present direct taxation, 
principally through Lhe Customs, reaches £3 18s. 
Sd. per head on all in (:;Jueensland, and I think 
the Administration ought to have paused before 
they submitted to us proposals of this kind, 
increasing these duties by somethiw: like 10 or 
1!5 per cent. There seems to be a wide difference 
of opinion a,mong:::;t hon. n1embers in reference 
to this proposed tariff. Very few who have 
addressed the Committee have expressed their 
approval of it. One gentleman did so this 
afternoon, and before he sat down he qualified 
his approval very much. Nearly all hem. 
members· have expressed their disapproval in 
some shape or form. Some, I know, have 
expressed their pleasure at seeing that the 
Government have had the courage to introduce 
protection, and they congratulate the Govern­
ment upon it. vV e did not get many "hear, 
hears" from the Ministry when hon. gentlemen 
referred to it in that way. But when any hon. 
member referredtoitasonlyan increased tariff for 
revenue J•Urposes he was cheered by members of 
the Ministry. No doubt, bein¥ a freetrade 
Ministry, they still have their longings for these 
old lines. Before we enter m~JCh upon the 
radical change proposed to be made in the fiscal 
policy of the country this matter ought to have 
been made a test question at a general election. 

HoNOURABLE MmiBEllS: So it was. 

Mr. GRIMES: Hitherto it has not been a 
general question touched upon by candidates 
throughout the colony of Queensland. Perhaps 
candidates were never questioned at all upon 
this matter. Very little reference was made to 
it in my own electorate, although I am the repre­
sentative of a farming constituency. I think it 
would be far better, if we are to have a protective 
policy in Queensland, to have the question 
decided at once and for ever at a general election. 
At present we cannot depend upon it. It will 
not have its desired effect if it is brought in in a 
half-hearted way. Capitalists who perhaps would 
like to invest their money in manufactures will 
not have that confidence in the permanency of 
this policy if it is brought in in the way it hits 
been. They will be afraid to invest money in 
factories le't there should be a change in the 
minds of the electorR at the next general election, 
and a return to the freetrade policy, which would 
ruin them. By this means we shall check 
the e"penditure of money in manufactures, 
and the effect of the proposed tariff will be 
only to encourage monopolists~the few mono­
polists we have at the present time. That will 
be the ofiect of this half-hearted way of intro­
ducing a protective tariff. \Vhatever name this 
tariff may be called by~and it has had many 
names~by one it is called a protective tariff, and 
by another a tariff to increase revenue, while 
one referred to it as a hybrid~but by whatever 
other namn it is c:clled, to my mind it resembles 
an animal peculiar to the Australian colonies~ 
the platypus. It has the beak and the capacious 
maw of the duck, and is able to g·obble up all 
the hard-earned savings of the working man. 
It will gobble them up one after another, and 
leave them destitute. At the same time it 
appears to have the body of a rat. There 
is no doubt, when the preclent Ministry framed 
this tariff, they departed from nearly all 
of their political principles. It is not neces­
sary for me to endeavour to prove this, because 
it has been alre[ldy proved by the quota­
tions from Hansari read by the hon. leader of 
the Opposition. I say tlut it is a tariff that h"s 
not the approval of the majority of the Ministry 
at heart. They may agree to it as a matter of 
policy, but they do not really believe in it ; and 
I shall be quite prepared to see the hon. 

leader of the Government give way to the 
pressure that will be brought upon him by mem­
bers of his own side, backed up, perhaps, by a 
few on this side. By this tariff, it appears to 
me that we are going back to a period in the 
history of the old country, when they had a 
policy of this kind, and they abandoned it, and 
condemned it as wanting. In 1842, before the 
Budget proposals of Sir H.obert Peel were intro­
duced, there was a compreheusi ve tariff such as 
this, which comprised some 1,200 articles, and what 
has been the result? From that time to this 
there has been a gradual reducing of the Customs 
duties. Only thirteen articles are comprised in 
the present tariff, mostly articles of luxury. An 
artide written by Sydney Smith upon the tariff 
of that day seems so applicable to the tariff pro­
posed by the present Ministry that I shall 
trespass upon the time of the Committee by 
reading it. It expresses in very forcible language 
his opinions in reference to the tariff previous to 
the year 1842, and it is equally applicable, with 
one or two exceptions, to the tariff of the present 
day. This is the language of Sydney Herbert 
Smith:~ 

"Taxes upon every article which enters into the 
month or covers the back, or is pla.ced under the foot. 
Taxes upon everything which it is pleasant to sec, hr~tr, 
feel, smell, or taste. rraxcs upon 1varmth, light, and 
locomotion. Taxes upon everything on earth or under 
the mLrth; on everything that comes from abroad or is 
grown at home. Ta.xes on the raw material, taxes on 
every fresh value that is adcled to it by the industry of 
man. Taxes on the sauce which pampers a man's 
appetite, and on the drng that restores him to hcuJth; 
on the ermine \Yhich decorates the judge, and on the 
rope which hang:"~ the criminal; on the poor man's sa.lt, 
and the rich man's spice; on the brass nails of the coffin, 
and on the ribbons of the bride; at bed orl)oard, eau chant 
or levantwe must pay. 'fheschoolboywhipshis taxed top; 
the beardless youth manages his taxed horse \Vith a 
taxed bridle on a taxed road; an cl the dying English­
mrrn, pouring his medicine, ,-.;;hich has paid 7 per cent., 
into a spoon that has paid 15 per cent., flings himself 
b~wk upon h1s chintz bed which has paid 22 per cent., 
and ex}Jires in the a.rms of an apothecary who has paid 
a license of £100 for the privilege of putting hi1n to 
death. His whole property is then immediately taxed 
from 2 to 10 per cent. Besides the pl·o1Jatc large fees 
are demanded for bnry1ng him in the chancel. His 
virtues arc ha11rled down to 11osterity on taxed marble, 
and he will then be gathered to his f~tthcrs to be ta.xccl 
no n1ore. '' 
That, with one or two exceptions, is a very 
truthful de.,crir,tion of the tariff introduced by 
the present Ministry. This tariff will press 
exceptionally heavily upon the poor man and 
the man with a large family ; the best colonists 
we have in Queensland, and the very class of 
colonjsts we most desire to encourage to cmne 
here. As a family man with a large family, I 
feel the burden, and those who are not in the 
position I am in will feel it still more. There has 
been a deal of sympathy expressed for the 
farmer during this debate. I did not think the 
farmers had so many friends in this Committee 
as they appear to have. They have jumped up on 
all sides, ::tnd it seems as if the farmers were 
likely to come in for a little consideration. I 
will just give the Committee a farmer's idea of 
this tariff. I luwe a number of real honest 
farmers in my electorate of Oxley. Some of 
them are hard-headed Scotchmen, who m1n see as 
far through a deal board as most people, and this 
is their view of the proposals of the Government. 
One farmer speaks of it in this way. He says 
it put' od. into one pocket and takes 1s. 6d. 
out of the other. If the gentleman at the head 
of the Government, who is said to be one of the 
largest agriculturists in Queensland, proposes this 
tariff as a sample of his sympathy for the small 
agriculturist, they may well say, " Save us 
from his protection !" That is the opinion of a 
hard-headed Scotchman in my electorate, and I 
do not wonder at his holding it. I am prepared 
to admit that it is difficult to protect or assist 
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the farmer in any way by the tariff. I _do 
not see how putting ls. a bushel on ma1ze 
comin" into the colony is going to benefit the 
farme;s at all, when at certain seasons of the 
year, when the crops come in, we have more 
maize in Queensland than we can consume, and 
our farmers are actually competing against them­
selves and reducing the pricP. That is the case, 
bt?cause n1a.ize, as gro\vn in 9ueenslancl, is an 
article that cannot be kept ; It must be sold at 
once. Queenshnd is so ]Jrolific of insect life that 
before the corn i~ cut from the stalk it has weevil 
in it and it must be sold immediately it is picked 
and thrashed. The farmers cannot keep it except 
at serious loss, and during the s~ason when 
maize is coming into the market, If there has 
been anything like a fruitful season, there is no 
maize coming from the other colonies, and under 
those circumstances a tax of Is. a bushel on 
maize must be inoperative and useless, and when 
the farmer here hits no maize to sell, it only 
becomes a burden upon the community of con· 
sumers. The same arguments will apply to 
butter. ·when we find butter often quoted in 
the Ipswich market at 5d. a pound, where 
will be the use of putting a protective duty 
of 4d. a pound on it? Protection, then, 
will not help the farmer, and we must look 
for assistance to the farmer in some other direc­
tion altogether. Let the Government. assist-let 
us all unite in assisting-in the establishment of 
some staple article of produce that we can export 
in any quantity. Let us assist them by con­
serving water, and by estD bli"hing schemes for 
irrigation. Let us assist them by putting all 
labour-saving appliances on ~he free list-all 
farming implements and machmery. Let us put 
them in such a position that, by the use of those 
implementR and the newest designs of labour­
saving machinery, they may be able to compete 
successfully with other countries. Let us above 
all remove all taxation from articles necessary to 
life. Put taxation upou luxuries if you will, but 
put the f~trmer in the position to live cheaply and 
keep his men chettply, and then he will be in a 
position to compete with those in foreign 
countries. Those are the lines we ought to 
follow if we wish to do the farn.ers any good, 
and not attempt to heap upon them taxation 
which they are unable to stand. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBEil: You want low 
wages. 

Mr. GRIMES: The working man does. not 
look so much to the amount of the wages placed 
in his hand on the Saturday night as to what 
it will purchaee. The man who is married asks 
himself : "What can I save after keeping my 
wife and family ? " 

An HoNOUl\ABLE MEMBER : On Ss. a week. 
Mr. GRIMES: He says: "Put me in a 

position to live cheaply and then I can work 
cheaply." I maintain that is the policy for this 
country. We are looking to our mineral, 
pastoral, and agricultural products, and we have 
to compete with other countries yielding those 
commodities; and before we can do so successfully 
we must have the cost of living in Queens­
land as cheap as it is in those countries, and 
then we can pay wages which will keep men 
in comfort. Hon. members have interjected 
something about Ss. a week. That may be the 
wages they pay, but it is not the rate of W>cges I 
pay. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS : Less than that? 
Mr. GRIMES: The hon. member for Cam­

booya says he pays less than that. The lowest 
wages I pay is 14s. a week and board, and 
I pay from that up to 10s. a day as wages. I 
hope the constituents of the hon. member for 
Cambooya will read this. He confesses to paying 
his men 8s. a week. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS: You said you paid 
your men Ss. a week. 

An HoNOURAmE JliiEli!DER : And worh them 
sixteen hours a day. 

Mr. GRIJYII~S : They work ten honrs a day 
n,nd are paid for overtime. I do not wo;'k 
J~nglishmcn like some hon_. gentlemen oppos1te 
work their kanakas, until they drop m the 
mill and are carried out to die. Hon. mem­
bers who are seeking to increase the tariff 
on agricultural produce must not lo.ok t? me for 
assistance. I look in another direct10n, and 
maintain that the way to assist the farmers 
will ·be by reducing "the tax on machinery, 
and the other ways I have indicated. I opposed 
that tax when it was first put on, and I oppose 
the addition, and will assist in removing- it 
altogether. I think in a colony like this we 
should admit machinery entirely free. . Let us 
be in the position to get the best machmery at 

'the cheapest rate, and by the help of intell~gent 
men we shall be able to apply that machmery 
so as to cheapen production. I shall oppose 
the proposed tariff on boots and sl!oes. I 
think it is monstrous that the workmg man 
should have to pay ls. lOd. m; his blucher Jc;oots 
whilst the gentleman who Imports a pan' of 
hunting boots does not pay any more. I cannot 
understand how the hon. gentleman at the head 
of the Government could come down with such a 
proposal; and I can only account for it by saying 
that he feels the want of a very able gentleman 
whom he wanted to have by his side. If that 
gentleman had been ~here, an? ha~ anything to 
do with the constructiOn of th1s tantf, we should 
not have had it in this form. It is proposed to 
increase the duty on bran to 4d. per 20 lbs. That 
will come exceedingly heavy on a large number 
of those who are endeavouring to supply the large 
towns of Queensland with milk. ~t the prese!'t 
time the milk supply to the inhab1tants of Bns· 
bane is raised mostly by bran and chaff. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS: And water. 
Mr. GRIMES: The hon. gentleman must 

think the milkmen deal as largely in water as 
he does himself, but they do not dilute their 
milk to the same extent that the hon. gentleman 
dilutes somethinu I shall not mention. I shall 
oppose the duty" on flour, because I think that 
would be the last straw that would break the 
poor man's back. \Vhy should a tax be put on 
flour? 

Mr. MURPHY: No tax is proposed. 
Mr. GRIMES: It has been proposed as an 

amendment. 
Mr. HAMILTON: By your own side. 
Mr. GUIMES: The hon. gentleman who 

proposes it need not expec~ my support. Now, 
there is to be 3s. a cwt. on Iron castmgs. These 
iron castings imported _into Queensland we can­
not get made here simply because they are 
imported on purpose. to supply breaka~e of 
machinery not made m the c0lony, and If we 
have t.o go to any of the foundries to get castings 
to fill up these deficiencies we have to pay enor. 
mously for a pattern. I have to do with 
machinery and with our foundries, and I know 
that. Besides, the castings I mention cannot be 
made here. We cannot produce malleable 1ron 
castings in Queensiancl yet, and there is a great 
deal of the machinery that comes here, parts of 
which are of malleable iron. Castings for our 
mowing mv.,chines, reaping 1nachin~s, and ~uch 
like have to be imported, and If any hon. 
med1ber moves an amendment in that direc­
tion I shall support it. Now, I _would call 
attention to some of the exemptions. The 
Treasurer has exempted tailors' trimmings. I 
do not know whether he is aware what that will 
allow to come in here free. Things which >ue. 
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used as trimmings by the tailors and shirt­
makers are used also for other purposes. I may 
refer to one single thing-" herden." It is used 
in the tailoring business, and it is also used in 
1naking sugar-bags, and as drying cloths, and 
hundreds of other purposes? How will it be 
possible to distinguish between what is going to be 
used as trimmings and what is going to be used 
for other purposes? This exemption will open 
the way to a deal of dishonesty. 

The MINISTER Ji'OR MINES AND 
WOllKS (Hon. J. M. Macrossan): Where are 
sugar-bags made? 

Mr. GRIMES: They are made here s'ome­
times. 

An HONOURABLJ<J MEMBER : Who makes them? 
Mr. GRIMES: I have had them made, pre­

ferring to give work to those on the plantation 
rather than buy them. 

An HONOURABLE M:BJMBER : That is too thin. 
Mr. GRIMES: They are made here, and I 

shonld like to see the industry extended. I 
shall oppose the removal of the excise duty on 
beer, and my first reason for doing so is that by 
putting the duty on raw material you make 
others besid<Is the beer· mannfacturers contribute 
to the revenue. Hops are largely used in every 
household-for bread making and other purposes. 
The general public will, therefore, be made to 
pay a part of this excise duty which formerly 
has been co!1ected from the brewers, and pro­
bably from the retail dealers. Although the 
late Government raised something like £30,000 
from that duty, it did not raise the price 
of beer to the consumer. Then I shall oppose 
it on thi~ ground: That it will lead to the 
use of chemicals instead of the raw material ; 
instead of the proper ingredients for beer-malt, 
hops, and sugar, or glucose. vV e know that it is 
possible to make a kind of beer, using nothing else 
but chemicals. There are books published direct­
ing persons how to make ten or twenty drinks 
from chemicals alone, and it is well known that 
chemicals are employed in the manufacture of 
beer. It is so often clone that it is necessary for 
brewers who have a reputation for brewing good 
liquor, and who would like to keep that reputa­
tion, to caution their brewers that they are not 
to bring on the premises any deleterious drugs. 
\V e had this from the member for Cambooya, 
the Hon. P. Perkins. I will give his own words 
from Hctnscu·d on the subject. 'J'he hon. member 
said:-

"I cautioned our brewer four years ago that if he 
brought any chemicals into the place I would prosecute 
him, and that circumstance is well known to the hon. 
member for fJ.'o\vnsville, ::\'Ir. Philp." 
That shows that it is a common thing for brewers 
to use chemicals to produce beer. \V e do not in 
every case meet with gentlemen like the hon. 
member for Cambooya, who really honestly brew 
their beer. There are numbers of others who do 
not do so. \Vhile, therefore, we might fearlessly 
allow the excise to be remitted, and the proposed 
duty imposed on malt and hops, in the case of 
the hon. member, yet it must be admitted that 
others might take ad v::mtage of the change 
in the way I have indicated. Under all the 
circumstances, I am of opinion that it would ~be 
far better to keep the excise duty on beer than 
to transfer the duty to the material used in its 
manufacture. Another reason why I object to 
the proposal is that the excise is and will continue 
to be an increasing source of revenue from 
year to year, while the receipts from the 
duty on the mw material will most likely 
decrease from year to year, <~nd we shall have 
to look to other s•mrces to make up the 
deficiency. If, therefore, nCJ one else moves 
an amendment, I shall at the proper time 

submit a proposition to retain the excise on beer, 
I have given a pretty good idea of the alterations 
in the tariff I shall support. I shall support 
an increa<ed duty on whisky, brandy, rum­
on all kinds of spirits. Methylated spirits we 
can make in the colony, and there will be no 
harm in the same duty being placed upon them, 

Mr. MURPHY said: Mr. Jessop,-I do not 
rise for the purpose of making a long speech 
upon the tariff. I rise more particularly to 
make a few remarks in reply to some that 
have fallen from the hon. member who has just 
sat down. The hon. gentleman professes to be 
a freetrader. I cannot understand why, holding 
those principles, he sits on that side of the 
House and how he could expect to get from his 
own leader a more favourable tariff than this, 
according to his own ideas. He blames this 
side of the House for not having adopted a 
land-tax as a means of raising revenue in 
preference to the proposals now issued by the 
leader of the Government. But I would like 
to remind the hon. gentleman that, although 
a land-tax at one time emanated from mem­
bers now sitting on the other side of the House, 
they thought proper to abandon it when the time 
came to press it home. And why did they do 
so? Because they knew that the country would 
not stand a land-tax. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
Donaldson): Do you remember the compact 
they entered into? 

Mr. MURPHY: I remember the compact the 
then leader of the Government entered into with 
his followers. 
. The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIJ<'FITH: What 

compact? 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL : To sup­

port the second reading· and then let it go. 
The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: I do not 

know anything about it. You may have heard 
of it; I did not. 

Mr. MURPHY: It was mentioned in election 
speeches. Although that understanding was 
never stated by the leader of the Opposition in 
this House, still we knew perfectly well, from 
what we heard from his followers, that such a 
compact had been entered into. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: I never 
heard of it. 

Mr. MURPHY: Then the hon. member said, 
why did the Government not propose an income­
tax or a property-tax? But the hem. gentleman 
opposite is not in favour of an income-tax or a 
property-tax. 

Mr. GRIMES : I am. 
Mr. MURPHY: The hon. member may be, 

but the gentleman behind whom he is sitting 
would not propose either an income-tax or a 
property-tax. On the other hand, in all pro­
bability, he would have brought in a much 
stronger protectionist tariff than the one now 
proposed. 

Mr. GRIMES: I am on the cross benches, 
Mr. MURPHY : I do ,not think that during 

the election the hem. gentleman pretended that he 
was sitting on a rail. Ho may feel it incumbent 
upon him to ride on a rail now, but I do not 
thii1k that is the line upon which he was returned. 
It has never been my misfortune since I have 
had the honour of a se:tt in this House to listen 
to a speech in which so much crass ignorance 
was displayed than in the speech we have just 
listened to. The hon. gentleman said the effect 
of a protectionist tariff would be that even before 
the present Government left office the working 
men of the colony would be almost destitute. I 
should like the hon. gentleman to go to the colony 
of Victoria, where a protectionist policy has been 
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in operation for the last twenty years, and see 
whether, advocating a freetrade policy, he could 
find a single constituency, or a single working man 
throughout the length and breadth of the land, 
who would believe in the sentiments he has jnst 
nttered, whose votH would not be a protest and a 
distinct denial of the fact as stated by him-that 
at the end of five years the working men of this 
colony w0nld be reduced to beggn.ry by the 
oper&'tion of a protective tariff. \Vhy, sir, a 
protectionist tariff is introduced for the pur­
pose of benefiting the working man; he gets 
all the benefit from protection. It establishes 
manufactories, and finds work for <Wery man 
in the colony. That has been abundantly 
proved over and over again by countries where 
protection has been tried. I am not going into 
the theory of freetrade and protection, but the 
hon. gentleman has only to look to Canada, or 
the United States, and he will find that 
every statement he has uttered here with 
regard to protection will be refuted by the 
logic of facts in those countries. I know 
what the hon. gentleman wishes to do. He 
wishes to reduce the labour of this colony to 
the level of labour in England. He wants to 
get labour for his arrowroot mill at from 3s. or 
4s. or. Ss. a week. He wants his labourers to 
work sixteen hours a day for a mere pittance. 
That is his ol.Jject. He has let the cat out of the 
bag. He may be prosecuting an industry that 
does not require any protection, for all I know; 
but I am certain th:1t he is speaking from his 
own selfish standpoint. I never heard a senti­
ment uttered by that hon. member that was 
not narrow-minded and selfish, and he is now 
trying to carry them out in regard to the present 
tariff. Well, sir, although the tariff, as brought 
in by the Government, does not meet my views as a 
protectionist altogether, still I shall vote for it as 
it stands. I should like to see it altered in some 
respects, but Ishall do nothing that will in anyway 
endanger the measure from coming into operation. 
I look upon it as a good beginning. You can­
not make a sudden reversal of the fiscal policy 
of a country without necessarily treading on the 
toes of a great many people. Therefore, in 
order to achieve the end we have in view, I for 
one am willing that we should commence slowly 
and gradually. And this policy, which we 
think is the best for the country, will, I am 
sure, commend itself even to the most ardent 
freetrader in the House ; and when he has 
seen the policy at work for five years he 
will, as the freetraders in Victoria did, come 
round to the views of the protectionists. The 
prosperity that this protectionist, or semi­
protectionist, tariff will bring to the people 
of this country will cause them to say that 
the greatest benefactor the colony has ever 
had is the gentleman who introduced tbis 
tariff into the House. I have no hesita,tion in 
saying that this side of the House will be able to 
appeal to the electors at the end of five years, 
and point with pride to the work they have done 
in passing this tariff ; and we shall find that it 
has commended itself to the people of the colony. 
I shall have much pleasure in supporting the 
proposed tariff. 

Mr. Mc:\1ASTER said: Mr. Jessop,-At one 
time I thought I should let this debate pa~s by 
without saying anything on it until we came to 
the details ; and, as I am suffering from a severe 
cold, I shall not make a very long speech to-night. 
Probably I should not have said anything at all 
hut for the remarks of tbe hon. member for 
Toowoomba the other night, which, I think, 
ought not to go forth unchallenged. Before re­
ferring to that I will say a few words on the 
tariff. I must confess that I am very much disap­
pointed with it. No tariff has been brought down 
to this House since we have had responsible gov-

ernment that has created more disappointment 
and discontent. It is neither a protective tariff nor 
a freetrade tariff. For the protectionists it does 
not go far enough, and for tbe freetraders it goes 
a great deal too far; and it would be much better 
to say at once that it is simply a tariff for the 
purpose of raising revenue. Although the puhlic 
have not called out very londly, they are calling 
out silently-they are thinking loudly about it­
they are thinking a great rleal more than they 
say ; and I do not think the hon. member for 
Barcoo will find his anticipations realised when 
he goes before his constituents at the end of five 
years ; he will not find that the colonists bave 
approved of this tariff as much as he thinks. I 
am rather surprised at the Colonial Treasurer 
bringing down this tariff, inasmuch as people 
expected something very much different. \Ve 
were told during the general election campaign 
that such a boom of prosJ,erity would overtake 
the colony that we should scarcely know what ~o 
do with our wealth. The boom has come, and It 
has fallen upon the working· people ofthe colony. 
This tariff, I maintain, falls the heaviest on 
the man with the smalle9t means ; and how the 
Government could bring in a tariff which has 
that effect, in the face of the arguments they 
used during the la't session of the last Pat·lia­
ment, I am at a. loss to know. To a man, those 
on the Ministerial bench-with the exception of 
the Chief Secretary, who was not in the House­
said plainly that they would not allow any 
additional taxation to be placed on the people.-

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: Did you 
refer to Hansard before you made that state­
ment? 

Mr. McMASTER: I am referring to Han­
sanl. 

The POSTMASTER- GENERAL : Then 
quote correctly. 

Mr. McMARTER: I will fJUote it if the hon. 
gentleman wishes. On the 17th August, 1887, 
in the debate on vV ays and Means, the then 
leader of the Opposition, now the Colonial 
Secretary, moved this amendment upon the 
resolution that had been moved by the then 
Chief Secretary, Sir S. \V. Griffith :-

" That, in the opinion of thh Committee, the finan­
cial position of the colony, as disclosed in the Premier's 
Statement, does not warrant the imposition of any 
further taxation on the people of Queensland." 
\Vhat does that mean ? H means that they did 
not intend to levy further taxation on the people. 
To show that that was what they meant wben 
the question was put, the hon. members then 
sitting on the Opposition side walked outside the 
bar. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: And some 
on your side went with them. 

Mr. Me MASTER: You did not stand your 
ground like a Scotchman, or you might, with 
their help, have carrieJ the division. 

The COLONIAL RECRETARY: I did not 
want to carry the division. 

Mr. McMASTER : The taxation then pro­
posed by Sir S. vV. Griffith would have fallen 
on the shoulders of those bPst able to bear 
it. Under this tariff there is not an article 
that the working nutn use$-I mn speaking 
of labouring men, not mechanics-that is 
not t>1xeu, except the needles which his thrifty 
wife mends his clothes with. The mechanic 
gets his tools free, but the man who earns his 
3Gs. or £2 a week-and there are thousands in 
the colony earning that rate of wages-will find 
tbat this tariff will increase his burden to the 
tune of 7s. or Ss. per week. vVhom does this 
tariff benefit? The large capitalists. 

An HONOURABLE JY1E§IBER; The working man• 
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Mr. McMASTER : It does nothing of the 
kind. We have been told that the working man 
has to pay for his Gs. Gd. hoots just the same as 
hon. members on the other side will have to pay 
for a pair of boots that cost 30s. Is that a 
benefit for the working man? Of course we shall 
be told that those boots can be manufactured in 
the colony, and that it will give employment to a 
certain number of shoemakers in the colony. 
But everybody in the colony is not a shoemaker; 
and even if employment cmild be found for a few 
hundreds or thousands, why should every man, 
woman, and child be made to pay a heavy 
tax to keep that trade up? I am not going 
into figures to-night, because there is a gentle­
man on this side very clever at figures, who 
will be able to show, before the tariff gets 
through, that this tariff will fall the heaviest 
on tha class who can least afford to pay it. 
It was 'listinctly thought from that amend­
ment that the hon. gentleman believed there was 
no necessity to tax the people heavier than they 
were. But now there is a tariff proposed, not 
with a few small additions, hut increasing certain 
duties by lOO per cent., and in many instances 
even more. The working people will not have 
to pay only lG per cent., they will have to pay 25 
per cent. or 30 per cent. even. Every man puts 
a profit upon the duty, and then the goods reach 
the retailers, who put something on, so that 
before they reach the consumer the articles will 
have gone through two or three hands-what the 
hon. member for Toowoomba calls the middle­
men. I will give another quotation from a 
speech of the hon. Colonial Secretary-a remark 
made by him when he was before his constituents 
in the Dalonne electorate. This is taken from 
the St. Geor,rte Standcwd of April 21. The hon. 
gentlem::m addressed the electors in the Divisional 
Board Hall, Mr. Munro being in the chair; and 
in spe::1king of the Griffith Administration, the 
hon. gentlem::1n is reported to have said :--

"He dit't not think it was the dnty of the 0l)position 
to formuL'ttc a policy; bnt he would now stntc that 
their policy-" 
The policy of the party he was supporting-
" Would be this-no extra taxation and retrench­
ment in expenditure. !Cheer.~.) " 
I wonder if those gentlemen would cheer him 
now when they have read this tariff. I do not 
believe they would. I have no doubt the hon. 
gentleman is quite satisfied now, because things 
are different, rmd he is on the Government side 
of the House instead of on the Opposition. The 
consciences of the hon. members seem to be very 
elastic. I saw in another paper, which I have 
not by me now, that the hon. Colonial Secre­
tary stated that, although he was the nominal 
leader of the Opposition of the day, Sir Thomas 
Mcilwraith was consulted on all matters of 
importance in connection with the party, and he 
would resign cheerfully to give place to that gen­
tleman and allow him to take the leadership. I 
have not the least doubt that Sir Thomas 
Mcilwraith was consulted in regard to that 
amendment against the land-tax. Therefore, the 
policy of the whole party while they were in 
Opposition was "no more taxation;" hut immedi­
ately they went across to the Government side they 
increased the duties. The people of the colony 
would at once see from that who were their friends 
and who were their enemies. I am quite sure that 
this tariff will not protect ::1nything in the colony, 
but will simply harass the working classes 
to such an extent tha.t when the next elec­
tion comes the people will say to those who 
now sit on the Government side, "We have 
tried you and have found you wanting." There 
is a very deep murmur now, and if hon. gentle­
men only knew all that is said by their friends 
outside-by persons who supported them and 
placed them in power-they would be astonished. 

I need say no more upon the tariff until we are 
dealing with the items in detail. It is my 
intention to support a higher tariff upon spirits, 
and I shall endeavour to keep the present 
excise duty upon beer. The working man does 
not get one iota of benefit from the tariff, and I 
do not believe the publicans will. The brewers 
will receive what profit there may be. One 
Northern 1nmnber said working rr1en cD,n get 
more beer for one shilling in the North now than 
before the duty was placed upon it; therefore, I 
think that taking the duty off will increase the 
price of a "long sleever." All those things 
that may be considered luxuries and not 
nece~saries of life should be taxed. The hon. 
member for Toowoomba referred to me as a 
strong freetrader. I am a freetrader, but at 
the same time I am prepared to assist in en­
couraging local industries. There is a great 
deal of difference between a hard-and-fast pro­
tectionist and a person wishing to encourage 
local industry. I notice that the Minister 
for Mines and Works smiles at that remark ; 
but nevertheless I could give him some quota­
tions from Hansard where he strongly opposed 
any further taxation being placed upon the 
people; but he sits there complacently and 
smiles at the thought of taxing the people to the 
tune of 21\ per cent. We hear a great deal 
about protection in Victoria. The hon. member 
for Barcoo cannot speak half-a-dozen words 
without mentioning Victoria ; we shall know 
all about it by heart before long. \Vhat has 
protection done for the Victorian farmer? The 
farmers there are now calling out not for pro­
tection, but for bonuses. A few weeks ago 
a deputation waited upon the Chief Secre­
tary there, asking that they should be pro­
tected, and that there should be a bonus for 
exporting wheat. I also saw where, not very long 
ago, the shipowners asked to have their ships 
protected in Victoria. They wanted their ships 
to come in free of light dues, and pilot dues, and 
harbour dues, while foreign vessels were to pay. 
The more protection they were given the Ill'Wf' 

they wanted. vVe have heard a great deal of 
the prosperity of the working classes in Vic­
toria ; but have not relief camps been organised 
within the last two years? 

Mr. MURPHY: Xo. 

Mr. McMASTER : There were meetings of 
the unemployed, and there were demonstrations 
in various places in Victoria calling upon the 
Government to find employment for the working 
men. I am not certain whether relief camps were 
actually established. Those who could not find 
employment in Victoria crossed the border and 
went into New South Wales; hence there was 
a large number of unemployed in New South 
Wales. There was a large number of unemployed 
in Queensland also at that time, but the Gov­
ernment immediately set to work and found 
employment for them inland, and gave them 
free railway passes. Some, who did not want 
work would not go away; they would not leave 
Brisbane on any pretence whatever. Therefore, 
so far as comparison goes with protectionist Vic­
toria, I think Queensland stands very favourably. 
We hear a great deal of the prosperity of 
Victoria, but I attribute a great deal of it to the 
smallness of the colony, the closeness of the 
population, and the consequent ease with which 
it can be governed. They have not the 
thousands of miles of country to look after that 
we have in Queensland. Again, their railways all 
run into one focus, the capital of the colony, and 
their shipping is confined to one port. Here we 
have ports all along our coast, and it is much easier 
to govern and keep the Civil service going in 
Victoria than it is in either New South Wales or 
Queensland. No doubt when this tariff comes 
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out of committee it will be greatly altered and 
I will do my best to assist those who will try to 
reduce the taxation on the articles of daily con­
sumption and increase the taxation uponluxurie". 
The hon. mem.bei· for Toowoomba spoke very 
openly and plamly about a certain class of men 
in Brisbane whom he terms the "midd!emen"­
men who, he tells us, are making rapid fortunes 
at the expense of the poor f:trmers. If he was 
behind the scenes he would change his tune. 

Mr. GROOM: I have been there. 
Mr. McMAS'rER : I do not think the hon. 

member has been. He certainly referred to a case 
where a farmer got a return of £1 a ton on hay. I 
said at the time that that might be a very fair price 
for the article. If the hon. member 'chooses to 
come up to the Brisbane market, I think I can 
show him hay which has been there for several 
weeks, and has been in the hands of several 
auc~hmeers, who cttnnot get more than £2 tt ton 
for 1t. The hon. member tells us, that if we 
could prevent the importations from the other 
colonies, the farmers here would get wealthy in 
no time. It is not the "middleman" who 
insists upon importing from the other colonies, 
but gentlemen who have good cattle and horses 
and will not use the article that is fre[[uently 
sent down from up country. · 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : Nonsense ! 

Mr. McMASTER : I know what I am talldnry 
about. I know the Darling Downs members will 
probably tell me that I am crying down the 
prorluce of Queensland ; but there is not a man 
in the Committee who would do more to assist the 
farmers than I would, for I have been a farmer 
myself. I maintain that if you go upon the 
Darling Downs to-morrow you'may see a number 
of stacks of apparently good hay, but if you cut 
them you will not find one in six that is not spoiled. 

Mr. GROOM : That is not true. 

Mr. McMASTER: I have seen it myself, and 
I have a further proof of it in the goods that 
come down to the Brisbane market. \Vhen a 
good article does come down it fetches its own 
price. I can inform the hon. member for 
Toowoom~a that wi~hin the last ten days I saw 
chaff sold m the Bnsbane market at £6 2s. 6d. 
per ton. The bales were 2s. 6d., and the farmers 
get the bales for nothing, as they are sent up to 
them. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : Nonsense ! 

Mr. McMASTER : It is not nonsense, I 
know the custom of the trade as well as any 
member of the Committee. I saw that chaff 
sold for £6 2s. Gd. per ton, and the very next 
item was sold for £3 2s. 6d .. because the one was 
good chaff and the other \\;as an inferior article. 
There are large C[Uantities of produce grown on 
the Darling Downs, and while Providence grows 
them, as the hon. member for Port Curtis said 
the other night, the farmers, by their want of 
knowledge, destroy them. The hon. member for 
Toowoomba himself admitted that they had not 
the same knowledge in preservi:rg their hay, 
oaten and lucerne, as the farmers m New South 
Wales have. Ifthehon member for Rosewood, and 
other members holding somewhat similar views 
could have their way in arranging the tariff i 
venture to say that in a very few years the 
farmers on the Darling Downs would be half 
ruined. The taxes they would put upon farming 
produce would form the best handle the Northern 
people could get for separation, and if the North 
was separated, and the people there had the 
right to form their own tariff for agricultural 
produce, I would give very little for the 
prosperity of the Darling Downs. If it was not 
for the quantities of agricultural produce con-
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snmed in the North, the quantity of agricultural 
produce grown in the Darling Downs to-day 
would swamp Brisbane in a fortnight. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS: You do not know 
anything at all about it. 

Mr. McMASTER: I know all about it. I 
would assist the farmers as the hon. member for 
Oxley would assist them, by giving them their 
machinery free of duty, and by reducing the 
rates on the railways for the carriage of their 
produce. Let them have a market for their 
produce b:r pushing branch railways or tramways 
into the agricultural districts. That is the best 
protection we can give the farmers. If the 
Colonial Treasurer desires to do a kindness to 
the farmers here I would advise him to get out 
two or three rare good Scotch farmers from 
Ayrshire to show them how to prepare their 
produce after it is grown. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : Then you 
would sEty I was introducing cheap labour. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Why do 
not you go yourself? 

Mr. McMASTER: You could not pay me 
enough. There is no reason why these farmers, 
if introduced, should be paid at a cheap rate. 
There is no doubt the farmers have not been 
properly treated, and have not been encour­
aged as they ought to have been, by having 
cheap carriage to market provided for them. 
Now, the protection they are getting is lO~d. a 
bushel on corn, and it is extraordinary that, 
although the price of maize is pretty reasonable, 
the farmers of the Downs, expecting a protection 
of ls. a bushel, are withholding, and the Brisbane 
merchants cannot get enough to supply their 
customers. Only last week they had to import 
700 or 800 bags of maize because they could not 
get enough. I say the farmers, therefore, are 
very mueh to blame. Then, as to the tax on oats. 
Y on are handicapping the farmers. They will 
never grow oats in Queensland to perfection, 
and you are simply taxing the farmer for the 
seed he sows, for he has to import the seed. 
As to potatoes we shall be dependent upon the 
Southern coloniHs until next May; and I am told 
the wheat crops of the Downs are a perfect 
failure. If the wheat is a failure, oaten bay will 
be a failure, and the wheat will be cut for hay. 
If we cannot get the oaten hay here we must 
import it. I know that during 1884 it was im­
ported and sent out west to feed the sheep and 
cattle, and that was the only traffic the railways 
had. I agree with hon. members who have 
spoken concerning conservation of water and 
irrigation. Then if the farmers are helped with 
cheap machinery, low railway rates, and accommo­
dntion for the produce when it comes here, there 
will be no necessity to cry out against the 
middlemen. As a matter of fact very few 
of the middlemen touch the produce until 
they have seen it. It used to come down to 
order, but now the produce dealers prefer to see 
what they are buying. If the hon. member for 
Toowoomba chooses to come .up to the markets he 
will see at once the difference in the quality of 
the produce sent down, although I admit that 
during the last few weeks it has been better than 
it was a few months ago. As far as the cry 
against the middlemen is concerned I think the 
farmers are beginning to sec that they are not 
so badly trP::tted after all. The hon. member for 
Toowoomba said something about them being 
cha1·ged for not only commission and freight, but 
advertising, but the auctioneers never advertise 
produce. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : They charge for 
it. 

Mr. McMASTER : It is never done. 
An HoNOURABLE ME.JIBEI\ : How do you know? 
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Mr. GROOM: There is an advertisement in 
the Cmwier this morning. 

l\Ir. McMASTER : That is an advertisement 
of SfLles effected, and is not charged for. I know 
thfLt advertisements arc not chfLrged for, bec:mse 
I ordered produce from the Downs whieh cam<' 
here an~ it did not suit me. It wr" then put up 
to auctwn, and I got the account HalEs in which 
thct·e was 110 chnrg(~ for advm-tising. r:I:'hp1·efln'e 
I think the mi<ldlemen arc <lrmliug fairly an<l 
~onestly w1th the farmer, and I am rtnite st~tis­
fied that without the mid<llemen the Jhrling 
Downs farmers ctmnot get rid of their pro­
duce. To talk of the farmer storino- his 
produce until he can sell direct to th~ con­
sumer is absurd. Is it likely that the Chief 
Secretary, for instance, is going· to buy his 
bales of hay and chaff at the markets? \Vhy, 
the cost of cartage would be more than the 
auctioneer's charge of 5 per cent. for sales 
effected. I notice that the hon. member for 
Toowoom~a wants to put a tax on flour, and I 
hope he w1ll not succeed. As I understand his 
amendments, he wants to allow wheat to come 
!n free .. So f~r I . go with him. That is a step 
m the r_1ght d1rectwn, and I will support him. I 
::'m satisfied tlmt the tax upon wheat is fLn 
!11.Jury to the farmers of the Darling Downs. 
Tall~ about the middlemen! \Vhy, the farmers 
are 111 the hands of three men with their wheat, 
::>nd have to tak':' whatever is given to them; but 
1f wheat comes 111 free you will find flour mills in 
every seaport tm.vn along the coa,f;t. There is a 
~eavy duty proposed upon br:tn and pollard. That 
1s very severe, and I hope the Committee will not 
pass such a tariff. I am satiefied that flour will be 
allowed to come in free, and thcct the farmers will 
be assisted in every possible way. Now, touch­
ing butter. The hon. member for Toowoomba 
referred to me, mHl sttid I had informed him that 
I had paid as low as 3d. a lb. for butter. That is 
a fact; I have seen tons of it at even less than 
3d., but it was not butter really. It was simply 
sour cream, not fit to be used. I know manv who 
sol<! it at 2d. and Hd. a lb., and the cause of 
that is simply, as thP- hon. member for Port 
Curtis and the hon. member for Tnowoomba 
stated, that the farmers have no knowledge 
of how to make butter. The hon. member 
for Port Curtis told us how butter rose from 
4d. to Gll. per lb. when the cream scnamtor was 
used. l quite balicv; that. Ileally good buttc1~ 
could not be bought m Brisbane last summer for 
less than 10<1. a lb. I know that, because I looked 
up my books and found that lOd. was the lowest 
price I had paid, and that was onlv for a few 
months. There is no doubt, the~efore that 
th~ reason given by the hon. member fo;. Port 
Curtis and the hon. member for Toowoomba is 
the. correct one. Only recentl.v deputation 
wmted upon the Minister in Victoria askino­
him to give encouragement to the esta,blisl{: 
ment of travelling dairies. so that the farmers 
mi_ght learn the art of butter- making. I 
thmk that would be a good idea to assist the 
farmers. The hon. member for Toowoomba in 
speaking of thi~ dairy at Helidon said that they 
cann<:t mal~e 1t pay, as they are not getting 
snffi01ent nnlk. \Vhat has that o-at to do with 
the tariff? \V ill the increaced tariff make a little 
milk do? The'fJ ttre the words the hlm. member 
used:-

"They are not ahle to 0btain nearly snfficL,nt milk to 
en,able _them to m<-titufaeture ;l '- much hnUt:e as they 
otn:nnse.could, and they <Ll'l- trnr-~ting to the incrmt~cd 
dut10s \Ylnch \Vf' arf" proposinu: nmv to O'i_yo them con­
siderable impetus, so far as that manuf~tcturc is eon­
cerned." 
Does not that say they want milk, and that it 
do_es not pay because t)rey cannot get enough 
m1Jk? Now, they arc gm.ng to a~k us to incren.se 
the duty, and make everyone else pay the high 

tariff, so as to make the manufacture of butter 
pay a high dividend upon a small quantity of 
milk. \Vhy should we be ea lied upon to increase 
the tariff upon butter to make that one manufac­
tory pay? I will not say any more just now, as 
I ha1•e no <loubt tlmt we are ttll anxious that this 
d<'lmte should soon finish. I know the Colonial 
Tn:asurer wants to close the do hate to-night, and 
when we come to the items I shall endeavour to 
reduce the tariff upon tlw nece::;"aries of life, and 
I ~hall as:;i;.;t in reducing everything that in­
creases the co:;t of living to the working man. I 
shall be ag-ainst removing the excise duty on 
beer. \Vith reference to the tariff, I should like 
to know what has occurred during the last year 
that has induced the Colonial Secretary, the 
Minister for Mines, the Minister for Lrwds, the 
Postmaster-General, and the Hon. Mr. Pattison, 
in the face of whrtt they stated when on this side 
of the House, and in the face of the fact that the 
revenue has increased for the year £238,000, to 
consent to such a tariff ? vV e are told that 
we must increase the burden upon the people, 
and upon those who can least afford it, by 
putting an increase of about 25 per cent. on the 
taxation. I hope the Committee will strike the 
duty off those articles which are necessary, and 
put it on beer, spirits, and other luxuries. 

Mr. LISSN11~R said: Mr. Jessop,-I do not 
wish to keep the Committee long, and I do not 
think I mm adduce any fresh arguments for or 
agctinst protection, or for or against the tariff 
before us. I am, amongst many others, very 
anxious that this matter should come to a head, 
and let the people of the colony-the merchants, 
the consumers, and everybody else-even the poor 
man, who has been talked so much ttbout-know 
the position they hold from this out. Of cmuse 
thi::; Parliament is different from the last. 
There are now sixty-two electorates and seventy­
two members. I do not say they are all log­
rolling, but I think the majority are very 
much inclined that way. I do not think that 
any Government will ever satisf~' the sixty­
two different electorn,tes in all their little 
games. For my own part I would rather 
Jl"" the honour and glory of being Chief 
Secretary in '1 muddle like this. It is always 
very difficult to bring in any innovation; but 
thie is not an innovation that has been brought 
in for the detriment of the pul,lic. I think that 
if people have to do business they must look at it 
from a business point of view. Perhaps it would 
lmve been better to have taxed the land, and to 
have brought in an income-tax. I do not want 
to go into the details of those schemes now, 
although the leaders of both partie,, in this Com­
mittee have agreed apparently, like a coalition 
Government, that it is not the time to bring in an 
income-tax, as it would be very hard to work the 
scheme. A land-tax I believe wtts introduced-I 
was absent at the time-by the late Government, 
and then withdrawn. The present Government 
have brought in their tariff proposals to n,ake 
up the deficit in the revenue. I >tm not 
a protectionist-there is no don bt about that. 
I have the feelings of a freetrader-perhaps not 
on a very broad basis, but for the simple reason 
that all my interests aJ1(l my constituency are in 
the North; and the North and the South of 
Q11eensland seem to be two different countries, 
and it will take a long time to legislate for two 
conntrieR. However, while we are one Queens­
land I feel that I nmst protect my constituents, 
at least by my speech, and I do not think I can 
protect them much further than that. It is 
impossible to endeavour to legislate for each 
electorate separately, as if they were sixty-two 
different colonies; but we should have two 
colonies. I have no doubt the South will be just 
as glad to get rid of us as we will be to get rid 
of the South. The last speaker-the freetrader 
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of the Valley-compared Victoria and Queens­
land ; but we cannot do that for the simple 
reason that Victoria is a fine little country with 
a large population. vVe can very easily get over 
that by making Queensland a nice little colony. 
There is not the slightest doubt about that; and 
Queensland can still have 500 or GOO miles of sea­
board to get the Government yacht "Lucinda " 
alongside. I think everyone would be satisfied if 
we could con1e to some arnicable arrangernent, and 
part like brethren. Let us go o'n our own 
hook at the one end, and let the South manag·e 
its own affairs. I atn a separationist, hard and 
fast. I went on a trip to England on that 
question, and I confess I should not care to be 
Lord Knutsford myself. Thn,t gentlemn,n seemed 
to have imbibed some of the sentiments of the 
leader of the Opposition. I could almost fn,ncy I 
heard the Hon. Sir Samuel Walker Griffith 
talking to Lord Knutsford. However, we had to 
make the best of a bad bargain and come home 
as defeated separationists. I have still the same 
convictions as before, but although I have been 
beaten I do not think that separ:ttion will 
come as the outcome of this tariff. An hon. 
member who is not in his seat just now, 
and who seems to lead the Northern party on 
the opposite side of the Committee, ac~used the 
Northern members on this side, who formerly 
spoke strongly in the interests of the North, 
with being silent now that they sit behind the 
Colonial Treasurer (the Hon. Sir T. Mcilwraith). 
It is no use barking when you can get nothing 
for it. I did not speak because I did not expect 
to get anything. But when the hon. member 
wants to make it appear that he has dis­
covered a plot between the Northern mem­
bers on this side of the Committee and 
the Government, I mu.~t state that such is 
not the case-that no such plot exists among­
the Northern members. I know we met once 
but it was not for that pnrpose. Nor do I think 
that the Treasurer, even if we were inclined to 
be so roguish, would lend himself to an arrange­
ment by which we should. be nllowed to bring in 
amendments on these tar1ff proposals, so that we 
may have the kudos of having looked after the 
interests of the North. That is not the way we 
play. However, I am glad we have found ont that 
the gentlemen who were great antagonists to the 
separation of the North have turned round 
and seen the error of their ways-that they 
have all at once discovered the wrongs of 
Ireland. \Ve are glad they have found out that 
there is some reason in the cry for separation. I 
did not want to speak on separation at all, 
but I have been led into making these remarks 
by some assertions that were made on the other 
side of the Committee, to the effect that we 
were afraid to open our mouths to say anvthing 
about separation for the North. I hold the same 
opinions now as I have expressed on previous 
occasions. With regard to the proposals before 
the Committee, I presume the Government 
see no better way of mising revenue and 
equalising the public income and expenditure. 
I do not think it is a very strong protec­
tive tariff, but I suppose it will gradnally 
be made stronger. I consider that it is a rever.ue 
tariff. Some hon. member" have trotted out 
the poor man a good deal in the cour,;e of the 
discussion, in '-'rder to tn>tke themsel ve, right 
with their constituents. I could of course trot 
out the poor miner or the poor widow, but 
I do not intend to do anything of the kind. The 
poor man will have to pay his share of the debt 
as well as the rich man ; but the rich man will 
pay a larger proportion. \Ve shall have an oppor­
tunity of proposing and considering any amend­
ments that may seem desirable when we come to 
the several thousand little nrticles to be debn,ted, 
I do not, therefore, want to enter into a discus. 

sion of butterine or any other little articl~. I 
am very anxious to see the tax on machmery 
very much reduced, and I do not think that I am 
at all selfish in that desire. I spoke bitterly, as 
bitterly as I could, against it in the last Parlia­
ment, when tht: late Government brought in the 5 
per cent. duty on rr1ining and farn1ing machinery. 
I did not believe in it ; because I consider it was 
a very bad system to try to get revenue from 
people who live by their industry, and who have 
to acquire m;whinery to carry on that industry. 
People do not buy machinery for a luxury. At 
that time I had reason to speak strongly on the 
subject, as the tax was then nn innovation, and 
it was introduced without any intention of 
makino a protective tariff. It was a special 
duty, "the other duties imposed at that 
time being the excise duty on beer, and an 
increase on the import duty on wines and 
spirits. A good deal of talk was indulged 
in then to the effect that we should not charged 
the poor man any more for his beer. I do 
not know that it will make anY difference to 
the country if the excise duty were abolished or 
retained. It is, however, an objectionable impost 
in some outside districts where a brewery is 
established in an isolated place, as you must 
have an isolated commissioner to look after o,n 
isolated brewery, and so much isolation is 
unde,imble. However, it will depend on the 
majority of the Committee whether the tariff is 
]Jassed in its present form or not. I am person­
ally in favour of the amendments given notice 
of by the hon. member for Townsville, Mr. Philp, 
and I hope they will commend themselves 
to the Committee. \Ve have heard a great 
deal from publicans and people in the country 
against a duty of 20s. a gallon on spirits, but when 
they get used t<1 it they will find i~ is nothing. 
Other countries pay it. As I said before, I 
will not go into the details of the tariff. vVe 
shall have any amount of opportunity of consider­
ing the duty on each of the articles when we 
come to deal with them seriatim, and as there 
are other hon. members who wish to speak on 
the subject, I do not propose to occupy much more 
time. I must, however, refer to a remark made 
by the h,m, member forToowong. Thehon. mem­
ber stated that it was a wrong thing to put 25 per 
cent. on jewellery; I do not think so. In my opinion 
it can stand it very well indeed. Thehon. member 
argued that a man who wished to be ,]ishonest 
could put £1,000 worth of precious articles in his 
hat, and so smuggle them into the country. I 
would point out that they have a similar dnty in 
Victoria, and they can collect the duty there very 
well without muc'h chance of fraud. Frauds will 
always take place under any tariff. There never 
was a tariff that somebody would not like to 
evade. Some succeed in their attempts, and 
others are caught. At any rate, . there is a 
chance of having gentlemen who are m the trade 
appointed as honorary valuators of imported 
jewellery. They will be called in by the Customs 
officer if he has any doubt as to the value of any 
article in this line, and, without knowing whose 
goods they are, the valuator will be asked to 
appr<l'i,;e them, and there is not much fear that 
he will allow others in the trade to get their 
articles into the colony without paying the 
duty required by the tariff. I think the 
tariff is not so very bad, and if the amendments 
of which notice has been given, are considered 
by the repre,;ontativeB of the constituencies, 
and a give-and-take principle is adopted all 
round, I have no cloul1t that it will be 
carried, and in the long run will be conducive 
to the prosperity of Queensland. There is one 
article I would like to see protected more than 
it is in this tariff. I see that asses are not pro­
tected. I think it is not right that Queensland 
asses should be left open to such e;xtraordinar:; 
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competition as this tariff allows, and I trust that 
when we get into Committee someb,>dy will 
bring in an amendment to protect asses as well 
as other articles. 

Mr. MORGAN said: Mr .. Jessop,-I think it 
has been pretty generally admitted that the 
Northern members do not like the proposed new 
tariff. The lwn. n1cn1ber \vho has just r,at <lown 
s:l-ill the tariff was not so lmd :Lfter all, but 
evidently he thinks it is quite l1rrd ennug·h. But, 
sir, mnd1 :ts they dislike the ta.riff, those hon. 
n1embers are going to vote for it, not b~}cause they 
like it or. ~islike it, but because they dislike 
the Oppos1t10n more. That is about the reason 
why they are going to vote for the tariff as 
it stands. The reason they assign is, that 
the finances of the country are in such a deplor. 
able condition that additional taxation is impera. 
tively necessary in order to adjust the relation 
between revenue and expenditure. vV ell, sir 
perhaps it is true that the finance-; of the colony 
ar: not in such a prosperous condition as they 
nnght be, but I do not think that in any one 
of the speeches we have hem·d any evidence 
adduced to show th:tt the condition of the 
fi.nauces is due to n1is1nanagement ot· corrup­
tion, or any of those sins of co1nn1ission or 
omis,iou that have been so frequently charcred 
against the late Government. I hold now, a~ I 
have held all along, that the state of our 
finances is m:tinly due to the effects of the lone• 
drought t.]uougli which the colony has lately 
passed. I think that is open to demonstratimi. 
I mentioned the fact in the debat6 on the 
Address·in-Reply, and, in following me, the hon. 
member for Carpentaria, JYir. Palm er, challenged 
my conclusion, and said thrrt the drought had 
h~d nothing-or, if anything, very little-to do 
w1th the state of the finances. I think that is 
p:Llpably absurd, and I interjected, " \Vhat 
about your flocks?" He stopped to say that the 
stock returns "·ould show that there h>1d been an 
incn"tse all along in the stock of the colony. I 
interjected, "Not continuously." HP replied 
" Yes, continuously." I think, sir, if the hlm: 
gentleman will look at the returns furnished to 
this House by the Chief Inspector of Stock, Jlilr. 
Gordon, he will find that what I said was 
right and that what he said was wrong. There 
has not been a continuous incrt~:'lse. There was an 
actual falling off of some hundreds of thousands 
without taking any account of the natural increase 
which, under favourable circumstances, would 
have taken place. I repeat that, in my opinion 
t~e. drought is mainly responsible for the con' 
d1t10n of the finances of the colony. And, even 
after the drought had broken up, the country 
ha~ to contend with very disastrous floods 
winch caused losses and rendered necessary extra. 
ordin:uy expenditure upon rail ways and various 
public works. But, sir, notwithstanding the 
ad verse climatic conditions that the predecessors 
of the present Government had to contend with 
I maintain that if they had taken ad vantage, a~ 
their predecessors had all along done, of certain 
so-called sources of revenue, and raised by that 
means as much revenue as had been raised in 
previous years, they would have been able to quit 
office without any deficit, and I think, with a small 
surplus. During the ee~rly part of this year the 
Lands Department published a return oflands sold 
)JY auction during the years from 1879 to 1886 
mclusi ve. These are the figures of the return 
showing the ar?a and average price of all th~ 
land sold by auction during the last eight years : 
In. 1879, 12,617 acres were sold at an average 
prrce of £1 lf)s. 9±rl. per acre ; in 1880, 82,714 
acres were sold at an average of £1 3s. 2.\d. per 
acre; in 1881,267,969 acres were sold at an a~verage 
price of 18s. O~d. per acre; in 1882, 84,021 acres 
were sold at an average of £115s. 9l,d.; in 1883 
47,455 acres were sold at an average of£210s. 7!d.; 

in 1884, 13,882 acres were sold at an average of 
£51s. 10~d.; in 1885, 3,743 acres at an average 
of £17 10s. O~d. per acre ; and in 1886, 1,5GO acres 
at an average price of £41 7s. lld. per acre. 
During the tenure of the Mci!wraith Govern­
ment, from 1879 to 1883, they sold about £600,000 
worth oi land. During· 1884·5-G, while the 
Grifilth Government were in office, theysolrl about 
£200,000 worth -about 17,000 acres. Again, 
the return shows the area of lnncl rrlienated by 
pre-ernptive {Jnrchn,~o during the same period 
under the provisions of section 54 of the Pastoral 
Leases Act of 1869. In 1879, 43,520 acres 
were alienated at 10s. per acre, making a 
total of about £21,500; in 1880, 12,800 acres 
were alienated under pre-emptive purchase at 
10.s. per acre-about £6,000 ; in 1881, 84,480 
acres were disposed of in the same manner, 
giving about £42,000 ; in 1882, 28,160 acres 
were sold, yielding £14 000; and m 1883, 51,200 
acre, were sold for£25,500; so that in five years the 
receipts from pre-emptive purchases amounted to, 
say, £119,000. During the existence of the last 
Government not a single acre of land was 
alienated in that manner ; consequently not 1s. 
was received from it. The.se papers are pub· 
lished under the hand of Mr. Hume, Under­
Secretary for the Department of Lands in this 
colony, and I quote them to show that during 
the reign of the Mcilwraith Government 
they received from pre-emptive purchases-a 
wurce of revenue which their successors refused 
to take advantage of-about £99,000; from 
sales of the public estate, a source of revenue 
which their successors also refused to take 
advantage of, and I think rightly refused to take 
advantage of to the same extent as was done 
previously-from that source they received about 
£400,000 in exce-;s of what the Griffith Govern· 
ment had received during their tenure of office; 
and then, as I showed previously, the late Govern 
ment paid in endowment to local authorities, 
another source of expenditure which was beyond 
their control, £370,000more than was paid by the 
Me I! wraith Government during a similar period. 
If we add these sums together they will make a 
total of £869,000-nearly £900,000-so that I 
contend that if the late Government had taken 
advantage of the same sourc"s of so-called revenue 
as their predecesson did, the deficit wonld have 
been non-existent. However, it does exist, and 
there is no use refusing to acknowledge the 
bet. It is a burden, but, I think, had it 
not been for the drought through which we are 
now passing, anrl which promises to result in 
very serious consequences to the colony generally 
-I say had it not been for that there would 
have been very little cause to fear a deficit of 
even £600,000; the Treasurer might have relied 
upon the ordinary sources of revenue to work it 
off if due economy were practiced, but we have 
the drought staring us in the face; there is 
no present appearance of it breaking up ; 
we have not yet begun to feel the effects 
of it, but I am afraid that during the 
next twelve months we shall feel it pretty 
severely. I think the Government have there· 
fore a right to look for additional revenue, 
but I think, JI/Ir. J essop, that they are looking 
for a gre:1t deal more than they are entitled to 
receive. The Premier in his Financial Statement 
said hte hoped to get a net revenue of £130,000 
during the next twelve months from the taxes 
proposed. I am inclined to think he will get a great 
deal more, and a great deal more each succeeding 
year ; and that in course of a few years he will 
be able to show such a owinging surplus that he 
will be in a position to say : " vV ell gentlemen, 
if you do not like the taxation as it exists we 
will reduce the nd vcclorem duty from 15 to n per cent., but we must have arlditional 
revenue, and if you will not give it to us 
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in that way we must take it from the land." 
I quite expect that he will look to secure revenue 
from sales of land by auction to a brger 
amount than we find set down in the Estimates 
for the ensuing year. It is pretty clearly under· 
stood that while the existing Land Act is in 
force, it is impossible to looldor any very large 
increase in the revenue from sales of land by 
auction, unles., the land is sacrificed at a very 
low rate per acre. If such a proposal is ever made 
again, the House should object to allowing sales of 
land in the manner in which the lands in the 
Springsure district were sold some years ago. It 
is a great mistake for Parliament to allow any 
Treasurer, present or prORpective, to say to his 
Minister for Lands, " Revenue is short, and I 
must have money; get it out of the land ; sell 
the land at a good price, if you mLn get it ; if 
not, at an indifferent price; but I must have 
the money." If the House fixes a sum at which 
a cerbin are>L of land should be sold during the 
following financial year it would be a eufficient 
safeguard :1gainst anything of that kind. There 
is very little doubt that the tariff will pass 
substantially as it was introduced by the Premier. 

An HoNOUHABLE l'VIEMllEH: No. 
Mr. MORGAN: I think it will. \Ve have 

all got our little tariffs in our pockets, and no 
two of them agree; and if we differ among our· 
selveB, tbe Treasurer will remain firm and gather 
strength from the differences which exist on both 
sides of the Committee. That is just what I fear. 
No doubt there is great dissimilarity between the 
North and the South, and the Committee should, 
as far as possible, show every consideration to 
the condition of affairs prevailing in the North. 
So far from trying to harass the North, 
we should strain every possible nerve to 
endeavour to help them in the direction of 
making protection fall as lightly upon them 
as possible. Tn the extreme South a policy 
of protection will be welcomed by a very 
large proportion of the people. I do not meau 
the city people, whom some hon. member 
well compared to drones ; they :1rc not reCL!ly 
workers ; they produce nothing ; they are simply 
useful as machines for paying taxes. It is the 
miner, thep>Lstoralist, and the farmer who produce 
the wealth ou which those people live and grow fat. 
These producers are entitled to some considera· 
tion, but at the same time we must consider 
the wants and requirements of the people 
of the North. \Ve have refused to allow them 
to employ black labour after the cud of next yP:tr, 
and we have very rightly put a stop to the traffic 
in, or at all events to the unlimited su]Jply of, 
black labour. But there are other means by 
which we can assist the sugar-planter. I do not 
hold with the view th>Lt the reverses which lmve 
overtaken that industry are clue to legis!CLtion on 
the part of the late Government. 'l'he sugar 
industry in Queensland has suffered the same 
tts the sugCLr industry in other parts of the 
world has suffered-namely, from low prices due 
to the competition of bounty-fed beet sugttr. 
I have heard it said by Northern members 
that the cure for this is black labour. I 
do not think it is; the facts >Ll'l' against it. 
Any hon. member can, by inquiry, ascertain the 
state of the sugar industry in the \V est Indies for 
instance; islands which are by nature fitted for 
the production of the sugttr cane. What is the 
condition of that indu!ltry there? Plantations 
have depreciated in value to that extent thttt it 
hardly pays to work them ; very few of them are 
being worked, and the rnajority are going out of 
cultivation. This is the state of things in islands 
where the blacks outnumber the whites by a 
hundred and even a thousand to one. 

An HoNOUHABLIC MEMBEI\: They will not 
work, 

Mr. MORGAN: I believe they would work 
without the slave-driver's whip if they were well 
treated, which, I fear, has not ;t} wCLys been the 
case. However, the fact rermtius that the 5ngar 
industry there in the midst of hundred~ '?f 
thousands of blacks, is languishing, CLnd 1t IS 
lano-uishine because the cheap sugar produced on 
the° Conti~ent under bounties provided by 
Government is under-selling them in their o'Yn 
markets. And that state of things h1ts had 1ts 
influence on the sugttr industry here. But there 
was something else that had an intlnence in that 
direction. Not so 1nany years ago the su~ar­
planters of the North \yent about crying;, " \Voe, 
woe ! " and deprec1:1t1ng their O\Vn Industry, 
tellin" the finauci>Ll institutions that the Govern· 
ment"' had quite rnined it, a~1d that it \yas 
not safe to Jmt money into 1t. They cn~d 
" wolf" so long that the btmks tmd financml 
institutions at bst believed them, and from thttt 
mmnont sugar-g-ro\ving in Queensland h_as no 
doubt depreciated, and it is now, accowhng to 
those engaged in it, at a very low ebb. The 
question for considero,tion now is, how. h> help 
the sugar industry'? There is no one WI~hng to 
see that industry go to the wttll. It rs yet a 
valuable industry, bringing a l:1rge s11tn of n:Jone_y 
into the colony CLnnually. I c>~n hardly thmk 1t 
is threCLtened, as sume say, with totCLl extmc­
tion. 'l'he junior member f~r l\laclmy, !\'Ir. 
Dalrymple, threw out a sr:gg·est;on the other mght 
which is well worth cousJcleratwn, and th>Lt wtts, 
to impose a duty on flour. Hon: members may 
ask, how is a duty on flour go1ng to help the 
srwnr industry? \Ve could impose tr duty of 
£t a ton on flc;ur without increasing the pric~ of 
bread to the consumer, aud at the same tnne 
make it a benefit to the sugar. industry. \Vith 
such a duty the Treasurer would be in a pos_ition 
to go to the Governments of Sout~ Austraha. or 
Victoria and enter into " reciproCity treaty w1th 
them to' the effect that we would· admit their 
flour free provided they would admit onr sugar 
on £1 a ton more favonrablo terms than the sugar 
of other countries. 'l'hat would confer a benefit 
on the sugar-growers of the North withm:t inju:· 
in" the South. The Northern people, m the1r 
agitf1tion f<n~ seJmration, were largely influenced b_Y 
the belief tlurt if they had the right to frame t~e1r 
own tariff, they could at once enter 1~to 
reciprocity treaties with the Southern colomes, 
and so find a m>Lrket on more favonmble terms 
than at present exists. I hope somethinf!' will be 
done in that direction, and if a move IS made 
it will receive a good deal of support from 
Southern members. But if they are to get 
support from ns, they must meet us in the same 
spirit in which we CLre Llisposecl to meet. them. 
In trying- to secure advantCLges for thmr myn 
district, they ought not to try to impo>e r~stnc· 
tions on the induHtry in which a huge portwn of 
the people in the South are engaged- I mr·an 
farm in". IV e want protection. Hon. members 
may s~v the farmen• arc already sufficiently 
protected. They are not. In this very ~ity 
we on the Downs ong·ht to have the fil'Bt 
right to supply the mtirket with farm produce, 
bnt we have at present no such right. It 
is a fact that maize is imported to Sydney 
from South Africa, CLnd sold in the market there 
at ls. fld. per bnshel, and houg·ht there for the 
Queensland market, and is sold here at 2s. ld. 
and 2s. 2d. per bushel, under-selling our own 
pruducer.s. \Ve a.re working our farrns w~th white 
lal1our, while Uack bbonr is employed m Sonth 
Africa. \Ve therefore compete w1th black lCLhom·. 
Now even gentlmnen in this city, a.nd the men 
who 'like te make 11 little show by driving some 
lean old "(farron" of a hor~e a, bout on Sundays, 
object to p~ying half·a·crown per year t'? help an 
industry that is calculated to be of m1mense 
service to the State; but I think that ought not 
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to deter the Premier. He should insist U]lon 
carrying at least the meftsure of ]Jrotection 
that he proposes, and I hope that the hon. mem­
ber for Toowoomba, notwithstanding what has 
been said by the hon. member for Fortitude 
Valley, will succeed m carrying the extra duties 
which he proposes in his amewlments. If he 
does it will be a benefit to the colony, and will 
5oon make itself apparent even tcJ such hemtic:; 
as the hon. member for the V alley. It will make 
farming a profitable industry, and until that is 
done there will never be close settlement. It is 
all very well for JYiinisters for Lands eo proponml 
schemes for settling people upon the land, but 
until they can show that settlement upon the 
land not only gives a living, but some rEasonable 
guarantee of a fair return for the capital 
introduced, they can never have any extenei ve 
close settlement in the colony. Tlmt brings 
me to the extraordinary speech delivered the 
other night by the hon. m eEl ber for Itock­
hampton, Mr. Archer-a speech which I lis­
tened to with very mingled feelings. I 
listened with pleasme to it, as a speech; but I 
think the matter furnished very deep cause for 
reg-ret. That hon. member is known as an 
influential representative of Queensland, aml his 
speech, I think, read ont,ide, is calculated to 
convey an erroneousm1d detrimental opinion of the 
colony and the state of agriculture in the colony. 
He told the Committee that the colony has been 
fairly proved to be unfit for agriculture. These 
are his words :-

" 1Vhy should we pay 4d. a pound more for our bacon 
than we can buy it for out ot' the country. There it5 
only one excuse for that, and if I tell the Committee 
what that excuse is people 1vill1·isc up and <say that I 
am traducing the country. llnt the reason i.-; siHtllly 
that this i~ a poor, mi~m·al)le, agricultural country. 
\iVhat, after all, is the tr,-;t of a rich agricultnr<~l 
country? Are not facts ·with regard to \Yllat it lJl'CHlnces 
the proper test? \Yhat is the use of saying, 'r~ook at 
the grand, rich agricultural country?' ·what is the use 
of telling people at home that it is the grandest agri­
cultural country, when vm cannot supvly our~e!Yes 
with the ordinary articles of prorlncc tlmt we t-Dnslulw ~ 
'l'hcre arc other countries that can export large 
lJUantitics of prod nee after snpvlying: their own 1vants, 
and, fortunately for us, there arc some 1vbieh export 
wheat. California, when 1vagcs were as high as they 
are in Qneenslancl, and many wen 1vcre in 
gold-mining, exported millions oi busheh; of to 
I<~ngland. 'l'hat is the te::..t by \Vhich I jndgc a good 
agricultural country. \Ye have to look at the facts. 
\Ye lutYC not got such a condition of thing·s here. \Ye 
have farmers striving year after year-ns good 111011, I 
believe, as there ever were in Cal1fornia~to supply this 
country \Vith the necessaries that agriculture ~mp]Jlies, 
and they have utterly failc<l." 
Then the hon. member for Normanby, lYir. 
Mm·ray, described a recent trip he made to the 
Southern Downs, which were snppoHed to be 
the farming districts. He said :--

"I am not lll'Cparer1 to snpvort a clnty on Hour at all. 
I thinh: it t-5hould be admitted froo, for this rua~on : thnt. 
it will be a long time lJofore Qnecnslaull will 1Jc able to 
supply her~::;clf with Hour-if over she ean do so. At 
present there is only one ~mall portion of tl1e col oily 
devoted to the growing of -,vhcat, and, er en there, it is 
found that the Hour lll'oducctl is Ycry iHferior in 
quality. 

" llONOURABI.E :J'I K:-oiBERS : No, X 0 ~ 

"}fr. ::\fUR RAY: At all events, it is not equal to South 
Australian. 

" IIOKOURATILB 1\1E1IBERS: Yes! 
•· Mr. :JI1;n.RAY: I believe that, if we depend 1\}1011 

Queensland for flour, we shall never l.:now 1vhat it is to 
have good Hour. It is only in one sma.n corner of the 
colony that it is prod1wed. anrl there it. is not prorlncccl 
at anything- like a. proflL. In fact, 1 (lo not bdil~\TC 
there arc 100 acres of wheat in the wllolc district. 1 
was there the other day an<l did not see a -bit." 

The hon. member probably passetl through \Var­
wick by the night express. lbd wheat been 
growing on either side of the line for miles, the 
hon. member could not have seen it.. Even if he 
went through 'vV arwick in the daytime he could 

have seen no wheat. The farming districts are 
at some distance from the nmin line of railway, 
and cannot be seen by passengers in passing 
trains; but they are there all the same. Now, 
in reg-1crd to this doleful talc told by the hon. 
rnemberforl~ockhampton and thehon. member for 
Norman by, I wonld like to give the Committee 
a fmv fignre~. _._\s to there Leing no \Yheatgrownin 
\Varwick, thnt being the prmnier whea.t-gro\ving 
district of the colony, I would say that in the 
ye1tr 1RR7, there were 10,563 acres of wheat in the 
whole colony, of which the \Varwick district con­
taine<l 4,493 acrm, the Allora district 2,931 
acre,, and the Toowoomba district 2,096 acres. 
The \Varwick wheat-fields brought in a return 
of 91,000 bushels, the "\llora wheatfields 59,291 
bushels, and the Toowoomba whea.tfields 21,035 
bushels. The average yield per acre over the 
whole colony was 17 bushels 15 lbs. per acre, 
Thrrt, I think, is sufficient answer to the speech 
made by the hon. member for Normanby. Un­
fortunately the present season is not very suitable 
for the cultivntionof wheat, or any other crop; but 
it is not trne, as was st1tted by the hon. me m borfo 
Fortitude Valley, that there has been no whertt 
this season. There is still hope ; rains, though 
not so 1nnch as we reqnire, hnse fallen during 
the last forty-eight hours upon the young wheat 
fields in that district, and I, for one, am still in 
hopes that we will have rain. As to the.quality 
of the ilour produced there the hon. member for 
Kormanby was hopeles-sly in the wrong. The 
ilrmr produced in the \Varwick and Allora 
districts is e<j ual to any ilour manufactured in 
Australia, and, I believe, it is e<ju1tl to any 
produced in the world. It is made by machinery 
of the latest type, nnd the very fact that while the 
wheat lasts, not one bushel of Adelaide flour finds 
its way into that portion of the colony, is sufficient 
proof of the truth of what I say. In regard to the 
speech of the bon. member for Rockhampton, 
which it is to be reg-retted was ever deliverer!, I 
dares>ty that hon. member thoroughly beliBved 
in the truth of what he was saying; but we know 
it is not so very long ago, since it was held to be 
a fact that the Jhrling Downs woulcl not even 
grow a cabbage. I think the absurdity of that 
idea has been amply illustrated ; but the hon. 
gentleman evidently still places some faith in it, 
for he knows very little of what has been done in 
the way of agriculture in the Ipswich and 
Toowonmba and \V arwick districts. He told us 
of his efforts to cultivate fruit in the neighbour­
hood of Rockhampton, and, judging from his 
renmrks, those efforts must have been dis­
astrous failures ; but those failure>~ have not 
happened to agriculture over the whole colony. 
In 1887 \ve, after about five-and-twenty years 
experimenting in f:_trn1ing, produced 182,000 
bushels of wheat, 13,343 bushels oats, 31,4U3 
lmshels L<trley, l,G31,H!JO bushels maize, 1S,8i5G 
bushels rice, 15,01H tons sweet votatoes, 15,GG1 
tons l•:ngli,;h potatoes, fjO,SO(i tons sugar, 2lli, 184 
lbs. arrowroot, 424 cwt. tobacco cured leaf, 
50,000 tons hay, llf:,G72 gallons of wine, 
1,7fi5,U98 lbs. grapes for table use, G,2G8,000 
d<n<m banan1ts, 208, GU± dozen pineapples, and 
772,000 dozen oranges. I regret to say the 
returns do not supply any information as to the 
product of butter, but it iil a very large item 
indeed. I know people in the district from which 
I come who are drawing from Brisbane middle­
men as much as £40 per month for that one item 
alone. They make good lmtter, itnd not of the 
chamcter tbe h<m. meml1er for "B'ortitude Valley 
clc,criuecl a" bringing 2d. or 3d. per lb. If that 
hon. member knew as much about butter­
tuaking as he lH"l 1fesses to kno\v, he would not 
hnve made the statements he maclo to-night. 
He is not the only member who has made state­
ments of that kind. as the hon. member for 
Port Curtis, in speaking the other night, spoke 
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of the want of knowledge of local d~1irymen. 
I say the great bulk of those engaged in 
dnirying in this colony have a1nple kno\V­
ledge of butter-n1aking and as a rule a good 
marketable articltJ is produced; but in the 
summer months it is very often spoiled in transit 
to market. The Railway Dep1·tment tukes no 
care to convey the product in a marketable condi· 
tion :<t the metropolis. It is put into the tmin 
at mid-d:<y at \V llnvick in vans, or often in closed 
trucks which :<re used for the conveyance of 
other goods. It then tmvels 1G5 miles when 
it ought only to travel lOO miles, and freight has 
to be pai:l on it over the extra and unnecess;try 
65 miles. The journey is thus lengthened unnecerc­
sa,-ily, and in the closed vans the atmCJsphere. 
is often fouled by reason of other produce­
hides for instn.nce-carried in the sn.me vans, 
and the result is tlmt if the butter is not 
corrupted it very often arrives in a condition 
very much like oil. Th:<t is not the bult of 
the nmker, but is owin~ to the fact that 
there i' no suitn.blP rolling stock provided by 
the Rail wn.y Department for the conveyance 
of perishteble article' of thtet kind. A few 
years ago, when the present 11inister fOl" \Vorks 
wn.s in office, he imported from ~"-mericte two or 
three refrigemting cars, and I thought it pllSsible 
that they might be employed in c;crrying fruit, 
vegetables, butter and milk to the Brisbane 
market. But what was done with them? They 
were put into the Rn.ilwn,y \Vorkshops at 
It"wich, or some lumberyanl, and there they have 
ren1ained ever since. I tried to get thmn em­
ployed on the Darling Downs line, but the :1nswer 
I got was thn.t it wn.s utterly impossible to use 
them protitn.bly, as it required from nine ton;; to ten 
tons of ice for each c'urin.ge, n.nd that would not 
pn.y. It was then suggested that cars should bo 
specially constructed, with a view to ample 
ventibtion for the conveyance of ;;uch prodnce, 
n,nd I believe :1 promise was m"'de that that 
wonlcl be clone, though whether it has been 
done or not I do not know. The :Minister 
for Rail wn,ys might direct his attention, or the 
attention of his cmnnlis;:;ioners, wheu he gHts the·m, 
to th~1t matter, and see that carriages suitable for 
the conveyance of fruit, butter, vegetables and 
milk to the Brisbane market are constructed and 
put upon the line. vVe have been told tlmt the 
Downs ffmner is amply protected :<lread~· by 
getting his produce carried at a very low r:tte. 
I :<m not aware that he has much to be thankful 
for in that direction. Produce of that kind is 
carried at <1 lower rate than some other :<rticles, 
but I do not think it is carried nt n, loss to 
the State. If there is a small ]os,; proved 
by the figures, that ought not, I think, to be suffi­
cient to induce the Governrnent to incre::tse the 
rates. Even in the tn.riff for the com·evance of 
farrn produce there a-re smne extraordinarY anonla­
lies existing at present. The department will 
carry four ton':l of hay in :1 truck weighing about 
seven tons, frmn \Vnrwick to Bri:-;ba.nefor 12s. Dd. 
per ton, and though you can get twice ::ts rnnch 
grain, or, say, flour, into the sametruckancl thereby 
s~we the use of rolling 'tock, if you ,;end flour 
to Brisbane you n.re chal"ged lSs. ad. )Jer ton. 
\Vhy this absurd difference"? Again, if you carry 
when.t to Brisbane, where it is not required or 
consumed, you can carry it n.t the lower mte of 
12s. !Jd. per ton, while the freight on flour, for 
which there is a demand, i' U)s. 0d. per ton. 
'rhat io an absurd anomaly which shonld be 
corrected without delay. Thm;e thin~s are felt 
very keenly by the f10rrnen, and I hope as they 
are pointed out to the l\liuister for 1-tailwtty:; 
he will direct the n.ttention of the offici>tls to 
them, n.nd have those anonmlie.s righted as 
soon as possible. It was tet one time hoped that 
we would be n.ble to get sup]Jlies of flour down 
here, and when we were anticipn.ting <1 reduction 

in the tariff we were met by an actnn.l increase, 
and the millers were con~equently despondent. I 
am mnch pleased to see in this trtriff that the Colo­
nia,l Trea"',urer has been courugeous enough to go 
one very long step in the direction of protection, but 
l would rather lmve seen the tn.riff more positive in 
that direction. There is no donbt the tariff will 
return hin1 a la.rge revenue, rmd though it has 
been called a re,·enne tariff, no ono c:an deny that 
there i.-.; a large tnea:·mre of protection provided on 
some m·ticles. \Vhat I object to in it is, that 
while it professes to, and no doubt will, help the 
farmer to the extent of an increase of 50 per 
cent. on many articles of produce, it will on 
almost every article he consumes increase the 
duty lOO per cent. That appears to me a very 
sericm;; objection. You do not confer a benefit 
upon a man by giving h-i1n _Gel: in ~xcha.nge for 
ls., :1nd that is about how 1t 1s g01ng to Rtnke 
the farmer. I hope the Coloni:<l Treasurer, when 
the iten1.s are pa,ssing through cmntuittee, will be 
prepare{ I to give us a little larger tnea~un" of pro~ 
teetion to meet the ")0 per cent. increase upon 
articles of con,umption, antl that he will place 
the fanner on the: sa1ne level as those. engaged in 
other industries, and t~1en they will have no 
reaoon to complttin. I do not think it at all 
nece._....,~a,ry to go further into detn,il, rr!10S8 ar:e 
the only objectionR I have to the tanff as 1t 
stands, and I have intimnted my feeling and the 
direction in which I will entleavour to give my 
vote. 

The COLONIAL TREASUH,EH said: Mr. 
Jessop,--It is now a fortnight since I delivered 
the l1'inancia,l Statmuent, and, without cx­
pressmg- any opinion abont the tlnality of 
the debate, there is no denying the qmm­
tity of it. If we consider the importm.tce . <:f 
the subject, of course there may be some JUstifi­
cation for it, but if all debates "·ere prolonged in 
the same way as this one has been, it would 
leave very little chance either during this or any 
other ;;ession for other work to be done. Of 
coun~e a great l1e<1l 1night h~tve been avoided. 
rfhere WftH :1 great deal of extrallC(JlU.J ll1tttter intro .. 
duced which hr,d nothing wh>ttcver to do with the 
subject. and I am quite ~mre it wi.ll be a wa~rning to 
hon. Ine!llberB when they see thP slight progress 
nutde during the scs:-;ion to reserve a great deal of 
the tn.lking to their constituents, and settle down 
seriously to the work of the Committee. No 
one will deny that n, great deal of the tn.lk hn.s 
been beside the question. The hon. member 
who has just spoken might have said what he 
had to sr~y clming" the last three minutes, f\s 
three-qun.rtel"S of his speech hnd nothing to do 
with the question. The first tluee·quarters of 
his speech was n, second edition of the 
1Varwick Al"IJ'US on the Melbourne .Exhibition. 
That would. be very useful in \Varwick, but 
it is a matter that we possibly hn.ve not time 
to attend to here. \V ell, 1 will tir>t review a few 
of the criticim1s thn.t have l1een made on the 
J<'hmncial Statement, ant! the first unit that was 
m"cle was ontsicle the Statement itself, but it 
was the Jirst criticism nmcle l>y the leader of the 
Opvusition, and that was that it waH a great los . .:; 
and " pity that no Loan Expenditure Bill had 
been foreshadower! in the FinmJCial State­
ment. \V ell, it nmy be a great loss, but it hn.s not 
been the practice in this House since I have 
been a member of it for the Treasurer to 
give a stn.tement of his proposed Loan Expendi­
ture for that yer~r, or for the following yeter. It 
hns never been the practice in this Hou,;e, and it 
has most uwloubtedly never been the practicf: of 
the hon. member hinl·,eJf. One of th'' most 
striking· fetttures of the bst :'\[inh;try wn.s that 
they passed the £10,000,000 lon,n long after the 
different debates of the ;;ession were over--and 
when n,ll their measures hted passed. ThRy 
passed the Lon.n Bill at the very end of the 
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session when it was impossible for members to 
give it that attention which it should have had. 
I have never been an advocate of obstruction. 
Since I have been a member of this House I have 
alw;;tys tried, on whatever side I \Vas sitting, to 
put down obstruction, because I have gone on 
the principle that members should speak their 
minds plainly, that the people outside will then 
know what they mean, and that you do not require 
to go to the length of obstruction in order to force 
your views on the House, but if ever there 
was a time when obstruction was necessary, 
and might have been justified, it was at the time 
the £10,000,000 loan passed through the House. 
If I choose to revise my opinion with regard to 
obstruction in this House that is the only thing 
which makes me think I have a0ted too strictly 
in opposing obstruction in every way. Now the 
hon. gentleman tells us that he had occasion 
to advise the late Treasurer that no loan 
expenditure should pass this House until an 
Appropriation Act had passed. I think that 
was capital ad vice. We pass big loan votes, 
and we authorise the Treasurer to raise the 
mo_ney at home and put it into the con­
solidated revenue, and when the hon. mem­
ber says we ought to appropriate th"t in 
detail and tell the House every year-taking it 
thoroughly into our confidence and getting its 
sanction for every year's expenditure, he says 
only what is right, and I quite agree with 
him there. The Legislature of New South 
Wales has pretty much the same kind of 
Loan Bill as we have with an Appropria­
tion Act. Victoria has a Loan Bill such as ours, 
with a separate Appropriation Act every year, 
and the same practice is adopted inN ew Zealand. 
At the time when the Appropriation Bill was first 
framed there was not the same necessity for the 
change of action that the leader of the Opposition 
suggests now. I think he is quite wrong· when he 
says that all my predecessors as Treasurers, and, 
of course, I myself, will require to get an Indem­
nity Act passed for what we have clone in the 
way of expending money that has never been 
appropriated. I do not think he is right there, 
but I believe there are evils that have resulted 
from our own present Loan Act, and the appro­
priation clause contained therein, which should 
direct the attention of every Treasurer to what 
he has suggested-that is, that we should have an 
ttnnual appropriation for every particular item 
that is to be spent during the year. However, I 
clu not think the hrm. gentleman was right in his 
law when he said we required an Appropriation 
Act. Our Loan Acts are all Appropriation 
Acts. "All sums borrowed under the authority 
of those Acts," the 5th clause says, " shall be 
paid to the Colonial Treasurer and shall be by 
him placed to the Cl'eclit of the Consolidated 
HevenueFund, to be applied totheseveml purposes 
for which the same shall ha v.e been raised, and 
shall be accounted for in the same manner as if 
they had formed part of the current annual 
revenue of the colony." I look upon the 
first four lines as an appropriation chnse, 
and it has always been acted n pan as an 
appropriation clause. To show that it is 
meant as an appropriation clause, the next 
clause says, " The appropriation of all sums 
paid on account of salaries, or to supple­
ment salaries, from moneys received under 
authority of this Act, shall be annually 
sanctioned by the Legi,,lative Assembly.'' That 
is to say, that we are to be authorised to 
spend the money on the works authorised in the 
various items of the Loan Act, but, in addition 
to that, all the salaries of the men employed are 
to be specially approvriated. Clause 5 is a 
special appropriation, so that all Treasurers 
certainly do not require an indemnity for what 
they have done, unless they have gone beyond 

that law. That law says that the sums shall he 
spent according as they have been put down 
in the Loan Act. That was an Appropriation 
Act that was perfectly necessary, and it was 
more than necessary. · It was suitable to the 
circumstances when it was framed, but it must 
be remembered that when it was framed we had 
not ten-million loans; we had not three-million 
loans ; a modest five hundred thousand was a 
great thing in those clays, and every item was 
specifically mentioned, and the work upon which 
it was to be spent. The items were not put 
clown under general terms, but after very careful 
consideration of the requirements of the different 
works. The amount of money was carefully 
calculated, and the Treasurer had his work 
before him. There was the Act, and he was 
bound to spend the money appropriated, and 
no more. The appropriation was complete. 
But a great change came afterwards, and it came 
gradually. I do not mean to lay the whole 
blame of the breach that has gradually taken 
pbce in the law on the hon. gentleman opposite, 
becm1se it gradually came with bigger loans. 
:iYiore general items were put clown in those loans 
and more ]Jower was given to the 'l'reasnrer and 
the Government of the day. But the thing 
culminated in the year 1SS4, when the £10,000,000 
loan was introduced. Ten millions of money 
was asked for, and during the time that that 
proposal was before the House it was perfectly 
impossible for hon. members to have any idea 
as to whether the amounts were being properly 
appropriated, and whether the appropriations 
were for the good of the country. It was 
perfectly evident from the evidence given by 
the l\Iinister for \Vorks when he was asked 
to go through the items that he knew nothing 
about the amount that would be required. He 
actually admitted that many of the items would 
require twice the amount to complete them that 
appeared in the schedule to complete them; and, 
in fact, he claimed that he would have the power 
to go on spending the several items to carry on 
any of the works commenced. That, of ~ourse, 
was breaking the law. \Ve have seen m the 
last ten years in Queensland perhaps one of the 
most wonderful phenomena in the world. 
\V e have seen the late Minister for \Vorks-
1\Ir. Miles-a man remarkable for shrewd 
common sense, but never for any great financial 
ability-occnpying the highest position that a 
Minister ever occupied in any colony. It 
was simply because the whol8 of the powers of 
the Government :mcl of Parliament had been 
handed over to that one man. That was what 
actually tnok place, and in this way : Various 
items were put down-£1,000,000 for this rail­
way, £.300,000 for the next, £300,000 for the 
next. £10,000,000 w"s voted for the existence of 
that Ministry, because surely they could not 
presume to vote money for a l\Iinistry that was 
going to succeed them, and I give them the credit 
for their whole possible life-that is five years. 
They knew that £10,000,000 would not complete 
all those works. I estimated that they would cost 
£1G,OOO,OOO, and we know now that they will re­
quire more than £1G,OOO,OOO. Here was a Minister 
entrusted by Parliament with the expenditure 
of £10,000,000. He could not possibly spend it 
all in the time, as that meant an expenditure of 
£2,000,000 a year, and he had to complete 
about £1G,OOO,OOO worth of work. He therefore 
rambled over the E.stimates, to do what work he 
liked. One line was to cost £150,000, but as it 
would co>t £300,000, he would spend that amount 
on that line. In another case where £150,000 
was to be spent he would not spend any. Then, 
when the next Loan Dill came in, that was made 
right by an Act of Indemnity as it were. There is 
not the slightest doubt, as the leader of the Opposi~ 
tion had said, that an Act of Indemnity will 
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require to be passed, and for what I have done· 
since I came into office, I have not the slightest 
doubt that I shall require an Act of Indemnity. 
If I do I am perfectly sure that the hon. gentle­
man requires an Act of Indemnity for what he did 
before he went out oi office. I am glad he drew 
my attention to this matter, uud I do not think it 
is time wusted in explaining it us I huve done 
now. \Vhen I made my Financial Statement I 
explained the position the Government were in. 
I am afraid some hon. members huve misunder­
stood me through not reading the Finuncial 
Statement, and what I uctually proposed. The 
position I placed before the Committee was this : 
I had to frame the Estimates without a single 
addition. Anyone who says that they are framed 
without great reductions having been made in 
the Estimates, simply has not read the Estimates. 
I could have made the amount of expenditure as 
large as I liked, by leaving out, say, £500,000 of 
the interest fund, but it would have to be paid 
all the same. I put down the actual amount of 
money I was bound by law to provide for 
schedules. Then I added to that the umount 
rec1uired for the Civil service, und for every 
contingency connected with it. There are no 
udditions to the Civil service-or they are so small 
that it is not necessary for me to refer to them. 
They are virtually the Estimutes of last year. 
I may here remark thut we got very little assist­
ance from our predecessors in fruming them. 
\V e came into office about the middle of June, 
and I do not think it was an unreasonable 
expectation on my part that when I went into 
the Treasury I should find the Estimates 
left by my predecessor ready as to the expen­
diture for the incoming year. I know that 
under simibr circumstances I have left that 
information, und under similar circumstances 
before, I have got it; but there wus no informa­
tion whatever. I went to the heads of the depart­
ments, und got them to rrHtke up the Estimate of 
expenditure. That accounts for the amount of 
work we huve hud to do during the recess. 
\Vhen the under-secretaries gave me their 
Estimates, my business wus to cut them down 
where I could, and I did. That left a deficit of 
£1!.12,000, und my first natural action was to 
strike out what I could from the Estimates for 
the Civil service. I knew I wus going in for a 
policy which would increase the cost of living to 
those men, und that made the act all the more 
ruthless. Still it required to be done, und I hold 
that no Treasurer should hold office unless he can 
make both ends meet. I cut off, therefore, ull 
the increases, unless under some very special cir­
cumstam:es. I know quite well that there 
are a great many men \Vho are going unre~ 
warded, und losing the increases they are 
entitled to by length of service or ability; 
but I cannot possibly be blamed, not being 
able to act as I should have desired. In the 
very short time we have been in office we 
have not had time to find what men there are 
in the service of the Government whom we could 
part with with udvantage. Therefore, to have 
taken any action would hu.e been simply 
injudicious, and would not have had my 
support. That is a matter which must be gone 
into in detail. I know that I considered the 
matter when I had a strong mujority, and failed 
to accomplish it; but in this case I have done 
whut wus the next best thing·-I have kept the 
Civil service without any incre:.se. The hon. 
member for Toowong criticised my action, und 
sctid that there were a great many w'tys in which 
I could hfwe kept down BXJ'enditure, but he 
will find he is wrong if he examines the 
Estimutes, und he will have every opportunity 
of seeing how the Estimutes were framed when 
we come into detail. I had to face this deficit of 
£HJ2,000, and I reduced the expenditure, while 

I increased the revenue, after having consulted 
with the different reYenue·earning departments­
thut is, the milways, the post office, und so on­
and huving taken the best possible informution 
as to the possible revenue, and the Estimates of 
expenditure, which the leuder of the Opposi­
tion has churacterised as fair Estimates. I 
got them from the departments, and ufter 
consultation approved of them, and adopted 
them, uncl cut down the Estimates into the state 
they are in at the present time, and reduced the 
deficit to £135,000, as I said in the :Financial 
Statement. The leader of the Opposition, of 
course, ought to have tried to show what other 
course I might have ador•ted, although I must 
say I followed the only method I could think of, 
and gave my arguments for it. He agrees no 
doubt with me so far as the income-tax is con· 
cerned, l.Jut at the same time sticks to his ideu 
that a land-tax wus the proper thing-or ut ull 
events a property-tax. He suys he would not 
have bound himself to a land-tax alone had he 
had a longer time to consider the matter, but 
would have gone in for a general property-tax. 
The arguments that were brought forward by the 
hon. gentleman and those hon. members who 
supported him were not at all arguments which 
go in favour of u bnd-tax. 'l'he member for 
Ipswich, l\Ir. Barlow, and the member for Fassi­
fern, and other members gave their ideas on 
the subject. The hon. member for Ipswich, for 
instance, said that what we want to get ut is the 
unearned increment, and that remark was cheered 
by the leader of the Opposition as being u good 
argument. In fact it was the only urgument 
brought forward, und the hon. member, of course, 
thinks it is a fine thing to say that. I have read 
about the uneurned increment for the last thirty 
yeurs, and I know that there are very few men 
who study political economy and take un intel­
ligent view of the matter who do not believe that 
it is a fair thing to get as much of the uneurned 
increment of the country for the people as you 
possibly can. That is a very fair thing, but the 
question is, how are we to get at the man who 
enjoys the unearned increment? Take, as an 
illustration, a block of land in Queen street sold 
last week for, say, £1,000; what did the man who 
bought that land pay for it? The hon. member 
for Toowoombu picturesquely would tell us that 
probably that piece of land was part of a thou­
sund-acre block purchased many years ag·o at £1 
an acre; but the man who bought it for £1,000 
had to puy that £1 un acre for the land 
plus the increased value it derived from 
all the accumulated advantages afforded by 
the progress of the colony. If a rail way was 
mude into Brisban@, he paid for the increased 
value it deriYed from that circumstance; so that 
if you go to him und tell him that you will 
impose a tax on the land for which he has puid 
such a high price, you will make him pay a tax, 
according to the urgument that has been 
advanced, which ought to be put on some other in­
dividual. \Vho is this other individuul? We can­
not find the man. It is exactly for tlmt reason, 
just us in the case of un income-tax, you cun­
not get the man who got this thousand-ucre 
block at £1 an acre. \Vould it be fair to tax 
the man who hud the land, und say, "You 
got all thut increased vulue, uut not by your own 
industry?" He might all the time have been 
keeping a public-house in Ipswich. \Vould it 
be u fair thing to put that tax on him because he 
was honest enough to stick to the land all the 
time? There must be common sense in every­
thing, and it would be far better if the hon. 
member, instead of indulging us with these 
remarks about uneurned increment, would ex­
plain what he wants taxed. I think I have now 
disposed of the suggestions that have been made 
as to the course legislation should have taken to 
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fill up the deficit that I was obliged to fill. 
Members will no doubt recognise that the 
problem I had to solve was how to put £135,000 
into the Treasury, and provitle a surplus over 
that for carrying on the Govemment ; also, if 
possible to make provision for the deficit that 
actually exists at the pre"mt time. I tried to 
du that, and I did it by the tariff which is now 
b_efore the Committee. The leader of the Oppo­
sJtwn has adrnittell that he is a protectionist 
from opportunism. I have been a protectionist 
for a long time. I have not, as the hon. gentle­
man has said, brought in a very protective tariff, 
but I have made protectionist speeches a dozen 
times in this Huuse. I have, however, never 
heard the hon. member make a single allusion to 
protection until, in his :Financial Statement last 
year, he made a general reference to fostering 
native industries. If the hon. member mean~ 
to say now tlmt he was held back by a 
strong-n1inded colleague who was a freetrader, 
tlmt says very little for the doctrine of oppor­
tuniom. The hon. gentleman objected to mem­
bers on this side laughing when he announced 
himself as an Opportunist. I know the meaning 
that members attached to his utterance. The con­
struction they put upon it is that the hon. 
member in effect said, "I have been a freetracler 
ttll the time, but I oaw that the tide was against me 
and that the majority at the next election would 
be in favour of protection ; therefore I am an 
Opportunist on the policy of protection." That 
is the sense in which they took it. I know 
the sense in which the hem: gentleman used the 
expression. He would have us to believe that he 
httd been a protectionist all the time, but that 
he had an old man of the sett ttrouncl his neck, and 
was prevented giving free expression to his 
views. All at once, however, when he has got 
rid of this old nmn he comes foward CLS a protec­
tionist. Yet I have never heard him mttke a 
protectionist speech on any subject. I have 
made protectionist speeches and given my idf'l:ts, 
and I would like very much to know what his 
ideas are. :u;ven protectionists on the other side 
of the Committee have spoken ''bout this tariff 
pressing heavy on the working mttn. I defy 
any hon. membAr to pick out a dozen 
articles, not left out of the tariff, which can 
be inserted without touching the working man 
just as much as the articles now embodied 
in it. There is not a single artiele in 
this tariff on which the duty has not been 
increased over and over agrdn for freetmde 
purpost"3, even according to the announcen1ent 
made by the late Treasurer. Still, :et the same 
time, knowing thatqnite well, and in order to gain a 
!JOint it has been arg·ued that the tariff is not big 
enough to encourage n~ttiYe industry, and that it 
i,.., n grent pity we have touched the working 
umn. \Vhat are the amendnwuts which h:we 
come from the other "ide of the Committee? 
There i:-; the friend of the working rnnn, the hon. 
rnernbcr for Toowomnba, Ivlr. Groorn ; how is he 
going to arnend the tariff? By Hhoving a great 
deal more on the working man. 'fhe hon. 
member for \V arwick is going to do the same 
thing, n.nd all those members who spoke about 
the working man ttre going to do exactly the 
same. It is a very fine thing to say that we are 
the friends of the working nmn, but it does 
not mean anything. I slmll be very glad to hear 
any sugge"'Jtion that \Vill lead n1e to give the 
working classes everything they consnrne at a 
lower rate tlmn they will get rt under this tariff, 
if the suggestion will lead towttrds protection. I 
should be very glad to hear any such :·mggestion, 
but I mn perfectly satisfied that it cannot be 
done. The object I have iu view iH to make a 
tariff thttt I can ttfford to make. I tell pro­
tectionists I know very well that during the 
last elections the sentiment of the country 

wtts in favour of protection. But I do not 
think there was enough said on that one 
subject that could have brought out the intel­
lectual thought of the constituencies, and I 
say this, that I doubt very much the wisdom of 
going in for protection at the present time. I 
would say that it would be a wrong thing to do 
anything of the sort. 'fhe question, as pro­
nounced on by the constituencies, was certainly 
not decided enough to justify me in going one 
step further than I have done, and I was bound 
to go that step to get the revenue I want. 
I will now deal with anotl1Ar matter, and that 
is the accusation brought against me by the hon. 
gentleman, and elaborated by some other mem­
bers, that there seemed to be a sort of covert 
attempt on my part, through this tariff, to bring 
about the separation of the North from the 
South. Of course that is founded on this: that 
the southern pttrt of the colony, bcinf( more 
populated than the northern portion per 
square mile, they are therefore in a better posi­
tion to start industries which may derive 
encouragement from the tariff, and in that way 
have an advantage over the North. vVell, there 
is no doubt of that, and I could not prevent it. 
But I justify it in this way : that theN orth will 
get a good deal of the indirect adYantage. One 
great argument in favour of protection is this­
and there is no class of men in the world who have 
affirmed it more than the diggers of Australia­
thttt it opens up other sources of employment. 
The digge"' in Victoria, with the exception of one 
place, have, for the last thirty years, returned 
protectionists. They know very well that, 
although their labour is not protected, yet, if 
they h:we families, they can turn their sons to 
do something elsn than working down the same 
mine that they have worked in. And that argu­
ment will tell, I have not the slightest doubt, on 
the miners of Charters 'l'owers and Croydon, 
when they come to understand it, quite as 
forcibly as it has done on their brother miners at 
Sandhurst and Ballarat. I do not think the 
hon. gentleman thought seriously that I was 
plotting tt matter of that sort. If any sug­
gestion could have a tendency towards helping 
on separation, I think it was the suggestion 
made by the hon. gentleman himself, when 
he said he did not see why we should not have 
a:clifferential tariff-why we should not charge ls. 
on bottled beer coming into the port of Brisbane, 
and Gd. on bottled beer coming from any foreign 
port into Townsville. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GTIH':b'ITH: I did not 
instance beer. 

The COLONIAL TREASURl~U: The hon. 
gentleman did not instance anything. I will take 
anything else he likes. Timber, for instance. 
\Vhy should not timber ptty 5s. pPr lOO snper­
ficial feet down here, and go free into Towns­
ville? There is no reason against it; but if we 
have to deal with the North on such terms as 
that-thttt they are to h,we a sepamte tariff­
the sooner they have a separate Uovernment the 
better. That suggestion of the hon. gentleman 
destroys all feeling between us as fellow 
colonists. \V 8 must have a tariff, and the same 
tariff-we must try and combine under one­
because am·one in Austmlia can see that if 
our Goven1ment had to be carried on under 
such tt bond as that, that the North must 
have a separate tariff, the r:;ooner they rmpa~ 
rate and do the best thev can for themselves 
the better. I do not thir)k the tariff will hurt 
the North, becan'e they will get a great many 
advantages ont of it. I was very much amused 
at the speech made by the hon. gentleman­
especially that portion of it when he spoke about 
opportunism. It was about as nice a little 
lecture as I ever listened to, considering how 
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apt it was to the circumstances. The funniest 
part was where the hon. gentleman declared 
the Colonial Secretary to be a freetrader, 
that the Minister for Lands was ttlso a free­
trader, that the ~1inister for \Vorks wtts so and 
so, and then declared thttt he himself was an 
Opportunist. Why should not they be Oppor­
tunists, too, especially seeing that they have 
very much better rH>Sons for being Oppor­
tunists thttn the hon. gentleman. \Vhen the 
Colonial Secretary introduced that n,mendment 
last year antagonistic to the proposals of the 
then Colonial 'freasnrer (Sir Samuel vValker 
Griffith), to the effect that under the circum­
stances no taxation was necessary, it was a 
very straightforward amendment. I had some 
doubts as to how far it was necessary, and I 
belieYe that if the finances had been properly 
managed in 188G no additional taxation would 
have been necessary. But they were going on 
from bad to worse; they were so bad when we 
came into office that the best possible statement 
made by officers who had just left office the week 
before, showed that they could not possibly carry 
on the Government except at an annual loss of 
£119,000. That is why we are justified in being 
Opportunists-if it be justifiable at all. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH : That is 
in your sense of the word. 

The COLONIAL TEEASUllEU: Well, the 
hon. gentleman is an Opportunist in exactly the 
same way as. a Y ankee-these are my ~entiments, 
gentlemen, rf they don't suit you I can change 
them. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRH'FITH: That is 
what you say of your own colleagues. It is not 
the opportunism I spoke of. 

'fhe COLONIA~L THoEASURER: One thing 
I noticed with some curiosity is that none of 
the protectionists on either side of the Com­
mittee ever looked back to see the bonuses we 
have given to freetracle in this colony. I have 
been at the foundat.ion of a good deal of it 
myself, and I did it for a certain object. I knew 
that I was violating the principles I myself 
advocated, but I did it for the good of the 
country. Eor instance, in 18G9, when we found 
the whole trade of Queensland done from the 
big port of Sydney, it was the object of every 
Queensland statesman to try and remedy that. 
\Vhat did we do ? In the face of my principles 
as a protectionist I consented to give a sub­
sidy of £55,000 to a trading company. There 
is not the slightest doubt that it was pure 
freetrade ; but we have to consider where 
we can gain between the two principles. We 
have to remember that one of the advantages to 
producers in the country is that in no part of the 
world are there greater advantages than we offer 
for trade in the shape of harbour and river im­
provements. vV o have incurred large expen­
diture on tho:;e wor)<s, we have brought them to 
be as nenr perfectiOn as possible, and so far as 
harbour dues are concerned, our ports are as free 
as any in the world. Thttt has to be considered, 
and we want to do something by means of 
this tariff so as to protect our own industries, 
and, at the same time, counterbalance in some 
way the leakage that has been going on in that 
direction-at all events, to get some ad yantage 
from the money we have expended. There have 
been a great many amendmentssugge,;ted. Hon. 
members have kindly let me know what altera­
tions they intend to propose in certain direc­
tion•, and I mcty say that I have been deluged 
with correspondence fmm all parts of the colony. 
It b astonishing to consider the character of 
the corre,;pomlence I have received. 'fake 
Maryborough, for instance. They object to 
a land-tax and do not belieYe in protection, 
but want a heavy duty on timber and furni· 

tnre. Then the farmers on the Darling Downs ; 
they do not go into the f]Uestion of freetrade 
and protection >es "general principle, but want 
a heavy duty upon farm produce. In fact, 
all through the country every man wants 
everything he produces protected, but he is 
opposed to protection upon any other industry. 
As a matter of fact, I ha VP not g0t very much 
real information; so far m; vrinciple is concerned, 
from any part of the correspondence I have had; 
but I have had a great lesson on the selfishness 
of hunmnity in general. I have had to boil the 
correspondence down and make the best of it, 
The first amendments I have are those given into 
my hands by Mr. Philp. He proposes the 
following changes :-Champagne, 20s. per gallon ; 
brandy, rum, whisky, geneva, old tom, other 
spirits and cordials, 14s. per gallon ; bulk >ele, in 
'voud, ls. per gallon; cigars, 7s. Gd. per lb. ; 
carriages, carts, etc., rnateria.l for carts, etc., 
rnusical instrurnents, silks, 8ilks made up, gloves, 
and furniture, 25 per cent. ; hops, Dd. per lb. ; 
malt, 4s. per bushel; quartz, Sl<gar, and 0ther 
rnachinery, and sevving rna.chines, 5 per cent. ; 
bag-s and sacks, cornbarcks, woolpacks, sugar 
bags, agricultural irnpler11ents, fuse, and seeds, 
7~ per cent.; dynamite, gelatine, lithofracteur, 
ld. per lb. ; bran and pollard, 2d. per bushel; 
wheat, green fruits, and steel rails, free; boots 
and shoes, 10 per cent. ; oatrneal, 2s. per c~cvt. ; 
castor oil, in bulk, Gd. per gallon ; rope, 4s. per 
cwt. Now, these alterations would involve 
increased duties to the amount of £89,000, 
and decreased duties to the amount of £[)4,000. 
Adding the increase and the decrease together it 
would alter my tariff to the extent of £143,000. 
l\1y own tariff only tt!ters our present arrange­
ments to the extent of £300,000; which virtually 
means that a private member shall alter the tariff 
to the extent of 4D per cent., or nearly one-half. 
I am quite prepared to take any amendment 
thcct I think reasonable, and that agrees with the 
principle of my tariff and does not affect the 
amount to any extent; but an amendment of 
that kiml crmnot bo carried, or my tariff 9oes. 
\Vith some of the details of the hon. member's 
amendment, such as the duty on champagne, 
which is a luxury, I might >tgree, but the 
adoption by the Committee of the wl1ole amend­
ment would damn the tariff, and it goes out of 
my hands. That is the immediate consequence. 
There is a great similarity between the amend­
ments suggested by the hon. members Mr. Stevens 
and Mr. Groom. \Vith the exception of two 
items, they go in the same direction-namely, 
increasing the duty on various items of 
farm produce to something like 25 per cent. or 30 
per cent. I cannot accept that. I think I have 
gone a great length. I believe in distnrbing 
industries a,; little as possible. \Vhen I wanted 
to see in what way we could help the farmers, it 
was thought that could be best clone by imJl<'"ing 
a duty on malt, hops, and barley. I fincl I hr,ve 
1natle a rnistake in not putting enough on 
barley ; it was my mistake, and I olmll be 
prepared to remedy it. But I did not put 
on more duties, because I do not believe 
the colony would stand it. Protectionists 
may oveneach themselves by having too high 
protective duties, and I have been assured of 
that by men who have the greatest amount at 
stake. I could give instances, but it would only 
needlessly lengthen my speech. The duties on 
nwstof the products are sufficiently high already, 
ttnd ttfter the speeches made by hon. members, I 
do not think it would be wise to umke them 
higher than they are at the pre,ent tillle. I see 
several places where we have Jone an injuHtice, 
which I will ondet~vonr to rectify. l<'or instance, 
there is the suggestion of thfl hon. lllember for 
Toowong, which is, I think, fair and reasonable. 
Although it does not apply to the extent the hon, 
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member said it did, still there was something in 
the contention that a man who holds stock on 
which the duty is proposed to be abolished should 
have time to work off the stock he has got, and 
I am quite prepared to move an amendment 
which will give the Committee time to consider 
that. A man holds stock on which dutie8 are 
both abolished and increased, so that there would 
not be any great injustice done him. Still there 
is, theoretically, something in it which we ought 
to consider. There is 1tnother matter I did not con­
sider, although! certainly ought to have done, and 
it is this: Many people have ordered material and 
machinery from home not calculating that the 
tariff would be altered. I have drafted a clause 
by which any materiitl or machinery that it can be 
proved to the Treasurer was ordered prior to the 
announcernent of the new tariff, and arriving in 
the colony afterwards, shall be subject only to 
the duty that was in force at the time the order 
was given. I think that is only fair. This, of 
course, will only apply to material and machinery 
ordered by persons for their own use; it will not 
apply to merchandiKe. I will give one case in 
point. A sugar phtnt was landed at Mary­
borough the other day-since the tariff was pub­
lished-which was ordered ten months ago. It 
would be an unfair thing that the man who 
ordered it should be subjected to the increased 
duty. I therefore propoee to insert a clause that 
will cover cases of this kind. I will refer now to the 
duty on beer, and will explain to the Committee 
the position in which I stand in regard to it; 
and I think they will consider that it is not an 
unfair position. As I said, I wanted to impose 
duties that would possibly benefit the farmers, 
and those duties would have been direct imuosts 
on the brewers. There was an excise duty put 
on beer only a year ago, which I consider a 
most unwise duty; and it was lJUite impossible 
that, in any fairness at all to any of the interests 
concerned, we could increase that. I put on such 
duty as I could on the material that was being 
used, and proposed to drop the excise duty. If hem. 
members think they are going to keep the excise 
duty on beer, and also put a duty on malt and 
hops as in my proposed tariff, I shall object to it. 
I have put on the material as much as very 
nearly balances the old duty. Of course it is 
subject to this disadvantage, as one hon. member 
said, that the amount of duty, as protection 
comes into operation, is liable to decrease. But 
we shall get the advantage of protection; we 
shall have to tax something else. 

Mr. UNMACK : The brewers pocket the 
difference. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: That is a 
different thing altogether. The hon. gentleman 
said the other da}' that if we decreased the price 
the brewer derived the advantage. I beg to 
differ from him. I have made all the inquiries 
I can, itnd have come to quite a different cnnclu­
Hion. At all events I h,we balanced it, and if, 
therBfore, the excise duty is not repealed, 
then I will strike off tlw dutie.s propo.sed 
to be put upon the material. Now, there 
are many items mentioned there in addition 
to farm produce. There is the item of tim­
ber. I have explained the difference that 
there is between the l'\ orth and the South. If the 
duty on dressed and undressed timber was put on 
to any great extent, the effect, I believe myself, 
would be pretty much that the Townsville and 
Rockhampton people would be handed over to a 
monopoly of Maryborough men in the course of 
two or three years. 

:Mr. HYNE: No, no! 
The COLONIAL TllEASGRER: I knew 

the hon. member for J'vlaryborough would say 
"No, no," but I have stated the opinion I have 
had all along. The hon. member says "no" ; 

but I say "yes" ; that is the danger I am afraid 
of. I have no objection to increase the duty on 
dressed timber in the North and South together, 
but shall object to any increase in undressed 
timber or log timber. In revising the tariff I 
think I made another mistake, and that was in 
putting in piece goods at 10 per cent., whereas 
mn,de-up goods are at 15 per cent. I propose to 
add a good many items to the last list-piece 
goods-and decrease the duty to 5 per cent. 
There will be no 10 per cent. duties at all. The 
list of piece goodst, will be increased by ndding 
other materials mostly required in making up 
manufactures in the colony. Then, in regard to 
the free list : I have added to that as much as I 
lJOssibly could, and I am quite prepared to 
take suggestions, because I may have om1tted 
some things that I think ought to be free, 
as well as those that are really present. 
I have been pressed upon all sides to reduce the 
tariff upon machinery. I do not think that is a 
right thing to do. I think 15 per cent. ought to 
be put upon machinery, for the reason that I am 
sure it will have the effect of causing all 
machinery used for our different manufactures 
to be made here in a very short time. I believe 
that will be the result, as I have seen the effect 
elsewhere. All machinery that cannot be made 
in the colony we ought to be pretty liberal with 
by putting it upon the free list. Therefore, in 
addition to a number of items which appear 
on the free list, I want power to be given 
to the Treasurer from time to time to proclaim 
in the Gm·e1·nment Gazette certain articles to be 
free from duty. That power ought to be given, 
as we will not be able to classifv the different 
items on the free list. I will not go into the 
details of these items ; they include sewing 
machines, centrifugals, triflicates, planing ma­
chines, joinery machines, hot air machines, gas 
engines, portable engines, diving pu1np6 and 
dressee, and several other things. I have <Llso 
taken some material out of the free list, which I 
thought it dangerous to lea Ye there. Sheet iron, 
bar iron, angle iron, and T-iron I propose to add 
to the free list. There is one important item 
which I have not mentioned, and that is that I 
think the duty on fruit was a mistake. Still 
there ought to be a duty upon fruit that. is 
imported in the shape of pulp fruit. I also thmk 
I was wrong in increasing the duty upon dynamite. 
I may go still further and say that I du not 
intend to move any addition to the duty on 
explosives. There is one article which is used 
greatly for adulteration, the imported amount 
of which is very small, and which I would like 
to see kept out of the colony altogether. I allude 
to saccharine, which is a dangerous poison usrd 
in any shape or form. It is made from coal tar, 
and is 280 times as swe"t as sugar. The following 
remarks concerning it appeared in the Eumpean 
JJiail of 27th July :--

" Onr l'Cndcrs 'vill have seen from time to time in the 
publif' journals laudatory comments of the {1lUtlit.ies of 
tar sngar as an article of consumption in preference to 
cane or beetroot sugar, both on account of its relative 
cheapness and hygienic properties, its sweetenin~ power 
being 280 time>.; greater than its corresponding weight 
in ordinary sugars. But the Council of Hygiene antl 
Saluhri.tv of the Seine, raris, has definitely settled, on 
the basiS of the ro}1ori of thP.ir experts. the certainty of 
its unwholesomeness as a sweetener. Saccharine, 0r tar 
sugar, is simply an artificial substance extracted from 
coal; it is a crystallised \V bite 110wder, !l'lmost insoluble 
in cold \Vater, and, on account of 1ts concentrated 
strength, has been nicknameU 'the shadmv of sugar.' It 
i~ ex.tracted hy an intrkate process, in whk,h sull!huric 
acid (vitriol) i~ the actiYc agent. The sensatiOn of 
~weetness it produces on the tongue lasts mnch longer 
than that produced by ordinary sugar, bnt it is much 
less agreeable, for it lm~vcs an aftcr~tastc of bitter 
almonds and a dryness of the throat. It is quito 
possible that to its method of 11reparation. and the 
impurities which cannot be entirely separated from it, 
may be attributed the ill effects resulting from the use 
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of saccharine. But it is equally possible that it is 
dangerous in itself by reason of its intrin.~ic properties. 
At all ev~nts, its antiseptic qualities, by which the 
fermentatiOn of substances with which it amalgamates 
is arrested, may become a positive danger. For the 
proper digestion of food it is absolutely necessary that 
the ~ct.ion of .the gastric juices should not be par:Llysed; 
awl1i 1~ preCisely the contrary effcet which is prod need 
by the nsc of tar sugar. It has been ascertained that 
sacclmrinc does not assimilate in the hnman frame. It is 
thrown off in almost the sn.mc proportion ru~ 1t is talwn. It 
simvl.\' 1mssos through the body. But in cases of organic 
dcra11gemcnt it is liable to accumulate and produce 
unhealthy symptoms, such as indigestion, cramp in the 
stomach, a .. nd general dh:comfort. Admitting even that 
saccharine is absolutely inoffensive from a hygienic 
point of view, it mnst be borne in mind that it is at a 
disadvantage compared with the ordinary cane or beet­
root sugar, inasmuch as it has no nourishing properties, 
and as }f. Gerrtrd, the chief of the ::.\funicipal I1aboratory 
at Paris, has very justly obgerved, • there is no 
reason why under the cloak of hygiene, as in the 
case of certain products which are made to serve 
the purpose of food articlP.-3, trade should not confine 
its operations to the sale of vnrely artificia.l goods.' 
And on this principle fossil flour might be substituted 
for legitimate whea.t flour in the making of bread 
or pastry, which, being sweetened 'vith saccharine, 
would o1fer the advantage of a permanent mineral 
m·tiele of diet. It is a curious fact, well worth noticing, 
that bisects seem to have a positive dislike to sac­
charine. In a pastry shop, where a number of tarts 
aw1 cakes had been sprinkled with tar sngar, it was 
observed that a wasp and the inevitable flies carefully 
avoided settling on them, the wasp especially, for on a 
mtkc sprinkled with saccharine being lHHposely put in 
its way it disylayed an amount of irritation by no 
means flattering to • the shadmv of sugar.' It has 
been compt~ted hy.Professor Salkowski that the quantity 
of sacchanne wh1ch a man in sound health and of 
medium strength _may take daily with impunity is not 
more than one gra1n and a quarter/' 

I have now gone over the various items in the 
tariff, and, of course, hon. members will see the 
difficultY of the task that we have before us. As 
a matter of fact it is a very scientific piece of 
work al_together, framing a tariff. They have 
been at It for over fifteen years down in Victoria, 
and they have a fresh one this year. It is a 
matter of great difficulty, and any number of 
small incon,istencies may be pointed out. I 
have tried to avoid these as much as possible, 
a01d have tried to m!1ke a working tariff. I believe 
myself that it will give the amotmt of reYenue we 
require, and I ask the co-operation of members 
on both sides of the Committee to try and put it 
through as efficiently as we can, and in as short a 
time a' possible. \Ve are getting now into the 
summer, and we have a lot of very important 
business to do w hi eh I wish to get pu~hed on, 
and nothing C!1n be done until we get this tariff 
out of the way. I will, when we get into Com­
mittee to-morrow, commence in the usual way by 
moving the items, paragraph by paragraph, !1S 
they appear here, and if any hon. member has 
an !1mendment to propose it can be proposed at 
the appropriate place. I beg to move that the 
Chairman do now leave the chair, report progre~s, 
and ask leave to sit again. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS said: Mr. Jess0p,­
I have a few remarks to make before yon report 
progress. I understand it is the intention to 
close the debate upon the Financial Statement 
to-night. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: It is 
closed. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS: With all deference 
to the Colonial Trextsurer, I have a few obser­
vations to make before the debate closes. 

HoNOURABLE MEilfmms: It is closed. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS: I refuse to say it 
is closed, and I have as good a position here as 
the Colonial Treasnrer. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: I am not 
trying to stop yon. 

The HoN. P. PEHKINS: We are all on equal 
terms here, and I am not going to be told or 
lectured by anyone that this debate has closed. 
I am independent here, and do not belong tu any 
party, and I will not be shnf!led or put upon by 
any member on either side of the Commitee. If I 
am attacked bv either one side or the other I have 
a right to defend myself and nmke any explana­
tion I think fit. I trust the Colonial Treasurer 
will admit the justice of my rema1ks. If you 
had not rushed into the front to-night lU!d denied 
me the opportunity of sayin!) what I wished to 
say I would not have to say 1t now .. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: Chair! 

The HoN. P. PERKINS: You may say 
"Chair!" if you like, but you have put a very 
different complexion on the business now. I am 
very much pleased indeed with the able speech 
you have nmde. I think you are like others, in 
that yon have had time to reflect, and you have 
discovered that you have made some mistakes. 

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member mnst 
address the Chair. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS: I am looking at the 
Chairman. No d0ubt when a manhasmadeamis­
take the best thing he can doh; to retrace his steps 
and get on to the rig-ht track as soon as possible. 
I am glad the Colonial Treasurer has discovered 
th!1t he has made some errors, and no one will 
be more industrious than I will be in helping 
him to correct them. I trust before this day 
month we will be able to shnt this shop. It is 
not legislation we want here, but we want a 
few capable and, honest men to administer the 
laws in force in the colony at the present time, 
and if they are administered honestly this shop 
might be shnt up for three or four years. What 
brought me to make these observations is some 
remarks made by the hon. member for Ox!ey, who 
often honours me with his attention, though he is 
not always complimentary in his references. I 
excnse him, because, possibly, it is the people 
he lives amongst is the cause of it- those 
people who grow the cane around him, those 
arrowroot growers which the late Attorney­
General was in the habit of urginr: the leader 
of the Opposition to introduce from the old 
country to oblige the member for Oxley. I 
will put aside kanakas and Chinamen and 
aborigines ; but I believe I am right in saying 
that the hon. member for Oxley has had the 
cheapest description of labour that anyone has 
enjoyed in this country or in any other colony 
in Australift. I will tell you how he got it. 
He managed to get into partnership with 
somebody on bo!1rd ship. He got the people 
from Moldavia or vV allachia-people from the 
southern part of Europe who did not know 
his language. He got into partnership with 
a clergyman. He ran the people out to his 
arrowroot~growing garden, and, althoug·h he 
engaged them for twelve weeks, the conditions 
were such that they were glad to hook it in six 
weeks. When I interjected Ss. a week when the 
hon. member was speaking, I meant the wagee 
the hon. member had promised those men, but 
they left when they got their colonial experience 
with him. Now, it is a very unfortunate thing 
th!1t such persons should be returned to this 
House, if the hon. member is a specimen of the 
intelligence of the country. It is an unfortunate 
thing if we are to be inflicted with his continu"'l 
prating of the poor man, the hone'•jt man, the 
hard-working man, and then hear of the hon. 
member striking such a bargain with him. I 
say it is a pity that we should be cursed with 
such representatives as that. I can only say 
that I am not in the habit of prating and bel­
lowing about my piety and honesty. I do not 
accnse myself of those luxuries, and I should 
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like to know what right the hon, member haR to 
attack me in this Committee. I will read what 
I said of the hon. member :-

"\Vhy did I sign that petition? Because I discovered, 
after Ritting for four or five years here, that the mem­
bers for the South 'vere hwapablc of legislating for the 
North. At that time they had not had free tickets 
given them to go np and see the~orih for themsclyes; 
the~, had no idcn ·what it was like. It \vas ahvays 'my 
plantation. my cane,' or my something else. ''To hcnrll 
of some hognR phmtati.on~ in thi:-~ neig-hbourhood '\Yhielt, 
I helicvo, .have come to grief without the intcrveution 
of the blaekfellow or the reduction in the price of 
sugar. I have listened to all this. and I discovered that 
we had a class· of men flmvn here 'vho were one-sided, 
narro,v, crippled, and warped in their views-thutwhat 
suited them, did not sult the North, and that, at all 
events, the Northern people should dance rtttendance 
upon them." 

Now, is there one word of untruth in that? Does 
the hon. member deny it. He knows it to be per­
fectly true. He has taken three or four days to 
manufacture a story to tell this Committee. Now, 
whatever my faults and weaknes"es are I do not 
think there is any memb~r of this Committee, or 
anyone outside who knows me in business or 
otherwise, who would accuse me of want of 
courage or pluck, or being addicted to telling 
falsehoods, and I did not tell falsehoods when I 
alluded to the hon. member in that way. I 
believe the Minister for Lands inspected the 
hon. member's arrowroot garden and found it 
nothing but a mass of weecls, ancl that he has 
mean and cheap labour employed in it. I leave 
the member for Oxley at that. I leave him to his 
patron, the leader of the Opposition, who has 
used him for a considerable time. I leave him as 
a picture to this Committee and the country, and 
say that if he is a specimen of a sugar-grower, 
or a man of business, or anything else that is 
respectable or to be admired in this country, 
then I will want to get away. 

Mr. GRIMES said: Mr .• Jessop,-I do not 
think there is much to reply to, but I will just 
tell the hon. member this, that on my planta· 
tion sugar-growing still continues. It had a fair 
crushing this season, whilst manv of the large 
plantations of the North have gmie to the wall. 
It is still going-perhaps not making large 
profits uncler the present price of sngar, but it is 
giving employment to fifty .European labourers, 
and they are all happy and contented. Some of 
thoBe labourers have been with me for ten or 
twelve years. That speaks for itself, and none 
of them are receiving less than 14s. a week and 
rations. Th~t is the lowest wage I give, and 
many of those men at last season's crushing 
earned 25s. a week and rations by constant work. 
The hon. member may talk about s,. a week. 
He may consider that a fair wage to give anybody. 
I do not. I give a fair wage and expect good 
men. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Do you call 14s. 
a week a fair wage ? 

Mr. MURPHY : It is a starvation wage. 
Mr. HAMILTON: ls. Gd. a day. 
Mr. GRIMES: The present leader of the 

Government introduced mechanics for his station, 
and gave them only 15s. a week. I venture to say 
that men know when they have a decent em­
ployer. It is very strange that while others should 
be continually complaining about want of labour 
I can always get it. How is it that men will 
come to me season after seaRon and year after 
year, and work on the plantation? Simply 
because they know they are well treated, and 
not kicked and knocked about hither and thither, 
aml at last robbed of their wages. I have no 
difficulty-I have had none at any time to get 
men to do my work. I think that is a sufficient 
refutation of what the hon. member said, and we 

shall see the arrowroot and sugar mill going 
on when half the sugar mills in the North are 
dead. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed ; the CHAIRMAN reported 

progress, and obtained leave to sit again to· 
Inorrow. 

MESSAGE FROM THE LEGISLATIVE 
COUI\CIL. 

PRISONS Bu,L-J<'IRST READING. 

The SPEAKER announced the receipt uf a 
message from the Legislative Council, intimating 
that they had passed this Bill, and transmitted 
it to the Legislative Assembly for their con· 
currence. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the Bill was 
read a first time, and the second reading made 
an Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 
Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at twenty.two minuteR 

past 10 o'clock. 




