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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Tuesday, 2 October, 1888. 

Petition-Ann Street Presbyterian Church llill.-Qnccns· 
land Permanent 'frnstcc, Executor, and Finance 
Agency Company (I.Jimitccl) -J'I1 ""sage to the Legis
lative Council.-Q.ncstion without :NoUce-Stccl 
Sleepers for Normanton-Oloncurry Railway.-In
jurie" to l)ropcrty Act of 1865 Amendment Tiill
thir!l rettding.-\Vays and ::\Ic:-tns-rcsmnptton of 
committ.ce.-n.Icc;;f\ago.;; from the Legislative Council 
-Queensland. Permanent 'l'rust,cc, J~xccntor, and 
Finance Agency Company {Limited) Bill-Sale and 
Use of l)oisons Bill-lirst rcacling.-AU.jonrnmcnt. 

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

PETITION. 

ANN STm,ET PnEsnYTEI\IAN Cnc;ncn BILL. 

Mr. REES R ,TONJ<;s presented a petition 
from Alexander Anclerson, \Villiam J ones, ,John 
l\IcLennan, Alexander .Mnir, a,nd Thomas Coch· 
rane, of Brisbane, praying for leave to introduce 
a Bill to enable them to vest in new trustees the 
lands colllprised in deeds of grant 1\os. 28-±7, 
2iH8, and 2S4!J, and to on able the trustees for the 
tirne being thereof to sell, nwrtgnge, or lease the 
same, and for other purposes. He said the neces
sary advertisements had been inserted in the 
Govcrnrncnt Ga;·ettc and in one of the Brisbane 

daily papers, :1nd th:1t the sum of £23 had been 
paid for the expenses of printing the Bill, 
according to the Standing Order. He movecl 
that the petition be received. 

Question put and p:1ssed. 

QUEENSLAND PERMANEI'\T TRUS-
TEE, EXJWU'l'Oll, AI'\D FINANCE 
AGENCY COJ\IP ANY (LIMITED). 

MESSAGE ~'0 THE LEGISLATIVE Oom•;crr,. 
Mr. PO\VEllS said: Mr. Speaker,-I beg to 

move, without notice, that the following message 
be sent to the Legislative Council:-

" l\Ir. PRl~srDENT, 

"'l'he Legislative Assembly having appointed 
select committee to report upon the Queensland Per 
manent rrrnstcc, Executor, and Finance Agency Com
pany (Limited) Bill, awl that committee being desirou~ 
to cxami11c the Hon. J. S. rrurner. Exq., the Hon. F. '1\ 
Brentnall, Esq., and the Hon. VV. II. "rilson, Esq., 
members of the J .. cgislatiye Council, in reference 
thereto, rellllCSt that the Legislative Council Will give 
k'~Lvc to its said members to attend and be cxmnined 1Jy 
the said comm1ttee on such dny and da~·s as shaJJ be 
arranged bet,vecn them and tllc said committee.'' 

Question put and passed. 

QUESTION WITHOUT 1\0TICE. 
S'l'EEL RLlJ~EPEHS 1J'OR 1\omrANTON-CLONCURllY 

l{AILWAY. 

Mr. PALMER said: Mr. Speaker,-! wish to 
:1sk the Minister for Eailways, without notice, a 
question in regard to the transit of steel sleepers 
from Brisb:1ne to Normanton. I know the pro
gress of the rail way has been stopped on several 
occasions through the want of these sleepers to 
carry'on the work, and I would like to know 
from the Minister for Railways if any steps have 
been t:1ken towards expediting their transit. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS (Hon. 
H. l\1. Nelson) said: Mr. Speaker,-The con
tractors for the c:1rriage of the steel sleepers 
hrwe not been tcble to carry out their contract as 
arranged, and a considerable delay has thereby 
been caused in the transport of the sleepers from 
Brisbane. I have made armngements with other 
parties to carry a large quantity of the sleepers, 
and believe there will be no further delay. Of 
course, :1ny extra expense will be borne by the 
contractors; but I do not think there will be any 
increase. The contract was for sailing· vessels, 
and I am having them sent by steamer. 

INJURIES TO PROPERTY ACT OF 1SG5 
Ar.J:ENDJYIENT BILL. 

Tuum llK\DING. 

On the motion of Mr. COJlFIEJ_,D, this Bill 
WlbS read a third time, pa,sed, and ordered to be 
transmitted to the Legislative Council for their 
concurrence by meos:1ge in the usual form. 

EMPLOYl~RS' LIABII,ITY ACT :EXTEN
SION BILL (SEAJ\IEN). 

THmD READING. 

On the motion of the HoN. Sm S. \V. 
GEIYB'ITH, this Bill was read :1 third time 
pae,ed, :1nd ordered to be transmitted to the 
Legislative Council for their concurrence by 
mess:1ge in the usual form. 

WAYS AND l\IEANS. 
RESGMP'l'IOX OF Co~BII'l'TEE. 

On the motion of the COLONI.\L TREA
SUEER (Hon. Sir 'I'. 1\Jcilwraith), the Speaker 
left the chair, and the House resolved itself into 
a Committee of the \Vhole to further consider 
the \Vays and l\Ieans for raising the Supply to be 
granted to Her Majesty. 
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The COLONIAL TREASURER moved
That there be raised, ieyicd, collected, and paid on

Candles, pm· reputed lb., 2d. 
He might state that the item of 3d. per lb for 
candles in the printed list was a misL>rint. 

Mr. SJ\1YTH s::tid he was goiug to dbject 
to the tax of 2d. per lb. on c'mdles, and 
fur several reasons. In the first place, it 
\Vns a class ta.x which \VOuld press upon 
the mining community in particular. A good 
deal of provision was made in the pro];Osed 
tariff for the protection of various persons. ]i'or 
instance, the agricultural population were to be 
protected, and that also meant that the miners 
must suffer from the increased price of the 
m·ticles that would be required on the gold
fiel<ls. If candles that the miners could use could 
be produced locally they would be satisfied. 
That was not so, however, and he could tell the 
Committee that the miners preferred to JXIY 2d. 
per lb. more for the imported mndles than to 
use the locally-made tcrticlc. The colonial-mad~ 
candle-the Apollo ComJ>any's candle-was a 
good candle, no doubt, for domeotic purposes, and 
so used would burn as long as the irrl])Orted candh,~3, 
but on account of the want of ste,uine or the 
soft nature of the candle, it w<ts not suitable for 
n1ining purposes, and the n1incrs preferred to pay 
an additional price for the imported candles. Th'e 
proposed tax would be a great burden on the min
ing industry, and he could speak of mines which 
would be affected by it to the extent o£ £50 or 
£GO. He had spoken to Mr. Dickwn, when that 
gentlemu.n was Trea,surer, about the tax on 
candles, and he had mentioned that as the price 
of the English candle .. , was only 4td. per lb., free 
on board, the proposed tax of 2d. por lb .. was 
equivalent to a tax of 50 per cent. 'Where was 
any other article in the tanff taxed to that extent ? 

An HoxouRADLE MDIDER: Plenty. 
Mr. SMYTH said an hon. member interjected 

that there were plenty, but he would like to have 
them pointed out. The miners of the colony were 
alre:tdy heavily taxed in com]Xtrison to those in 
other colonieR. In \ 7 ictoria a rniner's right cost 
only 5s., while it was 10s. here. He would like 
to know if any member in the Committee would 
get up and argue that there was any other clasc; 
in the community taxed in the same way as the 
miners. Candles, he considered, should be put 
on the free list instead of being taxed. It 
might be ~'Ill very well in the case of dividend
paying mines to ·put on a tax, but what about 
the non-dividencl-paying mines, many of which 
employed from sixty to seventy men? Yet 
it \\as proposed. to put '15 or 50 per cent. 
additional duty on an article which could not be 
made here. The Apollo Company had bePn 
established long enoug-h to show whether they 
could produce the article which was required; 
but they could not. He intended to propose that 
cttndles be put on the free list. He could see 
many articles on the free list that had no bnsineqs 
there. The, mining- industry was one of the chief 
industries they had, andinste,,dof being hampered 
by heavy taxation it should be assisted in every 
way. The miners were taxed up to the eyebrows 
already, and could stand no more. In New 
South \Vales only 1cl. per lb. was charged on 
cr,nclles, and here it was proposed to charge 2d. 
The tn.llo'v and everything necessary WfLB ~here, 
and yet no one had macle a candle suitable to the 
mining industry, and he did nut think that that 
manufacturing industry deserved any protection 
whatever. He moved that candles be put on the 
free list. 

The COLO.i'\TAL Tim"\SURER ,said the 
hon. member should move that the word 
"c'mdles" he struck out, and he could then move 
that they be put on the free list if he was 
successful, 

Mr. SMYTH said he would move that the 
word "candles" be omitted. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that 
the principal object of bringing in a new tariff 
was to raise additional revenue, as that was 
the w,mt of the colony. 'rhree or four mncml· 
ments had been brought in "ince the original 
tariff was passed, and he knew it would be 
a very g-reat con vcnienco to pass an entirely 
new tariff. ·with that object they had not only 
to pass the articles upon which additional duty 
was asked, but· also all those upon which there 
had been no increase. \Vhen he was placed in 
that ]JOsition he did not expect to be taken advan
tage of in the way proposed. Hon. members, 
of cour,e, could challenge every item, but he did 
not expect to be taken advantage of on an item of 
that sort. There had been no increase on candles, 
and 2d. per lb. had been collected since 187 4. 
The hon. member said that the miners were at 
present taxed up to the eyebrows. If they were, 
he shoctld like to know who was not taxed up to 
the eyebrows. He would like to know of any
thing on which miners paid duty, that other 
persons did not. 

Mr. SMYTH : Tax property owners. 
The COLONIAL TREASUREll said the 

hon. member went back to that same old sing
;;ong that had been debated for twelve days 
without arriving at any other conclusion than 
that money must be raised. The 2d. per lb. on 
candles was not additional taxation, and he 
thought it ought to pass. 

l\Ir. MELLOll said he certainly would like to 
see a reduction on the tax on candles, and it 
would be only an act of justice to the miners. 
'rhe tax had always been felt as being very heavy 
and unjust. It might be said that candles could 
be made in the colony ; but those made here had 
been tried, and it was found that the miners could 
not possibly use the loctblly-made article. lt was a 
tax purely upon the mining industry, because 
generally the candles used for domestic purposes 
were manufactured in the colony, whilst all the 
candles used by the miners were imported. As 
had been •aid by his hon. colleague, the miners 
were taxed far and above any other class of the 
connnunity. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon. B. 
D. More head) : In what way? 

:Mr. MELIJOR said in every sense. Miners 
were not allowed to get freeholds. 'l'hey paid10,;. 
a year for a qu<trter-acre of land. They had to 
pay for miners' rights, and when the land was 
leased again to the leaseholder they paid £1 
an acre for it. In every ;;hape and form 
the miners were taxed above the rebt of 
the community. The proposed tariff would 
press harder upon the mining community than 
upon any other class. The miners were clcpen
dent upon their industry, and hud to consume all 
the articles brought into the colony ; and he 
would like to have seen a form of taxation that 
would have been more equal. The vresent taxa
tion was not equal, but if the leader of the 
Government would remit some of the taxation 
on the miners it would be very much to his 
credit and the credit of the Committee. He 
should support the amendment. 

Mr. HAMII,TON said he hoped the amend· 
ment would he carried, and he did not think it 
was asking too much tlmt it should be. The 
amount of revenue collected on candles was not 
very large, and it seemed to him that it was a 
special tax upon one portion of the community. 
Hon. member;; had stated on many nccaoions that 
the miners were not more heavily taxed than 
others. 'l'hat had been stated more than once, 
and he had hardly thought it necessary to 
reply to the statement, because he imagined 
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that the majority would not believe it; but 
since he had heard the statement reiterated, 
and particularly by representatives of squatting 
constituencies, he would show that the miners 
were taxed more than any other class. Now, the 
miner required first to pay 10s. per year for the 
right to occupy ground 50 feet square, but the 
squatter for the same amount of 10s. could 
take up a square mile of country, 

Mr. MURPHY: No. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he could prove to the 
hon. member that that was the case. In the 
Burke district there was the run called "Bruce"-
100 square miles-for which £2.~ a year was paid. 
That was less than 10s. a square mile. Then 
there were vV allace and Bulloo North-each of 
those paid 5s. a square mile ; and not only that, 
but the squatters could live where they liked. 
'l'hey could erect residences :md dams, and 
at the end of their term were allowed com
]Jensation for the improvements. Look at the 
relative position of the miner. He had to pay 
] Os. first for the privilege of working a piece 
of ground 50 feet square in area, in alluvial work
ings, and if he wished to be exempt he had to pay 
another 10s. If he wished to leaw it for a month 
he had to pay 10s. for the privilege of not work
ing it. If he got up quartz and stacked it he had 
to pay 5s. for protection. If he wished to get 
his claim amalgamated he had to pay another 5s. ; 
and if he took up a residence area and left his 
claim for three days it was jumped unless he paid 
2s. 6d. for protection. In fact he had to pay for 
the privilege of doing everything. 

Mr. SMYTH: There is the stamp duty. 
. Mr. HAMILTON said there was al•o the 

stamp duty. If mining shares which were 
utterly worthless were transferred the stamp 
duty had to be paid on those shares. 

Mr. M:URPHY: Squatters have to pay stamp 
duty. 

Mr. HAMILTO::'{ said a squatter had not to 
pay for erecting a building on a square mile of 
country, for which he paid 10s. per annum, 
nor was his land liable to be jumped if 
he left it for three days ; but the miner 
had to pay 2s. 6d. if he left his claim for that 
period, in order to protect it. Squatters, no 
doubt, consumed a large amount of dutiable 
goods, but there were also special duties imposed 
for their protection, and the miners were the best 
customers which the squatting and other indus
tries which had protection could have. 

Mr. MURPHY: No. 
Mr. HAMILTON said it was so. There was 

at present a duty of 2d. per lb. on tinned beef, and 
now it was proposed to increase that duty to 4d. 
per lb., the price of beef now. \Vas that not 
protection ? And that commodity was one 
largely consumed by miners. Tallow, which 
was also producecl by the squatters, paid 2d. per 
lb., and it was also proposed to increase the duty 
to 3d. on candles. vV as not that protection? 

Mr. MURPHY: No. 
Mr. HAMILTON said he did not think the 

hon. men1ber for Barcoo was so devoid of intelli
gence as not to be aware of the fact that a cluty 
of 3d. per lb. on candles would prevent their 
introduction from outside, and increase the 
demand for tallow in the local market. Then 
there was machinery. The amount of machinery 
used by miners was far larger than the amoun't 
used by squatters, who practically paid no duty 
on n1achinery n.s c01npared with n1iners. Itope \Vas 
aloo taxed to the extent of Ss. per cwt., and a duty 
was imposed on fuse and dynamite. \Vith regard 
to the tax imposed on candles, as the hon. member 
for Gympie had pointed out, the miners had 
to get the candles they used from home, 

because the candles produced in this colony were 
unsuitable. They had not sufficient stearine in 
them, and the consequence was that they melted 
on to the quartz, and when it was crushed sickened 
the quicksilver, the rE',ult being that a hcrge 
amount of gold was lost. The candles im
ported did not, however, mix with the quartz 
and sicken the quicksilver, so that by using them 
that loss was prevented. For the reason which 
had been adduced, therefore, he was of opinion 
that the impost on candles was practically a 
class tax, and that it would be a fair thing to 
leave the dutv as it was at the present moment. 
He hoped the increased duty would not be 
carried. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: There is 
no increase. 

Mr. HAMILTON said there was a proposed 
increase. It was proposed by the tariff to in
crease the duty from 2d. to 3d. per lb. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : I have 
explained three times that 3d. is a misprint. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he did not happen to 
hear the hon. gentleman m,tke that explanation, 
::tnd he was not therefore responsible for the 
mistake. The papers placed in their hand were 
supposed to be CQITect, and in them the duty was 
stated at 3d. At the same time, he considered it 
would be a fair thing to strike out the tax 
ltogether. 
l\fr. LISSNER said that, as one of the mining 

members, he would 'ay a few words about the 
proposed duty. The last speaker appeDxed to be 
under the impression that the duty had been 
increased. He (Mr. Lissner) wa," quite satisfied 
that it had not been increased, and, considering 
that the country was owing a considerable su1n 
of money, and that they wanted to pay off that 
amount by extra taxation, he did not think there 
was any particular hardship on his friends, the 
miners, in proposing to continue that tax. The 
miners were not the poore't people in the colony. 

Mr. SMYTH : They are the best taxed. 
Mr. LlSSNER said he admitted that they 

were very well taxed, but he also admitted that 
they could very well bear all the tax put on then:. 
Mining in this colony was not the sam: now ac: 1t 
was thirty years ago. Those ~ngag~d 1n tbat n1~ 
dustrywere mostly interested mgettn_1ggoldout of 
very deep ground, and it was compames generally 
that carried on that work. The miner who worked 
the ground was not the person who paid the duty 
on candles. He supposed that members of that 
Cmnmittee holding shares in n1ining companies 
paid more in proportion than many miners. He 
was very glad that the tax was not to be 
reduced.· The country wanted revenue, and he 
would be quite sa,tisfied to lea\ e the tax as it was. 
If there was a chance of abolishing the tax alLo
gether and the country still be solvent, he would 
vote for the amendment; but as it was not solvent 
he considered that they should continue the tax. 
}'or his part, he thought it rather offensive to 
have the miner trotted out as a poor man on 
every occasion. He noticed that in Victoria, 
which was regarded as a colony that supported 
miners, a charg-e of 2d. per lb. \Vas Inade on 
the candles. il:'he same impost was levied in 
other colonies, except in New South \V ales, and 
unfortunately it was not sol vent. He liked to 
vote for solvency, and therefore would support 
the tax. 

Mr. ANNEAR said he did not think that 
2d. per lb. tluty on candles would do any harm 
to the miner; but, on the contrary, he believed it 
had done them a great deal of good. Before the 
Apollo Company came into Queensland English 
candles were selling at 9d. and lOd. per lb. At 
the present time the best English candles could 
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be bought at 7d. per lb., duty paid. The con
tractors making the tunnels on the V alley railway 
were using Apollo candle,, for which they paid 
G~d. per lb. I'rotection on that article, therefore, 
had done a great deal of good. It had made 
English candles 2d. pe1·lb. clH'"1por to miners than 
they were before the Apollo Compc,ny started in 
Queen~la,nd. Such being the C.:\ ,:e, he thougl1t 
tlwy should be consistent, and th:1t 2d. per lb. 
duty w:1s a very fair thing. He would, therefore, 
support the duty. 

Mr. LITTLE s:1id he would point out that the 
miners had to p<ty several items of taxrotion that 
had not been referred to at all. He referred 
especblly to the unjust t:1xes they were com
pelled to pay to officers who received high 
salaries~mining registrars, for infltance. If 
a miner took up rtn ordinrtry cl:1im he had to pay 
10s. for the rie;ht to hold it ; thc:n if he wanted 
it registered he had to pay a further nun and 
advertise it. He did not object to the cost of 
advertising, but what he did object to was 
lmving to ride perhaps forty or fifty miles 
to the warden, who would prob:1bly be absent, 
and having to wait about for days to see 
him and get the bu,,<iness done. He thought 
they should t:1ke tho:Jematters into consideration, 
rtnd if :1ny rmtsonable conchc<ion could be mrtde 
to the miners it should be granted, becrtnse they 
were fully entitled to it. 'fhcy consumed more 
dutiable goods thr~n 1111y other portion of the 
community~they lmcl to do bO by reason of the 
position in which they were pbced--and he 
hoped that, as far as pos.ible, consideration 
would be extended to them. 

Mr. HODGKII'\SON said he uncleJ·stood 
the hon. member's speech to be in reality 
a protest against the whole tenor of the trtriff, 
which was framed solely rts an oppressive 
tariff on the working classes. 'rhe hon. nwm
ber for Kennedy ht:~d ,,,id that the miners 
were not in a position of poverty, thrtt they were 
rtble to bear taxation, but bec"u-;co " portion of 
the community was able to bear taxation, was 
that any reason why unjust t:1x11,tion should be 
inflicted upon them. He wrts proud to say that 
the miners were :1blc to bear their sht:~re of taxa
tion, and were willing to bmr it in the peculirtr 
circumstances in which the colony was 'ituated; 
but the most profitable mines in the conntry 
were now in the hands of comprtnies, and it 
was no excuse that the charge did not fall upon 
the working man, bee:1U8e in any case it had to be 
deducted from the proceeds of the mine; and if 
by additional tltxation :1 mine vcchich was just on 
the line between payment of expenses and loss 
fell from the former c:tk;:or,v into the latter, the 
result must be attributctble to the extra expense 
of working. 'rhe hnn. member for ~.Laryborough 
lmd st:1tcd, as an illnstl·cttion of the f,tct thrtt the 
imposition of a protecti-.e duty had been of 
rtd vantage to the miner, tlmt the duty on candles 
had enabled the Apollo Company to start, and 
thus compete with rtncl recluce the price of 
the importecl article, but if he had extended 
the argnment a little further he would have 
seen th;ot if the protective duty were taken 
off the prier: of cttndles, instead of being 7d., 
would be Gel. ; that was SUJl]'osing the dnty 
to be 2d. per lb. llnt tlume little paltry 
con~iderrttions were beside the question. 1-le 
lwlieved the miners would swallow the pro
posed tariff wholesale, if they saw the 'rre~
surer con1ing do\VD with a. schen1e to rna.ke 
the prop"rty classe' contribute their fair share 
to the taxa,tion of the colony. Unless they 
had a land.tax, m· :111 incmne·tttx, or .-.:mne tax 
by which those \vho hctd accnmnLtte<l wealth, 
rnainly by the exertion;.; of the working cl~tStie~, 
were compelled to bear a bir proportion of 
taxation no tt:~riff would satisfy the colony. He 

was sure many hon. members had read with 
surprise, in :1 recent issue of a Victorian newsw 
pt:~per, the price r~t which l:1nd was sold in Mel
bourne when it wt:~s first started, and wh:1tthe same 
land was worth now. He would quote only one 
in:otance, in which the originrtl price of the allot
ment was ,-£:3D, and it was now estimated to be 
worth something like £-190,000. \Vhrtt had 
incrertsed the price> d th:1t lot? IV r~s it the 
superior ability, energy, or virtue of the man 
who was lucky enough to buy and to hold it, 
or the accumulation of population and wealth 
around him? It was undoubtedly the latter, and 
it was extremely unfair that those men should 
not be called upon to contribute f,omething in 
proportion to increment of value. vVhatever 
position hon. members mig·ht take, he should 
oppose, as bras he po;sibly could, the carrying 
out of what he looked upon rts a mcst iniquitous 
distribution of the pecuniary burdens required to 
pay for the government of the colony. 

Mr. DRAKE said in discussing the item 
under con.,idemtion, it mu;;t be remembered 
that they were not dibcussing a motion to 
increase the rlnty upon candles. vVhat wrts 
proposed re;olly was to sweep mvay a duty 
which, up to the present, had hitd a distinctively 
protective operation. He would like to correct 
one hon. member who had stated that the ruling 
price of candles Wtts 4d; he found, :tccording to 
the declared vrtlue in the stntisticrtl return, that 
the value was 5ld. He noticed aho that only 
about one-half the imported candles crtme froni 
Gre:1t Britain. The others were received from 
the v~trions Austmlian colonie;; rtnd from China. 
H" did not know whether thA hon. member 
meant to convey 'the idea that all those candles 
were better thrtn Queensland candles, or whether 
the Qneensbnd manufr~ctured t:~rticle w:1s the only 
one that could not be used in mining. The hon. 
member for Gympie hrtd admitted tht:~t the 
(2ueensbnd candle was very good for domestic 
purposes; the hon. member for l\faryborough 
srtid it had been found very good in excaYating 
the railwa,y tunnels on the F<wtitude V alley 
railway; so thr~t evidently a very good :1rticle 
was being turned out, and he did not see any 
reMon for supposing it w:1s inferior to the candle 
irnported fron1 the other colonies, IIongkong, 
Chinrt, or Germany. He saw no reason why the 
duty should be swept off in order to please the 
mining community. He did not think that, up 
to the present time, they had shown sufficiently 
good reason for it. At the same time, while he 
should certainly vote rtgainst the proposal to 
wip~ the duty out, he wished it to be understood 
that in doing so h~ did not endorse the opinion 
of the Colonial Trea,surer tlmt taxrttion through 
the Cnstorns wrts the only available means of 
raising revenue. 

l\fr. SA YERS said he did not doubt that the 
Apollo ctmdles were good for railway purpooeH 
rtnd for domestic use, but he nmintaincd that 
they were not u~erl in the mines. 'fhey were ot 
a softer nrtturD than the imported article, and 
when tlw ends were thrown away the grease 
dropped about and destroyed tho action of the 
(jnick.silver. They could not compete with the 
English-n1ade candle for n1ining purposes. The 
candles from New South IV:1les, Victori:1, and 
Chinct, referred to by the hon. member for 
J~noggcra, were not used in mining ; only those 
from Grent Brihin nnd the Continent were used. 
Apollo candles hrtd been tried, but they would not 
answer the purpose so well as the imported article, 
r~nd their nse in t.he North wrto solely confined 
to domestic pnrpo .es. He shonldlike ·to see the 
Tn;:1snrcr, if possible, reduce the duty on ct:~ndles 
to at lc:1st ld. per lb., and that would be quite a 
sufficient amount of protection to the local 
manufacture. He, as well as the hon. member 
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or Enoggera, wished to see the candle-making 
industry fo.,tered, but he did not wish to see n-ny 
industry fostered to hamper another industry. 
Everything connected with the production of 
newspapers wn,s to be introduced free under the 
new tariff, and it seemed to him thot every 
industey was fightin~· for it·.mlf. The imported 
candles we1·o almost entirely llS·}d bY the miners. 
It had been said that the mining- commnnity 
were vaying hardly anything- tnwarci:-5 the revenue 
in the WftY of taxa.tion. IV ell, they hatl their 
miners' rightf-:l to pay for, rents of lurises, exmnp
tion fees--

The UOLONI.\.L TREASURER: We have 
had ,-,ll that h,-,lf-a-dozen times over since this 
debate commenced. 

Mr. SA YERS said thev would no doubt hear 
it over and over ag·ain. He intended to bring it 
np as often as he thought fit. He maintained 
that, as a class, there wer" no persons so heavily 
taxed, or who contributed more to the revenne 
than the miners. It httcl often been saicl by the 
present Minister for Mines that the Northern 
miners were taxed far heavier in proportion than 
<1ny similar class in the Southern portion of the 
colony ; and he had no doubt the hon. gentle
man was still of that opinion. The question 
of the duty on candles had been brought 
under the notiee of the late Premier, and 
now th<1t a new tariff was being considered, 
he hoped the Colonial Treasurer woulcl see his 
w<1y, if not to wipe the duty off altogether, at 
least to reduce it. Iftbe hem. gentleman would do 
so they would assist him to increase the duty on 
several other items which were mere luxuries. 

Mr. P A LMER said the import tables for last 
year showed that the total amount collected on 
candl"g was £(),000, and that sum must be 
divided OYer the whole colony. 

Mr. SAYERS: No; kerosene is very exten
sively used for domestic ftnd other purp(isos. 

Mr. P AI,MER . said that every household in 
Queensland paid its share of that £G,OOO. He 
had never been in 11 house where candles were 
not used, and those candles came principctlly 
fmm the United Kingtlom and New South 
\V ales. To say that the miners of the colony 
pail that t"x exclusiv8ly, to their own detri
rnent, w::ts arguing qnite outside the figures they 
had before them ; and the share p<1id by the 
miners of that £G, 000 could not be very 'large 
when it was distributed over a colony of nenrly 
330,000 inhabitants. But it was too snmll a 
nmtter to fight over, and he hoped hon. membcre 
would reserve themselves until they came to the 
proposecl duty on mttchinery. 

Mr. UNMACK saicl he should support the 
proposed duty, in order to encourage the local 
industry. L"st year the imported candles 
amounted to 730,G90 lbs., while dnring the same 
period the local manufacture proclucecl no less 
than 1,1G9,872lbs., or about 20 per cent. more. 
Presuming, for the sake of argument, although, 
of course, he could not agree with it, that all 
the imported candles were consumed by the 
mining industry, the tax would be in favour of 
the miners ; and he should, therefore, support 
the original motion. 

Mr. ISA::\IBEUT sairl that, althongh he, ancl, 
no doubt, a majority of hon. mernbHs, were in 
favour of tlw tax on candles, yet it was only fttir 
that the mining members should be allowed to 
speak to their constituents. 

Mr. HODGKINSON asked what the hon. 
member for Rosewood meant by s>tying that the 
mining members should be allowed to speak to 
their constituents? He should like to know 
who were speaking to their constituents more 
th<1n the members for the farming districts. It 

was their right to speak to their constituents, 
and so long as he was a member of the House 
and able to speak to them, he intemled to do so 
on every oc,;asion on which he thought he could 
do them any good. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he hoped tho Coloni<1l 
Trea.sn1·ur \vonld nccept the sugg-e~tion of the 
hon. nu~1nber for Charter:-5 To\vers, fLnd reduce 
the duty on candles to ld. per lb. Tlmt a";ount 
would represent a duty of 23 per cent., and it was 
a reasonable amount of protection for the local 
industry already established in the colony. He 
should certainly vote for the reduction to ld., 
although he coulcl not see his W;ty clear to vote 
for the entire abolition of the cluty. 

Question- That the words proposed to be 
omitted be so omitted-put and negatived. 

Mr. SMYTH saicl that, after the expression of 
opinion, he had thought it aclvi.sable no~ to waste 
the time of the Committee by callmg for a 
divi>;ion, but he would move another amendment 
before the f]lh stion was disposed of. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he harl 
explained to the Committee that it was a mis
print, and he lmd moved the motion cts "2rl." 

Mr. SMYTH said, if he were in order, he 
would move that the w )rd twopence be struck 
out, and the word one penny be substituted. 

Amendment put. 
The HoN. Sm S. W. GRTFJ?ITH said he in

tended to vote for the amendment, and wished 
to state his 1·cason for doing so. He agreed that 
the tariff W!LS brought in for the purpose of rais
ing rnonPy, but that \Vas no reason why certain 
admitted. anomalies in the existing tariff should 
not be corrected, and he regarded the present 
propos.tJ "'" one of them. There was another 
reason-when a particlllar claos of the community 
would be exceptiomtl!y burdened by proposed 
increase~, it was only right that some reduction 
should be matle on other goods through which 
that chv,s contributed more than others. 

Mr. TOZEit said he had a few observations 
to m<1ke, and he hoped the Committee would bear 
with him in reference to that proposed reduction. 
He did not wish to unnece:ssttrily take up the 
time of the Committee, but he had neYer spoken 
on the subject of the tariff. l\fctny members on 
the Opposition side were not. thoroughly ac
quaintecl with all the burdens that the mining 
connuunity \Vere bet1,ring, and hit~ object \Vas to 
stimubte tlmt industry. He did not wish to refer 
particularly to the subject of c,mdles, bnt other 
items. The other items were fuses, oils, explo
sives, \Vearancl tear, and 1 lately, acids, which weTe 
general n1ining material; the fir,,,t question was, 
could the Trmtsurer sp:cre the money ? He might 
st1y that if the bw, as it stood at present, were 
!Ldminidtf\red the Treasurer would be <1hleto derive 
sufficient revenue from other sources, and articles 
vvhich really were required to encourage the rnin
ing industry might be allowed to come in free. 
He did not think the Treasurer would consider it 
waste of time if he alluded to one matter. There 
\Vas a wholesale defrauding of the revenue at 
present in thE matter of stctmp duties upon 
transfers of o;]J_,.res, and he could m ~ke that 
remark emphrttically from " long experience of 
gohlfleids. 

l\Ir. SiviYTI-I: In Brisbane also. 

Mr. TOZEit said that ont of l(}::J men who 
ought to pay, ()\) did not. It was only within the 
last week that he firot saw the proper stampa put 
upon a transaction in scrip that the law authorised, 
and that was by a member of that Committee. 
If the Treasurer were to see that secretaries and 
directors of public compauics performed their 
duties in that respect, there would be nll 
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necessity for him to impose these extra taxes. 
He (Mr. Tozer) had been on the goldfields 
for m:wy years, and had seen numbers of rich 
spots not being worked, and he could assure 
the Trea.surer that if the mining industry did 
not recmve n1ore encouragement it would go 
do\vn. There were not 111any 1nen enO"a.o·ed in 
alluvittl mi'?"ing at present. 'He could ~";Y that 
the gold mmers had not the sli"hte"t dHire to 
avoid btxation, and the Treasurer had criven thmn 
credit for that. ~Miners were uns~lfish and 
a! ways went in for protection and h~ had 
never heard the slightest comp!a'int from one of 
the~ as to the enormous amount they were 
req.m:ed to pay_. At tJ.le present time they were 
assistmg ~lther mdustries, partkularly the ag-ri
cul~ural mdu;stry. Every mr,n engaged in the 
agriCultural mdustry was receivino- from the 
mining industry the sum of £18 p~r head per 
annum. l'viinerd were a class of persons who 
congregated together, and numbered a "Ood 
m::ny in family. Taking them all round, they 
might calculate every miner's familv at three • 
and to support the agricultural indlistry in th~ 
colony every one of them had to pay the sum oflRs. 
Therefore, they could not be accused of selfish
I1P'S. They were severely t:.,xed in ways that 
many hon. members knew nothino- of. He did 
not go in for all that " gush" o~er the rniners 
and call them the saviours of the colony, but only 
looked upon them as good stimulants when the 
cobny wa; in a depre,sed state. He looked upon 
squatters as being coadjutors in n,ssisting the 
colony forward, and what he wanted to do was to 
stimul::tte them all ; and he hoped the Trertsurer 
would take that view of the case and get money 
only from the persons who were able to pay it. 
In .cons:quenc~ of th: hig-h charges upon some 
artiCles It was nnpossJ ble to work certain mines 
at the present moment. He knew of a property 
o~ 60 acres, and was sure anyone might doubt 
hm1 when he stated what amount had been paid 
to the revenue in respect of that property alone. 
It Wa'< taken up some years ago, and last year 
he became possessed of a small share in it. 
He found, on looking through the books, 
that that property had paid in rents and 
duties £2,500. He would tell them what that 
small property had paid during the present year. 
It had to pay ~30 a yearin licenses.; it had to pay £60 
a yea~ rent; It had to pay as duty on the necessary 
machmery ~o m[lke the land reproductive £250, in 
fact, had paid that already; on stores another £2CO 
::nd in labour it had ~o expend, as the law required 
It, ~1.0,800 clnrmg th1s year, and now he found in 
additiOn to all that. it would have to pay, in 
consequence of the mcre;tsed duties on certain 
article~ in the tariff, another £2,000. Those 
were duect taxes upon the industry. He did 
not know ?f any other industry in the colony 
that was 'hrectly taxed to the oame extent. The 
squatters would hear with him if he said that 
the large amount of money spent upon the rail
ways of the colony was of much more value 
to t)1em as a class than to the miners, who only 
recmved as yet an indirect benefit from that 
expenclitur~. He would be glad if the Treasurer 
could see hiS way to agree to a reduction of the 
taxation, not upon the item of candles alone 
but upon all Lhose articles to which he had 
referred, and which were really the miners' tools 
as much as the hammer, pick, or drill. He was, 
however, S<? strong a protectionist that, if pressed 
on those •news, he '\vould have to snpport the 
whole duty proposed on candles. He trusted 
members on the other side of the Committee 
would be found ready to give the mining in
dustry support, as, unless they did somethin" 
to relieve the mining commni1ity of the bm;: 
dens they had been patiently bearing for fb 

n_um_her of years, they would find, as the deep
S~lkmg went on, claim after claim quietly 

abandoned, the supply of gold would fall 
off, and they would then find it was too late 
to. stimulate the industry in the manner they 
Wished. He trusted the Treasurer would give the 
indu,try the assistance he asked for, if not in the 
tariff before them, then at some future time. 
Some hon. n1ernbers \Vho ha,d spoken on the 
subject, like the hon. member for Kennccly, had 
S]Joken as lucky men; but he spoke a" an unlucky 
man, and he said that if he wished to put his 
worst enemy into any indnstry he would put 
him into mming. There was one large prize 
and a number of blanks, and, though many 
went for the large prize, on the whole he 
could safely say that the mining industry was 
not paying at the present time, though it was a 
great advantage to the colony, as it indirectly 
paid other indnstries and encouraged people to 
come here. For those rettsons he hoped the 
Premier would be able to Fee his way to give 
those engaged in the n1ining industry smnc 
alleviation of the burdens now proposed. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he was 
sorry to hear the hon. member speaking as he 
did about mining, and he was quite sure the hon. 
gentleman was not correct. He had a far larger 
experience and knowledge of mining than the 
hon. member. He was a miner thirty years ago, 
and had been intimately connected with mining 
since then. He could look back now to his 
friends in Sandhur,t, in Victoria, and those who 
were alive had become well off; and become well 
off through mining. His experience was, that 
a man who stuck persistently to mining was sure 
to come out well in the long run. 

Mr. TOZEE: My experience is t):Ie reverse. 

The COLO::\'IAL TREASUREE said that 
was his invariable experience. The hon. mem
ber had spoken of blanks, and he knew to 
his cost how many blanks there were, but 
he also knew that something good always 
turned up in mining some day. As one deeply 
interested in mining, he did not see his way to 
reduce the duty upon candles, nor din he as a 
rrdne~owner; and it \Vas the mine~own(tr ·who 
would have to pay the tax. As a mine-owner he 
did not consider the item a heavy one. He had 
a few words to say in reply to the argument 
of the hon. member for North Brisbane, the 
leader of the Opposition, who had given them 
that clay a reason why he would support the pro
posed reduction of the duty. He remembered 
well when that matter was previously before the 
House-when the candle works were established 
at Bulimba. There was then a duty of 2d. per 
lb. on candles, and they found that the men 
who established those works brought their 
stearine from Melbourne and did nothing but 
ma,ke the candles here. He saw that was too 
much protection for candle-making, and none for 
stearine making, and he immediately brought 
the matter before the House, and proposed to 
raise the duty on stearine-which before that 
was very small--to 1~0.. per lb., to give protec
tion to candle and stearine makers. At that 
ti1Ee the ?d. per lb. on can<Ues pressed as heavily 
on the mmers as now, as they were no better off 
then; but they did not find the hon. gentleman 
opposite at that time propose to increase the 
duty on stearine, and take le!. per lb. off candlec<. 
Yet, now, after leaving the country with a deficit 
of over £GOO,OOO, he coolly came down and said 
he would vote to relieve the miners of the pro· 
posed taxation. 

JI.Ir. COvVLEY said he would vote for the 
reduction, as he thought the proposed duty of 
2d. per lb. was too high a protective duty. On 
that one item the amount was, perhaps, not much, 
hut in the aggregate the proposed increases 
would amount to a great deal. At Townsville 



Ways and Means. [2 OcTOBER.] Ways and Means. 463 

they found vast sums of money were being 
expended in constructing breakwaters to enable 
vessels to go alongside the wharves, by deepening 
the channel, "'nd thus land goods at a re,.,somtble 
price, while on the other hand they were asked 
to clam up the channel by putting prohibitive 
duties on the articles they had to import. They 
might as well leave off the work in the channels 
or take off the duties. 

Mr. AGNEW snid that if the question went 
to a division he would vote for the Colonial 
Treasurer's motion, that the duty be 2d. per lb. 

Question- That the word proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the question-put, ttnd 
the Committee divided:-

Ans, 43. 
Sir T. Jicllwraith, :l\Io~srs. Xelson, 1\iorchcad, 

Macrossan, R1ack, Donaldson, Pattison, IJnyFL, North, 
O'Oonnell, Panl. O'Snllivan, P;_tlmer, Smith, Allan, 
Archer, Isambcrt, Dalrymple, Gannon, Drake. Lyons, 
l 1j. J. Stcven~. Groom, ::1Inrphy, Kievenson, Oromhic, 
Dunsmure, Roes 1~. Jones, \Yatson, A<lams, Plnnkctt, 
Agnew, Parkins, Lissncr, Campboll, 1\:Inrray, Oorlicld, 
G. II. Jours, Battersby, Little, Annear, Powers, and 
W. Stephens. 

NOES, 2J.. 
Sir S. \V. Griffith, JHessr~. Rntlcdgc, Hodgl.;:inson, 

Jorclan, Glassey, llarlow, Hamilton, Philp, Sn.ll..::old, 
Tozcr, Sayers, JHacrarlane, Grimc8, \Yimblc, Foxton, 
Unma.ck, I-l,\'ne, J.IcUastcr, J.Iellor, Srnyth, Buckland, 
Cowley, Goldring, and }forgan. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
The COLONIAL TREASURER, in moving
That there be raised, levied, collortcd, and paid on-

Cheese, bacon, lmms, mustard, 11cppor, spices, nnts (all 
sorts except co0oanuts), and butter-per lb., 3d.-

said he found they had made a miHtake in one 
item, and that wa' putting 3d. per lb. on pork. 
He had taken a good nmny of the facts 
from the hon. member, J\fr. Groom, and now 
found them not to be correct. He thought the 
hnn. member had also found that out. Now, in 
this colony the matter stood in this way. \Vhen 
the duty on pork was only 1d. per lb. and the 
duty on bacon 2d., a bacon factory was established 
in Brisbane. The reason for its being established 
was that the half-manufactured article was 
accepted at half duty, and the owners were in 
that way enabled to work up a hrge amount of 
colonial pork alw. As a matter of fact, the 
owners had told him that during last year 
they had worked up 1,500 sides. If the 
duty on pork and bacon w::ts equalised, then 
this result would follow, that the colony wuuld 
be handicapped in favour of Victoria, because 
cured bacon was much lighter than imported 
pork, and therefore 3d. on the pork was n very 
different thing from 3d. on bacon, the former 
being much the heavier. The consequence would 
be thnt the establishment he referred to would be 
bound to close, as they would be competing 
against themselves in Nielbourne, and it w,m]d 
pay them better to make the bncon in Melbourne 
nnd send it up here, because they would save 
all the difference in weight between pork 
and bacon. The company at present was 
limited to the present consumption of colonial 
pork, not to the amount they could put through 
the . works, but to the amount that was being 
offered. J\'Iore wGs being offered every year, 
and they would, in conr e of time, l1e able to 
cnre colonial pork entirely; but, in the metn· 
time, it was quite impossible to be dependent 
entirely on colonbl pork. The factory referred 
to as the only place where bacon was manu· 
factured in the colony, and if it was K·losed, 
the market for farmers wonhl be limited. 
They had, therefore, done wrong in raising 
the duty on pork. There were two ways of 
dealing with the matter. They might raise 
the duty on bncon to 4d., and then, so far 
as the manufacturers wore concerned, thnt was 

just the same. At the same time he did not 
think it would be advisable to do that. He 
would prefer to adopt the other course, unless 
the Committee were against it, and leave the 
duty on pork as he had originally proposed it
that was 2d per lh. He would therefore move, 
after that explanation, that it stand as proposed 
in the tariff. 

Mr. GROOM said th>tt since the qnF'ltion had 
come before them he had been W<>itecl on by 
two representatives of the finn engager! in the 
manufacture of lJitcon. 'rhe facts stated by 
them were much the same as those supplied to 
the Colonial Treasurer. They were somewhat 
wrong in their estimate, and he thought it 
was only fair to put the other side of the 
question before the Committee. He had made 
a mistrtke the other night in putting the number 
of pigs in the colony at 13,000 or. H,OOO. In 
hastily going over the returns of hve stool~ he 
had looked at certain figures, and he hitd m1sled 
the Committee by saying those figures represented 
the total number of pigs in the colony, whereas 
they were simply the increase in 1887 over 1SSG. 
The actual number of pigs in the colony for t~e 
year 1887, according to the returns of the ;RegH;;
trar-General, was 73,GG3. Now, accorrlmg to 
whcct one of those gentleman had mentioned 
to him that morning, the manufactory in Bris
bane consumed 30, oo'o carcases. The figures he lmd 
quoted did not represent the half of that, tmd t!mt 
number did not include what was nsed for hams, 
but only for sides of bacon. The annual impor~s 
from New South \Vales itnd Victoria amounted, m 
ronnrl nnmbe", to 700,000lbs. of pork. Estimating 
thitt each c:orcase avemged from 80 lbs. to 120 lbs., 
t!Htt would only represent about G,OOO carcases. 
He mio·ht mention that a side of pork seldom 
weighed more than 3G lbs., so that the Qneens
land pig,; used were pmctically more than he had 
stated there were in the colony. In the statements 
made to him it was shown that if his fignres were 
correct, and there were only 13,000 or 14,000 
pigs in the colony, and the manufactories con
sumed 30,000 a yeitr, they would require an 
additional supply from somewhere else, as 
the pigs in the colony available would not 
represent a third of what was required. But, 
as he hncl said, the statistics he httd quoted 
showed that WitS not the case, and that 
supposing they manufnctured the carcases of 
30,000 pigs into bctcon in the cour,;e of a year, 
the present supply would do for over two yeus ; 
but there wn,s likely to bA a large increase during 
the next three or four years, because the retnrns 
showed an annuitl increase of 12,000 to l 4,000; 
so thitt, notwithstanding what the Coloni!"l 
'l're<>.surer had said, those men would be able m 
the course of time to obtain as much fresh pork 
from the local farmers as would supply them 
with all the material they required. Looking 
over the returns, he found there were 73,000 pigs 
in the colony; but althoug-h they were scatten;d 
over the country from the Gulf of Carpentana 
to Point Danger, he found the largest numbers 
round the centres of population. In 13risbane 
there were 7,821; Bundaberg came next with 
3,G06; then came the Lo~nn with 3,GSS ; nnd 
Toowomnba with 2,11;'). Various other fartning 
dir:+-,ricts gavn frmn 1,500 to 2,!500, so that it w&s 
<mite clear that the rrttention of farmers hnd been 
ciireoted to tlmt import,mt indnstrv ; and under 
those circun1strtnce;;;: he \V'1S prepared to with~ 
draw his amendment. It would Le an injustice 
to those men to sncldenlv increa.se the duty if 
they were unable to gJt tbe pork in the colony. 
He had been informed that there bad been an 
at tern pt to evade the dnty by bring-ing in the 
bacon in a half-manufactured state as pork. He 
hitd said on a previonsoccnsion that he spoke sub
ject to correction, ttnd the Colonial Tre:>surer had 
corrected that statement by saying that that was 



464 Ways anil Means. [ASSEMBLY.] Ways anil Means. 

done by an arrangement come to with the 
Treasurer of the clay, and therefore there had 
been no attempt at an evasion of the duty. That 
statement would appear in Hnnsanl as a· correc
tion of whe~t appeared the other day. Bacon was 
an article lars·ely consluned in the sun11ner ti1ne, 
and at that HC!I;<on thGy could not g·et a sufficient 
supply from the farmers of the col<Juy. It was 
then the whole of the irnnorted pork came in 
from Yictoria. He would b'e no party to inflict
ing a hardship upon the consnm,·rs. \Vhe~t he 
would propose to do would be to ITi ve effect to the 
wishes of his constituents by omftting the words 
"bacon and hams," with the view of increasing 
the duty to 4d. per lb. He might say that many 
of his constituents desired to iml"""' even a 
higher duty than that, but he was not prepared 
to ask the Committee to go as hr as they wished. 
He might also say, with regard to the duty of 4d. 
per lb. on bacon and hams, that he had received 
letters and telegrmns from almost every agricul
tural district in the colony supporting the view 
he had taken in regard to that industry, and 
info.nning him that a good many of the constitu
encies had communicated with their representa
tives, asking them to accede to the increase. If 
the item were carried-to impose a duty of 4d. 
per lb. on bacon rmd hams-then, of course, the 
duty of 3d. por lb. on pork would remain as on 
last Thursday evening ; and in view of the 
efforts being made by the farmers to go 
into that industry, he thought the duty 
he suggested would undoubtedly stimulate 
them to a very considerable extent. At the 
present time they were sending out of the colony 
11nnually about a million of money for food which 
could be very w~ll produced in the colony, and 
there was a considerable amount paid for those 
articles to which he was referring. He found 
that the total amount of pork imported into the 
colonyinl887was783,475lbs,; bacon, 497,G77lbs. ; 
and hams, 3G2,7G3 lbs. All those together repre
sented an industry of con.;iderable magnitude 
more particnlady when they took into con~ 
sideration what the gentlemen he had referred 
to had stated the industry was capable of if 
it received reasonable enconra,gernent. He 
therefore thought that the re<J.uest he made 
of the Committee was a rectsonable one. As 
he had before stated, his constituents had 
requested him to propose a duty of Gel. per 
lb. on bacon, Gd. per lb. on hams, and 6rl. 
T'er lb. on butter ; but he was not prepared 
to ask the Committee to go to that extent. 
:Members were allowed a certain amount of 
latitude in the exercise of their judgment, and had 
to consider not only what was best for their own 
constituents, but also what was best for the 
whole colony, and he held that he was doing a 
proper thing in meeting his constituents half
WI1Y by propo.sing to increase the duty on bacon 
and hams by ld. per ponnd. vVith that view he 
moved that the words "b11con, hams," be 
omitted. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER ;~aid that 
what the hon. member had stated was <J.Uite 
correct-namely, that almost all the agricultural 
districts of the colony had petitioned for quite as 
great an increase of duty on hams and bacon as 
was now asked, and in Inanv cases a, great deal 
more. He (the Colonial Treasurer} had had 
petitions from nearly every ao-ricultural dbtrict in 
the colony, asking· that the duty on thnse items 
should be increased from 3d. to something 
under Gel. per lb., but he had not had a single 
petition from anybody 8he. But the farmers 
must not ask too much. Let hon. members con
sider how much thme duties were. ThAy were the 
most vrotective duties in the t(triff. He suppo,ed 
bacon was worth about 60s. per cwt., w hi eh 
was about 7d. per lb., and they proposed to put 
3d. per lb. on it ; that was 40 per cent. That 

was a pretty fair protective duty. vVith regard 
to butter, the price of that varied considerably, 
but he believed the duty on that was very much 
the same. He thought 3d. per lb. on bacon was 
a very fair thing, "'nd he should st"'nd by it. 

Mr. STEVKNS sccid that, in considering the 
various itmns in the tariff, the surrounding cir~ 
cuinstm1ces in each case shoulcl11lso be bken into 
consideration. \Vhat he me:mt was, that they 
should consider other industries that would be 
encouraged besides the one they pt·oposed to deal 
with. It could not, he thought, be claimed that 
the bacon-curing industry was much pt·otected 
when there were so many thousands of pounds 
of bacon annually imported as was shown by the 
statistics. He felt confident, however, that if 
the duty was increased as proposed it would 
lead to refrigerating chambers being established 
in various ceutrf·' of population 11long the coast, 
and that brge <J.Uantities of hams and bacon 
would be cured in the country. It would, 
further, h11ve the effect of increasing the pro
duction of pigs, which would give immense assist
ance to farmer;;, because they would then be able 
to use large <J.uantities of corn, which they could 
not now sell at a fair price. They should consider, 
therefore, not only the benefit which those 
establishments would receive from the proposed 
protection, but 11lso the large amount of money 
th(tt in the long run would be derived by the 
country if the proposctl was adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN said the Treasurer had stated 
that he would stand by the tariff on that point, 
and the question must, therefore, be decided by a 
division. As a representative of a farming 
district, he regretted very sincerely that the 
Treasurer when referring to the n1easure 
of protection on those two items of bacon 
and hams, did not go a little further. It 
was all very w~ll to say that they were at 
present protected to the extent of 40 per 
cent. But they had already increased duties in 
some cases lOO per cent., and would do it in more 
ca~es before the tariff got through Committee ; 
and, if it was right to increase the tariff in some 
instances as much as 100 per cent. for revenue 
purposes, it was e<J.ually right to increase it to 
the same extent for protective purposes. The 
adoption of the amendment now proposed would 
not only encourage the production of hams and 
bacon, but it would also encourage agriculture, 
because it would lead to a large area of land 
being put under cultivation to provide food for 
the pigc;. And what difference would it make to 
any 1nan in the year -even a Inan with a 
brge family-if another ld. per pound was 
put on bacon? It would only be a very small 
item indeed, because bacon, whatever might be 
said to the contrary, was to a great extent a 
luxury. As he had said, the effect of putting on 
that extra duty would be to encourage agricul
ture, and give employment to a large riumber of 
people settling· on the land. But he supposed 
it was very little use arguing the matter at any 
great length. He hoped the question would go 
to a division, and if it did he would certainly 
support the increased duties. 

Mr. ADAJ\IS said he might state that he had 
had a communication from his constituents 
asking him to Yote for an increase of ld. 
per lb. on bacon, but he could not see his way 
to support the proposal, beco"use the increase, 
though in the interest of farmers, would not 
serve the whole community. One hon. member 
had said that the 11doption of the proposed 
increase would lead to the establishment of re
frigerating chmnbers along the coast, but what 
would be the use of such establishments if there 
were no means of communication with the interior 
of the colony? He contended that it would be 
impossible to have those establishments unless 
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they imported pork from the other colonies. It 
had also been said that people would feed their 
pigs on corn for which they could not now get a 
fair price. He sawthe other day that maize, at Too· 
woomba, fetched something like 4s. Gd. a bushel, 
and wheat 3s. Gel. In that case the food for pigs 
would cost more than the food for human being,. 
He was perfectly cml\'inced that pigs could be 
raised in many parts, in fact, in all parts of the 
colony. It was a well-known bet that wherever 
wild pigs were found in the colony they were 
generally in very good condition ; therefore it 
was evident that, if people would only go to the 
trouble of breeding pigs, an ample supply of 
pork could be grown for the consumption of 
the whole community. He maintained that 
by putting an extra 1d. a lb. on pork they 
would not be protecting the farmers as a 
class. They would only be protecting those who 
had direct railway communication, so that in 
fact they would be protecting the few to the 
detriment of the many. 

Question--That the words ''bacon, hams," 
proposed to be omitted, stand part of the ques
tion-put. 

The Committee divided:
AYI•:s, 37. 

Sir rr. :J.fcllwraith, l\Iessrs. l\1orohcad, Donnldson, 
Pattison, Black, Unmack, Luya .. Olassey, Hodgkinson, 
Rutledgc, O'Sullivan, Pa.lmur, Hunter, Philp, Smith, 
Archer, Smyth, 3:Ic11aster, Gannon, Dalrymplc. Gold1·ing, 
:M:acrossan, Hamilton, Cmvley, Grime~. Little, G.H. Joncs, 
Li,,.,ner, Corfield, Sayors, "\Vimble, Agnmv, A dams, Lyons, 
"\Vatson, Dunsmure, a,nd Paul. 

Nors, 27. 
Sir S. 1V. Griffith, ::\1essrs. Jordan, Plunkett, Barlmv, 

Drake, O'Conncll, Parkins, Salkcld, Crombic, Stevens, 
North, Allan, }lacfarlane, lluckland, Mnrray, Annear, 
Campbell, Powers, }fellor, Tozer, Poxtm~. Isambert, 
Hyne, Groom, J'I.:Iorgan, Stephens, and Batter~by. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
Mr. UNMACK moved that the word 

"mustard " be omitted, with the view of 
reducing: the dnty on the article to 2d. It was 
not a large item, but mustard was an article of 
daily consumption, and it could not be pro
duced in the colony. He did not believe in 
increasing the cost of ::ell those articles in that 
way. 

Amendment put and negatiYed. 
Mr. DRAKE said there was a good deal of 

ambiguity in regard to "nnts." He had been 
told that the Collector of Customs had insisted 
npon collecting the duty on iron nuts. Then 
with regard to "cocoanuts," there were two 
articles known to commerce as the cocoanut
namely, the fruit of the palm and the article 
from which cocoa was made. In commercial 
circles in England, in order to distinguish the 
one from the other, the fruit of the palm was 
called the " cokernut." He presumed that was 
the article that was meant to be exempted. 

Mr. SMYTH said that the manufacture of 
iron nuts was a specialty. They were only made 
by certain firms in Great Britain, and the 
industry was not carried on in Australia. It was 
only where the demand was great that they 
could get special machinery to manufacture 
them. 

Mr. ANNEAR said it was something new to 
him to hear that they con id not make iron nuts 
in Australia. Tho majority of the iron nuts used 
in Queenslanrl were made in the colony. 

Mr. GROOM moved that the word "bntter" 
be omitted. In asking the Con,mittee to consent 
to an increased dutv on butter he was simply 
giving effect to the wishes of his constituents who 
were engaged in the butter industry ; and he 
believed the effect of the imposition of snch 
increased duty would not only be to improve the 
condition of those men, but to improve the condi-

1888-2 G 

tion of the butter industry generally. With· 
out repeating his speech of last week he might 
simply remark that there could be no doubt 
that dairy produce represented a very large 
and important industry. In Victoria, as he had 
previously stated, it amounted to £2,000,000 
a year, of which a very large proportion 
was contributed by Queensland. They were 
sending every year to Victoria an amount of 
money which would be almost incredible if they 
were to analyse it carefully. There were peculiar 
circumstances in connection with the Q,uoensland 
butter indnstry which must be taken into con
sideration. 'fhere were no facilities whatever in 
Brisbane for storing butter. It was estimated 
tlmt the present population of Brisbane and its 
suburbs was nearly 100,000, and the consump· 
tion of butter by such a large population must 
necessarily be enormous. They ought to give 
every possible encouragement to their own people 
to manufacture the butter for that population, 
instead of sending money out of the colony every 
year, as they did, to import butter, and another 
Cl)lnmodity called butterine, which was not butter 
at all. If proper facilities were afforded in the 
city for refrigerating chambers, as much butter 
could be obtained from the Darling Downs, 
the Logan, and the \V est Moreton districts as 
would supply the whole of Brisbane. At present 
it was impossible to send lmtter down in sum
mer, because there was no proper storage accom
modation whatever. The discussion that h::cd 
taken place might possibly lead to something 
being done in that direction. He did not believe 
the farmers should have everything done for 
them, and they did not w:tnt it ; and he was 
happy to say that a company had been formed 
whose intention it was to carry out the same 
business as was carried out by the Food and Ice 
Company m Sydney, and by the South Coast and 
\Vest Camden Company in the same colony. If 
the assistance of'' protective tariff enabled them 
to do that, they would no longer hear it said that 
farming did not pay, and that by asking men 
to go farming on their public lands they were 
inveigling thern to their ruin. Farrning ·was 
subject to trials and vicissitudes, but there were 
times when it could be made to pay. He knew 
hundreds of farmers on the Darling Downs who 
were in as sound and good a condition finan
cially as any other body of men in the colony, 
but 'they had gone through the privations and 
hardships incidental to all colonies in their 
earlier stages. By a little judicious enconmge
ment, not only would refrigerating chambers be 
formed, but butter factories would be started, 
and various other good results would ensue. He 
was bound to carry out the views of his consti
tuents. They had asked him to do what was an 
impossible thing, but he was going to meet them 
half way; and, whatever was the result, they 
would have the satisfaction of knowing that they 
had been fairly represented in the Committee in 
reference to that very important matter. 

Mr. DRAKE said that, before the debate pro
ceeded further, he should like to hear some defini
tion of the item "nuts (all sorts except cocoa
nuts)." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said there 
were no cocmtnnts .came into the colony out of 
which cocoa, was made. 

:C\Ir. DlL\KE said there might be. 
The \JOLO:'\IAL TREASURER said cocoa 

was made out of beans, not nut of nuts. The 
tariff, as printed, had worked very well for a 
gre>tt number of year", and the matter might 
safely be left to the department. 

:\Ir. DRAKE said it would be much clearer if 
the fruit of the palm were spelled "cokernnt" 
instead of "cocoanut." There could be no possi
bility of mistake then. 
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Mr. ARCHER said that when the nut 
from which they made their chocolate cnme 
from the bean it was called the cocoanut. \Vhen 
it was made into nibs it was called "coca" ; 
so that e\'en in that respect it was different 
fron1 the cocoanut. Of courRe, he was going 
to vote agairut the duty of 4d. proposcec\ lJy 
the hon. member for Toowoomba on butter. He 
was not going to give the Tre~~surer 1nore nwney 
than he "ante d. He wished to remark the 
extraordinaryinconsiHtency of sorne hon. mernbers 
who talked so much about the working man, and 
about other members who wished to tax the 
luxuries he enjoyed. They were going to tax 
bacon, which was absolutoly necessary for the 
poor miner going out prospecting. He could 
not take half a bullock, but he could take a 
piece of bacon in his pack-saddle, and, with 
a piece of d1cmper, he conld make a decent 
meal. But that was to be taxed, and butter 
was to be taxed, and everything else was to be 
taxed that was necessary for his breakfast or 
dinner or anything else. And that was to be 
done, not only to the extent to which the 
Tre:.surer had committed himself, but up to 40 
per cent. in some cases. He hoped the Com
mittee would be upon its guard against increas
ing the cost of the working uutn's living. 

Mr. STEVENS s:.id the hon. member who 
had just sat down lmd called attention to other 
.me1nbers speaking up for the working n1a.n, and 
patting him on the back, when he had just 
attempted to do the same thing himself. The 
working man was a very good judge of \Vhat 
suited him best. No working man objected to pro
tection. In the gr"atest protectionist colony, the 
wmking men were almo"t all protectionists, not 
only farmers, but the miners themselves. They 
all returned protectionist members. In the 
present o:cse there were two sides-each side 
accusing the other of talking up the working 
man, and then doing it themselves all the time. 
There were various kinds of protection. A 
miner did not wish his children to be brought up 
as miners. Th:.t had been referred to by the 
Trea,urer. The miners looked forward to the 
manufactures which were being institutced as 
plllcos to which their children could go to find 
employment. That feeling influenced men em
ployed in all industries. They did not want to 
be confined to one class of labour, such as 
carriers, or bricklayers, or stnnen1asons, or 'vhat
ever it might be. They wished to see some 
fresh fields where there was more room, and that 
was the chief reason for their being protec
tionists. Protection was more advantageous to 
them generally. 

Mr. SMYTH said in regard to the miner.s in 
Victoria being all protectionists, he might say 
that they had very good reaGons for being so. 
All the articles that they ate or drank, and 
everything they wore, were protected against 
all the world. But they received a sop on con
dition that they became protectionists. They 
rli'cei ved £80,000 a year to develop claims. 
How much did they receive in Queensland? 
Last year they did not receive £5,000. The 
farmers wanted protection for themselves, and 
wanted the miners to pay for it. But when it 
came to a question of protecti:hg the 1niners, and 
giving them some consideration, so that they 
could work their mines che.,,ply and develop 
the industry, members voted against it. Queens
land was the greatest colony in the group for 
minerals, and the mineral industry was the 
greatest industry in it. \Vhen the Treasurer 
came down and said to the miners, "I will give 
you £80,000 a year to develop the industry 
and settle a large mining popubtion," then the 
miners would snbmit to those taxation proposals. 
He had noticed in all the divisions that had 

taken place while the debate had been going on 
that the protection was only for certain classes. 
The timber industry was to be protected, and the 
Northern miners had to suffer ; the farming 
industry was to be protected up to the eyes, and 
Northern miners had to suffer. 'rhey could not 
nwke butter enough in Toowomnba to supply 
themselves, let alone supply other parts of the 
colony; and they conlclnot make enough butter 
in the Logan district to SUJ •ply themselves. They 
had to import it. As to Victori:.n miners being 
protectioni,ts. of course in Ballamt there was a 
large foundry, which received orders for making 
locomoti\·es, but they were made at great 
expense to the colony, and it was a mistake 
to make them in Queensland. At Sharp 
Stuart's foundry, in JYI:.nchester, they could 
not compete with the colony. They could 
not make locon:otives for Queensland, becanse 
they were so bound down, although they 
could make a better m·ticle. They said they 
were not sure whether the colony would always 
be a protectionist colony. If they were sure, 
they might settle here and make locomotives. 
Locomotives were only put together in (iueens
land ; the different parts were obtained from 
England or Belgium. The miners in Victoria 
only submitted to taxation because they received 
a sop in the shape of £80,000. 

Mr. STEYI~NS said the hon. member had 
accused protectionists of voting in one direction ; 
but he had o"erlooked the fact that the tax on 
candles had not been reduced, for the reason 
that they were produced in the colony, aEd it 
would have been absurd for protectionists to vote 
for the reduction of the freetrade duty upon 
candles. If it had been some explosive that 
c•mld not be made in the colony the case would 
have been different. The protectionists asked 
that duties shonld be imposed upon things that 
were being manufactured in the colony. As to 
the hon, member's remarks about the people of 
the Logan not producing sufficient but~er for 
themselves, of course he knew nothing al5out it. 
He might be an authority in regard to Gym pie, 
bnt he knew nothing about the Log:.n. That 
district exported a large quantity of butter. 

Mr. GROOM said he did not wish to labour 
under the imputation of supporting agriculture 
anrl not mining. \Vhen he voted for the duty 
of 2d. per lb. upon candles he did so under · 
the influence of the speech delivered by the 
hon. member for Toowong, who gave figures 
showing what the Apollo Company was manu
facturing, and that that company supplied 
them a great deal cheaper than the im
ported article. He would not reduce that 
duty bec,use it would ruin that industry. 
So far from his having voted ag·ainst measures 
for the benefit of tho mining industry, he could 
appeal to the present Mini,ter for Mines, who 
was as good an authority as any member of the 
Committee on the subject, to say whether he had 
not consistently supported him in motions which 
that hon. gentleman had brought forward fre
quently for prospecting grant". He had consis
tently supported that hon. gentleman in every 
measure he had brought forward for the benefit 
of the nJining indu,~try, whether for grantB for 
vro;;;;pecting for deep-sinking, or for the establish
ment of ,,,hools of mines. 

l\Ir. S:'\IYTH : There has not been a large one 
yet. 

:Mr. GROO:,r: Whose fault is that? 

I\Tr. S:\IYTH: All the Governments'. 

Mr. GROOl\I said the hon. member surely 
could not blame the farmers for that. He 
was sure tho farmers would as cheerfully 
allow him or any other farming rcpresenta
ti ve to vote for a large sum of money for 
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the development of gold-mining as for any other 
industry_ If the Government put £20,000 or 
£25,000 on the Estimates for prospecting or for 
deep-sinking on goldfields, he would vote for it 
readily, and he was sure other farminr; representa
tives would do the same thing. It was not right 
to say thr~t, bec,use in a by-vote just now they 
had voted in favour of a duty which he regarded 
as essentially protective they were therefore: in 
favour of discouraging the ntining industry in 
which that article was to some extent used. He 
had no such desire or intention. 

Mr. ANNEAR said he knew what the hon. 
member for Gympie was le:tding up to. The 
hon. member wished to pose as a great free
trader, but he had made a mistake in saying 
that the Queensland Parliament had never done 
anything for the mining industry, as they bad 
done in Victoria. They had done just as much 
for that industry in Queensbnd as in Victoria, 
when the population of the two colonies was 
taken into account. 

Mr. SMYTH: No, no. 
Mr. ANNEAR said that as much as £5,000 

was passed in that House in one vote for deep
sinking. The hon. member trotted out "the 
poor n1iner." 

Mr. Sl\IYTH : No. The miners do not 
claim to be poor. 

Mr. ANNEAR said he knew the miners of 
Queensland were not poor. The hon. member 
seemed annoyed because the Committee had 
passed the duty proposed on candles, but why 
should he be annoyed? He supposed the claim 
in which the hon. member was a large holder 
might pay £100 a year for candles, but they P"id 
£30,000 a year in dividends. The hon. member 
was only leading up to an opposition to the tax 
on machinery. He had never heard of a miner 
who was against the building up of the industries 
of the colony. 

Mr. SMYTH : In your electorate. 
Mr. ANNEAR said there were only two 

foundrles in Maryborough, while there \Vera a 
dozen in Brisbane, two in Toowo()mba, two or 
three in Rockhampton, and they were sprtead
ing all over the colony. The miner did not 
object to those duties, but it was the wealthy 

'proprietors who objected to them. The hon. 
member said Queensland produced no butter, but 
if he went up to the Romn,-street market on three 
days in the week he would see that large quan
tities came down from the farming districts of the 
Darling Downs, and he would be convinced that 
in making the statement he did he was labour
ing under a delusion. The bon. member abused 
Victoria, but he (Mr. Annear) had the pleasure 
of being in Ballarat two years ago, and no one 
could see a better class of men-better clad or 
better conducted than were to be found tbroug·h
out Victoria. The hon. member also said that he 
had been in some English foundries and that 
they did better work than was clone in this colony. 
He (Mr. Annear) said that the machhwry turned 
out in Queensland was preferable in many cases 
to HO per cent. of the machinery which came to 
the colony from Europe. 

Mr. J\IORGAN s:1id the hon. member for 
Gym pie was objecting because the duty proposed 
upon candles was allowed to remain as it \Yas, 
but that ought not to be a reason why the 
mining representativt"'3 should tttke un1brage. 
The corn and chaff party had been consistent in 
protection. He wished to point out that already 
in Queensland they produced almost sufficient 
butter for their own requirements, and they 
wanted the extra 1cl. for protection for this 
reason : vVhen there was 1t surplus of the article 
in the other colonies shipments of it were brought 

to Brisbane, not by Brisbane merchants, but for 
speculative purposes, and the result was a reduc
tion in price, and the local producers suffered. 
If the extra 1d. was put on they would be able 
to meet those shipments to some extent, and 
would be nwre sure of a regular tnarket. 

Mr. L YOKS said that, as the representative o£ 
a mining constituency, he thought the miners 
would be far better pleased if hon. members did 
not waste the time they did in repeating speeches 
upon subjects which had been discnssed before. 
'l'he miners would rather pay the increased duty 
proposed than have them sitting there for ever 
mrtking speeches. It. cost about £7,000 a year ~o 
conduct the proceerhngs of that House, and 1t 
would be better for the miners and for the whole' 
colony if they could reduce that aniount by some
thing. 

:Mr. DRAKE said he would vote for the 
amendment, and would have given a silent vote 
had it not been for the remarks of the hon. 
member for Rockbampton. The hon. member 
twitted protectionists, in voting for the increases 
in those duties, with a disregard for the in
terests of. the working man, and it was neces
sary to explain over and over again, apparently, 
the principle upon which they went. He 
would vote for the amendment because he 
believed that butter was an article they could 
produce in sufficient quantities to supply their 
own requirements. It would not increase the 
price of the article, and would not add any 
:<dclitional burden at all to those borne by the 
working man. He trusted that when they came 
to discuss the duties upon articles which could 
not be produced in the colony, and which bore 
heavilv upon the working man, the hon. member 
for Rockhampton would show his love for the 
working man by voting against them. 

Mr. M:ELLOR said he did not wish to give a 
silent vote upon the question, and he wished a.lso 
to say a word or two in reply to the remarks 
made upon the action of his hon. colleague in the 
repn'sentation of Gym pie in connection with the 
duty on candles. It had been said that that 
hnn. member would be a heavy taxpayer under 
th",t duty, but that the mine with which he was 
connected wcts)Xtying lm'<,;·edividencls. That might 
be so, but for every mine that paid dividends 
there were twenty that did not pay dividend.s. 
He was himself paying about £100 a year in calls 
into a mine where some £50 would have to be 
paid in the tax on candles, and it was in those 
cases the miners would feel the tax. ·with 
reference to the question before the Com
mittee, he certainly had sympathy with the 
farmers, and believed they should be protected. 
He certainly thought the article they were dis
cussing was already sufficiently taxed. Formerly 
2d. per lb. was collected on butter, and now it 
WB,s proposed to charge 3d. per lb., or an increase 
of 50 per cent. It was ::m article that could not 
alwe,ys be nmnnfactured in the colony, especially 
in the summer, and they must depend upon 
getting their supplies from the other colonies. In 
reference to the previous vote, he must say that 
bacon ::wd hams were commoditie:< that could be 
mmmfactured here in abundance, and their 
manufacture might be made one of the chief 
industries of the farmers. He should have liked 
to have seen the last vote carried, but as it was -
not, he thought it scarcely fair to expect the 
proposal before the Committee to pass. He did 
not know whether the hon. member for Too
woomba, JHr. Groom, intended to press his 
other amendments, and particularly that relating 
to flour, but if so, he must say that he w~mld do 
all he possibly could to prevent a duty bemg put 
upon flour. Flour was the staff of life, and he 
trusted that the hon. member would not press 
his amendment. 
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Question-That the word proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the question-put, and 
the Committee divided:-

AYES, 35. 
Sir T.l\Icllwraith, :Messrs. Kclson, 1\Incrossan, Arlams, 

:!I.Iorehead, Donaldsou, Pnttison, Oorticld, Unma1~k, 
\Yatson, ltees It. ,Jones, Agnew, Black, Dunsmnrc, 
Crombic, Hunter, G. II .. Tones, Grime~. JHcJiastor, 
CO\vlcy, Dalrymple, Gannon, ::\Icllor, Palmor, Arch~r, 
Smith, Philp, Saycrs, O'Sullinm, IIorlgkinson, Glasscy, 
Hamilton, I1uya, JJittlc, and Batters by. 

NOES, 21. 
Sir S. \V. Grifiith, .:ue~-.rs. Plunkctt, Ismnbert, 

Groom, "\Vimble, IIyne, Campl)cll, Mul'l'ay, Annea..r, 
Barlow, Drake, O'Oonnell, Stevens, Xorth, Salkeld, 

. Allan, rl'ozer, PO\Vers, Stephens, Foxton, and l\iorgan. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 

Paragraph put and pas6ed. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER moved--
'rhat there be raised, levied, collected, and 1_.mid on

Confectionery a.nd succade~. ginger (preserved and 
dried), and leather (except other,vise enumerated), a 
tariff of 4d. per lb. 

Mr. ALLAN said that, before the next para
graph came on, he wished to bring before the 
Committee 'mother product which was coming 
into the colony in brge quantities. During the 
last we;>k 2,000 lbs. had come in. The product 
he referred to was made from fresh fat and othel' 
things, and came greatly into competition with 
butter, upon which they had just had so much 
discussion. He refel'red to "butterine," or 
"oleomarg~"trine" as it \vas sorr1etiines called. It 
was an article which did not come under the 
tariff at all; but he was sure that it was consumed 
as butter, although there was nothing in the 
tariff to show that it came into the colony at all. 
It was composed of the fat of fresh-killed animals. 
The fat was put in jacketed boilers and reduced n,t 
a temperature of about 122 degrees to oil. The 
oil was then taken off, the middle part reduced 
by cold to a pulpy sort of fat. After that it was 
put between galvanised iron plates, after h:wing 
been folded in cloths; it was placed under a weight 
of about 2,000 lbs. to the square inch, by which 
the oil was pressed out, and it then formed oleo
margarine. All that was used in this colony was 
imported from Victoria and New South \Vales; 
it was also manufactured in England, America, aml 
France. In its state as oleomargarine it was used 
for melted butter and such like purposes. It was 
also churned up with milk, and then exposed to 
a very cold temperature, after which it was 
exported to this country as butter, and, as he had 
said, as much as 2,000 lbs. had during the last 
week been imported into Brisbane. The hon. 
member for Fortitude V alley told the Committee 
the other day that butter of good quality was 
worth 3s. 3d. per lb. This butterine was im
ported into the colony at S~d. per lb., and that 
when the duty was 2d. per lb. It would there
fore be seen that it could be largely introduced 
into the colony when butter was at a high price, 
and thereby compete with the farmers. He 
wished to see a higher duty imposed on oleo
margarine than that levied on butter, and would 
like to see it ls. per lb. Chemists showed them 
that oleomarg-arine contained about 10 per cent. 

. more of non-volatile btty acids th:m butter, and 
was, in con88Clllence, very indigestible, so that it 
was notrtdvisable to bringitintothe country. It 
was most unfair that it could be brought in at 
all times at the same rate as butter. He might 
mention that as far back as 187 4 there were 
about 400 people employed in Paris in the 
manufacture of butterine. All the butterine, 
however, that came into the colony during the 
last ten days was imported from New South 
\V ales and Victoria. He therefore supposed 

that it was manufactured in those colonies, as he 
did not think it likely they would import it and 
then re-export it to Queensland. For the reasons 
he had given be would propose that there he a 
duty of .fd. per lb. levied on butterine. 

HoxouRAmr~ ME)!BERS: Make it Gd. 

Mr. ALLAN said he was very glad he had 
the Committee with him, and would willingly 
make it Gd. Butterine was injurious to health, 
and very indigPstible. He might say, for the 
benefit of those persons outside who were not 
aware of the fact, that they could tell the one from 
the other by a very simple method. If a h:ms~
wife drew the blade of a knife across hutterme It 
would leave a white mark across it, but if that 
was clone with ordinary butter there would be no 
such mark, as the butter would keep its colour. 
Another way of distinguishing them was by 
putting it in a hot pan, when it would be 
found that the butterine would splutter, but 
ordinary butter would not. He gave this infor
mation that people might know what they were 
using. He had no objection to raise the amount 
of duty from .fd. to Gel. and would now move-

That there be raised, levied, collected, and llaid on
Buttorine, JlCl'lb .• 6d. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 
would suggest to the hon. member that he should 
make the amount 4d. and add the item at the end 
of the paragraph just proposed. The amount of 
butterine imported since the 1st July was 3,000 lbs. 
weight. He had no objection to putting 4d. 
·per lb. on butterine, but he would not raise 
it to fid. per lb., because he knew they would 
have to impose a corresponding excise duty, as 
bntterine was an adulteration, and they wanted to 
prevent it going into consumption altogether. 
Although he was a protectionist he did not want 
to encourage adulteration. He thoug·ht the hon. 
member had better propos~ that butterine be 
included in the list of articles on which the duty 
was to be 4d. per lb. 

Mr. ALLAN said he was very glad to adopt 
the suggestion of the hon. gentleman, as he could 
quite see the common sense of it. He therefore 
moved that the words " and butterine" be 
inserted after the words " ginger (preserved and 
dried)." 

Mr. UNJ\IACK said he had a previous amend· 
ment to move. He proposed that the duty upon 
"confectionery and succades" be reduced to 2d. 
per lb. He did so knowing that the articles 
were in very large consumption, and although 
they might to a certain extent be called a luxury 
he believed that by many people they were looked 
upon as a necessity. He was not referring to 
the item of confectionery wbich appeared lower 
clown in the tariff---chocolate confectionery
and which could well stand 3d. or 4d. per 
lb., but to dry or pan g·oods. These were in 
daily consumption, and were Yery largely used. 
The English price varied from 3?Jd. to 4d. 
The price of sugar required for production was 
very low, the cost of manufacture was also very 
trifling, comparatively speaking, and the article 
had been produced in the colony under the 
old tariff for a considerable number of years in 
a most successful manner. Several large factories 
had been started and were doing well, and the 
proprietors of those works had assured him that 
ihev wonld much mther the duty should remain 
aq 1t was at present than be i1icreased to 4d., 
because it would enable them to produce the 
same class of article they were now producing at 
a profit to themselves. The wholesale price in 
Brisbane had been all along from 5d. to Gel. per 
lb., and the duty of 4d. was neither desired nor 
necessary. 
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Mr. DRAKE asked the hon. member to 
explain why the confectionery manufacturers 
here objected to the proposed increase in the 
import duty. He could not possibly see how it 
would injuriously affect them. 

Mr. UN:!\IACK said the reason given by the 
manufacturers was, thttt the increased duty 
would considerably narrow down consumption; 
and they would much rather have laruer con
sumption, seeing that they had the raw ~1mterial 
at hand to work npon. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
reason was not a very logical or sound one. He 
thought the tax a very fair one. It could 
hardly be contended that lolli-pops were one of 
the necessities of the working man. 

Mr. GLASSEY said he should vote for retain
ing the duty at 4d. He knew a manufactory in 
the North of England where the articles in 
question was manufactured, and where thev 
woul~ find young women working for th"e 
magmficent wage of 4s. a week. He did not 
think it desirable to encourage that sort of thing. 
They had abundant material in the colony to 
produce the artiCle themselves, and certainly 
they should not encourage the importation of the 
article at the wages he had mentioned. 

Question-·-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the paragraph--put and 
passed. 

Mr. ALLAN moved that the word "butterine" 
be inserted after "dried." He wished to know 
whether it was the desire of the Committee to 
add ''oleomargarine." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said it would 
be better to alter the amendment to read "but-
terine and other similar prod nets." ' 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. SMYTH said leather and confectionery 
appeared to be banded together, and he was not 
going to let leather pttss: They could produce 
:tny ~mount of leather in the colony, but for 
c~rtam p~rposes connected with mining opera
tions English leather was preferred. The differ
ence ttppeared to be in the mode of manufacture 
and it was a fact that colonial leather could 
not be used in J:?ining. He did not see any 
reason for the mcreased duty. Seein" that 
they had. the hides, the tanning bark, :nd all 
the appliances necessary for the m<mufacture 
of leather in the colony, if they could not make it 
with a fair protective duty, or without o-oin" to 
the extreme mte of 4d., ·it was a disgrace" to 
Queensland. By putting on a duty of 4d. they 
would be taxing only one class of people who 
used English leather-namely, those who used it 
for mining purpooes. Leather could not be 
manufactured in the colony for certain purposes, 
and, as they mus~ have the article, to put a duty 
of 4d. per lb. on It was too great. He moved, as 
an amendment, that the words "Leather (except 
otherwise enumerated)" be omitted from the 
paragraph. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said hon. 
members would see that, while the duty on 
leather _had been increased, there had been brge 
exemptwns made for the purpose of encoumginn· 
the leather industry in the colony. Patent 
leather, enamelled leather, kido;, hogskins Ievant, 
and morocco, and imitations thereo.f, wer~ all put 
on the free list. 

Amendment put and negatived; and para
gm ph, as amended, put and passed. 

The COLONIAL TEEASURER said he 
was under the impression when he spoke before 
that pork had been pnt clown at 3d. per lb. The 
word was moved to be omitted with the object of 

inserting it again, but it was not inserted. He 
moved that the following new paragraph be 
inserted-

Pork (not inclnding mcsS·llOl'k) 2d. per lb. 
Question put and passed. 
The COLONIAL TREASURER moved
'l'h::tt there be raised, levied, collected, and paid on~ 

Hops, per lb., 6d. 

1\Ir. PHILP moved, as an amendment, that 
the duty on hops he increased from 6cl. to !Jd. 
The Colonial 'l'reasurer, in his speech, proposed 
to take the excise duty off beer, and increase the 
duty on hops to 6d. per lb. and on malt to 3s. 
per bushel. He (Mr. Philp) had found that 
unless the dnty on hops was increased to 9d., and 
on malt to 4s., the duty on the two articles 
would not be equivalent tCJ the 12s. 6d. taken off 
beer. He did not approve of the present mode 
of collecting the duty on beer, believing it to be 
far preferable to collect it through the Customs, 
and if the duty on those two articles were 
incTeased to Gel. per lb. and Ud. per bushel 
respectively, the amount realised would just 
about nutke it equivalent to the excise dnty 
taken off beer. 

The COLONIAL TREASUREit sttid that 
when he 'poke on the matter he let the Com· 
mittee understand very plainly, and gave them 
the figures for it, that with regard t_o beer they 
woald lose more than they were puttmg on. He 
had no objection to the duty being made up to 
something near what was being taken off, but it 
must be distinctly on the understanding that the 
repeal of the Act imposing an excise duty on 
beer be carried by the Honse. They must not 
put the duty on the material out of which beer 
was made, and then repudiate their own action 
by retaining the excise duty on beer. It was on 
that understanding he spoke. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRil!'FITH said the 
hon. gentleman was putting the cart before the 
horse. It was very doubtful indeed whether 
the excise duty on beer would be taken off ; and 
as it was very uncertain how it would go, it 
would be as well to take the excise duty on beer 
first. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he did 
not think there was D,ny uncertainty about it. 
The position he would be placed in would be 
this: vVhen the resolution from vVays and 
Mean8 was reported to the House, he should 
bring in a Bill containing the whole of the tariff 
that was now being carried. In that Bill would 
be included certain duties on the materials out of 
which beer w:ts made, and in the Bill the House 
would also be asked to repenl the Act imposing 
an excise duty on beet'. If the Beer Duty Act 
w"s not repealed, it would put him in the 
position that he, as Treasurer, had been fooled 
by the Committee-h<wing been made to put 
a tax of £30,000 on the beer drinkers, or beer 
makers, whichever way hon. members liked to 
put it-and as he did not intend to be made a 
fool of he should simply throw up the Bill if that 
was clone. He proposed certain duties, and if 
they were accepted on the faith, as he put it, that 
the beer duty was tu be repealed, it was a per
fectly fair exchange. If they did not they must 
take the consequences of throwing out the tariff. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GJUJ<'FITH said the 
hon. gentleman took a very erroneous view of 
the C[uestion. It was proposed to raise £30,000 
on beer. The hon. gentleman wished to raise it 
in one way. Possibly the Committee might differ 
from him, and say that the best way of collecting 
thnt amount was'the present way. If the Com
mittee decided that the tariff was better as at 
present, that was no reason why the hon. 
gentleman should throw it all up. There would 
be only a difference oi £2,000 or £3,000. It was 
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siml?lY a question of which was the better way of 
gettmg the money from the beer drmkers, or 
beer makers. It would be no material alteration 
in the tariff. It was impossible to arrive ~1t 
any understanding then as to what should be 
done in regard to beer. He knew of no wr,y at 
all of deciding that, except by a divi:;ion when 
the time came. 'rhe hon. gentleman ' .. tiel if the 
excise duty on beer were retctined, he would not 
ask for the Gd. per lb. upon hops. He lmd no 
right to endeavour to force the Committee into 
the position he was attempting to force it into. 
He ought not to say the whole tariff would be 
withdrawn if, ultimo,tely, the Committee should 
think it desirable to retain the excise duty on 
beer, instead of the higher duty upon hops and 
malt. 

The COLONIAL Tlll~ASUTIER said the 
hon. gentleman misunderstood him altogether. 
The proposal of the Government was that, instead 
of taxing the beer, they should tax the materit~l 
of which it was made. Then if the Con;~mittee 
turned round and said they woi1ld keep the 
duty on beer liS well as on the nmterial, they 
would stultify the Treasurer, and he should con
sider the Government defeated. It was not a 
matter of £2,000 or £3,000; it was one of £35,000. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIIcJci'rH said if 
the Committee retained the duty on beer, the 
Treasurer could amend the schedule of the 
Bill he would have to bring in, and take the 
duty off hops and malt and leave things as they 
were. There would be no stultifictttion about 
that. 

The COLONIAL 'rREASURER cmid he had 
stated the position clearly on a previous occasion. 
He told the Committee!that if he supported the 
increased duties upon malt and hops, the excise 
duty upon beer ought to be removed. If, after 
raising the duty upon hops and nmlt, the Com
mittee insisted upon retaining the excise duty 
upon beer, he would throw it up. He had 
explained that already. 

'rhe HoN. Sm S. \V. GHIFFITH said he was 
only anxious that there should be no misnnder
standing. He was sure the Treasurer had con
veyed a different impres;;ion to the Committee. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: It was 
simply a difference in form. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFJ<'ITH said the 
proper way would be to umend the schedule by 
taking the extra duty off hops and malt. 

The COLONIAL TREASU HER said he 
thought it right to let the Committee know what 
his action would be. It was on the understanding 
that the excise duty upon beer was removed that 
he had proposed those various increases, and it 
was not unreasonable, if tbe Committee insisted 
upon that, knowing 11t the same time that they 
were not going to repeal the excise <luty on beer, 
for him to stttte the alternative. He would not 
confine him:;elf to throwing up the Bill, if the 
Committee decided to retain the cbuse repealing 
he texcise duty on beer. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITI{ said that, 
of course, that was another thing. He wished to 
see tht~t the Committee would not, by any vote it 
might give now, tie its h11nds inde11ling with the 
beer duty when that Clime before them. It was 
not before them at present, ttnd they conld not 
deal with it. The Treasurer could not compel 
members to pledge themselves, after giving t1 

particular vote upon that question, to give a, 
cmTesponding· vote upon another. In the vote 
he should give on the present question, he olwuld 
not consider himeelf in any way bound to SU]>port 
the removal of the exciLe duty upon beer. He 
intended to support its retention, because, as he 
had st~id before, it was a proper thing, and he 
~hould not consider that, by accepting the Trea-

surer's proposed increase of Gd. per lb. upon 
hops, he should be precluded from voting against 
the removal of the excise duty upon beer. He 
shonld probably feel that it was not fair to 
double the ]Jurden upon thu beer makers. He 
was anxious that the Committee should JOot be 
led awi1y, as smne rrwrnbers n1ight be, without 
knowing it, and be told ttfterwards they had 
pledged themselves to support the repeal of the 
excise duty upon beer. He believed most of the 
Committee were opvosed to that. 

'rhe COLONIAL TREASUHER st~id he did 
not think the Committee would be acting \"ery 
injudiciously if they voted for the incret~se pro
posed, knowing what would L>e the result. But, 
lmving told hon. members what the Government 
intended to do, he WliS done with it. He knew he 
could not bind any individual member, and, there
fore, could not bind the whole Committee; but he
vva,d just stating the grounds upon which he pro~ 
posed the present incrot~se, and the action which 
would bee taken if they mised the duties upon the 
n1<1teria.ls from which beer "\Vas n1anufacturecl. 
If the Committee raised the duty upon hops, and 
then insbted upon retaining the excise duty upon 
beer, he considered that the Government would 
ht~ve been defet~ted. 

The HoN. Sm S. vV. GRH'FI'rH se~id the 
Tret~sm·er ""s putting· the Committee in the 
position of trying to defeat the Government 
without intending it. 'rhttt gentleman had 
tried to raise a flllse issue, t~nd he was trying 
to get the ground clear. 'rhe hon. gentleman, 
by a side wihd, wished to get hon. members to 
pledge themselves to abolish the duty on beer. 
He ht~d Letter wt~it until beer c;cme before the 
Committee and then get a direct vote upon the 
subject. 'rhey would face the subject when they 
came to it, and in the meantime any duty ]JUt 
upon hops v--ould bP provisional. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY said the 
Treasurer WliS in no w11y trying to bind the Com
mittee. How could he bind the Committee? 
'l'he hon. gentleman had simply pbced before 
bon. members the issue which wets at stake, and 
he stated it clearly and fairly. He was perfectly 
certain that hon. members understood it, not
withstanding the specious argument brought 
for" t~rd by the leader of the Opposition. 

:Mr. DRAKE said he hoped the Committee 
would consider the question of the duty upon 
hops very carefully indeed, especially if it 
was to be understood that any vote given 
upon that item would have any influence wht~t· 
ever upon the repeal of the excise duty upon beer. 
He did not agree with the proposed increase in 
the duty on hops, and he was ll long way from 
a~reeine: with the iucreased duty proposed by 
the hon. member for Townsville. Though, no 
doubt, hops was an ingredient of beer, and was 
lt~rg·ely used by Lrewers, it must not be for
gntten that it was also used in "!most every 
household in the colony. Hon. members would 
know tlmt in the interior 11nd outlying districts 
where there were long dusty roads it was often 
ilupnssible for a thirsty traveller to get ttnything 
but lhlJl heer or "hard stuff." Hops, he believed, 
could not _be produced in the colony, or, at all 
events, he had never heard of any attempt being 
made to grow hops on anything like an 
extensive scale, and, therefore, a duty im
posed on the article would not have a pro
tectionist effect. He boped that any provosal 
to reduce the prouosed duty on hops, which, 
he thought, should be phwed on the free list, 
or, at all eveutf-5, hfLYe alight duty, \vould !1ave 
the puwerfnl ttid of the hon. member for Rock· 
httlll]>ton, as a friend of the working man. He 
would vote for" reduction of the duty, whether 
the excise duty on beer was removed afterwards 
or not. 



Ways and Means. [2 OcTOBER.] 1Va;ys and Means. 471 

Mr. SALKELD said that, as he understood 
the position, the Colonial Treasurer wi,;!wd to 
have a second say in the matter. He did not 
wm1t the duty on ho]JS and malt increc•,sc.d and 
the excise duty on beer retainer!. There were 
mauy members of the Committee who did not 
want the excise duty taken of£ beer, and did not 
want the duty on hops increacmd ; but i£ the 
excise duty was to be removed from beer, they 
would be prepared to support an incrc :cserl duty 
on hops. Some way mig·ht be found for over
coming the difficulty, in ca:;e the duty wa,, 
increased on hops and the excise duty r···tained 
on beer, by which the items could be re-oub
mitted for the consideration of the Committee. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said the proposed duty of 
\Jd. per lb. on hops was dm1gerous aml insanitary. 
Hon. members who thought it would be a tax on 
beer were much mistaken. A few years ago 
when there was some failure in the hop crop, and 
the price of hops rose to a very high figure, sub
stitutes were found for hops in the breweries, 
and some of them were poisonous. Hops was 
about the on)y sccnitary ingredient in beer, and 
he would be m favour of puttin~ it on the free 
list, as it wrcs a tonic, and wa;;']argely used for 
hop beer and for yeast. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he had 
no idea of increasing the duty on hops beyond 
what he proposed in the tariff, though, as he had 
already stated, he had no objection to an increase 
upon malting barley beyond his proposal. 

Mr. HYNE said he understood that the pro
posed increased duties upon hops and malt sub
mitted hy the hon. member for l'ownsville would 
not return an amount equal to tlmt received 
from the present excise on beer by some £10,000. 
If that were so all he could say was that there 
were many items in the tariff increased, and he 
did not know why beer, which he looked upon as 
a luxury, should be exempt. 

Mr. ADA:\1S sai<l the Committee should be 
very careful in dealing with the proposed in
creased duty on hops. Some members had 
spoken about the thirsty people in the \V est 
wanting to get hop beer. He had been in 
that district, and he could say there was sca,rcely 
a household in which hops were not used for 
making yeast. It was also largely used by 
bakers for that purpose, as all bakers were not 
near enough to tt brewery to get yeast. If there 
was to be a duty on beer he wonld rather tlmt it 
was placed upon some other ingredient than 
hops. 

Mr. PO\VJ~RS said that the Colonial Trea
surer h~d told them clearly that if they raised 
the dut!P'< on hops and maltmg barley they must 
either vote for the repea1 of the excise duty on 
beer or stultify themselves by reducing- the duties 
on hops and malt again. He would like the hon. 
gentlemttn to give an equttlly plain :1nswer to 
another proposition. If the Committee reduced 
the duties on hops and malt to the old standttnl 
-from 6d. to 2rl. per lu.-would the Colonial 
Treasurer be willing to SUJlP'Jrt the retention of 
the excise duty on beer ? 

The COLONIAL TREASUREH said he 
had alrettdy explained why he propc.sed to incmase 
~he duty on hops and malt, because he thought 
1t much better to do so than to have an excise 
duty on beer; and he had tried as far as ·he 
could to make the two thing,, balance. The 
hon. member asked another problem altogether. 
The hon. member tHked whether if the Com
mittee knocked of£ the who!~ of the in
crmtRed dutie' he proposed he would be in 
favour of retaining the t:tx ,;n beer in that case? 
Very )Jl'Obably he would, but he did not con
cede that he was called upon to give any such 
undertaking. If the hon. gentleman could knock 

off the r!uty on malt and barley and hops, 
let him do so, but he (the Colonial Treasurer) 
would consider what he would do after that. He 
would not give an n,nswer to a problmnatica.l 
question, nor did he think it necessarv. He 
stood by the tariff, with the exception that he 
would propose an increase on malting barley. 

Mr. :FOXTON said it seemed to him that 
the proposition put by the hon. member for 
Burrmn was very pertinent. It was the con
verse of the one ·put by the Premier himself. 
'rhe hon. gentleman desired to get an assu
rance from the Committee, or desired to arrive 
at an understanding that if his proposal wit_h 
regard to the duty on hops were carried, 1t 
must be distinctly understood, as far as any 
understanding could be arrived at without 
cmninp; to a. cliviRion, that his proposal vdth 
rega,rd to the omission of the excise duty on 
beer should be cttrded. Now, he (Mr. :Foxton) 
thonght that if the Colonial Treasurer <lesired 
to h~Ye such an understanding the understand
ing desired to be arrived at by the member for 
Burrum was perfectly fctir, and followed as a 
nuttter of course. 

The COLONIAL TREASURElt said he 
thought the hon. member might accept the answer 
he gnve to auother hon. Jne1nber who semned to 
be satisfied with it. 

Mr. Ji'OXTON: I do not think he is. 

The COLOKIAL TREARUREll said, if not, 
he might object. \Vhat he said was that if the 
dL1ties name<! were struck off, then he would say 
what he would do. He stood by the tariff. 

Mr. :FOXTON said he did not know whether 
thehon. member for Burrum was eatisfied, but the 
hon. member was not the only one whom it was 
necessary to satisfy. If the hon. member for 
Bnrrum had not asked the question, it had 
appeared to him (Mr. :Foxton) as one that might 
very properly be put. If an understanding· was 
de9ired to be arrived at in one case it should be 
in the other, and the Treasurer should be equally 
prepared to give that undertaking, which he 
desired the Committee to give. 

1\Ir. HUNTER oaid he did nnt believe in 
understandings. rrbere was an understanding 
between the parties on the Elections Tribunal 
Bill, which was very much upset. He was 
pretty well sure that the majority were in favour 
of keeping on the excise duty on beer. \Vhat 
they should do woulcl be to reduce the duty 
on hops to 2d., and risk carrying the duty on 
beer, and he was sure the 'rreasurer would not 
oppor;e the canying of that t"x. He did not 
believe in understandings being arrived at, as 
they had been broken before aml would be again. 

Mr. SALKELD said, in order to get on with 
business,· he would propose that 6cl. be omitted 
and 2d. inserted. 

Mr. GROOM said he looked at the question 
from a different standpoint to others. Colonial 
beer was protected by an import duty amount,ng 
to £117 o. per hogshead, and in return it paid an 
excise dnty of 3d. per gallon. The Treasurer pro
puc<ed an extra duty on hops, but hops could not 
be grown in the colony. There were a few gro\vn 
in Victoria a.nd rrac;1nania, but none in (~ueens
land; ancl '"s far as malting barley was concerned 
there was no doubt whatever that that could be 
grown in Queensland. He did not know 
whether hon. gentlmnen were aware of the mag
niturle that the colonial beer industry was 
aRstuning. 11~our years ago there were only 
thirteen brewerje . .; in <luueusland; now there 
were twenty-five ; and htst year they pro
duced, according to accurate returns, 2,496,736 
gallons of beer. The profits on that were 
something enormous. ·when colonial beer 
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was being sold at £6 per hogshead, he was 
informed by a brewer that the net cost was £2, 
including the cask. Now, he thou:;ht that that 
would stand a very good tax, at all events. He 
was inclined to think, with others, that they 
ought to see if they could not utilise the pro· 
ductions of their own soil. The amount of 
malt imported amounted to GG,OOO bushels 
per annum. Now, that amount could be 
grown in Queensland with the greatest possible 
ease; and as hops could not be grown here, 
he would suggest that the Treasurer leave hops 
at 2d. per lb., and increase malt to 4s. per 
bushel. Then the impost of 2s. Gel. on maltin:; 
barley would give a stimL1lus to the barley 
industry, which would give employment to a 
large number of persons. He would like to 
~ee an effort made to encourscge the agricultural 
mdustry of the colony, and if they could do so 
through the breweries let them do so. So that 
he thought it was as well to come to an 
understanding, and, although understandings 
were occasionally broken, it seemed to him 
there was no danger of such a thing hap
pening in the present instance. The reso
lutions they were passing were not like the laws 
of the Medes and Persictns, but could, if it 
suited them, be altered afterwardG. He was in 
favour of encouraging native industries, and with 
that view he was inclined to assist the Treasurer 
in increasing the duty on malt to 4s. If the 
suggestion of the hon. member forTownsville were 
accepted, a tax would immediately be pnt on the 
hop beer industry. He should support the 
reduction of hops to 2d., and the increase on malt 
to 4s., because by so doing they would give a 
stimulus to the agricultural industry. 

Mr. GANNON said that so that there might 
be no mistake, he wished to say that he was going 
to vote for the increase of the duty on hops to Gd., 
but when the beer question came on he should 
vote for t~e retention of the excise duty. He did 
not want It to be understood that he was going 
to vote one way to-d:;y, and another to-morrO\v. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said the increased duty 
on hops would affect almost every family in 
the pastoral and mining districts of the country. 
He might say it affected the sanitary condition 
of people in the bush, because hops were a house
hold ingredient of bread and other necessities. 
If they were to increase the duty on hops still 
more, as the hon. member for Townsville had 
proposed, to !Jd., the great consumption of 
hops would stimulate the brewer' to find a sub
stitnte, and their only object in finding a 
substitute would be cheapness. So far as re
garded the consumption of beer in the bush, it 
was almost unknown, owing to the cost of 
carriage of such a bulky article as beer in 
wood. It could only be carried for comparatively 
short distances from the place of manufacture. 
He appealed to those hon. members who were 
familiar with the outside districts if that were 
not so. Therefore, for the purpose of removing 
a duty which no one except the brewers com
plained of-that was, the excise duty on beer
they proposed penalising a very large section of 
the community by putting a duty on hops, which 
were used in many ways for domestic purposes. 
He thought it was inadvi>able to increase the 
duty to Hd., as suggested by the hon. member for 
Townsville, and he even thought it inadvi>mble to 
increase it, as proposed by the Colonial Trea
surer, to 6d. 

Mr. M"\.CF ARLANE said he would vote for 
the amendment tu reduce the duty to 2d. per lb., 
for the reason that it was used by so many persons 
besides brewers. Even if they took the brewing 
industry by itself, the very fact that that industry 
was a growing one, and that so many people 
drank beer, he supposed it was better that they 

should drink pure beer than adulterated beer. 
He thought it better to increase the duty on 
malt and barley, and also the excise duty on 
beer. The hon. member for Toowoomba had 
referred to the profits of ln·ewers. It was well 
known that large profits were made by them. 
In the papers only a few days ago they !'ad 
seen that Guinness's brewery-a great lumted 
liability company-had paid a dividend of 15 per 
~ent. last year, another limited liability company 
had paid 20 per cent., and another 10 per cent. 
They knew that if those companies were able to 
pay 10 per cent. in Eng-land they ought to P'W 20 
per cent. quite easily out here, bec,mse they :;ot far 
better prices for the beer. Besides that there was 
an import duty of 9d. a gallon on beer in bulk, 
and a duty of 1s. per gallon on bottled beer. It 
would be far better to reduce the duty on hops, 
even for beer drinkers, so as to give them the 
pure article, as if the duty were increased the 
brewer would be tempted to put in deleterious 
substances as substitutes. 

Mr. GRIMES said the excise duty upon beer 
had produced £30,000. That sum was paid by 
the brewers, the retailers, and tho·,e who indulged 
in the luxury. By increasing the duty on hops 
to Gd. they were placing the burden on every 
man, woman, and child in the colony, and, under 
those circumstances, he could not support it. 
He should support the amendment proposed to 
reduce the duty to 2d. If they removed the 
excise duty on beer they should increase the duty 
upon malt. 

Mr. POWRRS said the hon. member for 
Carn~rvon said that he (i\!Ir. Powers) was not 
satisfied with the answer of the Colonial 
Treasurer. Personaliy he was satisfied with the 
answer. The Colonial Treasurer left it an open 
qtwstion whether they voted for the duty on 
beer or not. He had already expressed his 
intention on that question, and said exactly what 
he intended doing, and he was going to vote as 
he had said. If those duties were reduced, he 
understood the excise duty on beer would have 
to be retained. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said of 
course he might go further in some respects, and 
say that the~· must do something to counter
balance the proposal to take the duty off beer. 
He did not think hon. members need be very 
frightened. Hon. members surely understood 
him? 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: I do 
not underotand you. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said if no 
additional duties were put on the materials of 
which lJeer was manuftwtured, it took away the 
reason for propming the repeal of the excise duty 
on beer. 

Mr. :FOXTON said if the hon. gentleman had 
given that answer before he should have been 
perfectly satisfied ; but that was very different 
from the amwer he had given. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY said the 
Premier had made that statement half-a-dozen 
times during the debate. 

i\!Ir. DRAKE said he would point out that it 
appeared to him that the hon. member for 
Toombul had declared now that he was going 
to 'do the very thing that the Colonial Treasurer 
said he would not allow him to do. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he rose 
to a point of order. ·when had he ever uttered 
any expression that he wished to curtail the 
right to do and say what he pleased of any hon. 
member on thttt side of the Committee? Any 
hon. member was perfectly free to do what he 
liked. 
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Mr. DRAKE said he understood the hon. 
gentleman to say that, if an increased duty were 
not imposed on malt and hops, he would not pro
pose the revision of the excise duty on beer. 

The COLONIAL Tl~EASURER: Sit down, 
and try to understand it. 

1\fr, DRAKE said the hon. member for 
Toombul said he was going to vote with the 
Government for the duty of Gd. per lb. on hops, 
and that he was also going to vote for the 
retention. of the excise duty on beer. Surely 
that was m exact contradiction to the lines the 
head of the Government had laid down. He 
knew the hon. member, and all hon. members, 
were free to say what they pleased. The increase 
of duty from 6d. to 9d. on hops would be 
giving an additional inducement to the Colonial 
Treasurer to refuse to retain the excise duty on 
beer. 

Mr. GANNON said he was quite able to look 
after himself in regard to that matter. ·what he 
had said h.e wanted to be distinctly understood. 
He had said that he would vote with the Govern
ment on the question of the proposed tariff on 
hops and malt, and that he would also vote for the 
retention of the excise duty on beer. His reason 
for saying that the excise duty on beer should 
be retained, even although hops and malt were 
taxed, was that there would be a revision of 
the tariff, and they would possibly be taken off in 
the event of the excise duty on beer being retained. 
That was the way he put it, and there was no 
going behind it. He wanted it to be distinctly 
understood that the reason he was voting that 
way on hops and malt was that he intended 
afterwards to vote for the retention of the excise 
duty on beer. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
way he expressed himself was that if they now 
put additional duties on hops and malt, and the 
Committee afterwards refused to repeal the duty 
on beer, he would then propose that the increases 
made in the tariff be reduced. If he failed to 
carry that, then the tariff would go. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFJ<'ITII said that 
was the position he tried to get the hon. gentle
m":n to tak~ up half an hom· ago, but he took up 
qmte a dtfferent one then. He (Hon. Sir 
S. W. Griffith) wished to say a word now to 
12oint out to. the C'!mmittee that they \~ere 
hkely to get m to a httle confusion. The hon. 
me:nber for Townsville, Mr. Philp, lmdproposed 
to mcr,"ase the duty on hops from 6d. to 9d. per 
lb. The member for Fassifern proposed to 
reduce it to 2d. per lb. Both those who believed 
in . the i:rcrease in the duty, and those who 
believed m the decrmtse of it, should therefore 
vote in favour of the amendment of the hon. 
member for Townsville to omit the word "six
pence." He intended to vote for that not 
because he believed in increasinv the duty' from 
(id. to !Jd., but because he thouglrt they ouo.·ht to 
reduce the duty, and for two reasons : one wa~ that 
ho!Js could not be produced in the colony, so that 
to mcrease tl?e ,duty would be to raise the price of 
hops to the tn]ury of a very large portion of the 
commumty who used them. There was no reason 
for incre!'sing the d.uty except that they were going 
to substttute that m crease for the excise on be<:r. 
As he did not believe in the remission of the 
excise on beer, he would vote for the amendment 
to omit the word "sixpence, " with the view of 
afterwards inserting " twopence." Those who 
voted for the omi~sion of " sixvence " would not, 
of course, comnnt themselves to "ninepence." 
\Vhen the questionoftheduty on hops was disposed 
?f, th~y would know on ;vhat basis they were denl
mg wtth the duty on rna,t. Some members rniaht 
be incline~ to largely increase the duty on rr~~lt 
for protective reasons, and others mivht object to 
that because it would press too "heavily on 

brewers, or increase the price of beer to the con
smuer. The present question was unfortunately • 
a double one-whether the duty on hops should 
be increased from Gel. to Ud., or whether it should 
be retained at its present rate. All members who 
believe in the retention of the 2d. per lb. rate 
would, as he had S>'id, vote against the retention· 
of the word " sixpence," in that paragraph. 

Question-That the word proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the parag·mph-put, and 
the Committee divided :-

AYJ<-:s, 35. 
Sir T. l\1cllwraith, Messrs. Nelson, I\:Iorehead, Black, 

Donaldson, Jlattison, l\1acrossan, Hamilton, O'Oonnell, 
Paul, Archer, Allan, Smith, Philp, Stevcns, Gannon, 
Dalrymple, Little, Goldring, Cowlcy, North, Corficld, 
G. H. JoneH, Lissner, l\lunay, I>almer, Campbcll, Ada.ms, 
Plunkett, 1Vnh~on, Roes It. Jones, Dunsmurc, Crombie, 
Lyons, and Agnew. 

NoEs, 30. 
Sir S. \Y. Grifllth. !1:1c.'l.'5l'S. Rntleclgc, Hodgkinson, 

Jordan, O'Sullivan, Dralw, Barlow, Glasscy, G-rimcs, 
Salkeld, Sayers, Step hens, :J.Iorgan, ~Iacfnrlane, Batters by, 
Powm's, ::.\lellor, Buckland, Smyth, Tozcr, l\:IcJ1aster, 
Hunter, Hyue, Unmark, Foxton, \Yimblc, Isambcrt, 
Groom, Annear, and Lnya. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
The HoN. Sm S. vV. GRIFFITH said before 

the question wns disposed of he wished to point 
out that, although the division had decided that 
the duty on hops should be Gel., it had not been 
settled whether the excise duty on beer should be 
retained. He believed it would be far better to 
abolish the duty on hops, for various reasons that 
had been given, than to abolish the excise duty 
on beer. He was not going to enter into a 
discussion as to the retention of the duty on beer, 
which he supposetl would be a' matter for serious 
considemtion afterwards. JYiany reasons had been 
given why the duty on hops should not be 
increased from 2d. to 6d., and he believed that u 
majority of the Committee would rather see no 
duty upon hops at all. If it were possible to test 
the question definitely, and also to decide 
whether the excise duty on beer should be 
retained, it would be desirable to do so now ; but 
that course was not possible, so that it must 
remnin in suspense. If hops could not be grown 
in the colony, it would be a fair thing to take 
the duty off them and increase the taxation on 
malt. 

Question-That the paragraph as read stand 
part of the tariff-put and passed. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER moved
That there be raised, levied, and collected on
Fruits, bottled or in tim; or jars-per dozen reputed 

pints, and in the same lH'Oportion for laTger contents, 
ls. 6d. 

Pic1des and ~n,uccs-per dozen reputed pints, and in 
the same p-;."oportion for larger or smaller content::;, 
ls, 6d. 

Question put and passed. 
The COLONIAL TilEASURER said that 

would be a convenient plnce tu introduce the dnty 
on pulp fruit, which he promised the other day. 
He, therefore, moved that the words "pnlp fruit, 
or fruit preserved lJy acid, ~s. Gel. per cwt.," be 
inserted. The great bulk of the fruit preserved 
by acid came in as fresh fruit. One of the 
characteristics of pulp fruit was that it came in 
in casks. 

Mr. SMYTR snid he would like to know if 
the hon. the Colonial Treasurer had ever visited 
any of the jam manufactories in Brisbane where 
pulp fruit was received, made up into the 
mnrketable article, and distributed to the people 
of the colony. Several members of the Committee, 
including himself, had done so; and he thought 
it would be a great pity to put a tax upon pulp 
fruit. The largest factory in the colony was 
Peacock and Sons, at Petrie's Bight, where a 
considerable number of persons were employed 
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in manufacturing the imported pulp into jam. 
vVliy should that pulp be prohibited from coming 
into the colony by being taxerl? 

The COLONIAL TRJ<;ASUREll said it was 
not prohibited from coming in. It was taxed 
already. 

:i'vir. UNl\L\CK said he looked 1{p0n the pro
posml tnx as wholly inadequate fur the purpose 
mtenrled. They had been told by some hon. 
;nembers that the pulp fruit which was being 
n;1ported could not be grown here, and the other 
mght they were told that all the fruit neces
sary for jam making could be grown here. He did 
not understand such lop-sided ar"uments at all. 
"With reference to the duty now p~·oposed, it was 
the Colonial Treasurer's original proposition that 
pulp fruit should come in under n duty of 
15 per cent., or a id. per lb. He would direct 
the hon. gentleman's attention to the fact that 
in introducing the Budget he mentioned that he 
had made a test of the ad mlm•c;n duties as 
agaimt New South \Vales. He (Mr. Unmack) 
had looked over the statistics nnd found that the 
declared nverag" value of pulp fruit was l?lrl. 
per lb. But the value of pulp fruit imported 
from Tasmania ranged frc>m lfd. to :3d. per lb., 
the avel'age being at lea,~t 2d. or 2-~d; there
fore the revenue had been defrauded on the 
ad ndorem system to that extent. He was 
pleased to find that a fixed duty was to be pro
r~osed, but seeing that they had" passed a protec
tiVe duty of :ld. per lb. on a manufacture which 
would barely cost ~d., he thou"ltt the duty of 
less than ±d. per lb. now pr<~poserl was not 
sufficient. A dnty of Id. per lb. ought to be 
imposed. 

The HoN. Sm 's. W. GRIFFITH sairl that 
as they had passed a dutv of 2d. per lb. on jam, 
which might be said to be composed of an e([ual 
weight of sngar and fruit, orlcl. per lu. on the fruit, 
why should not the mw material pay half the 
duty of the fruit in the jam? He would suggest 
that the duty on pulp fruit be ~d. per lb., or 5s. 
ver cwt. 

The COLONIAL TimASURER said he did 
not object to the 5s. The duty was lcl. per lb. 
in New South vV ales, 2d. in. Victmia, 4d. in 
South Australia, and 12~ per cont. in vV estern 
Australia. vVith the permis.,ion of the Com
mittee he would substitute 5s. for 2s. Gd. in the 
new paragraph. 

Amendment agreed to ; nnd new paragraph, as 
amended, put and passed. 

The COLONIAL TREASUUER moved
That there be raised, levied and collected lllJOn

Castcn· oil (in bottle), cocl-lher oil (in bottle), ancl salad 
o'tl (iu bottlc)-pcr do:.r0u reputed 11ints, and iu the same 
lH'Qportion for larger eontcnt.s, 2s. 

I'rc\servc<1 meat (not saltr,,ll, and extract of meat----per 
do:~•m reputed ponnd~, and in the same urovortion for 
larger or ~maller contents, 4•s. 

}lsh-ln·cservca (not, ~altcd), andjnms nnfl jellies--per 
dozen reputed pounds., and in the same lH'Ol_)Orlion for 
larger or smallm· contents, 2s. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he thought the duty 
of 4s.- per do~en lbs. on preserved rnettt was 
1·ather too hig·h. It would not benefit the colony 
from a revenue point of view. The nmonnt 
receivecl fro1n the article last year at 28. per 
clo,en lbs. was £1,301, and if t.he duty was 
1·ai~;ed to 4s. it was not likely to lead to an 
increacAd importation of it. In fact it would 
practically prevent the introcluction of preserved 
n1eat at all. li'rom a protection point of view, 
it was the last thing that needed protection. 
The colony could compete with any other nation 
in the pn)(htction of rneat; and to irwrease the 
duty to 4d. per lb. wonld simply be putting an 
extn1 sum of money into the pockets of eertttin 
individwtls who were engaged in pree;erving· 
meat. That kind of meat was now sold wholesale 

in the colony at 5d. per lb., and the consc
([Uence of the increased duty would be tlmt those 
persons who prepared the meat in the colony 
wonld increase the price from 5d. to 7d. or Sd. 
per lb., and still be able to undersell those who 
were sending meat to the colony. Bnt the 
increase \Vas not necet:Jsary, Rceing that they could 
do so well without it. The incre'"'e would not 
be beneficial from a revenue point of view, and it 
was not necessary from a protection point of 
view, seeing that at the present moment they 
could compete on favoumble terms with any 
other part of the world. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
imported preserved meat was one of the most 
expensive luxuries they used: He had seen far 
better preserved meat made nt Rockhampton, 
but it was the fashion to buy the imported article, 
and the increased duty would have the effect of 
encouraging a very valuable colonial industry. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said that extract of meat 
ought to pay not less than 15 per cent., and it 
could very well nfford to pay a higher duty than 
it did now. He would move as an mnend
ment--

'rhe COLONIAL TREASURER: It is 
scarcely worth while. Only a small amount 
came in last year. 

Question put and passed. 
The COLONIAL TUEASUREE moved
rrha t tlwrc be l'aiscd, levied, an cl collected upon
Soda crystals, galvanised corrugated iron, and iron 

wire, per c\vt., 2s. 
Acid, sulphuric, per cwt., 2s. Ud. 
Iron castings for building purposes, and malleable 

iron ca"'tings, nails, paints (\vet and dryl, lead (white 
and rcdl, per cwt., 3s. 

Mr. TOZEU said the Colonial Treasurer might 
try ttnd a,;sist an industry which was struggling 
into existence by putting sulphuric acid upon 
the ad ·ml01·em list. He knew certain persons in 
the colony who were making great strides to· 
foster an industry, and the consumers of aCJd 
would be thrown into the hands of one firm. 
Sulphuric acid was of two kinds. There was 
what was called the "chamber" acid and the 
"tower " acid, and 1\is opinion was that the best 
could only be obtained from Melbourne. The 
English price was £5 per ton. The consumption 
in an ordinary well-managed concern, apa_rt 
fron1 the larger concerns, 'voulcl amount 111 
duty to about £25 per week at the proposed rate, 
and that would be a henvy tax upon an industry 
which he was sure no· one more than the 
Colonial Treasnrer wished to see flourish
namely, the industry of extracting gold from the 
ores ·which <]Uicksil vcr would not effcet. The 
same mill which crushed stone used sulphurie 
acid for the product which CjUicksilvcr woulrl 
not touch, and sulphuric acid was proposed 
to bl' charged 50 per cent., while the other 
ingredient, which made chlorine bleaching 
powder, was charged ln per cent. There were 
four different industrial companies which had 
secured the right to use a new patent, and 
he understood from recent reports from England 
that the German ~md American authorities 
had examined that patent most carefully, 
and had decided that it was a good one, and 
one which it was very ad vi> able for all persons 
interested in gold to acquire. If that was 
,o, by all means let them ttcquire it if they 
could for dealir,g with the refractory ores 
which were found in the deeper levels nil 
over the country. He hoped sulphuric acid 
would he placed in the ad 'Vcdorcm list. 

The COLONIAL 'l'REASUHBR said his 
reason for placing 2s. lid. per cwt. duty upon 
sulphuric acid was to encourage 'the making of 
that article in the colony. 
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The HoN. W. P ATTISON said he professed 
to know something about sulphuric acid, and the 
hon. member for \Vide Bay had certainly 
endeavoured to mislead the Committee. The 
best sulphuric ttcid was not lllade in Melbourne, 
but by Me.<srs. Elliott Bros., in Sydney, who had 
started t< factory in Brisbrme, and there were 
other factories started in the Centml districts
the JYiount l\iiorgan Company making their own. 
The price of sulphuric acid was £8 per ton, and 
if the duty of 2s. Gd. per cwt. resulted in its 
being made in the colony, there wonlrl be a great 
saving to the c0nsumer, considering the cost of 
;reight, the breakage of jars, and the loss of acid. 
rhe consumers would certainly not grumble at 
the impost of 2s. (id. per cwt. upon it. The 
company to which he belonged would cheerfully 
pay it, and ttll other companie• would do so as 
well. The bulk of the acid at present came from 
Sydney. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY said the 
figurP-s in page 50 of the statistics of the colony of 
(lneensland would show the accuracy of the 
statements made by the Hon. \V. Pa,ttison. The 
imports into this colony in the year 1887, from 
the United Kingdom were 3 tons 1 qr., from 
Victoritt G7 tons 18 cwt., and from New South 
\Vales 480 tons 12 cwt., which showed that the 
bulk of the acid cttme from New South W>tles. 

Mr. HAMILTON said if he thought that pro
tection to sulphuric acid would very much increase 
the price he would vote against it ; but it was 
his opinion that it would not. Elliott Bros. hac! 
started the manufacture of sulphuric acid in 
Bri:;bane, and it was evident thttt that protection 
would be ><n increased stimulant. Last week 
they obtained a retort at the cost of £400 or 
£500, and at present were making-concentrated sul
phuric acid, and believed that they would 
be able to supply it cheaper than previously. 
There was :1 very large amount of insurance and 
freight to be paid on the imported article and in 
sending the jars back again; and in a little while 
it would be much cheaper to use the Qneensland
made acid. He hoped that the articles required 
in making the acid would be put upon the free 
list. He believed, even in Victoria., which went 
in for protection, they allowed all mw products 
to be ttdrnitterl free. Sulphuric acid was made 
out of nitrate of soda and sulphur. 

Mr. TOZER said he would be the last to stty 
ttnything disparaging of Elliott Bros. He knew 
th~tt they had supplied sulphuric acid for some 
time, but did not know th>tt they made the con
centrated article. The cost of carrittge by rail
way and by sett was very great, and he was glad 
to hear from the hon. member for Cook that 
l~lliott Bros. were able to wpply concentrated 
sulphuric acid. 

Mr. S::YIYTH said he understood that Elliott 
Bros. were putting up certain works to supply 
sulphuric acid, but in the meantime those using 
it would have to pay the increased tax upon it. 
He understood, also, that works were being 
started in th~ neighbourhood of Rocklmmpton, 
and that experts httd been introduced from Ger
many to establish them. He could understand 
the proposal if the Colonial Treasurer was to say 
that the tax should come into force after two or 
three months from the date of the issue of the tariff, 
say from the first K ovember or December, so tts 
not to unnecessarily tltx those who were getting 
the article while provision \VaR being rnttde for 
the establishment of works for its production 
locally. However, he could see from the pro
ceedinge of the Committee that it was no use 
either propo~ing amendrnents or 1naking any 
objection on the Oppooition side, as everything 
was being carried on party lines. The hon. 
members for vVoothakata and Toombul httd each 
spoken one way and voted the other, and hon. 

members opposite were voting as the Colonial 
Treasurer wished. 'l'hay could not hope to carry 
anything on the Opposition side while the tariff 
was being dealt with on party lines and by 
party votes. 

Mr. ISAMBERT sttid he wished to move an 
amendment· to put " tax of 10s. per cwt. on 
silicate of soda. 

The COLO.:{IAL TREASURER said that 
an1end1nents that were notanrendrnents upon the 
wording of the tariff as proposed had better be 
left until they came to the ad valonm duties. 
The hon. member would have ttn opportunity of 
moving his amendment before they discussed the 
articles placed in the ad valorem list. 

The Ho:<~. Sm S. W. GRIFJ<'ITH said he 
had" question to ask which might be answered 
now, and save " diocussion at a subsequent tirue, 
when there was no particular question before the 
Committee. He snw that sulphuric acid was 
the only acid mentioned in the proposed tttriff, 
and he would like to know why other acids were 
to pay a duty under the ad ,.,,Zorcm duties. In 
Victori::t n1uriatic, nitric, tartari.c, and " other 
acids" were free. He understood they were used 
largely in manufactures. 

The COLONIAL 'l'REASURER said that 
he had inquired into the matter to see whether 
he could put them on the free list, but he did not 
get sufficient information to justify him in pt<tting 
them on the free list as being the basis of any 
manufactures here. No doubt that was the 
reason they were placed on the free list in 
Victoria, and that reason might arise here in 
time. 

question put and passed. 
The COLONIAL TTIEASUREll movecl
'l,hat there be raised, levied, collected, and 1mi<l on-

Saltpetre and oatmeal, per cwt., 4s. i fish (pickled or 
salted, in casl\:S) and dried ii:-;h, per cwt., 5s.; cordage 
and. rope, per cwt., Ss. 

l\lr. ARCHER s:1id he was going to move an 
amendment as he wanted his porridge free, and 
he hoped every member of the Committee would 
support him. He thought the Colonial Trett
surer, on considering the matter, would see it 
wns rather a shabby thing to put a tax on their 
morning porridge. Let them have a free break
fast table if they could. He would move that 
the words "and otttrnettl" be struck out. 

Mr. ISAMBBRT said he had an amendment 
to move before that. He would move that the 
word "saltpetre" be omitted. It was absolutely 
necesgary for the manuf"cture of sulphuric acid, 
and was used in curing meat and for other 
purposes, and should be phtced on the free list. 

The Holi. Sm S. W. GRlJi'J<'ITH said it wtts 
on the free list in Victoria. 

The COLONIAL Tl.tEASUUETI said he lmd 
nut altered it. lt would pay the 'ame duty as at 
the present time, and he saw no reason for alter
ing it. 

Mr. TOZER said that it and sulphur were the 
two ingredients of sulphuric acid which they 
wished to see locally made. 

The Ho;-.;. W. PATTISON said th"t was 
ttnother mistake. Nitrate of soda wtts the other 
ingredient, and there wns a great deal of differ
ence, though he could not explain it. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GlUFFITII said he 
was under the impression tln>t nitmte of soda 
was but another name for saltpetre. 

Amendment put and negatived. 
Mr. AB.CHJO:R moved thttt the words "and 

oatmeal" be omitted. 
The COLONIAL 'rREASUl1,ER sttid that 

in going over the t>triff he wanted to get revenue, 
and he had it in his mind that oatmeal was.>< 
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luxury, and the proposed tax mig-ht be an 
encouragement to farmers. It came from New 
South .,Wales and Victoria, and he thought what 
they could do could be done here. The hon. 
member had better let the duty stand. 

Mr. ARCHER: Do I understand the hon. 
gentleman to say that he will let. the amend-
ment pass? · 

The COI"ONIAL 'l'REASURER: No. 
Mr. l\IACFARLANE said he was going to 

vote with the hon. member for Rockhampton 
more because of the children than himself. No 
doubt oatmeal was the ingredient upon which 
many children were fed, and for their sakes he 
hoped the Colonial Treasurer would allow the 
amendment to be carried. 

Mr. SALKELD said the Treasurer told them 
that what could be done in Victoria could be done 
here. He felt sure that oats for oatmeal could 
not be grown here. 

HONOUHABLE MEillillCHS : Yes, they can. 
Mr. SALKJ~LD said the climate was against 

it. They could grow oats for green food and hay, 
but not for making into meal. He could assure 
the Treasurer that a l'wge number of people 
were now using oatmeal for their children. They 
could not be induced to use mai~emeal. He 
knew many persons who formerly thought oat
mea.! not suitable for the climate, but they had 
changed their minds. It was one of the best 
articles af f?od, and they should encuurag·e 
people to use 1t. He should be glad to see it on 
the free list. 

The COLGNIAL SECRETARY s:\id it was 
not, of cmnse, Cjuite in his line to correct a 
gentle1nan representing a farn1ing district, but 
when the hon. gentleman said the colony could 
not grow oats he must contradict him. He 
found that the production of the g-reen crop had 
increased from 1,274 bushels in 1H78 to 13,343 
!:mshels in 1H87, whereas the hay crop had 
mcreased at a far less rate-from 7 tons to 15 
tons. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said the 
hon. member referred to oats grown for horses. 
He did not think oats were grown in Queensland 
as food for men. 

The COLONIAL SECTIETAllY: Why not? 
The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIJ!'FITH said that 

they did not suit the climate. He did not 
believe there was any rnore reason for ta:xing 
oatmeal than for taxing flour. There was no 
reason why the duty should be doubled; 4s. per 
cwt. was jid. per lb. which was a high tax. 

Mr. DRAKE said if the hon. member intell<led 
to divide the Committee he sh<mld like to hear 
an expression of opinion frmn farn1ing repre-oen
tatives as to the capabilities of the colony for 
pr()(lucing oats suitable for making oatmeal; 
because if oats could be grown here, it was better 
that they should be ground here than that the 
meal should be imported from outside. 

The COLONIAL THEASURER said some 
hon. members were always saying that a cabbage 
could nut be grown in the colony. He believed 
oats could be g-rown here very well. He would 
point out that the total <Vnount of oatm~al im
ported was G83 tons. Of that quantity 351 tons, 
or about !iO per cent., came from Victoria, where 
the import duty was G:;. per cent. That was 
almost double what was now proposed. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIJ<'FITH: That is a 
protective duty. 

'fhP COLONIAL TRK\S1.:I1ER saicl the 
fact was that Victoria was "ble to supply her
self cheaply to sell to us. 

Mr. SALKBLD said he would like to hear of 
a case where oats had been grown fur making 

oatmeal. The oats spoken of by the Colonial 
Secretary were grown for horse feed and seed, 
but there had been none grown for human food, 
because the climate was against it. It was diffi
cult enough to grow wheat here, and still more 
difficult to grow oats. Oats were not suitable for 
hot climates, an<l if the duty was made Ss. per 
cwt., instead of 4s., nut a single bushel would be 
made into oatmeal. 

Mr. G RIMES said he could speak as a farmer, 
and could say that oats suitable for horse feed 
could be grown very well, but there was not 
sufficient body in the oat,s to grind it up for 
oatmeal. It would not pay to grind up Queens .. 
land oats for oatmeal. 

The COLONIAL SECRETA.RY said if hon. 
gentlemen would look at the statistics they would 
tind that for ten years the average production of 
wheat was 10 bushels per acre, whilst oats 
averaged 14 bushels per acre. 

Mr. MoMASTER said there were various 
kinds of oats. It w1cs only once in ten or twelve 
vears that they had a good season on the Downs 
for feed oats. He believed last season the oats 
grew to more perfection than they had done for 
the last twelve years, bnt he was rtuite sure that 
not once in twelve years would they get oats fit 
to grind into oo.tmeal. If o. duty of £20 a ton 
was put on oatmeal they would still have to 
import it. 

Mr. GROOM said there was no doubt they 
would never get rid of the prejudice that 
nothing could be grown in Queensland. That 
absurd notion had gone abroad, and no one would 
credit the amount of damage it had done, and the 
capital that it had driven from the colony. He 
had no doubt whatever that as good oats could 
be grown on the tablelands of the Downs as 
could be grown anywhere. 

HoNOUHABLE ::'.1E}IBEHS: No, no. 
Mr. GROOM: Hon. members said "no," but 

he had seen acres of oats grown on the Downs, 
and yet they were importing oats from the other 
colonies. Out of the whole amount of oatmeal 
imparted last year, only 31 tons came from the 
mother country, 107 tons from New South Wales, 
381 tons from Victoria, 51 tons from Tasmania, 
and 104 tons from New Zealand, and those 
colonies were manufacturing the meal. He 
supposed they would be told next that they 
could not grow rrtaize for maizen1eal. 

Mr. MoMASTER : Yes. 
Mr. GEOOJYI: What maizemeal did the hon. 

r.1ember sell? \Vas it Queensland? 
Mr. MoMASTER : Yes. 
Mr. GlCOOM: \Vhere was it manufactured'? 

Mr. Me MASTER: At Mr. Pettigrew's mill. 
Mr. GlCOOM said he was glad the hon. mem-

ber was selling something- grown in the colony. 
He was very glad there was one thing they could 
make in the colony, and that was mai~emeicl. 
That appeared to be the only thing they could 
make out of their natural produc'ts. He saw 
tLat it was proposed to send home some 500 
copies of the " Queensland Guide" to tell the 
people in the old country what could be grown 
here, and then, when they came out, they would 
be told by the hon. member for :Fortitude V alley 
that nothing could be made in the colony from 
what they grew. 

Mr. Mc:YIASTER: I did not say anything of 
the kind. 

Mr. GROOM said they had to contend against 
tho.t absurd belief, and he W<LS pmfectly sure that 
if that tariff were framed on anything like liberal 
protective lines, they would have industries of 
that kind. They would require machinery, no 
doubt, to manufacture oatmeal, just as they did 
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to make flour. The hon. member for Normanby 
said that the flour from the Darling Downs was 
not good, and would not make good bread. He 
would advise the hon. gentleman tn go to one of 
th0 best hotels in \V arwick, on his next visit to 
that place, and ask the landlady to submit a loaf 
manufactured out of IY arwick flour, and he 
would find the f]Uality of the bread quite as 
g-ood as if it had been made from Adelaide flour. 
'l'he assumption h>td grown that nothing could be 
grown in the colony, and that W>ts what the 
farmers had to contend against. He should vote 
for the proposal of the hon. gentleman on oatmeal, 
so as, if po,sible, to establish the manufacture 
in the colony. At all events they should give 
the industry a trial, and if it were found they could 
not manufacture oatmeal, by-and-by they wnuld 
have got so disgustingly rich by this tariff that they 
could remit the duty. They should try and get 
rid of that prejudice. That was the greateot 
bugbear which members of that Committe'' had 
to contend with. It was perfectly absurd to ask 
people to come here and settle on the public 
lands, and then when they had grown anything 
to cry out that it was colonial, and that they 
must have the imported article. 

The HoN. Sm S. \V. GRIFFITH said he had 
no sympathy with those who decried the colony
quite the contrary; but it was no use shutting 
their eyes to facts. I~veryo11e knew that certain 
products could only grow in certain climates, and 
if those climates were not to be found in Queens
land those products could not grow here, and it 
was no disparagement to the colony to say so. 
If oats would grow in Queensland fit to make 
oatmeal, he should be disposed even then to 
hesitate to impose that duty, because he regarded 
oatmeal very much the same as flour. As a 
matter of fact, however, it was notorious that not 
a pound of oatmeal had ever been made in the 
colony, nor had its manufacture ever been tried; 
There was no reason why it should not be, if the 
oats could be grown here, but they could not 
make the oatmeal without the oats. No hon. 
gentleman had ever seen a bushel of oats grown 
in Queensland that could have been made into 
oatmeal. 

l\Tr. ALLAN said he would just remn,rk that 
m the year 1878 the oats grown in the colony 
amounted to 1,200 bushels, and that had 
gradually increased to 13,000 bushels last year; 
and out of those 13,000 bushels they grew 10,000 
bushels on the Darling Downs about \Varwick 
and Toowoomba. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFJ!'ITH: What 
do you do with them? 

Mr. ALLAN said they fed horses with them, 
and in Scotland they had the saying, "\Vhat 
makes good horses makes good men." He 
believed the o:tts grown on the Darling Downs 
were quite as good as what they imported, 
although they had not yet manufactured them 
into oatmeal. They had been told that of all 
the oatmeal they used only 31 tons came from 
England ; and they grew enough oats on the 
Darling Downs to make 200 tons of meal a year. 
That was taking the quantity grown at present, 
and if there was a large market it would be 
no trouble to grow much more. They could grow 
as good oats round Toowoomba, \Varwick, and 
Stanthorpe as could be grown in any of the 
other colonies, or in any part of the wo1;ld. 

l\Ir. HAMILTON said it had been argued 
that, because oats could be grown in Victoria, 
they could be grown in Queensland; but they 
must remember that the climates were entirely 
different. No one disputed that a great many 
bushels h:td been grown on the Darling Downs, 
and that the amount was yetnly increasing, but 
they had the evidence of practical farmers to 
prove that although the oats were very good 

for horses, they were not good for human food. 
The duty, however, at 2s. per cwt. only 
amounted to £1,391, and that would bo doubled if 
they made the duty 4s. per cwt. He thought they 
should not increase the duty above that they 
hnd hitherto been paying, and when in two 
or three years they paid off the £GOO,OOO Treasury 
bills which hat! been !Hit the Government as a 
legacy by their predecessors, they then perhaps 
could put oatmeal on the free list. 

l\Ir. Mcl\IASTJ<:R s:<icl he wished to reply to 
the statement of the hon. member for Toowoomba. 
That hon. O'entleman n1ade sv' t~eping charges 
against hon.n members, and particularly. agai1_1st 
hi;n. For instance, he had charged hnn w1th 
having stated that nothing good for food could 
be grown in Queensland. He had never said 
anvthing of the kind. The words the hon. 
member had used were: "The hon. member for 
Ji'ortitude Valley has stated over and over again 
that nothing good for food can be grown in 
the colonv." lie knew what farming produce 
was quite as well :u; the hon. member for 
Toowoomba, and wh:tt he had said was : "Pro
vidence grew the goods, but the farmers spoiled 
them." He said that they could not grow oats, 
or nmnuhcture oatmeal. ~\]though they grew 
oats they were no good, and it would not pay to 
erect machinery for the production of oatmeal. 
He knew that there were magnificent articles 
grown on the Darling Downs, but the Darling 
Downs were not the whole of the colony. He 
admitted that some good produce ''"''" grown 
there, but they were not going to consume all 
they grew. He was willing and ready to .assist 
to protect those f:trmers, but he was not gomg to 
do that at the expense of everyone else. 

Mr. SMYTH said it was proposed to increase 
the duty on oatmeal from 2s. to 4s. a cwt. 
That was an act of great ingratitude on the 
part of the present Government. It sh,mld 
have been called, not the" National party," but 
the" oatmeal party." They all knew very well 
that the "Glasgow reunions," the ''Paisley 
bodies," and the "Twa Hoors at Hame," and all 
those bodies had put the present Government in 
power-not the " National party" ; certainly 
they had been :tssi"ted by a branch of the 
"National party" from another part of the 
world. Thrtt was the assisbtnce which the 
Go\·ernment received in getting into powoc; 
and now they propased to increase the tax 
on the oatmeal which those people consumed 
from 2s. to 4s. That was the gmtitude they 
showed to those who returned them to power. 
'l'hey could not gTow oats in this colony. But 
they had the hon. member for Toowoom ha trying 
to shove that business on because they thought 
they could grow nats at Toowoomb". Too
woomba was not the colony; there were nther 
places in Queensland be;,;ides those little districts 
within a hundred miles of Brisbane. He did 
not want oatmeal himself; it made him feel rather 
itchy ; but it w:ts, he knew, useful for some 
purposes. As for oats, it had been argued that 
there h:td been a large increase in the quantity 
produced in the colony. That was quite correct. 
But there had also been a brge increase in the 
number of racehorses, and they consumed the 
oats--not human beings. J.f the hon. member 
for Toowooml1a insiste<l upon an~' increase in the 
duty on articles eaten by human beings, the 
mining p:trty in that Committee would go against 
him. 'l'hey would do roll they could to make the 
life of the working man in this colony as easy as 
possible, and to make the cost of living as cheap 
as possible. 

Mr. UNMACK sctid he would very much like 
to see the amendment of the hon. member for 
Rockhampton carried. On the other hand, how
ever, he was afraid, looking at the way the tariff 
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had been carried so far, that the hon. member 
had gone too far with his proposal. He would 
therefore suggest a compromise which it would 
prob~bly be considered an act of good grace for 
the Treasurer to accede to, seein~ that so many 
members clesirecl to reduce that dut~'· He (Mr. 
Unmacl<) ha.d, as the Committe•' were aware, 
given notice of an amenrlmont to rec1uce the duty 
to the old rate of 2d. per lb. If the Treasurer, 
who h~d carried his mc>tsure so f>tr, would m>tke 
that concession it would no doubt be appreciated. 

Mr. ARCHER said the hon. member who last 
spoke seemed to have misunderstood him. He 
did not propose that oatmeal should be put on 
the free list, but only that it should be omitted 
from that paragraph with the view of putting on 
a smaller duty later on. 

Mr. UNMACK: I did not underst<tncl that. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the pamgraph-put, and 
the Committee divided :-

AYES, 34. 
Sir T. ::lici\wraith, 1iessrs. Nelson, Morehcad, Black• 

M:acrossan, Donn.ldson, Stevenson, O'Conncll, Morgan. 
Lnyn,, Jordan, Dnusmure. Allan, Stcphens, Stcvcns, 
l~oxton, Gannon, DaJrym11le, Campbcll, Xorth, Idttlo, 
G. II. ,Tones, Anncar, Corfield, Agnew, Plunkett, Adams, 
VYatson, l~ee::. R. Jonos, Lyons, Crombie, l)attison, 
l\Iurphy, and Groom. 

NOES, 32. 
Sir S. \.Y. Griffith, }!essrs. Rntledge, Drake, PfLnl, 

Hodgkinson, Glnssey, Barlow, O'Sullivan, Archer, 
Grime:-;, Philp, Sa~·ers, Smith, Murray, ~Iacfarhtne, 
Powers, Lissner, Hamilton, GoldTing, Palmer, Cowlcy, 
Rnckland, Smyth, Tozx.1r, 1\IP.:\Iaster, li u n ter, IIync, 
Unmack, Wimble, Isambcrt, Salkeld, and Thiel\or. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 

Mr. MELIJOE said, with reference to oatmeal, 
he would like to see the duty retained as at 
present-·2s. per cwt. He knew a good deal 
about oats, having had a good deal of experience 
in connection with that product in the old 
country, and he had never seen <tny grown in 
Queensland that oatmeal could be made from. 
He thought it would be a great hardship on the 
working classes if the duty were increased, as 
they used oatmeal very l<trgely indeed. He, 
therefore, moved that the figure '' 4s." be omitted 
with the view of inserting "2s." 

'fhe COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
C[Uestion had just been settled by division that 
the duty should he 4s. per cwt. The under
standing upon which they had gone all through 
was that when it was <lecidecl that a word should 
stand in the tariff it was affirmed to stand with 
the duty as proposed, otherwise there would he 
no end to the matter. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said the 
hon. gentleman was quite correct as to the 
understanding, but, as a matter of form, the 
amendment could be moved. 

The COLONIAl, TREASURER said if the 
propo,al of the hon. member for Gympie were 
agreed to, to substitute "2s." for "4s.," it 
would affect saltpetre as well as oatmeal. It 
was only prolonging the discussion. 

Mr. MELLOH, said he did not want to alter 
saltpetrn, but he CPrtrtinly understood, when the 
bst division was taken that, although oat
meal was retained, it was C[nite within the scope 
of the Committee to alter the duty from 4s. to 
2s. per cwt., or to any other sum. 

The HoN. Sm S. vV. GRIFFITH said he 
understood the intention of the hon. member for 
Eockham]'ton to be to make oatmeal free. 

Mr. ARCHER said he moved that the word 
be omitted for the purpose of inserting a lower 
duty. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he did 
not think it was worth while raising the C[Uestion 
again, because the last divi.don substantially 
decided that the duty should be 4s. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 
would like to understand from the leader of the 
Opposition what was the effect of the last divi
sion. Accordiug to the understa,nding upon 
which they had been ~oing all through, the 
result of that division was that oatmeal Wets to be 
4s. per cwt. What, then, was the use of taking 
another division? 

The HoK. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he had 
suggested that it was undesirable to take another 
division, although, as a matter of form, the 
<tmendment could be put. 

Question-That the paragTaphs, as read, stand 
part of the tariff-put and passed. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER moved
rrhat there be raised, levied, and collected on-Soap 

per cwt., 10s. 
Mr. PHILP said he had an amendment to 

move in regard to " cordage and rope." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: That has 
just lJeen passed. 

Mr. SALKELD said it was inconvenient to 
take more than one line of the tariff at a time. 
Several hon. memb&rs hr~d been misled hv so 
doing. They were not aware that" corda.ge.and 
rope" had been passed. It would he rr.uch better 
to take one line at a time. They would then know 
what they were doing. 

Mr. PHILP said he had already moved as an 
amendment that there be a reduction on cordage 
and rope. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said it was 
too l::tte to go into that f[uestion now. The three 
paragraphs had been put from the chair and 
passed. 

Mr. HUNTER said he heard the hon. mem
ber for Townsville put his amenclment with 
regard to rope: hut as the hon. member for 
Rockhampton said he had an amendment to come 
before it, the hon. member for 'l'ownsville's 
>tmendment was postponed until that had been 
disposed of. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
item had been passed, and there was no rule by 
which they could go back to it. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said there was no doubt 
the three paragraphs were put from the chair, 
but it was e'lually certain that some hon. 
members understood they were voting for only 
one. The suggestion of the hon. member for 
]'assifern, to take the items one by one, was a 
good one. 

Mr. GRIMBS said he had been misled by the 
three paragraphs being put together. He had 
intended to move an amendment in one of the 
items, and now found himself blocked out. 

Mr. PHILP said he thought it wa.s not yet 
too late to rliscus., his amendment. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said it was 
q~1ite irnpos,ible, >tccording to the forms of the 
House, to do that. If the hem. member wished 
to move an amendment on an item that had 
pasHed, he must wait until the Bill got into cmn
mittee. 

'rhe Hox. Sm S. W. GRIF.FITH said there 
were two other opportunities of moving amend
ments-on the motion that the report from the 
Committee be adopted, and again in Committee 
on the Bill. 

Mr. ISAMBERT moved, as an amendment, 
that the words ''and silicate of soda" be insel'ted 
after t;he word "soap." Silicate of soda was only 
used for the manufacture of cheap, adulterated 
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soap. If the Colonial Treasurer would admit 
caustic soda free it would answer the purpose far 
better. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said it 
woul,l be mnch more convenient, if hon. mem
bers hrvl any new duties to propose, that they 
would do so at the end of the printed tariff. 
That was the way he had arranged to callnpon 
them. 

Mr. ISAMBEUT •aid that in that case he 
would, with the permisoion of the Committee, 
withdraw his amendment. 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 
Question put and passed. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER moved
That there be raised, levied, and eollected upon-Coal, 

per ton, 2s. 
Mr. GLASSEY said he intimated some time 

ago that when the <]Uestion of the duty on coal 
cr1me before the Committee, he would move as an 
amendment, that it be increased from 2s. to 3s. 
per ton. Coal-mining was not a prosp~ctive 
industry, but one that was already established. 
The mines were here and the people were here 
to work them, and it was desirable that the 
indnstry should receive more encouragement 
than it had received in the past. ·when he told 
hon. members that during the years 1885, 18SG, 
and 1887 there had been imported into the colony 
77,290 tons of coal they would see the necessity 
of incre<tsing the duty. In the year I885 there 
were imported into the colony 30,270 tons !) cwt. 
2 qrs., the value being £23,5-!2, and the duty 
collected £2, 72l12s. IOd. In the year ISSG there 
were imported 2l,I22 tons 7 cwt., the value of 
which was £I4,Glfl, and tlw duty collecteC! £1,4G2 
lR. 9d. In the year IS87 there were imported 
IG,90G tons 12 cwt., the value of which w::~s 
£9, 9G4 and the duty collected £I,209 7s. 9d. 
The total quantity imported was 77,299 tons 8 
cwt., the total vn,lue of which was £48,122, 
and the duty collected £5,383 2s. 4d. He 
hoped that the sto,tement. made by the hon. 
member for Gympie that no recommenda
tions made from the Opposition side were 
accepted, would not be borne ont upon the 
present occasion, further than that he might 
mention that the increased amount imported had 
occasioned a consirlcrable falling off in their rail
way receipts. In the year 1886 the quantity of 
coal brought down from the mines in the Bun
danba district was 1G3,238 tons, while in the 
following year it was only I3(J,303 tons, or a 
difference of 23,935 tons. He considered that the 
inclubtry required further encouragement, and 
therefore moved that the words "2s." be struck 
out with a view of inserting "3s." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said figures 
were very cbngerous, unless they were used 
properly. He could have used the figures quoted 
by the hrm. member to have proved the very oppo
site to wlmt the hon. member wished to prove. The 
hon. member had proved that under the impost 
of Is. 6d. per ton the importation of coal had 
decre:1sed, and that tlve output of coal had steadily 
increased. He also tried to support his argument 
by saying that there was less coal carried by the 
Southern and \Vestern Railway last year than 
dnring the year before, but hn knew very well 
at the time that so much more coal came clown 
by river. The rtmonnt of coal produced in the 
Southern di;.;tricts had wonderfully increa~H1, 
and the importation had steadilY decreased. 
All that prcwed that the tax of Is." Gel. per ton 
had acted pretty well. That was the proper use 
of the hrm. member's figures. He (the Colonial 
Trmtsnrer) had had a great deal of considera
tion as to whether he should impose that 
extra Gel. or not, as it was a matter that required 
treating with considerable caution. If the dis-

tribution of Queensland coal were pretty equal all 
over the colony it would have been different, but 
at the present time, if they increased the dnty, 
tlwy would be incre,tsingthe output of coal in the 
South at the expense of the North. Nearly all the 
coal tlut was imported went to the North. The 
pr··,;ent -<mtput of coal cost about 7s. per ton, 
and 2s. clnty extra would be a pretty fair 
protection. He wab quite snre that the coal 
n1inerR themsel vos thought it was a fa,ir thing-, 
and they did not expect any more. At a~l 
m·ents, that was all the Government saw theu 
way to put upor it, and would yote against the 
increase proposed by the hon. member. 

Mr. ANN"EAR f.aid he would call the atten
tion of the Colonial Treasurer to a matter he 
referred to a few days ago. That hon. gentle
man hnd just stated that the North consumed 
most of the imported coal. The matter he 
referred to did not rtffed the Northern people at 
all, btlt only one or two companies. He alluded 
to the conveying of coal from N ewr:astle to 
certain hulks along the coast, winch coal 
paid no duty. He believed that over ~hree 
miles from the coast cmtl was not hable 
to pay duty, and that was an injnstice to the 
coal proprietors and the coal-miners. The 
Treasurer should impose a duty upon all coal 
coming into Queensland waters. It was known 
to every hon. member that the A.U.S.N. 
Compa1iy had coal hulks in every port north of 
Rockhampton, and that they procured the co,tl 
at Newcastle. There had been a steamer, or 
steamers, continually employPd in conveying 
coal from Newcastle to those hulks, and no duty 
was paid upon it. There were two of those 
hulks at Townsville. 

Mr. LYONS said he did not like to ventilate 
his O\Vn private grievances, but might mention 
that within the last few davs it had come to his 
knowledge, and to the knoviledge of the Govern
ment, that good coal had been found in theN orth, 
near Rockhampton, on the Styx river, and 
within four miles or five miles of deep water. 
He did not believe in bothering the Government, 
and simply asked them to me~ke a survey. 
If the ad vice he had got was correct, he believed 
the harbour-maeter, after he made his survey, 
would do what he said. He took that public 
ovportunity of expre,"ing his appreciation -of the 
assistance he had receiver! from the Government 
in the matter, and he might add that thoRe for 
whom he -was deafing were se"ti,fied with the 
tariff as it stood. 

Mr. POIVERS said he took it the increased 
duty on coal was put on for protectionist, ami 
not revenue purposes. For his own part, he 
did not believe that the extra duty of Gd. a 
ton on coal would keep out the Newcastle 
coal; though that must have been the Colonial 
Trmsurer's intention, as he did n<Jt want the 
increase for revenue purposes. There \Vas a 
good deal in the remarks of the hon. mcm
her for JYfaryborough, with respect to the 
storing of coal in hulks at Thursday Island and 
Townsville. The steamers brought the coal to 
those place", landed it in the hulks, and used it 
afterwards without paying dnty upon it. He 
hoped thr1t now the attention of the Colonial 
Treasnrer had· been called to that matter, he 
\Vnn]d nutke inquiry into the practice follo\ved. 
He would suvport the extr',t dnty proposed by the 
hon. 1nernber f()r Buadanbrt, because he \Vas 

satisfied that the incrt':1~e of Gd. a ton in the duty, 
a-s proposed by the tariff, would not shut out the 
Newcastle coal. There wo; rcnother thing which 
must be borne in mind-that after the strike 
which had taken place in Xewcastle, the coal
mine proprietor8 of that place would have to 
make a trade when work was started again. 
Coal was now being imported into .Melbourne in 
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as large quantities as before the strike, and that 
meant that other mines had been developed 
and the output of coal htrgely increased. It 
was patent, then, to everybody that when wotk 
was again started in Newcastle the people 
people there would have to make great efforts 
to make a trade to get back to theii· position 
before the strike, and he was satisfied that they 
would find them under-selling- the Queensbnd 
coal to do it. To enable them to com]!ete with 
the Newcastle !coal nnder the circumstances it 
was necessary that they should increase the duty 
on coal. The matter certainly desened the 
serious consideration of the Committee. Another 
important matter was, that in connection with 
the coal industry there was only a very small 
margin of profit. It was not like gold or other 
minerals, as nearly all the profits from coal 
went into the miners' pockets, and the industry 
supported a htrge population and merited the 
consideration of thA Committee. Again, in the 
coal lands in the Burrum district, and he sup
posed elsewhere, there was a tax upon every ton 
of coal raised from Crown lands; so that, though 
they were to be protected to the extent of 2s. per 
ton, they were on the other hand taxed by a 
royalty. For those reasons he hoped 'the 
Colonial Treasurer woul<l see his way to increase 
the duty by 1s., as he believed that would be 
found necessary to kBep the coal industry of the 
colony even in its present condition. 

Mr. PHILP said he hoped the Premier would 
not be induced to increase the duty, as it was 
quite high enough. It was all nonsense for the 
hon. member for Burrum to say that by increas
ing the duty they would be able to keep out the 
Newcastle coal. The Newcastle coal brought to 
the colony was consumed in theN orthern part of 
the colony, simply because it was the only coal 
that would stand shipment. The coal shipped 
from Brisbane and from Maryborough was half 
dust before it got to the North. He had tried 
the Burrum, the Brisbane, and the Newcastle 
coal, and he believed that if a duty of 10s. a ton 
was put upon coal the people of the North would 
rather have the Newcastle coal, and would find 
it cheaper then. The hon. member for Mary
borough talked about coal being stored in hulks 
without paying duty, but he took it that coal 
might be stored in bond just like whisky or any 
other article, and that duty need not 'be paid 
upon it unless it was used in the colony. 

Mr. ANNEAR: But it is l'tsecl in the colony. 
Mr. PHILP f5aicl that he could tell the hon. 

member that that coal was not used in the 
colony. The bulk of the coal brought from New
castle went to Thursday Island, and the 
A. U. S. N. Company used mostly Brisbane coal 
at Townsville ; though he believed they did so at 
a loss to themselYes. There was another hulk 
there, the property of another firm who used 
Newcastle coal and sold it to the gas companies 
and small steamers about the place. He repeated 
that if the duty was increased to 10s. a ton 
he believed the people of the North would 
use Newcastle coal, because after being shipped 
to the North a ton of it was equal to from a 
ton to a ton and a-half of Brisbane or Burrum 
coal. 

Mr. ANNEAR said the hon. gentleman, no 
doubt, spoke from a Townsville point of view. 
The hon. gentleman told the Committee that the 
Burrnm and Brisbane coal went into dust, but 
he could tell the Committee that he had travelled 
from Southport the other day with the Hon. 
A. C. Gregory-a gentleman who was generally 
acknowledged to be a good authority upon coal
and that gentleman had told him that, from 
different analyses he had made from time 
to time, he could say that the Bnrrum coal 
was equal to any found in Australia. ·It 

had been tested time after time, tun for ton, 
with the Newcastle coal, and the Burrum 
coal had proved equal in every respect to the 
Newcastle coal. He believed also that the 
Ipswich coal was quite equal to the Newcastle 
coal. It surprised him tlutt hem. members who got 
so wealthy throug·h doing business in this col~ny 
did not lmwe such a place where everythmg 
was inferior to what they could get in the 
other colonies. He hoped the proposed increase 
to 3s. per ton would be passed by the Committee, 
·what did more for the progress of the colony 
than to have a large body of men located, as they 
had in the Southern and Central districts of the 
colony at the present time, engaged in that 
industry? 'l'hey had plenty of coal in the 
colony, and where a hundred men were now 
employed they could employ a thousand, if they 
got son1e such encouragmnent as \VrLR asked for. 
He would have failed in his duty if he allowed 
the hon. member to make such an assertion as he 
made when he knew it was utterly untrue. 

Mr. PHILP said he had tried the Burrum, 
the Brisbane, and the Newcastle coals, and there 
was no comparison between them. The Burrum 
and Brisbane coals might be very good if used 
without transhipment. He could tell the Com
mittee a little story about T3risbane coal. Only 
last week large shipments of Brisbane coal were 
sent from here to 1\Ielbourne. One parcel was 
sold to arrive to the gas company at 40s. per ton. 
They forfeited 15s. a, ton rather than take it. 
That was some that was shipped only a week or 
ten days ago. No doubt the Burrum cmtl was 
very IJOOd if used in Maryborough, but it was so 
soft that it would not stand shipping. 

Mr. LYONS said, although he did not know a 
great deal about coal, he spoke on the authority 
of a scientist, and therefore had a right to 
speak, and he wa.s assured that the coal he had 
referred to was equal to the best English or 
Newcastle coal. Mining operations tu obtain 
that coal were comlucted throug-h kerosene shale, 
so that there was no dust about it. He had 
it on the authority of a gentleman in Rock
hampton-a man whose busines~ it was to test 
coal for the Government--that a great deal of 
Queensland coal was of a similar quality. 

Mr. PAUL said he had had some little 
experience of the coal trade in Newcastle, and he 
felt confident that a protective duty of 2s. per ton 
would not interfere in any way with the coal indus
try of Queensland, He had seen the coal of the 
Bmrnm and Ipswich districts also, and was con
vinced that the former, at any rate, was equal to 
any produced in the Newcastle district. 

Mr. \V ATSON said he had used Ipswich coal 
for the last ten years, and had found it had 
changed remarkably for the better each ye,r. 
He could assure hon. members that Newcastle 
coal was not as good as some of the Ipswich coal. 
He had tmvelled in the mail boats and coasting 
steamers, and was informed by the engineers that 
there had been a great change for the better in 
the Queensland coal of late years. He trusted 
that a duty of 3s. would be put on. 

Mr. GOLD RING said he hoped there would be 
no further increase in the duty on coal. He could 
support the remarks of the i:nember for Towns
ville that Maryborough and Ipswich coal would 
not stand carrying and handling. It might be very 
good if used on the spot, but when it was tran
shipped it lost its goodness, and Newca,stle coal 
was preferred. If the coal was as good as some 
hon. gentlemen stated, he did not see any reason 
for its requiring protection. He did not se 
any reason why the North should be called 
upon to pay for protecting a few people in the 
South. The hon. member for Maryborough 
mentioned that it would be better to see a number 
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of people settled here than that the industry 
should be injured by the importation of New
castle coal, but he certainly thought that the 
people of the North had a perfect right to use 
Newcastle coal if they preferred it. 

Mr. GLASSEY said they had been told an extra 
duty on coal would be put on at the expense of 
the North. That, he presumed, meant that the 
Southern coal was of no use in the North, and 
that opinion was supplemented by the member 
for Townsville, Mr. Philp. That hon. member 
cited a case in which coal, purchased by the 
Melbourne Gas Company, had been rejected, 
owing to it being soft, but he would point out to 
the hon. member that that coal had been lying 
at the pit's mouth at Bundanba for some time, 
and, of course, had deteriorated in consequence. 
The reason for that was that there had been 
no demand for that coal, and when the rush 
came lately it was sold, and doubtless to some 
extent would injure the Ipswich district. The 
Treasurer also said that, notwithstanding the 
duty of h. Gd., the coal did not go down 
by rail, but by river ; but he would point out 
that since 1886 the increase in production had 
been little more than 20,000 tons. That coal had 
been tested in Brbbane over and over again, and 
had been proved to be as good as any coal that 
had yet come into the colony. \Vhate.ver the 
hon. Treasurer might say, he intended to divide 
the Committee on the question. 

Question - That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the question-put, and the 
Committee divided:-

AYEs, 37. 
Sir T. Mcllwraith, Messrs. Nelson, Blnck, Palmer. 

Morehead, Macrm~san, Donaldson, Luya, Hamilton, 
Hodgkinson, .J.Inrphy, Stcvenson, Pattison, Crombie, 
Dnnsmurc, I)aul, Lyons, Rees R. Jones, Adams, Plunkett, 
Agnew, Camp bell, :\Iurray, Oorfleld, H. H. Jones, Little, 
llattersby, Xorth, Oowley, Smyth, Goldring, Dalryrnplc, 
Lissner, Archer, Allan, Smith, and Philp. 

NoEs, 25. 
Sir S. W. Griffith, Messrs. Rntlcdge, Jordan. Groom, 

Isambert, \Vimble, Foxton, lTnm:1.ck, IIync. :\ic:Uaster, 
"' ... atson, Anneal', Tozer, Pmvers, Melior, Saycrs, Grimcs, 
Gannon, Stcvens, Glassey, Barlmv, Drake, O'Connell, 
Mm·gan, and Stephens. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 

Paragraph put and passed. 
On the motion of the COLONIAL TREA

SURER, the House resumed; the CHATRMAW 
reported progress, and obtained leave to sit again 
to-morrow. 

MESSAGES FROM THE LEGISLATIVE 
COUNCIL. 

QUEENSLAND PEIUIANENT TRUSTEE, EXECUTOR, 
AND FINANCE AGENCY CoMPANY (LIMITED) 
BILL. 

The SPEAKER reported the receipt of a 
message from the Legislative Conncil, in reply 
to that of the Legislative Assembly, requesting 
that leave be given to the Hons. J. S. Turner, 
Esq., F. T. Brentnall, Esq., and \V. H. vVilson, 
Esq., to attend and be examined before the 
Select Committee on the Queensland Permanent 
Trustee, Executor, and :Finance Agency Company 
(Limited) Bill, and intimating that leave had been 
given to the said members to attend and give 
evidence if they thought fit. 

SALE AND UsE OF Porso;s-s BILL. 
The SPEAKER announced that he had also 

re~eived a message from the Legislative Council, 
intimating that they had passed this Bill, and 
forwarding it to the Legislative Assembly for 
t'1eir concurrence, 

1888-2 H 

E'ITIST READING, 
On the motion of Mr. FOXTON, the Bill was 

!'ead a first time, and the second reading made 
:tn Order of the Day for Thursday next. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER moved-That this House 

do now adjourn. 
Question put and passed; and the House 

adjourned at ten minutes to 11 o'clock. 




