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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Wcdncsdny, 3 Octobe?', 1888. 

Questions.~::\1:otion for Adjournment-Answer to Ques
tion.-l\Iotion for Adjournment-'rhe Agent-General 
and tl1c Imperial l,ederation League.-Australasian 
:Katives' Trustees, Executors, and Finance Agency 
Company (Limi.tcd).--Error in Division List.-Day 
Dawn Gold-::\Iinlng Company's Branch Rai1way Bill
first reading.-Ann Street Presbyterian Church Bill 
-first rcading.-Vrays and :Means-resumption of 
commi.ttee.-Adournment. 

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

QUESTIONS. 
Mr. SMYTH asked the Minister for Mines 

and \Vorks :-
1. Is it the intention of the Government to assist 

local authorities in the construction of bridges ?-If so, 
to what extent? 

2. How much of the £100,0GO loan for this purpose is 
now unappropriated? 

3. In what manner have the various amounts been 
given, up to the llrcsent time? 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS (Hon. J. M. Macrossan) replied:-

1. Yes; of certain bridges, to the extent of one-third 
of their cost. 

2. £28,016 6s. 3d. 
3. Bridges carried out under the supervision of the 

department, by advances as the wm·k proceeds. When 
grants are given to local bodies the amount is generally 
paid on completion of bridge, after inspection n,nd 
approval. 

Mr. DRAKE asked the Chief Secretary:-
1. Is it true that )fr. T. Archer, Agent-General for 

Queensland, was until recently a member of the Im
perial Federation League? 

2. Is it true that .Mr. Archer hn.s resigned his member
ship, on the ground that the league is presided over by 
Lord Roscber.Y? 

The CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon Sir T. 
Mcllwraith) replied:-

The answer to both questions is, I do not know. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
ANSWER TO QUESTION. 

Mr. DRAKE said: Mr. Speaker,-In order 
to put myself right, I will conclude with a 
motion for the adjournment of the House. I 
must say I am not satisfied with the answer 
gi \en by the hon. gentleman at the head of the 
Gm·ermnent to my question. J'\o doubt it is 
true that he does not know at the present time; 
but I snbmit that the question is of sufficient 
importance for the hon. gentleman to take some 
means of ascertaining whether the statement we 
have heard is true or not. 

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir T. Mcilwraith) 
said : Mr. Speaker,-The hon. member is out of 
order. He cannot disct1ss the question without 
notice, 
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The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-The practice of the House of Commons 
is invariably to do so. I believe a ruling was once 
given here inarlvertently, to the effect that such 
matters could not be discussed on the smne day, 
bu'l; certainly it is the practice nf the Honse of 
Commons when a member is not satisfied with an 
anfiwer given by a l'diniE>tcr for that m em her to 
raise a discussion, provided he can secnre (as 
now required by the new rules) the support of a 
certain number of members. 

The PREMIER: Mr. Speaker,-The practice 
here is that no question c::m be discussed on the 
same day. If the hon. member wishes to move 
the adjournment of the House to-morrow, he 
may do so. If it will save him any trouble, I 
will tell him at once that I will not spend one 
penny in finding out the information he wishes 
for. 

The SPEAKER said: The practice in this 
House, so far as I am aware, is uncertain. 
Though there are instances where a motion of 
adjournment has been made after a question h,;s 
been ,;nswered, in order that the matter might 
be discussed, it is against the practice of the 
House of Con1n1ons to rai~e, on a 111otion for 
adjournment, a diRcussion on an answer to a 
question, not only on the same day, but during 
the session in which the answer ho,s been given. 
In connection with this, on the 357thpage of the 
ninth edition of "May," will ·be found the follow
ing p<tragraph :-

"Sometimes when an answer has been given, further 
questions are addressed to the 3Iinister upon the same 
subject, but no observations or comments are then 
})crmitted to be made." 
Of course if no observations or comments are to 
be made there can be no discussion ; and it has 
been ruled by Mr. Speaker Brand that the rule 
which forbids reference to a past debate of the 
sa.me session applieA also to a,nswers to questions. 
Therefore, if we are to be guiderl by the rnles of 
the House of Commons in a matter of this kind 
and follow the ruling given by Mr, Speaker 
Brand, there can be no discussion on an an:::;wer 
to a question on a motion for adjournment. I 
think the matter is one which, having been 
allowed to pass unnoticed previously, might well 
be left to the decision of the House, rather than 
to the Speaker's decision; but if I am called upon 
to decide I must decide in accordance with the 
decision of the House of Commons, seeing that we 
have no rule of our own. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I was 
not aware that you were goiNg to give a 
decision or I would have spoken on the point 
of order. You say there have been certain 
precedents for a member raising a debate 
on an answer by a motion for adjournment; 
but though I have been a member of the 
House tt long while I do not remember one. 
It is quite possible there may have been 
instances-and I am quite sure you are right, or 
you would not have made the statement-but 
they must have occurred through inadvertence. 
I will direct your attention, however, to the 
many times when debates were attempted on 
answers given to questions and the House refused 
to hear them, and the members attempting to 
debate the answers have been ruled out of order. 
Those instances are innumerable. But we do 
not require to go to the Honse of Commons for 
precedents. Standing Order 79 is plain enough:-

HJn answering any S1H~h q_nestion1 a member shall not 
debate the matter to which the ~~tmc refer::;." 
I do not think anything could be plainer 
than that. Supposing we were to relax this 
rule or depart from it in any way, what 
would be the consequence? A member might 
ask when the Government intend to commence 
a line of rail way from the Gulf of Carpcn-

taria to Roma ; and if he were to get what he 
considered an unsatisfactory answer he might 
start a debate. In that way the whole of 
the time of Parliament might be frittered 
away on business not legitimately before it; 
and it was for that reason that the 7!Jth Stand
ing Order, which has always hecn obeyed, so far 
as I a.1n av;rare, was inserted. The circtnnstances 
under which you say the Order has been departed 
from must have been small instances that escaped 
the attention of the House; but I know that the 
attention of the House has fre(juently been 
directed to the matter, and it has been ruled 
out of order. And so it ought to be. From 
what I have said it will be seen that we cannot 
possibly fall back on the custom of the House of 
Commons. That has been decided by Speakers 
previous to yourself. I remember having sup
ported, for the purpose of getting information, 
the custom prevailing in the House of Commons 
of asking question::; on the awnvers given by 
Ministers. 'When a Minister does not give his 
answer in the shape of a written reply, any 
legitimate question requiring a further answer is 
allowed to be asked, and he answers it ; but that 
is a perfectly different custom from ours. I 
remember some years ago being ruled out of 
order for putting questions in that way-I 
believe it we~s by Mr. Speaker Groom, but I for
get--and I thought it was a good practice at that 
time ; but since then I htwe changed my mind, 
and now I think it is not. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-The practice of this House has varied. 
I rememl1er that the Speaker- I think Mr. 
Speaker King-once ruled, on a member moving 
the adjournment of the House to discuss an 
answer to a question, that he could not do so on 
the same day. Of course it is the rule that in 
asking a question no speech shall be made, and 
that is what the passage in "May," quoted by 
:i\fr. Speaker, refers to:-

n Sometimes, \Yhen nn ftnKWCl' has been given, further 
qne~ti.on~ arc adt1rcsscd to the l\finister upon the s:tme 
subject. but no observations or comments are then 
1_)el·mittcd to he made." 

Under no circumstances are observations allowed 
to be made here, where the answer is written and 
read out. In :England it is the practice to make 
a speech in ans\vering a que'?tion, and that iR 
what the paragraph quoted refers to. It does not 
refer to moving the adjournment of the House. 
The other passage you read simply means that 
if you do not raise the question on that day you 
cannot do so on any subsequent day-that if a 
discussion on the answer takes place at all it 
must take place on the day it is given. In the 
House of Conunons, on an answer being given, a 
member may move the adjournment of the 
House, and that is the practice in the other 
colonies. In " Brand's Decisions" I find this, 
which, if nut directly, bears indirectly upon the 
question:-

" It is not usual to move the adjournment of the 
House on a question in the absence of the member 
interrogated. 

"rarliament-Leitrim County Election.- Q.uestion: 
Captain ~olan rose to ask the Secretary of State for \'rar 
a question. 

"In the absence of the Secretary of State, no answer 
being given, 

"Captain J\.,.olan moved the adjournment of the House, 
in order to malw some observations. 

"l\Ir. Spea.keT:-:aid it was an nmumalconrseforan hon. 
member to move the <H1journment of the House on a 
ont:~tion \Yhen those who alone 'vere able to give 
explanations on the subject were not in their }Jlaces." 

I do not remember any further touthority bearing 
on the subject at the present time. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon. B. D. 
:i\Iorehead) said: Mr. Speaker, -Every old 
member of the House must know that it has 
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been the practice-though no doubt sometimes 
broken by inadvertence-as pointed out by the 
Premier, to prevent any motion for adjournment 
being made on an answer to a question. I know 
I have myself broken the rule on more than one 
occasion, but when I did so I was runlliniT the 
blockade, and knew that it was not the "rule 
and practice of the House. I think the practice 
should be here, not what ;;eBms to prevail in the 
Parliament of Great Britain, but what pre,·ails 
in this House. I feel sure the hon. member for 
Toowoomba, who is, I believe, the oldest member 
of this House, will endorse what the Premier has 
said as to the practice of this House in dealing 
with such questions. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN said: Mr. Speaker,-! 
think the decis!on given by you as to the practice 
of the House m these matters is not a correct 
one. I am as old a member of this House as the 
hon. member for Toowoomba, l\Ir. Groom, or 
any other hon. member--

The COLONIAL SJ<JCRETAH.Y: Not con
tinuously in the House. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN: And I know what the 
practice has been since I came here. That an 
answer, if not referred to on the day on which it 
is given, cannot be referred to next day or 
during the session, may be clearly the ruling of 
the House of Commons, but it has not been the 
practice here. \Vhy, only the other dav an 
answer was given to the hon. membe1: for 
Ipswich, Mr. Macfarlane, by the Minister for 
Works, and a day or two afterwards the hon. 
member for Ipswich replied to it on a motion 
for the adjournment. Acci!rding to the ruling, 
you, :Mr. Speaker, have, glVen, that could not 
be done, and unless the discussion on the ques
tion took place on the spot it could not take place 
at all. It has been the common practice here for 
an hon. member to get up and move the adjourn
ment of the House whenever curt and unbecom
ing answers have been given. \Vhat will be our 
remedy in such a case if we carry out the rule 
laid down by you? Then, again, it appears this 
rule may be broken or taken arlvantaiTe of at 
11ny time by Ministers themselves, J;r other 
members. The Colonial Secretary has acknow
ledged that he breaks it whenever it suits him
whenever he wishes to run the blockade, or 
anything of that kind. \Vhat will happen if 
this rule you lay down is carried out to the 
letter? The result will be that no hon. mem
ber will ask a question at all, but will put 
the question in the shape of a motion ; and 
what difference will there be between speak
ing to a motion involving a question and 
doing the same thing on a motion for the 
adjournment of the House? That will be 
the effect of carrying out the rule. \Vith regard 
to the matter that has brought this thing ahout, 
I am not pr~pared to say anything about it at 
the present tune. I do think, however--

The PREMIER : The hon. member is out of 
order. He must speak to the point of order, and 
not to the merits of the case on which it has 
arisen at all. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN: I was going to refer to 
the second question, which, I think, is not to the 
point, and is not true. 

The PREMIER : That is part of the question 
on which the point of order has been raised. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN : If we must only specck 
to the point o£ order, it will be for the hou. 
member to put his queqtion in the slmpe of a 
motion for to-morrow, or some other day. I 
have the right to spe:tk to the point of order 
because it is not yet withdrawn. vVhere a curt 
answer has been given, what remedy has a man but 
to get up and speak upon it a~ the hon. member 
for Enoggera was doing? The hon. member did 

perfectly right in calling attention to the answers 
given to his questions, and I hold that if a 
shilling is not to be spent to find out whether a 
subject of this House has misconducted himself, 
simply b~cause he doe,, not happen to be w.ithin 
the colony, it is right that the matter shoulcl be 
brought before this House in some way. I hope 
the hon. member for Enoggera will bring the 
matter up. I do not suppose that a Grand 
Nationalist like the leader of the present. 
:Ministry is going to support an official at home 
in assisting Imperial federation, which we do 
not want. I will not say anything further upon 
the point now, though I may have something 
to say upon it if it is brought up again. 

Mr. GROOM said: Mr. Speaker,-I am glad 
the Colonial Secretary made the admission he 
did just now, for his statement as to his action 
on previous occasions waR a correct one. The 
Standing Order quoted by the hon. member at 
the head of the Government has been more 
honoured in the breach than in the observance 
of it, and that by both sides of the House. The 
practice adopted has been-I will not say always, 
but very frequently-when a question has been put 
and the an"ver to it is not considered ~atisfactory, 
that the adjournment of the House has been moved 
at a subsequent part of the sitting, usually before 
generallmsiness h::ts been entered upon, in order 
to elicit a more satisfactory answer, or an explana
tion from the member of the Government to 
whom the question has been put. Nor is that 
practice inconsistent with the practice of the 
House of Commons, and I will give a case in 
point : \Vhen a certain distinguished Ii'renchman 
was appointul ambassador to the Court of St. 
,Tames a r1uestion was asked by a member of 
the House of Commons as to whether that 
gentleman was not a member of the Commune 
that gave the order for the assassination of the 
Archbishop of Paris. The question was inter
vened by the :Minister to whom it was addressed 
raising the point as to whether a question could 
be pnt in the House of Commons regarding the 
appointment of an ambassador from a friendly 
Power. It was debated throughout the House, 
and the question was referred to Mr. Speaker 
Brand as to whether a debate could take place 
on that or on any question. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Was the 
original question answered? 

Mr. GROOM : The question was never 
answered; but JYir. Speaker Brand gave a ruling 
which it is as well tl1is House should hear. This 
is the ruling he gave :-

,,:That the practice of moving the adjournme11t of the 
llonse, if a member is dissatisfied 'vith the answer to 
his qnestion, is 'vitbin an hon. member's l'ight, though 
highly incow:enient." 
That was Mr. Speaker Brand's ruling on the 18th 
March, 1878. He gave the same ruling on the 25th 
March, 1878, and on the 14th ,June, 1880, he gave 
precisely the same ruling. I am one of those who 
think this House should be exceptionally jealous 
of being deprived of the advantage of any of the 
forms of debate, however small they may be. 
Those forms have been established for centuries, 
and I think they are the only protection the 
minority have in the House against the stronger 
party in power. They affect both sides alike, for 
we are in Oppr,,ition to-day and may be on the 
Government side some other day. \Ye provide 
for the ventilation of grievances by moving the 
adjournment of the House. There are two ways 
in which this can be clone : Either by intercept
ing a motion that the Speaker leave the chair to 
enable the House to go into Committee of 
Supply, or by a motion for the adjournment 
of the House when the discussion is capable of 
great expansion. I must say this, however, 
that all who have had any experience of parlia-
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mentary government, whether as occupants of the 
Treasury benches or as leaders of the Opposi
tion from time to time, know well that it is 
exceedingly inconvenient that a 1nernber, being 
dissatisfied with a reply given him, should move 
tl1e adjournment of the House to try to get 
further information from the member to whom his 
qnrstion has been addressed. The member may not 
have the necessary documents by him to enable 
him to give the hon. member asking the f[Uestion 
the information he seeks. So that, while an 
hon. member is distinctly within his right in 
moving the adjournment of the House 'under 
such circumstances, the inconvenience of the 
practice will be palpable to every member 
of experience. At the same time, it must 
not be forgotten that it is exceeding·ly undesir
able to seek to abridge the rights hon. mem
bers have in endeavouring to obtain infor
mation through the forms of the House. 
There is also another point to which I would 
refer, and that is, ]\fr. Speaker, that in f[Uoting 
some portions of "]\;fay" it must lJe borne in 
mind that, whatever the practice of the House of 
Commons in recent years may be, it has no 
bectring upon the proceedings of this Hon~e. 
What we have to rely upon is the practice of the 
House of Commons at the time onr Standing 
Orders came into operation. You, :Mr. Speaker, 
will require to remember that. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Then your 
reference to Mr. Speaker Brand does not apply. 

Mr. GROOM: In the appeal case of Barton 
against Taylor, where the hon. member, JYir. 
'l'aylor, was suspended, it was clearly laid down 
by the decision of the Privy Council that the 
Standing Orders then in force in the House of 
Commons, which JYir. Barton was of opinion 
were in force in the New South \V ales Parlia
ment, did not operate in that colony. But the 
point I wish to call the attention of the hlm. 
me m her for ]~noggera to ie that he is perfectly 
within his right according to the ruling of Mr. 
Speaker Brand--

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: In 1878 

Mr. GROOM: I say that according to that 
ruling the hon. member is perfectly within his 
right in moving the adjournment of the House. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: And upon 
that point the rules of the Hom;e of Commons 
have not been altered. 

Mr. GROOM: No; the ·rules have not be,m 
altered upon that point. The absolute right of 
members has not been at all abridged from the 
time of the institution c>f the House of Commons 
up to the present time. The right of moving the 
adjournment of the House has, however, been 
abridged in form because, instead of an hlm. 
member moving the adjournment of the House 
at his own will, he has now to obtain the con
sent of forty members, which is shown by 
their rising in their seat on the motion being 
made. If that is not done a m em her cannot 
now move the adjournment of the House. 

THE MINISTER FOR MINES )._ND 
vVORKS said: Mr. Speaker,-All the references 
which the hon. member who has just sat down, and 
the hon. gentleman who leads the Opposition have 
made to decisions of Speakers uf the House of Com
mons at different times up to twenty years ago, 
have no hearing whatever on the practice of this 
House. \Ve have to be guided b.v the rules 
which we ourselves have made for this House, 
aud by the practice of the House. It does not 
matter to us at the present moment on this 
question under discussion what the practice 
of the House of Commons may have been 
in 1878, or even what it is at present, in 

1888. I can quote a case much later than 
those referred to by the hon. member for 
Toowoomba. I can f[UOte it from memory, as 
I read it only last week. A question was asked 
of 1\lr. Balfour in the Honse of Commons regard
ing Rornething relating to the n1a.nage1nent of 
Irish prisons. The f[Uestion was answered in a 
1nanner nnsrttisfactorv to the IriHh nlerr.tbPrS, and 
one of them got up to move the adjournment of 
the House to debate the matter, but was stopped 
by the Speaker. During the same evening, 
however, and almost immediately afterwards, 
another member of the same party, JYir. Justin 
McCarthy, managed to get the question dis
cussed upon a motion for adjournment. But 
what has that to do with us? \Ve have here a 
rule laid down for us which we must follow, 
unless we abrogate it. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: Where is 
it? 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS : It is in this book, and I will read it 
to the hon. gentleman presently. But before 
going to the rnle I will say something about the 
'ractice of this House. I cannot say that I am 
as old a member of the House as the hon. member 
for Stanley, or the hon. member forToowoomba, 
or the Colonial Secreto,ry. But I have been a 
member of the· House for fifteen years con
tinuously, and as the House has not been in 
existence thirty years, that is half of its whole 
existence. I think I can speak with some confi
dence as to the practice of the House. I can 
confidently say that I have never yet heard 
of a motion for adjournment being allowed to 
discuss an answer just given to a question if 
the Speaker's attention has been drawn by any 
member of the House to the impropriety of the 
question heing· discussed. vVhenever that has 
been done, th~ Speaker has immediately stopped 
the member moving the adjournment, and the 
House has strengthened the hands of the Speaker. 
It has, however, been done inadvertently at 
times, or as the Colonial Secretary has said, when 
a member was rnnning a blockade, but that 
really is no guide for the House. -.,ye must not 
make such a practice as that our guide ; what we 
must take account of is whe"t is the real practice 
of the House, and what is the rule ofthe House, 
not of what is done in running blockades or play
ing the part of privateers. The rule is plain 
enoncch, and should be made applicable to all 
memlJers of the House. But before f[Uoting the 
rule, I would say that the hon. member who moved 
the adjournment of the House seemed annoyed at 
the answer he got to his question. He could get 
no other answer, because no member of the 
Government is aware whether Mr. Archer was a 
member of the Imperial Federation League or 
not. 

Mr. DRAKE said: Mr. Speaker,-! rise to a 
point of order. The hon. gentleman is discussing 
the subject on which the point of order was 
raised. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS: I am not going to discuss the subject. 
I simply say that the answer given to the hon. 
mernber was not an insolent or i1nproper answer, 
and that it was the only answer that could be 
given under the circumstances. The hon. mem
ber can, if he likes, move the adjournment. of 
the House; but though he may have the qnestwn 
discussed, he cannot pos,ihly get any more 
information from the Government. The rules 
relating to the point of order that has been 
raised are Standing Orders 77, 78, and 79. The 
77th Standing Order sttys that-

" At the time of giving notices of motion, questions 
may be put to )1inisters of the Urown, relative to public 
ailitirs, and to other members"-



Motion for Adjou1•mnent. [3 OcTOBER.] Motion fo'Y' Adjournment. 485 

That is not generally known by members of the 
House-namely, that one member of the House 
can question any other member if he chooses, as 
well as a Minister-
" relating to any Bill, motion, or other public matter 
connected with the business of the House, in which 
members ma,y be concerned." 
The next rule is as follows:-

"In putting any such llnestion, no argument or 
opinion sllall b" o1I'cred ; nor nny facts stated, except so 
far as m~ty be necc~sary to explain such question." 
That answers what the leader of the Opposition 
contended for--namely, that the decision of JHr. 
Speaker Brand applied only to making a speech 
upon asking a question. No speech can be made 
in putting a question. But rule 7D states that-

" In an~wcring any such cp1estion, a member shall not 
debate the matter to whict1 the "'ame refers." 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRU'J<'ITH: That is, 
the member who is answering the question cannot 
debate the matter. 

The MINIS'l'ER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS: No member is to debate the nutter 
to which the same refer,, 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFl<'ITH: It does 
not say so. It says that the m em her answering 
the question shall not make any speech. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VOitKS .~aid it applies to all members, and 
the practice of the House has been in 'tccordance 
with that rule. During the fifteen years I have 
been a member of the House I have known no 
other practice ; I h,we never known the answer 
to a question to he debated in the House unless 
it has been done inadvertently. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH : Lots of 
answers have been discussed. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VOllKS said the hon. member for Ipswich, 
Mr. Macfarlane, recently discussed the answer I 
gave to a question by him some days aiter it was 
asked, on a motion for adjournment. I took no 
notice of that, though I might have raised the 
point of order had I so chosen. Every member 
of the House could, if he wished, very often call 
other members to order, but we are aecustomed 
to allow one another a great deal of latitude. 
But when the Speaker's attenti,m is called to <t 
rule being broken, that latitude ceases, and the 
rule must be enforced. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-I should like, with the permission of 
the House, to say a few words mme on this 
question. It is now contended by gentlemen 
on the Treasury benches that an answer to a 
question can, under no circumstances, be dis
cnssed. That is a pooition that has never 
been taken up before. :iYir. Speaker King, 
or Mr. Spe<tker \Valsh-I forget which, but I 
believe it was lVIr. Speo.ker \Valsh-once ruled 
that a 'lnestion could not be discussed on the 
same day that it was answered, but that it may 
be done on a subsequent day. For that there is 
no authority. It was a decision given inad
vertently, and it is quite true, as the Colonial 
Secretary says, that that hon. member, as he calls 
it, running a blockacle, has sometimes raised a dis
cussion the same day. I was aware at the time 
the decision was given that it was an erroneous 
one, and when I was in the position of leader of 
the House I never took advantage of it. I do 
not think I ever objected, because I always knew 
it to be wrong. 

The PREMIER : Can the hon. gentleman 
adduce one instance in which he allowed a 
debate to go on on a question that had been 
asked that day? 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIJtFITH said: I 
cannot at this moment, but, if so, it was because 
I was aware of the true rule. My hon. friend, Mr. 

Groom, reminds me of a case within his recol
lection-the case of the Cooktown milway; but I 
do not remember it. There is a distinct decision 
of Mr. Speaker Brand, however (p. 5),-

" The practice of moYing the adjournment of the 
House, if a m€lrnber is dis'::latisficd, is within an hon. 
member's rigllts; but is highly inconvenient" 

That decision was given on three separate occa
sions. The inconvenience is obvious to every
one. The Standing Order that the hon. member 
for Townsville has referred to simply prescribes 
the duty of the asker and the a;1swerer of the flUeS· 
tion. The asker of the questwn must not make 
a speech, and the answerer of the question must 
not make a speech either. That is all it deals 
with. The question of moving the adjournment 
of the House is quite distinct. The incident of 
the question being asked is over, and then 
comes the right of a member to move the 
adjournment to ventilate a grievance, if he has 
one. That is so import"nt a right that I should 
be very sorry to see any ruling given which 
might limit that right, although it may be incon
venient at times that the right should be 
exercised. · 

The PREl'iiiETI : I submit to you, Mr. 
Spee~ker, that precedents frcnu the House of 
Corrnnons have no standing whatever in reference 
to this case bemtuse we h"ve plenty of pre
cedents of our own, and for the further reason 
that precedents from the House Of Commons are 
not ap1,1icable because their motions for adjourn· 
ment are made by leave of a certain 'lumber of 
members. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH : That 
is a new rule. 

The PREMIER : The invariable rule is as I 
have mentioned, and the youngest member of the 
House will admit it. Take the case of the hon. 
member for Cambooya, who asked a question 
recently. He was dissatisfied with the answer 
he received. Did he, as a member knowing the 
rules of the House, rise and move the adjourn
ment of the House. No, he knew the practice, 
and did not. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS : I have seen it done 
though. 

The PHE:YIIER : The hon. member wrote out 
another question for the next day. \Vhenever an 
hon. member asks a question without notice to 
which there i .. no reply, the answer usually is that 
notice should be given. That is the way I would 
meet anything of the kind. Then there is 
another point-the peculiar turn given to Stand
ing Order 79. Every member who asks a ques· 
tion is not allowed to debate the matter, but the 
rule laid down hy the leader of the Opposition is 
that everybody else can. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Not with· 
out a motion. I did not take any such point. 
\Vhen a motion is moved anyone can debate it. 

The PHEThHEll: The object of the rule is 
plain, and has always been acted on. We have 
plenty of precedents. \Vhen a question is put 
and an answer given, the matter is over for the 
time ; but if the member does not hke the 
answer, he can at some other time move a motion 
for the adjournment of the House. 

Mr. ANNEAE said: Mr. Speaker,-! will call 
your attention to a case that will be within your 
recollection. I think it occurred two or three 
sessions ago, when the hon. member for Cook, Mr. 
Hamilton, gave notice that on a certain day he 
would ask the then Minister for Works, the late 
Mr. Miles, I think, a question in connection with 
the Cooktown Railway. The hon. member was 
dissatisfied with the answer he received, and 
moved the adjournment of the House, and I 
believe that debate lasted nearly two hours •. 
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That is a precedent that was established and 
allowed by the then Speaker, the hon. member 
for Toowoomba, JI.'Ir. Groom. 

The PREMIER: On what elate was that? 
Mr. ANNEAU: About two sessions ago. The 

hon. member for Cook will remember it. 
~Ir. HAMILTON said: Mr. Speaker,-I do 

not think that case occupied 'uch a long time. 
I think the case referred to by the hon. member 
was when Mr. Dntton was Minister for Rail
ways, and I asked him a certain question, to 
which he replied. I mistook his reply. I con
sidered it was impertinent, and moved the 
adjournment of the House, and I had made 
my remarks, I believe, before anyone had time to 
take exception to them. I afterwards apologised, 
when I found I had made a mistake. The case 
occurred, I find on referring to Hccnsard, on the 
1st December, 1887, and the discussion must 
have lasted about a minute and a-half. 

Mr. MOUG AN said: Mr. Speaker,--The hon. 
member for Cook, Mr. Hamilton, on the occasion 
referred to put a question, and the answer was, 
"I do not know." Immediately afterwo,nh he 
rose and moved the adjournment of the House. 
He expres,ed the hope that the Minister was 
not "fencing" with him, and proceeded to 
discuss the question. That occupied a very short 
time, but still no objection wa~ raised by the 
Speaker or by any member of the Honse. The 
case now before us is exactly parallel. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY said: Mr. 
Speaker,-I would point out that the hon. mem
ber for ·warwick has omitted a small item, which 
is possibly of some little importance, and that is, 
that the member for Cook did not at once move 
the adjournment in regard to the reply given to 
him by the Minister for Works, but that 
another member, the present hon. member for 
Cunningham, Mr. Allan, intervened with a 
question. 

Mr. MORGAN: On the same day. 
The COLONIAL SECRETARY: It was 

on the same da,y, I admit, but I think the hon. 
member mig·ht have stated the whole case. The 
facts were not identical with the present case, 
because the hon. member, Mr. Hamilton, did not 
jump up immediately the answer was given and 
move the adjournment of the House. He waited 
until another question had been asked, but even 
then I hold that he was quite out of order. 

Mr. DRAKE said: Speaking to the point of 
order, I would point out that if it is merely a 
question of convenience or inconvenience, it is cer
tainlyverymuchmoreconvenient that I should be 
permitted to move the adjournment of the House 
to speak upon this subject in the same way as 
the hrm. member for Cook was allowed to do so 
last session. 

The PREMIER: If yon had nmde as short a 
speech there would have been no objection. 

Mr. DUAKE : I was stopped before I had 
time to make a speech. 

The PREMIER : The hon. member for Cook 
only spoke eight lines. 

Mr. DRAKE : I am sure I had not spoken 
eight lines when I was stopped. 

The PREMIER: Mr. Speaker,-What is the 
point of order before the House. 

The SPEAKER : The point of order is, 
whether the hon. member for Enoggera was in 
order in moving the adjournment of the House 
to discuss an ttnswer to a question. If no hon. 
member wishes to speak on the <juestion--

Mr. GROOM: With the pern1ission of the 
House 1 will quote a case that will show what 
the practice here has been. I find in vol. 1. 

of Hcmsrml, lSSG-a case with which the hon, 
member for Cook is no doubt familiar. The hem. 
member had asked n question with regard to the 
second section of the Cooktown Uailway, to 
which the Minister for \Vorks, the late Hon. W. 
Miles, replied in the ordinary way. The hon. 
member was not satisfied with the reply, and 
put a further question, which he was prefacing 
with a speech, when he was interrupted by the 
Speaker saying-

" The hon. member Jnust not make a speech in asking 
the question. 

"l\Ir. ILun LTON: I 'vish to explain the question I 
desire to ask, and to do so I mnRt !JOint out that my 
constituents do not undeTstand what :part of the line is 
referred to by the tern1 ' second section.' 

''The .Th'IIKJSTEIU'OR "\roRKs: I rise to a point of order. 
I h~Lvc answered the hon. member's question. 

":J.:Ir. IIAl\ltLTON: No; my question is this: My 
constituents ao not understand-

,, 'l'hc JfTKrsTBlt FOR WultKS: I rise to a point of 
order. 

" 'l'hc S1• EAKElt : It will be much better fo1· the hon. 
mdnber to conclude with a motion, ns he will then have 
an opportunity of addressing the House in a regul[Ll' 
manner. It is certainly irregular in asking a question 
of a ::.'I'Iinister to preface it by a speech. It is in accord
ance,Yith the practice of the House of Commons; but it 
is not so here." 
Then the hon. member moved the adjournment 
of the House to reply to the answer given by the 
Minister for ·works, who would not reply to 
him, but told him to give notice of a vote of 
censure upon him. So that the practice has 
been to move the adjournment of the House to 
discuss answers to questions. 

The PRE:YIIER : That ruling teaches only 
one thing: 'rhat the Speaker ruled the hon. 
member for Cook, JYir. Hamilton, out of order, 
but aJlowed him to S],ettk in spite of his ruling. 

HmmtJRABLE JI.1EMBEllS: No, no! 
Jliir. DRAKE said: Mr. Speaker,-Rule 78 

says:-
" In putt.ing such question, no argument or opinion 

Ahall be offered; nm· any facts stated except so far as 
may be necessary to CXI)lain such (lllCstioo." 
I think the question I put to the hon. gentleman 
comes within thttt rule. The answer he has 
given is really no answer at all, and I only 
wish to move the adjournment of the House in 
order to state my grounds for asking the question, 
It appears to me that that should not be con
sidered objectionable, especially if it is merely a 
matter of convenience or inconvenience, the 
practice of the House having been hitherto 
uncertain. 

The SPEAKER said : I would point out that 
the 78th and 7Uth Standing Orders of our House 
refer immediately to the asking and answering 
of questions, not to what takes place after 
a question is answered. They refer simply to 
the putting of questions by a member, and the 
answers given by the JYiinister or member to 
whom the questions are put. That point, I 
think, is clear. \Ve have no other Standing 
Orders of our own which forbid or consent to the 
adjournment of the House being moved to debate 
a question which has been answered. The only 
other Standing Order we have that bears upon 
the question is the last, No. 387, which pro· 
vides:-

" In all cases not herein provid&d for, resort shall be 
had to tllc rnlcs, forms, n"'agcs, rmd practice of the 
Commons Ilonse of Jlarliameut of Great Britain and 
Ireland, 1vhich shall be follmved so far as the same ma~y 
be applicahle to this Af'isembly, and not inconsistent 
with tlle forrgoing rules.'' 
I may say that I have much hcBitation in re. 
ferring- to the practice of the House of Commons, 
because our own rules were adopted in 1S60, ttnd 
do not include the rules which have been adopted 
by the House of Commons since that time. The 
cttse I quoted, giving the decision of Mr. Speaker 
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Brand, has occurred since that time. The other 
decisions in the House of Commons that have 
been referred to have also been g·iven since lSGO. 
If this House is to be guided by the rnles and 
decisions of the House of Commons previous to 
or up to that time, the only ono I know of is 
a decision g·iven by Mr. Speaker Lefevre in 
May, 1845, as follows :-

"Captain POLIIILL put a question to Sir J. GRAJLUf. 
" Sir J. GltAIIA.H having answered it at some length, 
"Captain PoLHILL thanked the Ri,;ht Hon. Baronet for 

the explanation he had given. lie was anxious to say a 
few words[' Order.'] 

"::\Jr. SP.H:AJo:rt decided that, as the c1uestion h~td been 
answered, the hon. and gallant member could not 
further address the House upon it." 
There is no doubt the practice of moving the 
adjournment of the Hom;e in order to discuss an 
answer to a question, when an hon. member is 
not satisfied with the answer, has been allowed 
on some occasionR. It was done on one occasion 
in this session, but attention was not called to 
the matter, and I did not feel called npon to 
interfere with the hon. member for Ip,,wich, who 
moved the adjournment of the House, because I 
knew that the same course had been adopted on 
previous occasions. The matter was, therefore, 
allowed to prtss. I would point out, however, 
that the regular course when a member is not 
satisfied with an answer, is to re(juest leave of 
the House to ask another (juestion in order to 
explain, and get a fnller answer. If that is 
objected to either by the House, or by the 
Minister to whom the CjUestion is put, then the 
regular practice iR to table a notice of any fnrther 
question to be asked on a subse(juent date. The 
practice of moving the adjonrmnent of the House 
~o discuss an answer to a question is, therefore, 
Irregular. The reason I expressed an opinion 
that the House itself would be the be"t judge of 
what should be done in crtses of that kind is 
because so many rules and Standing Orders hav~ 
been adopted by the Honse of Commons since 
our own were adopte.d. It is very inconvenient 
for us to have to fall back upon old precedents 
:wh.er~ onr o;vn rules do not ;1,pply. However, 
If It IS the wish of the Honse that I should give 
a distinct ruling on the matter, I think it is 
irregular to move the adjournment of the 
House for the pnrpose of discnssing an answer 
that has just been given to a question. The 
regular form is, I think, to ask a fuller explana
tion by consent of the House immediately after 
the answer has been given, or to give notice to 
ask fnrther questions. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
THE AGENT-GENERAL AND THE l1!PERIAL 

FEDEHATION LEAGUE. 

Mr. BA~LOW said: Mr. Speaker,-I shall 
conclude with the usual motion for adjournment. 
I desire to bring under the notice of the House 
certain paragraphs which have appeared in 
the local papers, to the effect that the 
gentleman who occupies the position of Ambas
sador for Queensland at the Conrt of St. 
,J mnes has resigned his membership of the 
Imperial Federation League. I have not the 
slightest objection to the Ambassador belonging 
to any society or leagne that he pleases. He 
may belong to the Royal Antediluvian Order of 
Buffaloes if he likes; but I perceive that the 
cause iR assigned that he has resigned his n1en1~ 
ber~hip of the Imperial Federation League
whiCh, I suppose, me<'lns a league having for its 
object the promotion of Imperial federation
! see that it is stated he has resigned his mem
bership on the ground that this lco.gue was 
presided over by Lord Rosebery, who is airlinu in 
the dissolntion of the nnion bet,veen Great Britrtin 
and Ireland; and another contemporaneous paper 
says this retirement has taken place in conse-

qnence of the Home Rule sentiments expressed by 
Lord lloscbery. It is not my intention to express 
any opinion upon the unhappy state of affairs in tlFl 
mother country; but I rlo think that the Ambas
sador at the Court of St. J mnes, in mixing 
himself up with any political questions affecting 
matters with which we have no direct concern, 
has seriously compromised the colony and the 
Government which he represents. I therefore 
beg leave to move that this House do now 
adjourn. 

Question pnt. 
Mr. PAUL said: Mr. Speaker,-I think it is 

'"most reprehensible thing that the hon. member 
for Ipswich should delay the time of the House 
in speaking on such an absurd subject. vVhat 
does it interest ns whether any person is a mem
ber of the Federation League or not in the old 
country? \V e are here to debate the tariff, and 
I think the hon. member should apologise to the 
House for interfering with the business of the 
House. Everyone is saying outside, "Why do 
you not get the tariff shoved throngh quickly, 
because it is stopping business?" I hope and 
believe that every hon. member will not delay 
the business in this way, 

Mr. DRAKE said: Mr. Speaker,-! would 
like to remind the hon. gentleman who has just 
sat down that only a few days ago the arljourn
mr>nt of this House was moved for the purpose of 
giving hon. members-especially on the other 
side of this House--an opportunity of expressing 
their opinions with regard to the state of affairs 
then existing between the GO\ ernor and the 
Government of this colony. That was moved 
by the hon. member for Barcoo, and the lYiinistry 
at that time expressed no disapproval of that 
course. 

M:r. MURPHY: That was a Constitutional 
CjUestion. 

Mr. DRAKE: I do not agree at all with the 
hon. member for Leichhardt, that this is a trivial 
matter, and that the tariff is a matter of more 
importanGe. I think this is a very important 
matter indeed. Some hon. members ma\· not 
know what this Imperial Federation Lcagne is. 

The PREMIER : And a great many people 
do not care either. 

Mr. DRAKE: It seems to me that even on 
the Ministerial bench there are some who come 
out strongly in the "don't know" line. If they 
will go into the library and get a magazine called 
the Imperial Federation, they will pick np some 
idea of the schemes and devices of that leagne. 

The PREMIER : That is more than anyone 
has succeeded in doing. 

Mr. DRAKE : They will not find out exactly 
what it is, because I believe the members do not 
clearly know at present ; bnt everyone who takes 
the trouble to rear! that magazine will get some 
inkling of what the:v mean to do, and there is 
no doubt in my miml that thov intend to do 
something which will have the effect of crushing 
the freedom and independence of certain parts of 
theBritishEmpire. I think that it represents high 
Toryism and Imperialism in the highest degree, 
and we have a right tn know whether a gentle~ 
man closely connected with the 1Hinistry of this 
colony-this Ambassador at the Court of St. 
J;1,mes-has been a member of that league. I 
think it would be interesting to know whether 
any other gentleman connected with the Govern
ment iR, or has been, connected with the league. 
It seems to me that we have a. right to know if 
these reports are correct. If the reports are 
correct, the rea> on which has induced J\fr. Archer 
to re..,ign is a very in1portant n1attor, as it n1akes 
matters much worse. The reason given for his 
resignation is that this Imperialistic society is not 
Imperialistic enough for him. This league has 
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had the audacity to appoint as president a 
nobleman who is known to be associated with 
the Liberal party in England, and has no 
sympathy with the Tory and coercion policy of 
the present English Government ; and becttuse 
that gentleman has been appointed president, 
Mr. Archer, the Agent-General for this colony, 
has brushed off the dust from his feet, and will 
have nothing more to do with the league. If 
that does not concern this colony, I do not know 
what does, and I think, in bringing this matter 
before the House, I have acted as much in the 
interests'of the Government and their party, as in 
the interests of anyone else, by giving them an 
opportunity of explaining the mtttter. They r.re 
supported by the party which rejoices in the title 
of "National," ttnd we know very well that a 
great number of politicians down South have ex
pressed the opinion that the title, and the 
Nationalist sympathies expressed by the party, 
were only assumed for the purpose of carrying 
them through the late general election, and that 
they were not genuine. Now, that opinion will 
have ever so much more weight given to it by the 
fact that this "National" Government are em
ploying as Agent-General a gentleman who 
has renounced the Imperial Federation League 
because it is not sufficiently Imperialistic for him. 
I think it is a matter which this House may very 
well take into consideration ; and I think it is 
desirable that hon. gentlemen sitting on tlw 
other side, and who support the Government, 
should have an opportunity of expressing tl1eir 
opinions about this League. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS on the Government 
side : We want the tariff. 

Mr. DRAKE: I may hurt the feelings of hon. 
gentlemen opposite by my remarks, but I do 
not make them for that purpose, and I say I 
think it desirable they should have an oppor
tunity of expressing their opinions about this 
league, and of the conduct of the Agent-Geneml, 
who was until recently, if the reports are true, 
a member of that body. Some of the hon. 
gentlemen lately, when before their constituents, 
expressed very strong opinions about Imperialism 
and Anti-Imperialism. Some of them were going 
to tear out Imperialism and Monarchy by the 
roots, and establish a Republic. Now, I want to 
know what they think of the Government who 
have as Agent-General a gentleman who has 
renounced his connection with the league because 
its president is not Imperialistic enough for his 
taste. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
have scarcely anything to add to the very able 
speech which has just been delivered by the hon. 
member for Enoggera, although the word "repre
hensible" has been applied by a gentleman 
sitting at my elbow to an hon. member who 
actually brought forward a motion to relieve the 
House of a difliculty, and supply a deficiency. 
The second question was this:- · · 

HIs it true that IVIr. Archer has resigned his member
ship, on the ground that tlle League is presided over by 
Lord Rosebery ?'' 

That is not the real reason. The real reason was 
that Lord Rosebery was in favour of dissolving 
the union with Ireland. Before this question 
arose, I was not aware that the Agent-General 
was a member of any political society at home, 
Nor wtts I aware that the Government of 
this colony employed their Agents-General to 
urge on the business of "Imperial Federation." 
I can only tell them, or anyone else in this House, 
that if they think that they have done well in 
that, they will find their mistake. The better 
plan would be for this sage old gentleman at 
home to get knighted 1tnd then clear out. This 
Imperial federation business has a great dr"al of 
that about it, and there are a few colonists who 

are fond of recci ving knighthood, and by-and
by this gentleman will be added to the list. 
Then we can send men home who will mind the 
business of the colony and not poke their noses 
into matters which are going on at home. This 
is the first time I have heard of an Agent
General interfering in these concerns, and if the 
hon. gentleman at the head of the Government 
does not see about it, and get at the truth 
before the Estimates come on, I shall be very 
happy to r_educe this gentleman's salary. "r 
tlunk that rs all I need say, except that if the 
hon. member for Enoggera had been allowed to 
move the adjournment of the House, as has been 
the practice, the debate would have been over at 
least half an hour ago, and we would have started 
the tariff. 

Mr. BARLOW said: Mr. Speaker,-I felt 
that there was snflicient justification for taking up 
the time of the House on a matter of this kind. 
There is no one more anxious than I am to get on 
with the tariff; but I feelcert<tin that the best safe
guard for the best interests of this colony is to keep 
clear of interfering with internal matters belonging 
to the United Kingdom. That I believe to be 
the true policy, and on that account I moved 
the adjournment of the House, which motion I 
now, with the consent of the House, will with
draw. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

AUSTRALASIAN NA'l'IVES' TRUSTEES, 
EXECUTORS, AND FINANCE AGENCY 
COMPANY (LIMITED). 
Mr. REES R. JONES said : Mr. Speaker,

I have to present the report from the Select 
Committee appointed in connection with the 
Australasian Natives' Trustees, Executors, and 
Finance Agency Company (Limited); and move 
that it be printed.! 
~'"Question put and passed. 
<:tOn the motion of Mr. REES R. JONES, the 
second reading of the Bill was made an Order of 
the Day for Thursday, 11th inst. 

ERROR IN DIVISION LIST. 
Mr. McMASTER said: Mr. Speaker,-I 

wish to draw attention to a little irregularity in 
taking down the names in a division which took 
place in this House on last Thursday evening, in 
regard to the debate on the case of H. C. 
Ransome v. Bryrlon, Jones, and Co. I voted 
with the "Noes," but my name was omitted, 
and that of Sir T. Mcllwraith inserted. That hon. 
gentleman was not in the House at the time the 
division took place. 

DAY DAWN GOLD-MINING COMPANY'S 
BHAJ'\CH HAILW}I.Y BILL. 

On the motion of the MINISTER FOR 
MINES AND WOHKS, leave was given to 
introduce a Bill to authorise the constructiOn of 
a branch line of railway from the Day Dawn 
Gold-mining Company, Charters Towers, to the 
Northern Line at Charters Towers. 

FIRST RE.\DING. 
On the motion of the MINISTER FOR 

MINES AND WOHKS, the Bill was introduced 
and read a first time, and the second re,.ding 
made an Order of the Day for Tuesday next. 

ANN STRP~E'r PI{ESBYTERIAN 
CHURCH BILL. 

On the motion of Mr. REE!:l R JONES, 
leave was given to introduce a Bill to vest in new 
trustees the lands comprised in deeds of grant 
Nos. 2847, 2848, and 2849, being allotments 8, 9. 
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10, andll, of section 26, parish of North Bris
bane, and to enable the trustees for the time 
being thereof to sell, mortgage, or lease the 
same, and for other purposes. 

FIRST READI~G. 
On the motion of Mr. REES R. JONES, the 

Bill was introduced and read a first time. 

WAYS AND MEANS. 
RESUMP'riON OF COi\IMITTEE. 

On the motion· of the COLONIAL TREA
SURER (Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith), the Speaker 
left the chair, and the House resolved Itself into 
a Committee of the Whole, to further consider 
the Ways and Means for raising the Supply to be 
granted to Her Majesty. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER moved
Th~tt there bo raised, levied, collected, and paid 

on-Potatoes, hay, and chaff, per ton, 15s.; onions, per 
ton, 20s. 

Mr. GROOM said he would now move, in 
accordance with ::tmendments of which he had 
given notice, the omission of "15s," with the 
view of inserting '' 20s." He did not think it 
was an unreasonable request to ask the Committee 
to increase the duty by 5s. ; nor could it be 
said thn,t potn,toes, hay, >cnd chaff could be placed 
in the same category as bacon, ham, and butter. 
They could be gr.own in the colony to a very large 
extent, but the producers were handicapped to a 
great extent as against Southern producers. 
Son1e time ago the railway charges were excessive, 
and though they had been modified to a con
siderable extent of late, still the steamer freights 
were so much lower that two tons of produce 
could be brought from Sydney to Brisb::tne 
at the same price as the farmer had to pay 
for one ton from the Downs to Brisbane. 
The original tariff of 10s. per ton Was no pro
tection to the farmers. "With reopect to potatoes, 
they were shoved into the hold of a ship 300 or 
400 tons at a time, at 'vV ::trrnmnbool, landed on 
the wharf at Brisbane, and sold at :1 price th::tt 
the farmer on the Darling Downs could not com
pete with. And the same mig-ht be said with 
respect to hay ::tnd chaff. The facilities afforded 
for shipment in the other colonies were so great 
that the local producer was prevented from enter
ing into competition with the other colonies. He 
admitted that in some instances hay and chaff 
had been sent from the Downs in an unfit con
dition, but the farmers there were introducing 
improved m::tchinery, and of late the produce they 
h::td sent to market was as good as could be 
expected. The Treasurer proposed to put a 
duty of 20s. per ton on onions, and he (Mr. 
Groom) asked, as a concession to the farming 
industry, that the same duty might be placed on 
potatoes, hay, and chaff. He moved the omis
sion of the amount " 15s.," with the view of 
inserting '' 20r;." 

Mr. STEVENS said, before the motion W::ts 
put, he wished to oppose the putting of the three 
articles together in one mnendment. He did 
not agree to th::tt, and he might as well say 
that that was shown by amendments which he 
had printed ::tnd circulated to hon. members. 

Mr. GROOM said he did not catch what the 
hon. member s::tid, but he was sorry that he 
h::td inconvenienced the hon. member in the 
action he intended to t::tke; he had no intention 
of doing so. 

Mr. STEVENS said the hon. member's 
amendment included the three items, ::tnd it, was 
his opinion that they should be t::tken seriatim. 
He would oppose the amendment on that ground. 

The COLONIAL TRJ<;ASUREU said th::tt if 
the hon. member for the Logan allowed the 
amendment to go he would not have another 
opportunity of dealing with it. The hon. mem 

ber must bring forward the ::tmenrlment he 
intended to propoee before the amendment pro
posed by the hon. member for Toowomnba w::ts 
put. 

Mr. STEVENS moved th,;t the word 
"potatoes" be omitted. He did so with the 
view of inserting it in the next paragmph, ::tnd 
making the tariff 20s. instead of 15s. His 
reason for moving the amendment was that 
potatoes formed an article of consumption which 
could bA produced re,;dily in the colony, and 
the impost he proposed effected two purposes, 
as it would assist in collecting revenue and 
would also protect their productions, From 
the statistics furnished to them he found th::tt in 
1887 there were imported from New South 
\Vales, 9,295 tons; from Victoria, 1,996; from 
South Australia a small qu::tntity only ; from 
Tasmania, 471 tons; from New Zeal::tnd, 1,251) 
tons ; and the tot.oJ e,mount of potatoes imported 
for the year w::ts 13,02'1 tons, valued ::tt £44,553. 
He held the opinion that but for the want 
of protection on that article a l::trge quantity 
of the potatoes imported would have beep grow,n 
in the colony, ::tnd the money spent m thmr 
purchase would lmve remained here. Potatoes 
could be very well grown in the Darling Downs, 
Rosewoocl, Lngan, and Albert districts, in the 
vicinity of Brisbane, and in many other districts. 
The reason such a duty would be of advnntage to 
the farmers was, that h::tving no sufficient pro
tection at present, they' might at any time be 
swamped hy cargoes of pot::ttoes brought from 
the other colonies. If they were moder,;tely 
protected they would put down a larger ,;rea of 
land under pot::ttoes, because they would then 
know that a fair price would be alw::tys obtain
able. So long as they were open to having 
large qu::tntities of ]Jotatoes sent in from 
the other colonie;, the farmers were only 
half-hearted, ::tnd did not go into the cultivation 
of potatoes as they otherwise would. It could 
not be said th::tt the impost he proposed was :1 

prohibitive one, or even an extreme protectionist 
one. To protect the local production of potatoes 
from all foreign importations the duty would 
have to be three times, or at least double, ,;s much 
as he proposed. The duty he proposed was only 
a moderate protective duty, ::tnd If p:tssed would 
be beneficial in many ways. It would largely 
increase the production of the article here, "nd 
would save to the colony a large sum of money 
which was, under the present t::txation, being 
annually sent to the other colonies for the 
purchase of potatoes. 

Mr. MACFARLANE s::tid it was well that 
the Committee should hear something on the 
other side of the question. Potatoes were very 
perishable artick;, and those imported lost :1 

fourth of their weight, including those shipped to 
thA North. The farmers in his district were of 
opinion that instead of the tariff Leing increased, 
as the hon. 'member for the Log::tn proposed, it 
should be reduced to 10s, per ton. The princirml 
reason given for that was, that the Circular 
Head potatoes imported were almost, without 
t!xception, used as seed; and the t::tx the hon, mem
ber proposed would be a tax upon the f::trmers' 
seed, and so far from benefiting them would have 
the opposite effect. That was an ::trgu'!lent used 
ag::tinst the old tariff on pot::ttoes ::tnd m favour 
of letting potatoes in free ; simply from the 
perish::tble n::ttum of the article, and from the 
fact that the potatoes imported were used as 
seed and not for food. They grew two crops of 
potatoes each, year and one crop must be pbnted 
with the Circular Head potatoes. It was clear 
from th::tt th::tt the imposition of an increased duty 
would defe::tt the object the hon. member had in 
proposing it, ::ts it would be an addition::tl burden 
on the farmers rather than a benefit to them, 
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Mr. ALLAN said the hon. member for Ipswich 
stated that he objected to the proposed increase in 
the duty _upon pot:1toes, on the ground that the 
]x>tatoes nnported were nsed for seed; but he did 
not think tlwy required 13,000 tons of seed pc)tatoes 
in the year, and that was the C[uantity imported 
last ye:or. They were well able to grow pottttoes 
for the~s.elves. He found thttt last year they 
grew ]o,600 tons, and had G,GOO acres under 
cultivation, giving a retnrn of 2·37 tons per acre 
-a fair return, and one that would pay the 
farmer. In his own district, thouiTh it w:1s not 
a large potato-growing district, they had 6:'50 acres 
under potatoes, giving an average of over a ton per 
acre. As to the constituents of the hon. member 
for Ipswich asking that the duty on potatoes 
should be rerlnced, the hon. member was in a 
somewhat peculiar position as a farming represen
tative. He {Mr. All an) might be excused for speak
ing a little about his own district, which was the 
largest farming district in the colony, and he would 
give the Committee some information as to the 
opinions of the farmers in that district. He had 
received several telegrams and letters on the sub
ject, and he might as well refer to them now and 
save time when they came to discuss the items of 
hay, chaff, and other at'ticles referred to in them. 
He would read one note which would serve for 
all, as they were all pretty much to the same 
effect, and he had letters from \Varwick, Swan 
Creek, All<>ra, and other places in the district. 
Mr. Patrick Higgins, of -\V arwick, wrote him :-

"At a very large and infinential meeting of farmers 
at Swan Creek, at which I presided, the nnderrncn
tioned Yesolutions \Verc passed, and I wa~) requested to 
wire a copy of them to you, and to the member for the 
own.'' 

That referred to iYir. iYiorgan, the hon. member 
for Warwick. The first resolution was to the 
effect that the meeting thoroughly endorsed the 
action taken by the \Varwick people at a meet
ing held in that town on the 7th June; and the 
second resolution which was proposed and carried 
was that the duty on hay, chaff, and potatoes 
should be 30s. per ton. He would not follow 
that, as he considered that would be too high a 
duty to impose; but he did think some in
creased duty was reC[uired when they considered 
the high cost of carriage the farmers in that dis
trict had to pay, ef[ ual to 13s. 9d. per ton. . As 
the hon. member for Toowoomba had pointed 
out, they could get two tons from Sydney for tha.t 
amount. The third resolution was that the duty on 
maize should be 1s. a bth,hel. He had received a 
similar cornrnunication fron1 \Varwick, and also 
letters to a like effect from Allora. The consensus 
of opinion in his di"trict was in favour of an 
increase in the duties on agricultural produce, 
especittlly on hay, chttff, and potatoes, and he 
trusted that the Colonial Treasurer wonld see 
his way and allow such increases to be made 
on those commodities which could be supplied in 
the colony. 

Mr. UNMACK said he \Vas really sorry to see 
such persistent efforts made on ]Je!Jalf of agricultu
rists to impose undue and unfair burdens on the 
consumers. He had not so much objection to raise 
the duty on hay and chaff, but with regard to 
potatoes he distinctly stated that to increase the 
impoot on them would inflict an injustice on 
consumers. He was ready to admit that as good 
potatoes could be produced in the colony as 
were obtained in any part of -the vmrld, but 
that was not enough. They mn;;t look a little 
further than that, and he challenged any hon. 
member connected with the agricultm·al dis
tricts to show that if the duty was increased 
to £20 a ton they would l.Je able to produce here 
the quantity of potatoes required in Queens
land. They could not do so, because the votatoes 
grown in the colony would not keep all through 
the year. He spoke from an experience in 

handling that pa,rticular article, extending over 
twenty years, so tlmt he thought he had a right 
to express an opinion on the subject. The potatoeH 
produced in the colony would not keep, and they 
would not bear tmnsit. They must import 
potatoes, and he challenged any hon. member to 
show that even if they made the duty £50 a 
sufficient supply would l.Je produced, and that 
because of the "reasons he had given. He sup
posed it would not for one moment be argued 
that potatoes were a luxury. They were a 
necessary, and he contended that to put a heavier 
duty on potatoes, which, next to flour, was the 
staple article of food, would be an imposition 
and a disgrace to the country. A 10s. 
duty was quite sufficient, but still, as the 
Treasurer had proposed 15s., he was C[uite ready 
to support it. It was, however, quite enough ; 
he had given good reasons why they could not 
produce an adequate supply in the colony, and 
he defied anyone to prove different. 

Mr. GRIMES said he was f[Uite prepared to 
support the remarks made by the hon. member 
who had just sat down, with reference to the neces
sity of importing potatoes from the other colonies. 
Potlttoes grown in this climate would not keep, 
and it fortunately happened that they could grow 
potatoes in this colony when they could not grow 
them in the Southern districts. The crop from 
the South therefore very seldom clashed with the 
crop grown by the local farmers, but cam~ into 
the market when the Queensland crop was over. 
All the seed planted for the August crop had to 
be imported, as the potatoe" of the last crop 
raised were too new, and they could not keep 
those of the previous crop in a sonnd condition 
fit for planting. It was absolutely necessary 
that they should import seed potatoes for 
the August crop. The duty proposed by the 
Treasurer amounted to about :l5 per cent. He 
(Mr. Grimes) did not think that farmers-and he 
himself was a farmer-believed in heaping protec
ticm on articles of that kind, which were so very 
necessary, more especially as it would be of no 
advantage to the farmer, and would fall heavily 
on the consumer. He certainly should support 
the duty proposed by the Treasurer. 

Mr. McMASTER said he quite agreed with 
the remarks made by the two previous speakers 
with respect to the quality of Queensland potatoes, 
and their not keeping. As a matter of fact, 
Queensland would be dependent on the Southern 
colonies for potatoes in the month of May, as the 
crop which had just been gathered would not keep 
in the summertime. No farmer would attempt to 
keep them during the summer months; they 
would not even keep underground. The seed that 
was planted in winter had, as the hon. member for 
Oxley had stated, to be imported from the South
ern colonies, because the local winter crop was 
too new for that purpose, and the previous crop 
would not keep. Therefore he considered that 
a duty of 10s. a ton would have been ample. 
The tariff charge was not all the expense con
nected with imported potatoes. The hon. mem
ber for Toowoomba had stated that two tons of 
potatoes could be brought from Sydney for the 
same price as one ton from \V arwick, and the 
hon. member for Cunningham had said that the 
freight from \Varwick was 13s. 9d. a ton. Well, 
the freight from Sydney was 10s. a ton, and in 
addition to that, there was a charge of h. Sd. 
for wharfage, and other charges for exchange, 
eartage, and insurance ; so that with a 15s. 
duty the total would be considerably above 
£1 a ton. Queensland potatoes could scarcely 
be shipped to the far north of the colony 
at preoent, although large quantities were grown 
here. The crop in this colony came in at a 
time when they could not get potatoes from the 
Southern colonies at any price. In fact, he 
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believed he remembered a quantity being once sent 
down from Queensland to Sydney in the winter. 
The local potatoes came in in the winter and sold 
well. He woulrl very much rather have seen the 
duty 10s. than 15s. As to htty and chaff, he wonld 
not say so much about them. If the hon. member 
for Toowoomba could induce the farmers to do 
what he stated they were going to do-namely, to 
send their produce to market in a better con· 
nition than they had hitherto done, it would, no 
doubt, be more largely consumed in Brisbane. 
He (Mr. JYicMaster) believed that neither the 
dealers nor consumers of Brisbane were desirous of 
sending their money out of the colony for produce 
iftheycoulcl get it properly supplied in Qneensland. 
The consumers, as he had stated, would have a 
good article if they had to pay a higher price for 
it. He might state that the best potatoes that 
came down the line were grown at I,aidley and 
Gatton. Therefore he thought that lfis. was 
ample duty. In fact, if some hon. member 
would move that the duty be 10s. he would 
support it, but he did not think the Treasurer 
would consent to that. At all events, 20s. was 
far too high, and he hoped that amount would 
not be imposed. 

Mr. HUNTER said he agreed with the last 
speaker that the duty should be reduced to 10s. 
In New South vVales potatoes were free, and in 
the great protection colony of Victoria they came 
in at 10s. In l'l orth Queensland they bought 
potatoes in the be;,t market and had to pay a 
very heavy price for them, and he thought it 
would be very hard if the 15s. was increased to 
20s. He should feel inclined to support the 
amendment withdrawing potatoes, not with a 
view of raising the duty to 20s., but reducing it 
to 10s. He thought many of the Northern 
members would be with him on the subject. 
Potatoes were only imported when they were 
not grown, and it was no protection to exclude 
the article they could not grow at certain times 
themselves. 

Mr. STEVENS said he could bring for· 
ward a great deal of evidence in support of hi.s 
view, but he would not waste the time of the 
Committee. He would point out to hon. mem
bers who argued that Queensland had to import 
potatoes for seed that Victoria did the same 
thing. Vast quantities were imported from 
New Zealand and Ta,mania for seed pur
poses, and Victoria-the protectionist country 
that exported more potatoes than any other 
colony-aetnally only imposed a duty of 10s. 
on them. Therefore, so far as seed was con
cerned, there was nothing in the arguments 
of hon. members. He could see that the feeling 
of the Committee generally was opposed to the 
increase, and it was of no use wasting time. He 
proposed therefore to withdraw the amendment 
on the word ''potatoes," and move a motion on 
the next item. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. STEYENS said he would move that 

the word "hay" be omitted, with a view of 
imposing 20s. a ton upon it. A great deal that 
he had s".id in regard to potatoes was true 
jn regard to hay .. He could speak very strongly 
m favour of an mcreasecl duty, for the simple 
reason that hay could undeniably be grown in 
the whole of the coast districts of the colony. It 
had been said by hon. members that the farmers 
could grow other things with more profit, but an 
import duty would have the effect of inducing 
others to settle in the coast districts who did not 
care to follow the industry of getting gold from 
the ground, and other occupations. Now they 
imported an enormous quantity of hay annually 
from the other colonies, The imports for last 
year amounted to considerably over 1,000 tons, 
and the value was nearly £6,000. The whole of 

that hay could be grown in the colony. Along 
the whole coast hay could be grown, and the 
money paid for the imported article could thus be 
;;aved to the colony. In the other colonies hay 
was not protected in any way, because it formed 
one of their largest articles of export, and there 
was no reason to protect it, hut it was very dif
ferent here. They woul<l, by putting on an extra 
duty, encourage persons to follow the agricultural 
industry, and he considered that they should give 
the farmers something to encourage them more 
than they had done in the past. It was said many 
years ago that '" cabbage could not be grown in 
the Darling Down!l, the exprGssion was historical, 
but they proved every clay that more and more 
could be grown in the colony. A few years ago 
people laughed at the idea ·of growing maize 
bevoncl the Downs, but it was now grown at 
Roma, and further away. The proposed increase 
was not a large one, it could hardly be called a 
protective duty, and he was confident that it 
would result in a very large benefit to the colony 
generally. 

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

AYEs, 37. 
Sir 1\ 1\fcilwraith, l\Ic~srs. ltiorehead, Donaldson, 

Nelson, Black, Pattison, O'Sullintn, Archer, 1\Inrphy, 
O'Connell, Hodgkinson, Hunter, :.\:Incrossan, Smith, 
Paul, Philp, I)almcr, Sayers, Smyth, Lissner, Cannon, 
Dalrymple, Goldring, Cowley, Little, G. II. Jones, 
Cm·field, J\fc31astcr, w-imb1e, rnmack, \Yatson, Adarns, 
Dunsmure, Crombie, Stevcnson, Rees It. Jones, and 
Hamilton. 

NoEs, 28. 
Sir S. \V. Griffith, I\ff'ssrs. Rutleclgc, E .. T. Stcvcns, 

Plunkctt, Glasscy, Grirnes, Salkeld, Perkins, North, 
l1attersby, 1\:Iacfarlane, Allan, 1\Iorgan, J.Iurray, Powers, 
r.l'ozer, Campbell, Annear, Agnew, Bncldand, 1\lcllor, 
W. Stephcns, Luya, II:rnc, Isambcrt, Groom, Drake, and 
Barlow. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
Mr. STEVENS moved that the word "chaff" 

be omitted with the view of inserting it in the 
next line. He said some of the arguments used 
outside the House against increasing the cln~y 
on hay were to the effect that the hay grown m 
the colony was too coarse to use as hay, but 
that woulil not apply to chaff. Some of the hay 
th<tt was cut into chaff and sold in the other 
colonies was quite as coarse as that grown here. 
He must appeal again to hon. members to give the 
agriculturists something like a little encourage· 
ment. The whole legislation of Queensland ever 
since it had been a separate colony was to induce 
people to come from all parts of the world and 
settle as farmers upon the soil. What had 
always been the cry of their politicians-from 
the highest down to the smallest? Always the 
same thing-" Induce people to settle on the 
land." And what was to become of them? 
Were they all to become miners and cattle or 
sheep growers? That might be the view of some 
hon members, but he ho]Jed it was not in accord
ance with the wishes of most of them. 'l'hey 
had had lately something like a manifest,:, 
delivered from the North, to the effect 
that they should go on growing cattle and 
sheep and digging up minerals. That cry might 
have done many years ago, but he hoped it iH"LS 

not one that would satisfy the people now. He 
did not believe it would. He wished to encou· 
rage the farmers of the colony in every legitimate 
way, and considering that our climate was 
inferior in some respects to that of Victoria, how 
could they expect them to compete successfully 
ag,<in8t the Victorian and New South vV ales 
producers without giving thern any assistance at 
all? In some of the divisions that had taken 
place since the tariff had been under discussion 
they had seen some extraordinary anomalies. 
They had seen hon. members who had entered 
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the House as ad vacates of the strongest protec
tive measures-not moderate protectionists, but 
out-and-out protectionists-voting very much in 
a freetrade way. They found hon. members who 
had pledged themelves to vote for increases in 
the tariff, when it came to the point voting dead 
again8t the very things they themselves prt;posed. 
·what sort of protectionists were they? ·what sort 
of legislators were they? \Vhat sort of colonists 
were they? They had crept into the House 
under the guise of being protectionbts, and then 
where were their principles? There wem some 
members who had a set purpose and stuck to it 
hard and fast, without regard to what the effect 
might be upon any other portion of the colony 
but their own. 

An HoxourtAJ3LE ME>IBEH: It would not suit 
you. 

Mr. STEVENS said it would not, and such 
a policy never would suit him. They lived 
in an age of progress, ~tnd he hoped that 
he would take ad vantage of it and keep on 
enlarging his ideas and being educated, and 
not get into a narrow groove and decline 
to come out of it. He had sp<Jken with 
some heat ; he did not apolcgi",e for it. He 
had spoken strnngly be<'::mse he felt strongly. 
He had always credited hon. members with being 
worth the value of their word, and he felt 
disgusted when he found that they were not. 
'rhat might be taken as applying to some hon. 
members to whom he did not refer at ttll. Some 
of them had agreed that certain duties should be 
raised, but afterwal'ds said, "\V e cannot go so far 
as that, and we won't." But there were others who 
had given no explanation at all, who had not 
spoken a word in defence of the flag under which 
they got into the House-namely, protection. 

Mr. ANNI<iAR said he thought they were 
hurrying through the tariff too quickly £~!to
gether. He was sure that a grettt number of 
members on the Government side, and some on 
the Opposition side of the Committee, could not 
have understood the effect of the last division; 
that was, if any reliance was to be plnced nn 
their utterances when they ttppeared before the 
public, and especially before their constituents 
from time to time. He su]Jposed it would be 
considered a piece of presumption on his part 
to criticise the conduct of any man, but it 
was part of their duty to criticise the conduct 
of their public men. Their public utterances 
became public property. Take th'' great his
torian, the hon. the senior member for Fortitude 
Valley. ·why, throughout the late electiun his 
first word was always "protection "-protec
tion for everything and every person in the 
oolony. Then as to the hon. member for Victoria 
-he begged the hon. gentlermm's pardon
for Barcoo, he had always thought that 
hon. member was a consiotent protectionist. 
The last division would answer that. The 
senior member for Fortitude Valley-the leader 
of the protectionists who supported the Govern
ment-had not carried out hi", pledges to 
his constituents. l\Iany other protective mem
bers had not carried out the pledges they had 
made to their constituents before they were 
returned. If the farmers had the same' season 
this year as they had had last year, they would be 
forced to sell good lucerne hay and good uaten 
hay in the Brisbane market for £2 per ton. He 
had come down the line on J\Ionday with a 
gentleman mtmed Mr. Beresford Hudson, who 
had stated that this season he had got 600 tons 
of hay, which it would ]>ay him to send to 
Brisbane in bales, or cut up into chaff, if they 
had a good season; but if the season were 
like the last he would have to let it lie on 
the ground and rot. The junior member for 
Fortitude Valley, Mr. McMaster, would never 

see anything, except in his own particular way
and that was to go to the Roma-street market, 
and combine with the ring there to buy everything 
they could as cheap as possible, and sell it as 
dear as they could. He did not think the hon. 
member for Logan, who was a gentlemen who 
wtts highly respected by all, had any need to 
apologise; and he (Mr. Annear) wonld not 
apologis~ for what he said or did. He should 
fail in his duty if he did not stand up and 
expre"s his opinion as to the conduct of those who 
had pledged themselves as staunch protectionists 
-he refened particularly to the senior member 
for Fortitude Valley, Mr. vVatson, who was now 
in his seat, and the hon. member for Barcoo. He 
had looked on those gentlemen as staunch friends 
in that matter, and he should like to know what 
had occurred since last night to change the 
minds of those hon. gentlemen. Something 
must have taken place to cause the sudden 
change. He hoped the hon. members who had 
pledged themselves to the different electorates 
to support a protective policy, would make that 
last division a record of what their words were 
worth. He thought they should pause before 
they went on, as the last division had done 
an injury to the most oppressed class of people 
in the colony-the farmers-and one which 
it would take many years to retrieve. If 
there were one thing in the tariff more than 
another that he thought every hon. member 
should have supported, it was the proposition to 
put a duty of £1 per ton on hay at the very least. 
Hon. members might say it would make no 
difference to them, but that divioion would show 
the people of the cc,]ony what their word was 
worth. Why, the ink was scarcely dry on the 
paper by which hon. members pledged themselves, 
if returned, to support a protective tariff. 

Mr. \VIMBLE srtid that as a Northern mem
ber who had been returned, pledged tosupportpro
tection, he wished to say that he should exercise 
his own judgment as to what amount of protection 
he would votefor. Hethoughtl5s. a ton on hay was 
sufficient protection for the farmers. It had been 
remarked that hon. members were not studying 
the question of pTotection generally, so much as 
the wants of their own constituencies. Now, he 
did not hesitate to say that he was quite prepared 
to stand to his pledges, but at the same time he 
would exercise his own judgment in voting upon 
the tariff, and not consider whether it was free
trade or protection, while at the same time he 
would consider whether it was favourable to his 
own constituents. Every hon. member had a 
right to vote according to his convictions without 
being twitted for doing so. 

Mr. MURPHY said the hon. member for 
Maryborough had given him an alias, and so he 
might as well give the hon. gentleman one. 
He might call him the "hon. member for 
J\Iessrs. John vValker and Co.," or some other 
iron foundry in Maryborough. 

Mr. HYNE: Just the reverse! 
Mr. MURPHY said it was a much better title 

for that hon. gentleman than the "hon. member 
for Maryborough." It struck him that ever since 
he (Mr. Murphy) had had a seat in Parliament 
the hon. gentleman had done nothing but look 
after the interests of some l\fary borough firm. 
\Vith regrtrd to his (Mr. Murphy's) action in the 
tariff, his constituents would not take any more 
notice of the hon. member's utterances than of 
the idle wind that blew. He was not there as a 
delegate, but as a representative, and an inde
pendent one ; and so far as his judgment on the 
tariff was concerned, he could vote as he thought 
tit, but he was not going to vote according to .the 
dictates of any hon. member on the other s1de, 
and he was sure he would have the approbation 
of his constituents-he was not afraid of that, 
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Mr. ANNEAR said he was sorry he had 
offended the hon. member. 

Mr. MURPHY: Not in the least. 

Mr. ANNEAR said he would takethatoppor
tunity of a~suring the hon. gentleman that when 
he went to Maryborongh, before the general 
election, his progran1me wa~ very clear, and every 
managing member of the firm· of John \Valker 
and Co. lmd recorded their votes against him. 

Mr. MURPHY: What base inll'ratitude ! 

Mr. STEVENSON: What about the secrecy 
of the ballot-box? 

Mr. ANNEAR said that to let the hon. 
gentleman see he was not a delegate of that firm, 
he would mention that he had told those gentle
men before the election took place he would 
prefer them to vote against him, after the way 
they had acted. They had all voted against 
him, and the result was that he was returned 
by a majority of 257 votes over a gentleman who 
had formerly held a very high position in Par
liament. 

Mr. UNMACK said they might jnstas well go 
back to the point at issue-whether they should 
put a duty of 20s. or 15s. on chaff. As one who 
voted for the lower duty on hay, he had done so 
with the conviction that he was doing the right 
thing, because there were hundreds of working 
men who could not keep the one or two horses 
they owned if a heavier duty was imposed ; but, 
on the other hand, there was one point to which 
he wished to draw the attention of those who 
were ready to give extreme protection to the 
fn,rmers. \Vhilst they had had a duty of 10s. a 
ton previously, it was now proposed to increa~e 
that by 50 per cent .. , and another point was that 
all along they had had additional protection, 
because no hay could be brought into the colony 
without further protection to the extent of 
at least 17s. 6d. a ton-that was in the 
shape of freight, wharfage, and expenses. He 
was putting it at the lowest possible figure, 
although he helievlild it was nearer £1 per ton. 
17s. Gel. surely in itself was sufficient protection 
for an industry if it were worth cultivating at 
all, and 15s. added to that would certainly be 
more than ample for all requirements. The hon. 
member for .Maryborough, l\1r. Annear, had 
stated that hay hn,d been sold in the Brisbane 
market last year at £2 per ton. If th>tt was so, 
all he (Mr. Unmaclc) could say was that it must 
have been of such a quality that it was not 
worth more, because at the same time hay Wets 
sold at a much higher figure. Of course they 
could not expect to get the same price for a 
cotton coat as for a silk coat; good quality 
would always find its price. They were perfectly 
well able to produce as good an article in 
(.,lueensland as anywhere else, and, if they 
did not spoil it in the making, they would 
receive as good a price for it as for the 
imported article. They all had to pay for their 
experience; but if they could produce a good 
article they would command a fair market price. 
There was only one doubt he had as to how 
he should vote if the question came to a division, 
whether the duty was to be 20s. or 15s. At 
present he was inclined to support the proposal 
of the Treasurer, but there was a large amount 
of labour employed in the production of chaff, 
in cutting it up, and that had to be tab~n into 
consideration. 

The COLON'IAL SECRETARY: Very little. 

Mr. UNMACK: If hon. members repre
senting farming districts could set him at rest 
upon that point he should vote for the 20s. duty. 

Mr. STEVENSON said he hoped the hon. 
member would vote in accordance with his 
speech which he did not do when thA duty on 
candle~ was before the Committee. Upon that 
occasion the hon. member distinctly stated that 
he would support the TrP.'1Surer in the 2d. duty, 
and in the end he equally as distinctly voted 
against it. He was surprised to hear the hon. 
member for Logan talking about hon. members 
speaking one way and voting a':other. A few 
nights ago, when the duty upon J'.'':-s W','S ;:mder 
discussion the leader of the Oppm1twn d1stmctly 
told the Committee that he would vote against 
any increase in the duty upon that article, 
because he considered jams were necessaries to 
lmshmen in the country, and yet he distinctly 
voted the opposite way. In the same way the 
hon. membm· for Toowong spoke in favour of the 
Treasurer's propo;al in regard to candles, and 
then voted the other way. In regard to the 
matter brmwht up by the hon. member for 
Logan, he (.:\lr. Stevenson) consic~ered t)le farmers 
had received very great consrderatr~n under 
the tariff, and had had every concesswn made 
to them that possibly could be made. He was 
not a protectionist himself, but he recogn!sed 
that a certain amount of money had to be rmsed 
for the purpose of revenue, and he would rather 
impose taxes upon articles they could produce in 
the colony than upon those they could nnt. 
Hon members were ready to exclaim "Hear, 
hear " and then vote in · the opposite way to 
which they thns led the Committee to expect. 
They seemed to try and make the tariff a party 
question. 

Mr. UNMACK said he merely wished to 
explain his vote in connection with the duty 
upon candles. He expressed his willingness to 
vote for the pr<lposal of 2d. upon candles when 
there was no lower proposal before the Com
mittee; but when he found there was a lower pro
posal he felt called upon to support it. 

Mr. ALLAN said there appeared to be some 
doubt as to the ability of the colony to produce 
chaff sufficient for its own consumption, so he 
wonld refer to the Registrar-General's statistics 
on the subject. In the year 1886 they were able 
to grow 75,000 tons of hay; but last year there 
was not so much. Still the colony was able to 
produce sufficient for its own consumption, and 
those hon. members who went up to Killarney last 
week were able to see the amount of ha~· there 
was in that district. There were thousands of tons 
stacked there, but it did not pay to bring it 
do'.vn. He had seen the account sales come 
back to some of his constituents, and some of 
them were even brought in in debt. He did not 
wish to cast any aspersions upon the merchants 
in Brisbane; but the farmers had found it neces
sary to band themselves together and start a 
co-operative association and a store in Brisbane, 
in order to get a fair price for their produce. 
He used that hay, and had never seen any of it 
that was not equal to the average that came 
from the other colonies. He hoped that all hon. 
members who did not care much about the 
matter of hay wonld vote for the duty on chaff, 
as it would give great encouragement to the 
farmers. 

Mr. M ORGAN said that appeared to be about 
the last item upon which the farmers could place 
any hope of getting relief under that tariff. It 
was all y,Jrv well for h<m. members to say 
farmers hacl' been particuhrly well treated in 
that tariff, as the hon. member for Clermont had 
said. It was clear that, if the farmers received 
50 per cent. of protection, they were to be 
taxed 100 per cent. more upon articles they 
consumed than they were paying at present. 
The fact remained that the farmers hereafter 
would be in a very little better position than they 
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were at present if the tariff were passed in its 
present form, ani! the so-called policy of protec
tion would not have benefited them at all. 
l'IIembcrs who called themselves "Oppor
tnnists"-who would not call themselves protec
tionist,, or freetrarlers-argaed that they would 
support the protection of certain items upon the 
tariff, on the ground that revenue was required, 
and that they ought to give encouragement to the 
articles that could be produced in the colony. 
There were other articles taxed because their 
manufacture in the colony would give employ
ment to a large number of people. The hon. Colo
nial Secretary interjected a few minutes previously 
that a very f<•w people were employed in the 
manufacture of chaff. He could tell that hon. 
gentleman that there were a considerable number 
of men employed in that way, and not only 
hum11!1 beings, but a large nun1ber of horses and 
a large amount of machinery. Seeing that last 
year they only imported 4,000 tons of hay and 
chaff, and the consumption throughout the colony 
was 55,000 or GO,OOO tons, no great hardship 
would be inflicted upon consumers by imposing an 
extrlt 5s. per ton duty. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Then you 
do not want protection at all. 

Mr. MORGAN said he had stated that the 
quantity of chaff imported into the colony laHt 
year was small, and hon. members had laughed 
because they thought that was an argument more 
in favour of the present tax than of an increase; 
but the quantity of chaff and hay imported last 
year was below the average importation of those 
articles, and for the reason that last year 
they had a very bad hay season all over Australia, 
and, consequently, the prices ruled high in the 
Brisbane market as well as elsewhere. The fact 
that the prices ruled high enabled the Downs 
farmers to place upon the market not only the 
produce of last year, but the surplus produce 
held over for two or three years previous. If 
that had not been the case the importations 
would have kept out of the market the larg-e stocks 
held on the Darling Downs and as near Brisbane 
as Toowoomba. It was not a right state of things 
that the men settled upon the land" of the 
colony and producing crops should be cut out 
of their own market by imported articles. It 
wa'i all very well for some members to say they 
had sufficient protection already, but the facts 
were against that. Under the old tariff of 10s. 
they were not sufficiently protected, and could not 
rely upon the Brisbane market as a regular mar
ket, nor did he think they could under a tariff of 
15s. per ton, though he was pretty sure they could 
with a tariff of 20s. per ton. The hon. member for 
Toowong pointed out that in addition to the duty 
the imported article had to pay freight, and light, 
and wharf clues, and one thing and another, 
but the local article against that had to pay 
railage and commission charges. 

Mr. UNMACK: So has the other. 
Mr. MORGAN said he did not think the 

imported article had to pay to anything like the 
same extent. 

Mr. UNMACK : The rai!Rge is only 13s. 9d. 
Mr. MORGAN said it was a good deal more 

than that from many parts of his district, and if 
the hon. member had seen some account sales 
rendered to the farmers he would see that the 
charges were out of all proportion to the price 
realised for the produce. 

Mr. U:0!MACK : Five per cent. 
Mr. MORGAN said that in some ca,ses they 

amounted to 75 per cent. No doubt whatever, 
the local producers had a solid grievance against 
many middlemen in Brisbane, as the charges 
were in many cases most exorbitant. 

Mr. BUCKLAND: Not as much as 75 per 
cent. 

Mr. MORGAN said that in some cases the 
charges were even more than 75 per cent., and 
he had known instances in which they were over 
100 per cent., and the account sales brought the 
farmer in on the debit side of the ledger. He 
believed there was no doubt also that some of the 
retailers in Brisbane took advantage of the pre
judice that existed against the local article, 
and having bought it, retail0d it at the price 
realised by the imported article. So that the 
profit, which of right belonged to the producers, 
went into the pockets of the middlemen. 
The fact remained, that the imported article 
had hitherto competed successfully against them 
in their own market, while the returns of produc
tion showed that if encouraged to the extent 
they asked, the producers would be able to supply 
the demands of the colony themselves. If that 
could be brought about as had been shown, 
cutting chaft in the colony would ensure the 
employment of large numbers of horses, a great 
deal of machinery, and large numbers of men and 
boys ; for hay could be grown in almost all parts 
of the colony. It was not too much to ask that 
the people should bear the little additional 
impost of 5s. beyond what the Government made 
themselves responsible for. He hoped the 
amendment would be carried, as it would be of 
the greatest benefit to a large industry deserving 
of encourag-ement. 

Mr. PLUNKETT said that as the representa
tive of a farming constituency he would support 
the amendment. He had been growing hay for 
the past twenty years, and he ltlways found, 
on taking his produce to market in Brisbane, 
that, owing to the large importations of similar 
produce, after he had disposed of his produce he 
generally returned about as poor a man as he had 
come up. One drawback to the hay he used to 
take tn market was, that the land being humid 
the hay grew strong, and did not find as ready a 
sale as the finer hay from the South, hut for cut
ting into chaff no hay from the South surpassed it. 
Anyone who went to the Nerang show could see 
the' excellent quality of the hay grown in the 
district. Hon. members representing mining 
constituencies were chiefly those who opposed 
the increase ; but in opposing the small increase 
asked for, he thought they were acting very 
much against the best interests of their consti
tuents. Many miners in the fllture, if not at 
the present time, would be glad to see their 
sons and daughters ''ettled on the land if 
they found that it paid ; and he thought 
that any action the Committee might take 
to enable people to settle on the land at a profit 
would be the best thing they could do. He 
intended to vote for the present and other 
increases, because he believed they would tend 
materially to increase close settlement on the 
land, which was a most desirable thing to bring 
about. 

Mr. COWLEY sn.id it was the opinion of the 
hon. member for \V arwick that a duty of 15s, 
per ton would not protect the local farmers 
against the Southern colonies. According to the 
hrm. member for Cunning-ham, :Mr. Allan, with 
the duty of 10s. per ton, 50,000 tons of hay were 
grown 1n the colony aud 4,000 tons imported ; 
and he p,Jr. Cowley) thought tha~ a duty o~ 15.s. 
per ton would be ample protectwn, bearmg m 
mind that the 4,000 tons imported went almost 
entirely to theN orth, and did not compete with 
the local growers. The mm,nber for \V arwick 
also stated that the farmers suffered a great deal 
through the action of the middlemen, but was it 
fair that all consumers should be taxed to pay 
the middlemen? If the grievance existed the 
farmers should remedy it themselves, because no 
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amount of protection would do it. It would not 
be fair to increase the duty beyond the Trea
surer's proposal, and, in the interests of the 
North, he should vote against the amendment. 

Mr. \V ATSON said he happened to be out of 
the Chamber when the hon. member for J\Iary
borough referred to him as a protectioni,t. He 
was a protectionist to the letter. His furniture 
wa.~ all made in Brisbane ; one of his buggies 
was made by Ballantyne, of South Brisbane, and 
the other by McLean, of Elizabeth street. Could 
the hon. member for :iYiaryborough say the same? 

Mr. ANNEAR: Yes. 
Mr. \V ATSON said he doubted it. When 

addressing his constituents he tolcl them that he 
was a protectionist, but he was not going to foster 
any indmtry against the interests of the working 
men. He considered that if the duty on hay and 
chaff were increased the workmen of :Fortitude 
Valley-the cabmen and draymen-wol'lld be 
the greatest sufferers. They were getting at the 
present time from lls. to 1h. Gel. per day, and 
when 7s. came out of that for the men there was 
not much left for the horses to live on. He 
considered it was unworthy of the hon. member 
for Maryborough to attrtck an hon. member 
during his absence; he always looked U!Jon the 
h?n. member as an upright gentleman. He 
did not go about trying to -,ell freetrade 
goods. \Vhen he was building the wharves at 
South Brisbane, he could have saved £350 by 
getting tin:ber from Sydney, but he preferred 
to spend his money where he earned it. He 
would spend it in Queensland to the best of 
his ability, as he was a protectionist to the 
backbone. 

Mr. SA YERS said he was a moderate 
protectionist, and a mod er ate protectionist only ; 
and he mtended to vote for the 15s. per ton, his 
reason being, as stated by the hon. member for 
Herbert, that nearly all the imported hay and 
chaff weut North. At the present time all the 
articles on which the duty had been increased 
were at famine prices ; and small settlers 
who kept horses and cattle were at their wits' 
end to find money to keep their animals alive. 
He did not think it would be fair to increase the 
duty beyond the amount proposed by the Trea
surer. Of course, he would rather see it left as 
it was before, but they would have to do the hest 
they could. 

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

AYEs, 40. 
Sir T. l\Icilwraith, l\Iessrs. 11Iorchmtd, l\Iacrossan, 

Black, ~-el.5on, Donaldson, Pattison, Hamilton, Paul, 
Hodgkinson, O'Sullivan, Archer, O'Connell, Smith, Philp, 
Palmer, Gannon, Da.lrymple, Goldrmg. Lissner, Cowley, 
Little, G. H. Jones, Corfie!d, Smyth, Mc~Iastcr, vnmblc, 
Luya, Hunter, Ap;ncw, 'Sa:rers, Unmack, Ariams, Lyons, 
Roes It. Jones, \Vatson, Dnnsmure, Orombic, Stcvenson, 
and :\furphy. 

NoJ>~s, 27. 
Sir S. 1Y. Griffith, 1\:Tessrs. Jordan, Gla&sey, Barlow, 

Dralm, Plunkett., Stevens, Grimes, Salkeld, l)erkins, 
Allan, l\iacfarlane, ::Uorgan, Pmvers, Batters by, ~furray, 
Campbell, Annear, Bucldand, rrozer, l\Iellor, Foxton, 
Hync, Isambert, Groom, lVorth, and Stcphons. 

Question resolved in the affirmative, and 
paragraph put and passed. 

The COLONIAL TREASUHER moved
That there he raised, levied, collc't:ted, and paid on

Cement, per barrel, 2s.; door« (wood), each 4s.; sashes, 
per pair, 4'~.; and iron tanks, each Ss. 

QueRtion put and passed. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER, in moving
That there be raised, levied, collected, anrl paitl on-

Castor oil, Chinese oil, cod liver oil, and colza oil 
{in bulk), per gallon, ls.; and mineral oils, an<l all 
other oils not otherwise enumerated (except perfumed 
oils), and turpentine, per gallon, Od.-

said he intended to move an amendment on 
that. He had omitted neatsfoot oil and linseed 
oil, which he proposed to put in the first para
graph. He proposed also to put a duty of 5 per 
cent. on linseecl and castor seed, lmt that would 
come on afterwctrds. His reason for that was 
that he hrtcl been assnred by men in the trade 
thttt if those articles--which might be considered 
raw material--were allowed in free, the conse
quence would be that they would have mills 
established in the colony for the purpose of 
manufacturing oil. Of course, that would be 
a very importnnt industry, and it was very 
importnnt too, in viewofthocontingency of cotton
growing becoming to some extent an industry of 
the colony_ There wa• nothing that would 
contribute more to the success of that than 
having- the cotton seeds utilised for the purpose 
of nutking oil. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRil<':FITH: What 
will the duty be on cotton oil ? Sixpence per 
gallon? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said it was 
a different oil from any of those enumerated in 
the first paragraph, and would come in at Gel. 
per gallon under the second paragraph. 

Mr. PHILP said he hoped the Premier would 
see his way to make a reduction on castor oil, 
as the proposed duty would be equal to an 
increase of 75 per cent. Castor oil was not made 
in the colony; it was admitted free into New 
South \Vales. Yictoria only imposed a duty of 
Gd., and large quantities were used here for 
machinery purposes. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he had 
met that by proposing to put castor-seed on the 
5 per cent. ad valorem list. 

Mr. ISAJ\IBEUT said cotton-seed oil was 
very nearly the same as Chinese oil, and was 
chiefly used in the manufacture of soft soap, and 
in its relined state w~s used for adulterating olive 
oil. It could be very justly classed amtmg the 
oils enumerated in the 1st paragraph. 

Mr. GRIMES said he might mention that 
castor oil was largely used for lubricating 
machinery, and the tariff upon it might very 
well be rcclu~ed. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said it was well known that 
the castor oil plant grew with great facility in 
Queensbml, and if protected it could very well 
be cultivated, and the oil manufactured. Up to 
the present time the plant had been cultivated 
more as a curiosity than anything else. 

The COLONIAL TllEASURER said in 
order to carry out his proposal he would move 
that the word "and " be omitted in the 1st 
para.gra.ph. 

Mr. PHILP said the Colonial Treasurer might 
consider that the freight on castor oil seed would 
Le three times as heavy as the freight upon the oil, 
and there would, therefore, be no chance of 
importing· the seed. He would like to know if 
castor oil was made in the colony now. 

The COLONIAL TREASUREll: No. 
Mr. PHILP said the castor oil plant grew 

here like a weed, but they had not the labour to 
cultivate it. 

The COLONIAL SECUETARY said the 
import list showed that 28,000 gallons of castor 
oil came from India, and about two-thirds of the 
oil used-namely, 45,000-came from New South 
\Vales. · 

l\Tr. AGNE\V said the duty on castor oil 
would not be a tax on the working n1an. lie 
used castor oil probably as much as any man in 
the Committee, as within the last ten weeks the 
company he represented had used tts much as 
fifty gallons of the oil. His attention had been 
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drawn to the fact that a local manufactory 
claimed to be able to sell an oil answering all the 
purposes for which castor oil was used at even a 
less cost than castor oil. He had tried it, and 
found it to answer the purpose admirably. He 
saw no reason why he should vote for the 
removal of the duty of 1s. per gallon, and, as one 
of those most interested, he should vote for the 
retention of the duty. 

Question-That the word proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the paragraph-put and 
negatived. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER moved that 
the words "neatsfoot oil, linseed oil, and other 
vegetable oils," be inserted after the word "oil.'' 

Mr. WIMBLE said there was an effort made 
some years ago, in Victoria, tomanufacturelinseed 
oil from the raw seed, and although a heavy pro· 
tective duty was imposed to encourage that indus· 
try, it had to be abandontd. One of the principal 
reason., for that was, that the manufacturers of 
linseed oil in Engl::tnd had the advantage of being 
able to sell the refuse-he referred to the oil
cake. In England they sold the oilcake for stall
feeding purposes, but in Victoria the loss was so 
great, through not being able to sell the oilcake, 
that they were unable to estttblish the manufac
ture of linseed oil-a profitable invec;tment. He 
knew of several industries that were dependent 
upon obtaining raw linseed oil. He himself had 
previously had occasion to use it for manu
facturing purposes to the extent of from 800 to 
1,000 gallons a month, so that he was speak
ing with some authority on the subject; and he 
was satisfied that if a duty of 1s. per gallon was 
imposed it would have the effect of preventing 
the establishment of several industries in Queens
land which otherwise would probably be started at 
an early date. He referred to the manufacture of 
printing materials as one of them. Linseed oil 
was largely used in the manufacture of varnishes 
for carriage works, also by painters, and he thought 
it woulcl be very much bettertomakethe dutyGd., 
the same ttS it was in Victoria. By imposing 1s. 
they would prevent the establishment of several 
industries that would otherwise be established 
here. He hoped the Premier would take the 
matter into consideration. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said 6d. per 
gallon was the duty imposed on linseed oil in 
Victoria, and the manufacture of the article there 
fell through, in the first place, because the duty 
was not 1s., and in the next, because there was 
no outlet at that time for the oilcake. But there 
was a market for the oilcake now, and he 
thought the duty proposed a fair one. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
added be so added-put and pas,ed. 

Mr. BUCKLAND said, in reference to 
mineral oils, there was an oil imported from the 
Southern colonies called "brick oil," which was 
largely use by brickmakers and in pottery works. 
The cost in the Southern colonies was about 4d. 
per gallon, and if an import duty of Gd. per 
gallon was imposed it would effectually shut the 
article out of Queensland markets. He would 
suggest that it should come under the H per cent. 
ad valm·ern duty. He was not aware that 
kerosene shale hc.cl yet been found in payable 
quantities in the colony, and as the proposed 
duty would be a great hardship upon brick and 
pottery manufacturers, he thought the matter 
was worthy of consideration by the Colonial 
Treasurer. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he had 
had a communication from a brick factory down 
the river to the effect that a certain kind of oil 
got from Sydney was used for oiling their 
moulds. The amount used was not very con-

siderable ; he did not know whether it was th 
only oil that could be used for the purpose, and 
saw no reason to alter the proposed duty. 

Mr. BUCKLAND sn,id he did not say it was 
the only oil that could be L!secl ~or the _Purpose, 
but he had been in the hab1t of m1portmg 1t for 
one of the brick factories in the Brisbane dis
trict, and if a duty of Gd. per gallon ':'ere placed 
upon it, it would close the market agamst 1t. 

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

The COLONIAL TREASURER moved
That there be raisr.d, levied, and collected on
Sarsaparilla and bitters, if containing not more than 

25 per cent. of proof spirit-per gallon, 6s. 
Sarsaparilla and bitters, if containing more than 25 

per cent. of proof spirit-per gallon, 12s. 
Question put and passed. 
The COLONIAL TREASURER moved
'l'hat there be raised, levied, and collectodon-V\Theat, 

6d. per bushel. 
He said he would take that item by itself, 
because it was one that had exercised him 
perhaps more than any other item in the 
tariff. In the first place, he might say that he 
had had numerous communications from millers, 
not only in this colony but in the other colonies, 
who stn,tecl that if a duty of £1 per ton were put 
on flour they would start mills in all the centres of 
population ri"ht off; and he believed they would 
have done so~ However, gauging public opinion 
on the question, he thought he should have made 
a mistake if he had proposed a duty of £1 per ton 
on flour That the effect of such a tax would 
ha ye be~n for the good of the colony he believe<;!, 
but, at the same time, he admitted that pubhc 
opinion was against him on that matter ; there
fore, he hac! not proposed an import.duty on flour. 
On the matter of the duty of Gel. on wheat he had 
had other communications from the millers, who 
said that if the 6d. were taken off the wheat 
they would start ~our-mills on the_ sea coast in 
Queensland ; and 1f they started m1lls on the sea 
coast of course the result would be that they 
would compete strongly with the Adelaide 
millers, and they would open a market at the 
same time for the wheat-growers in the colony. 
~i.Vhere they had those flour-mills at work 
there would always be an invitation to men to 
grow the wh8at in the colony. He, therefore, 
would adhere to that duty of 6cl. on wheat, 
althour;;h he must ::tdmit that he would not be 
sorry to be defeated on it, as he believed 
it was a mist,.,ke. Of course, some people 
miaht think it would injure those men who 
had established the industry on the Darling 
Downs. He had consulted some of those, and 
they thouaht with him, that the difficulty they 
would ha ;e \~ould be to keep their mills going if 
they were confined to colonial wheat, but that if 
they cQulcl get the imported wheat it would acid 
to the value of the industry. There appeared to 
be no strong opinion against it by thoce persons 
most directly interested in it, so he thought the 
duty had better be left off. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
was very much disposed to . agree ':'ith the 
Colonial Treasurer. He beheved w1th that 
hon. gentleman that the duty_ of £1 ':" ton 
on flour would not actually ra1se the pnce of 
bread and that it would give rise to the establish
ment' of a great many flour-mills in the colony. 
Public opinion, however, would not stand that 
yet. \Vith respect to the duty on wheat, that 
was an anomaly. He believed Queensland 
was the only country in the world :vhere the 
manufactured article, flour, was ad1mtted free, 
while the raw product, wheat, was forced to 
pay a duty. That anomaly, he believed, h~d 
arisen in 1870 by accident. He had before hun 
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a list of the tariffs on wheat and flour of various 
countries in the world. In the case of Turkey 
and Egypt the duty on flour and wheat was 
the sarne ; in Turkey there VNlS an ad ~!nloreul
of 8 per cent., and in Egypt 7 per cent. 
In New South \Vales both were free; hut in 
every other case the mmmfactnred article paid 
more than the raw article. In Hussia wheat was 
admitted free, while flour paicl a duty of ls. 
2±d. per cwt.; in Norway, wheat paicll!;d. per 
cwt., flour S~d. ; in Germany, wheat ls. Gfcl., 
flour 3s. 9~d. ; in France, whf!:tJt 2s. O!cl., flour 3s. 
3d.; in Portugal, wheat 2s. 3~d., flour 3s. 8~c1.; 
in Spain, wheat ls. Sfd., flour 3s. S~d.; in Italy, 
wheat 6~d., flour ls. l~d. ; in Austt·ia, wheat Gel., 
flour ls. 6~d.; in Switzerland, wheat l~d., flour 
Gd. ; in Greece, wheat 38s. 4£d., flour 7Gs. 9~cl. ; in 
Turkey both wheat and flour paid an cul valorem 
of 8 per cent. ; in Egypt there was an ad vrdorr m 
of 7 per cent. on both; in Roumania wheat 
was admitted free, while flour paid' a duty 
of 4s, 10/;d. per cwt. ; in the United States 
wheat os: lO~d. per qr., flour 20 per cent. 
ad valm·em; in Cuba, wheat Gs. S~d., flour 
9s. ll~d. ; in Porta Rica, whe;tt ls. S~d., 
flour 5s. 2~d. ; in Mexico, wheat lO.s. 7 d., flonr 
23s. 3d. ; in Brazil wheat was admitted free, 
flour ls. ftd.; in New South \Vales, wheat free, 
flour free; in Victoria, wheat 2s. per lOO lbs., 
flour 2s. per lOO lbs. ; in South Aubtralia both 
were the same as in Victoria ; in \V estern Ans
tralia, wheat 4d. per 60 lhs., flour 20s. per 2,000 
lhs. ; in Tasmania, wheat 10tl. per lOO lbs., flour 
h. per 100 lhs.; in New Zealand, wheat !Jd. per 
lOO lbs., flour ls. per 100 lbs. ; in Queemland alone 

·there was the anomaly-wheat od. per 60 lbs., flour 
free ; in Cape of G.>od Hope, wheat ls. per 100 
lhs., flour 3s. 6d. per lOO lhs. ; in Canada, wheat 
7!Jd. per GO lbs., flour 2s. ld. per 200 lbs. He 
thought it would be a good thing to leave the 
duty on flour off, and he regretted that public 
opinion was not sufficiently far advanced. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY said he 
was very glad to find that public opinion had not 
gone so far as the leader of the Opposition 
wished it to go, and he was glad to find that the 
Colonial Treasurer was of the mme opinion. He 
would he very glad to see that duty on wheat 
removed, and he should vote for that-but from 
a very different reason to that given by the two 
gentlemen who hacl spoken. He would vote for 
the removal of that duty in the interests of 
what was called the working man. He w~s per
fectly certain that if that duty were removed the 
farmers on the Darling Downs would suffer, but 
the general community would benefit. \V hat did 
they find at the other end of the world? They 
found the farmers of :England clamouring for a 
duty on wheat. They wanted a duty put on the 
imported article to enable 'them to procluce 
enough corn to supply, at let<st in 1mrt, Great 
Britain. The commerce of America, and the 
resources of America, would he almost crippled 
by putting on a duty, while that duty would 
only benefit the rabid protectionists of Great 
Britain-men who went in for protection in a 
form that would never exist in that island. \Yhat 
would be the effect of taking that duty off wheat? 
It would result in flour-mills being- established in 
the coast towns. Those flnnr-mills woulcl not use 
the wheat grown on the J)arling Do,vns, bec.--:_use 
-and he did not think even the most rabid 
Darling Downist would assert the contrary
the wh.:at grown on the Darling Do\vns 'vas llot 
so good for gristing purposes as the flour grown in 
South Australia. It might he as good for use in 
the coast towns, hut in the interior it would 
not keep like Adelaide flour, as it could not 
stand the climate. It was no use hon. members 
contradicting him, because he spoke from his 
own knowledge. He did not care how many 
bushels the Darling,Downs might. produce to the 

1888-2 I 

acre-that was not the question at all. The wheat 
produced there when made into flour would not 
keep in the \V estern districts like Adelaide flour. 
Thev would have to grow a hardier and 
stronger grain befure it could compete with 
Adelaide flour. He did not object to having 
those mills in the co::tst towns, but he should 
vote for the removal of that impost. They 
would also have to look for a considerable loss 
a'' reganled the duty on bran and pollard, and 
the Darling Downs farmers, who were so much 
considered, would also lose the advantage they 
at present pos,<essed of having differential rates 
of carriage in their favour, as against imported 
flour. They would have to grant the same rights 
and privileges to the flour manufacturer in the 
colony, although it might be made from imported 
wheat. 1\s he had said, he would vote against 
that duty, because it would be to the interests of 
the consumers to do so, and he doubted whether 
it would not benefit the producers. 

Mr. ALLAN said he was sorry to hear the 
antagonistic speech from the Colonial Secretary, 
who himself was a fa,·mer on the Darling Downs. 
He wished to speak first as to one thing in his 
remarks as to the keeping qualities oft he flour pro
duced from wheat grown on the Darling Downs. 
It was only that day that he had reason to look 
up the copies of some old letters, and in one of 
them, which he believed was in the possession of 
a miller at \V arwick now, he gave his experience 
in regard to flour. At that time he lived on the 
Culgoa River, an•l had occasion to get some 
flour from Charles Ha yes, of \V arwick. Before 
that supply was finished the flouds came and 
Adelaide flour was brought up the Darling and 
landed at Brewctrina, at a cheaper rate than it 
could he brought from either Brisbane or 
\Varwick. He purchased a lot of it, and by mis
take pln,cedit above a few hags of Hayes'sflourfrom 
\V arwick, and the latter remained underneath 
until all the other was finished. \Vhen the second 
lot was gmw they found to their disgust that they 
had forgotten some of the \V arwick flour; but to 
their surprise they found that it was in a perfectly 
sound condition. He was so astonished that he 
made a point of writing to Mr. Hayes on the 
subject, and he had a copy of the letter still. 
That was the quality of flour that was made on 
the Darling Downs. The Colonial Secretary had 
remarked thctt it would he a bad thing for the 
farmers of the Downs if the wheat duty were 
removed ; but it was an extraordinary thing that 
the farmers on the D0wns were not of that 
opinion. \Vhen the matter first came up he put 
himself in communication with persons in his 
district where there were four flour-mills and 
which grew about 173,000 bushels of wheat, and 
at \V arwick there was a public meeting, at which 
the unanimous opinion was that the wheat duty 
should be removed. At Swan Creek, anotherfarm
ing district, the Pastoral and Agricultural Associa
tion met, and had written to him that they :were 
unanimously of opinion that the duty on wheat 
should he removed. He wrote also to Allora., 
but had not yet received any reply. He should 
therefore ha\'e no hesitation in supporting the 
Colonial Treasurer in his wish to he defeated upon 
the item before them. He did not think either 
the Treasurer or the learler of the Opposition 
won!d he wrong, nr that public opinion would he 
against them if they moved a duty upon flour. 
If the colony were canvaesecl it would he found 
that people were in favour of a duty on flour 
for many reasons, and he helieved the majority 
of nwmbers of tbat Committee were of the same 
opinion. They talked a great deal about the 
federation of the colonies; hut before that they 
must have intercolonial freetrade. They were 
getting into a protectionist tariff, and would get 
more protectionist as they went on. New South 
\Vales would become a protectionist colony also itl 
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self-defence when protectionists are on either side, 
and after a time they would get tired of keeping 
up large staffs of officers to look after the duties 
and \V<mld Rtty, "You let our flour in free, and 
we \rill take your sugar free," and HO on. I Just 
yPnr 44,000 tons of fionr wel'e hnvurtecl into the 
colony, the vctlne of "-hich wtts £-±-13,000, ami the 
dlJty upon that would !Je something considerable. 
He repeated that his constituents, so far tts he 
could juf1ge, were unanin1ou~ly in favour of re
moving the duty upon wheftt. 

Mr. GROOM said he had given notice of his 
intention to move a duty of 20s. per ton upon 
flour, and then propose that the duty upon 
wheat be removed. He desired to relieve hon. 
members upon his side of the Committee of 
having anything to do with his amendment. 
He did not want it hereafter to he thrown up to 
that side of the Committee that they tried to tax 
flonr, and he had proposed the amendment entirely 
upon his own responsibility; and whatever 
unpopularity there might be in connection with 
it, he wished to take upon his own shoulders. 
At the same time he did not believe it would be 
such an unpopular thing; but that there was a 
great deal of sentiment over it. 

'I'he COLONIAL TREASURER said he was 
sure the hon. member would put himself in 
orrler. He had only incidentally mentioned 
flour. If the hon. member intended to move the 
amendment of which he had given notice, the 
proper time would be at the end of the list as 
had been agreed upon. 

Mr. GROOM said at present the question was 
whether the duty upon wheat should be retained 
or not. He thought there was a great deal of 
sentiment in regard to the tax upon flour. 
The anomaly which bun. members had refened 
to, of there being a tax of Gel. upon wheat and 
none at a,ll upon flour, arose frmn the circurn
stance that the dnty upon wheCLt was propoc.ed 
first, by the Treasurer of the day, in the yc:1r 
1870, that Tren.,urer ah<o proposed a duty of 20s. 
per ton npon flour, but the cry w:ts raised about 
taxing the poor man's bread-that was the cry 
in 1870, just ns it would be no doubt at the 
present time- and the House, by a division 
of 16 to 13, struck out tlw proposed dnty 
upon flour. But the duty upon wheat 
was allowed to remain, and there it had 
remained ever since. As the hon. leader of 
the Opposition had pointed out, in Canadrt flour 
was taxed at the rate of 50 cents per barrel, and 
the cry ,,f taxing the poor man's bread had not 
been raised there. He had been given to under
stand, by gentlemen who were well versed in 
the subject, that if the duty upon wheat were 
removed, and a duty of 20s. per ton imposed 
upon flour, flour-mills would be started in the 
coast towns, and in other towns as well. \Vhether 
that would be the effect of remitting the duty 
upon wheat he could not say; but, at all events, 
as he knew the feeling of the Committee was 
adverse to the duty upon flour, he would 
not waste time in discussing it. As a protec
tionist he believed in the tax n,nd if there was a 
protectionist Parliament in Queensland, as he 
hoped there would be some clay, the tax he 
referred to woulrl be imposed. Ji'or what he had 
done he was prepared to take any unpopularity 
that might attach to it. He had suggested the 
>Lmendment himself, and the party had nothing 
to do with it. In connection v.;ith the duty npon 
wheat, that was a vexed qul·,ti•m. The hon. 
member for Cunningham had stttted that two 
n1eetings were in favour of the rernission of the 
duty ; and as a rule he did not think they cared 
whether it was taken off or not. At the same 
time he would warn the farmers that there was 
danger ahead if that tax were taken off. There 
was danger of wheat being brought from India. 

Not long ago he had seen a full account of that 
danger in the S. 21£. Herald. It was stated that 
200,000 bushels of maize were brought to the port 
of :Melbourne from Natal, where it had been 
grown hv coolie lahnnr. \Vhen it wa8 found 
tlmt in Victoria they would have to Jn<Y :1 Linty 
n£ (kl. a bushel on it, the f-.:hill bringing it \Vn.s 
on1ered to Sydney, and New So nth \Vales hPing a 
fre;ctrade colony the Sydney mnrket was inundated 
with that large shipment of Natftl mai~e, to the 
great injnry of the local farmers. Large shipments 
were also !Jeing brought from :Fiji, and there the 
rna.ize was grown by coolie labour. In connection 
\vith the \vhe<J.t duty, however, the great danger 
wa4 from India, where the artide was grown by 
coolie labour anrl sold at 15d. a bushel. If 
that article wa' brought here from India 
it could be brought at so cheap a rate as 
to entirely destroy the chetnce of any wheat
growing· in the coast distriets of the colony. 
He wonfd very much like to see flour-mills 
established in every town along the coast, and 
he would like to see bran and pollard made in 
the colony, instead of being imported, as almost 
everything appeared to be, from the Southern 
colonies. Taking into account the enorn1ouf:l 
area of wheat-growing land in India, nnd the 
fact that the wheat growers there were already 
competing successfully with the American, 
Canadian, and J~ngli~h growers, the question 
as to whether it would be wise to remove 
the duty from wheat deserved careful considera
tion, and he would leave the decision of it to the 
majority of the Committee. He rose chiefly to 
say that he did not intend to proceed with his 
an1endment proposing the tax upon flour, and he· 
would leave the Committe to say whether the 
duty should be removed from wheat. 

Mr. PHILP said with reference to the hon. 
men1ber's rernark~ about the danger of \vheat 
being imported from India, he would point out 
that Victoria, South _Australia, nnd New Zealand 
were now exporting wheat to G-reat Britain, 
and competing there with the Indian wheat. 
'l'hey were guided, of course, by the price of 
wheat in Great Britain, but Victoria, South 
Australia, or New Zealand could supply QueenR
land with whe_<t just as cheaply as they could 
get it from India. 

Mr. GRIMES said that, as the Colonial 
Trea.-;urer had given an invitation to hon. rnem
bers to move the omission of wheat, he would 
ll10Ve it. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he had 
intimated that he would vote against it himself, 
and only moved it as a matter of form. 

Mr. GRIMES said that, as it agreed with his 
vicwR in allowing- necessa,ries in free, he would 
support the omission. 

Question-That the word proposed to be 
omitted stttnd part of the paragraph-put and 
negatived. 

The COIJONIAL TREASURER, in moving
That there be raised, levied, collected, ancl paid on
Barley, per bushel, 9d. 
2-rlaize and oats, per bushel, Sd. 
ll!Ialt, per bushel, 3s. 
Bran and pollard, per bushel, 4d. 
Reans and pens;, per bushel, ls. 

said that when he pnt the Del. per bushel on barley 
he did not anticipate the discussion that had arisen 
with reo-ard to malting barley. In order to 
increase "the amount of the clntv on the articles 
used in the manufacture of beer, he was prepared 
to move that there be a clut'' of 1s. Gd. a !Jushel 
on malting barley, lercving_l)arley which included 
feed barley as it was. H1s reason for that was 
that the duty on malt was 3s., and it was the 
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object of them all to try and encourage the grow
ing of barley and the manufacture of ~nalt. 
Making the duty 1s. Gd. on malting barley and 
3s. on n1alt would, he thought, give encourage
ment to the brmer to grow the barley, and 
would leave room, at the same time for the 
establishment of the manufacture ur' nmlt in 
the colony. Some propositions had been made 
to increase the duty on malt, but he was doubt
ful whether that would have the effect of estab
lishing the industry. It might possibly have an 
effect in another wa,•, and might tend rather to 
depreciate the quality of the malt made than to 
increase the legitimate trade. The duty proposed 
was the highest duty imposed on malt in the 
colonies, being as high as that in Victoria, while 
in South Australia the duty was 2s. Gd., and in 
\V estern Australia 2s. 

Mr. GROOM said he wished to ask the 
Colonial Treasurer if he would allow Cape 
barley to be inserted in the schedule? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said it was 
better to let it stand as it was, because "barley" 
included feeding barley. 

Mr. GROOM said that, as regarded malt
ing barley, he would direct the attention of 
the hon. gentleman to the fact that the 

. value of it should be borne in mind, as 
it varied from 3s. 6d. to 5s., accord in<• to 
quality. If the proposed tariff was passed a large 
area of land would be placed under cultivation 
for malting barley. The output of malting 
barley in Victoria last year, according to Mr. 
Hayter's statistics, was 2,000,000 bushels, and yet 
the [armers in Victoria were asking for more pro
tectwn than they had already, and, through their 
representatives, they vroposed an increased duty 
during the present session. In fact that wa'l one 
of the questions on which Mr. Gillieswasdefeated. 
The duty on malting harley in Vict<>ria was 1s. 
per bushel, and the l'\ ew Zealand growers were 
in a position to go to Melbourne and successfully 
compete with the Victorian growers. In order 
to prevent that the duty un malting barley was 
raised during the present session from 1s. to 3s. 
by a majority in the Victorian Parliament, and 
in opposition to the views of the Tmasurer. If it 
was necessary to impose a 3s. duty in Victoria, 
where the industry was an old-established one, 
it wa:; much more necessary to impose a 
similar duty in queensland where the indus
try was just started. A duty of 1s. Gd. was 
scarcely sufficient, while double that sum would 
give encouragement to start the gTowing of barlev 
and the erection of malting-houses on the Down;, 
and other places. The duty of ls. Gel. was not 
commensurate with the value of barley. 'rho 
feeding barley referred to was not more than 
from 2s. to 3s. a bushel, whereas malting barley 
ranged from 3s. Gel. to as high as Gs. a bnshel. 
?'he hon. gentleman would be doing right to 
mcrease the amount from ls. Gd. to 2s. Gel., or to 
2s. at all events, and by so doing he would give 
the industry a fairly good start. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he had 
given his reason for fixing the duty at ls. 6d., 
and that was to divide fairly the amount of 
encouragement given to the farmer and to the 
maltster. That was a very fair position to take 
up. A duty of 1s. Gel. was a splendid encourage
ment to the farmers, and it left a margin for the 
maltster as well. He proposed that after the 
word "barley" the words "malting barley per 
bushel, 1s. Gd.," he inserted. ' 

Amendment put and agreed to. 

Mr. ALLAN said he wished to omit the item 
"maize, per bushel, Sd.," with a view of moving 
afterwards that the amount he increased to 1s. 
Of all the cereals grown .in the colony maiz8 

was the greatest stand-by the farmer had. It 
was, wh::tt all other crops were not, a perfectly 
regular crop, and farmers could always depend 
upon getting· every year" fair return from their 
maize crops. Last year there were· 73,000 
acres of land in the colony under maize, 
which yielded an average return of 22 ·:n 
bushels to the acre. Dut that was below 
the average of the last ten years. In the 
best year, 1880, the yield was 32 bushels to the 
acre, and in the worst, 188-1, it fell to 21~ 
bushels ; the average for the ten years being about 
26 lm.;hels to the acre. On that question he was 
not speaking altogether as a Darling Downs 
representative. JYiaize was a crop that was 
grown in all parts of the colony, and better in 
the North than in the South. It had been 
objected by some Northern members that although 
mltize could be grown in the North it would not 
keep. That could Le very ettsily got over by 
kiln-drying it. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: How is 
the small producer to do th>tt? 

Mr. ALL:Al'\ said the small producers could do 
it by having a kiln amongst several of them. The 
quantity per acre of maize gradually got better 
and better as they went further and further 
north, and the yield also grew larger, until at 
Port Douglas last year there was an average 
return of no less than 45·95 bushels to the acre. 
The Registrar-General, in his report on agricul
ture and live stock, when commenting ·on maize, 
spoke of it as "the mainstay of the farmers," and 
further on in his report he said :-

"In the district of Douglas, the area planted in 1887 
sho,ved a very considerable decrease of 1,490 acres 
comparc.:d \Vitll the previous year: it is diflicnlt to 
account for this when the handsome yield per acre in 
the year 1886 of 30·38 bushels to the acre is taken into 
acconnt. Those a.griculturists, however, ·who culti
vated the crop in 18~7 reaped their re,vard by obtain
ing the prclilium return per acre in the whole colony
viz., 45·95 bushels to the acre, being an increased yield 
over the previous year of 15·87 bushels to the acre. 
Revimving the statement, it will be seen that the best 
yields per acre obtained in 1887 was in the Douglas 
district ,_t5·R> bushels, in the Bundaborg district 3·i'61 
bushels, and in the 'riaro district 32·54 bushels to the 
acre.'' 

He hoped that in connection with the present 
amendment he should have the support of those 
gentlemen from Bnndaberg who got such 
magnificent returns from the maize crop in their 
district. Tu show that protection was wanted, he 
need only allude to the fact that some little time 
ago large carg-oes of 1naize, fron1 Natal, grown by 
black and serdlelabour, were sent into the Sydney 
market and sold at ls. 9d. per bushel, and even 
less ; and much of that was sent to Queensland 
and put into the market here. The farmers here 
ought not to he put into such unfair competition. 
He trusted he should have the support of a majority 
of hon. members. The proposed duty was not 
sufficiently high to prevent unfair competition. 
He moved that " maize" be omitted from the 
paragraph 

Mr. \VIMBLE said he could endorse the 
remarks made by the hon. member for Cunning
ham. \Vith reference to the report the hon. 
member had read, showing a falling-off in the 
amount of maize raised in the Port Douglas 
district, he could give a rea"m for that decrease. 

The COLONIAL THEASURER: We do 
not want to know any reason. What we want 
to know is why the duty on maize should he 
incre"sed. 

:Mr. WIMBLE said he would give a reason 
why it should be increased. The cause of the 
decrease in the production of maize in the Port 
Douglas district was the people there had changed 
their cultivation into rice. But he was quite 
certain, if the proposed h1creased duty was put 
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on maize, there would be a large area of land 
placed under that cereal. Therefore the increase 
would encourage industry. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Chinamen. 
Mr. IYil\IBLE said, no, not Chinamen. There 

were severalclistricts in the Northern n:wt of the 
colony where maize was cultivated, not by Chinese, 
but by white labour. \Vhile speaking on this 
question he would like to conect a statement 
nmde by the hon. membet for Towns,·ille, 1\lr. 
Philp, who had said theresidentsin the Herberton 
district were pctying 10s. per bushel for maize, and 
even at that price the selectms did not grow maize, 
because they could engage in a more profitable 
industry. In making that statement the hon. 
memberwasatfanlt. Farmers in theBarron Valley 
had grown maize successfully, obtaining an 
average yield of from forty to fifty bushels an 
acre, but the reawn why they did not continue 
the cultivation was they were robbed by the 
blacks. 'rhe difficulties the selector., in that 
district, and, in fact, all along the coast, had to 
contend with were mainly caused by the blacks, 
ag:tinst whom they had to protect themselves, 
because sufficient protection was not afforded by 
the Government. He (:\fr. \Vimble) believed an 
:tdditional duty on maize would encourage people 
in the North to place their land under maize, 
and he would therefore, support the amendment. 

Mr. GOLDRING said he would certainly 
opvose any increase on rnaize or any other pro~ 
dnce which was largely used in the North. 
There was (jUite suffident protection to maize 
already with the extra freight that had to be paid 
by the North, and he did not think the farmers 
should ask for extra protection. If the proposed 
increase was carded it would fall mo,;t heavily on 
those living in the Korth, and he thong·ht farmers 
should l1c perfectly s:ttisfied with the tax pro
posed by the Treasurer. As to the rem:trks of 
the hon. m8!nber for Cairn.s with reference to 
selectors in the North h:tving to protect them
selves against blacks, he (Mr. Goldring) would 
say, let them w:~it till the blacks were out of the 
country, and then pnt on the extra duty if 
necessary ; but there was no necessity jnot at 
present. 

Mr. POIV:ERS said he had not taken up the 
thne of the Cornrrlittee in discussing those n,gri
cultural matters, but as hem. members would 
have noticed, he voted on them, which was more 
important than speaking. However, he must 
say a few words on the subject now before the 
Committee. He hoped the Colonial Treasurer 
would see his way to allow the duty on maize to 
be increased to 1s. per bushel, because protection 
to the extent of Sd. onlv would not allow the 
farmers to compete with ~Fiji, Ne\v Guinea, and 
South Africa, where maize was being produced 
by black labour. Thousands of bushels were 
bst year imported into New South vVales from 
Fiji. The white men of this country coulrl not 
stand against competition of that kind without 
protection. Maize was admitted to be a stand-by 
of farmers in all parts of the Southern and 
Central districts of the colony, and if it was not 
now it would soon be a stand-by for those in the 
Northern districts also, and therefore they should 
protect it against unfair outside competition. On 
the extensive scrub lands of the North almost 
any product could be grown, and an extra duty 
of 4d. a bushel on nmize would probably have 
the effect of cansing n1aize to be largely culti~ 
vated in that put of Quccmlanrl. l'ersons 
interested in that matter in the district he repre
sented complained thut farmers were he:wily 
handicapper] by the ro,ihvay freig-ht they httd to pay 
for forty n1iles carriage, as well as in othet ways, 
and they were of opinion that an increased tax 
was an absolute necessity, as far as they were 
concerned. They had to face the fact th:tt the 

sugar industry had declined. The land now under 
sugar would have to be brought under maize, 
but if the maize-growers were not protected 
against outside competitors who employed black 
labonr, they would have a very barl time of it. In 
advocating the Pxtra, duty he was nnt talking 
to hi' constituents, lmt sc1pported it becm1se it 
\Vas in accordance with his convictionR, and he 
hoped that the majority of hon. members would 
,;ee that the increased htx should be imposed. 
TheY were told that they had lost £1,32() on the 
duty on wheat. He hoped 'that would be met 
by an increased duty on maize. Last year there 
were imported into the colony 332,301 bushels of 
maize. If, then, they were going to protect manu
facturers, shoemakers, and other indu:->tries, 
they ought also to give further protection 
to farmerR ; and, ns far as farmerR \Vere con
cerJwd, they could not protect them better than 
by doing it on their staple product. New Guinea 
wa,s now being settled by a German population, 
who would grow maize and compete against 
Queensland agriculturists, at any rate in the 
North. They had had several freetrade speeches 
and several protection speeches in the course of the 
discussion. He noticed that Sir Lyon Playfair, :1 

thorough freetrader, who went over to America 
to see what protection had donP for that country 
recently stated in a speech at Leeds that-

" It has risen to this prosperity chiefly by this internal 
freedom of trade in !t growing country, and it \Vill 
coutinue to pro:-~per as long ns its manufacturers do not 
glut the internal market. 1-'hat is until the production 
does not. cxeeed the demands of the population, with its 
important nnnual increase." 
In supporting that duty he did so because it 
would enable them to supply their own internal 
market, and stop the introduction of the 332,301 
bushels of maize in the colony unnecessarily. 

Mr. HUNTER said they had heard a great deal 
about the maize thnt conld be grown in the North, 
whil"t many hon. members had said that nothing 
could be grown in Qneensland. Now, if there 
was one tl;ing that could be grown in the colony 
it was maize. The re:tson for its importation 
was, that the farmers could grow other produce 
which paid them better, and it wtts simply non
sense to propose to protect maize. l\1aize paid 
the farmer very well at 2s. ()d. per bushel, and 
the imported article did not compete with the 
local produce. Queensland maize was generally 
sent to rnarket green and in a very bad state, 
wher(oas the Southern maize was clry, and could 
stand carriage into the interior. As far as the 
North was concerned, he could state that 
in his district farmers could get lfis. for every 
bu>'hel they grew, and he thought it was ,fully 
protected. On the Gilbert a large quant1ty of 
n1aize \V~ts grown, but the. farmers, of course, were 
very strong-ly handicapped by having no railway, 
and they had to carry it fifty or sixty miles 
by horse-teams to market. He had always con
tended that Queensland re(juirecl no protective 
duty to allow the farmers to compete with other 
countries. As for thP maize grown by blacks 
they had never heard of it until that night. He 
had been in North Queensland for ten years 
and had never heard of it ; certainly a ship
ment of that description was once brought into 
the country, hut it fetched such a pal~ry price 
that it had never been brought there smce. It 
only fetched 1s. Gel. or ls. 9d. per bushel in 
Sydney, and there was an end of it.. Anoth:r 
m·g·un1cnt 'vas, that they \vere losu1g certa.u1 
reyem1e on one article and they should mctke it 
up on nmize, and in the sarne breath they 
were tol(l they \Vere going to grow all their own 
maize, so that where the los,; would be made up 
he dirl not know. There was no doubt that 
Qneensland could hold her own in the direction 
of mn,ize-growing, and he should certainly oppose 
any further increase of duty. 
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Mr. LITTLE said, in reference to the re
marks of the hon. member fc•r Burke, he should 
like to say a word or two. The hon. member 
referred to the maize grown on the Gilbert, but 
he could inform hon. members that he could e:'lt 
as much corn as was grown there. 'There wrcs 
no manner of doubt thrct the district he (:\Ir. 
Little) represented produced a great deal of maize, 
but even there tons upon tons of it were imported 
yearly. The maize produced in the district fetched 
from Gs. Gd. toSs. a bushel, and when the season was 
over, that which was brought into the district 
fetched from Us. tol!Js. per bushel. Thehon. mem
ber for Burke talked about having been nearly 
ten years in the North. That wai· quite possible, 
but he had been there for twenty-four years, and 
for every yard the hon. member had travelled 
he had travelled a mile, and he could inform 
the hon. member that all the corn grown on the 
Gilbert he could carry on his back. 

Mr. BARLOW said, as one of the representa
tives of the chief maize-growing district in the 
C'J!ony, he might say that they were very thankful 
to the Tre>esurer for the proposed duty of Sd., 
nnd would be better plee~Red with ls. per bushel. 
The dnty would steady the market, and he did 
not think ls. a bushel would be anything very 
unreasonable. A very large area of land had 
been laid out in corn, and no doubt a larger armt 
still would be cultivated. His hon. colleague and 
himself were entirely at one in rcppealing to the 
hon. gentleman at the head of the Government 
to assist the farmers to the extent of ls. 
a bushel. He did not think a duty of Is. 
a bushel would be very much felt in the 
North. His votes duringthedi,cuosion of the tariff 
had shown th:tt he had consistently supported 
the cause of the agriculturist, aml had redeemed 
the pledges he had 1nade to his constituents, and 
he trusted that one of the sbple industries of the 
colony would be assisted to the extent asked for. 
If there was anything they could grow it was 
maize, and he sincerely trusted that the propcmed 
amendment would be carried. 

Mr. UNI\IACK said he was more than ever 
convinced that the representatives of the agricul
tural districts were so greedy that they were 
over.,tepping the mark and defeating their own 
objects. They did not know where to stop. 
They asked for ls. per bushel on maize, but he said 
that the Sd. was more than the ls., and he woulu 
show why. The cost of freight from Sydney to 
Brisbane was 1~<1. per bushel, and thao would 
make the duty 12:}d., and from Syc~ney to the 
North the freight was from Gel. to Sd. per bushel. 
If the representatives of the agriculturists were 
not content with the duty of Sd. he did not know 
what would satisfy them, and any industry that 
wanted more protection than that deserved tu 
go the wall. 

Mr. ANNEATI said Africrcn maize had been 
referred to, and he might inform hem. members 
that when thref;~ weeks ago, in Brisbane, maize 
W<cS selling at 4s. Sd. a bushel, 700 bags of African 
maize arrived in the market, and the colonial pro
duct immediately fell 7cl. or Sd. a bushel. His 
authority for that statement wtts J'd:r. Barnes, of 
Barnes and Co., who were selling large quantities 
of maizethree times a week in the Brisbane market. 
The hem. member for l<'ortitmle V alley betel 
said that 700 bags of maize had come to Brisbane 
in one steamer. That was African maize, and 
was the shipment referred to by the hon. mem
ber, Mr. Groom. He should support the pro
posed duty, seeing the outside competition they 
had, and the inside competition as well. Per
haps the Treasurer would inform hon. members 
whether maize was a ,;emi-tropical product. He 
believed maize could be grown in England, yet 
he knew that sugar planters on the lYhry River 
were growing maize with their kanaka labour 

and competing with white farmers. That he 
knew to be true. The planters said it was re 
semi-tropical procluct, but he rlid not think it 
was, so that the farnHll'-' had not only to compete 
with blacks outside but imide the colony as 
well. 

Mr. PHILP said he intended to oppose any 
urther incre<ts~ of duty on maize. It was already 

heavily taxed. He found tlmt in New South 
\Vales it was admitted free, and the farmers of 
that colony last year sent 330,000 bushels to 
Queensland besides supplying their own require
ments. In Victoria the duty was ls. per cental, 
about (id. per bn,;hel, and it would be quite sufli
ciently protected hero by the propo~ed duty. 
He knew that theN orthern people did not want 
any coddling: in the matter; they got on very well 
without any spoon-feeding of that kind. 

Mr. McMASTEit s"id the hon. member for 
JUaryborough went at things in such a manner 
that one would think he knew all about every
thing. He had told them that maize had dropped 
from 7 d. to Sd. per bushei within the last few days. 
He (Mr. :i\_lc:\1 aster) was in a JJC>sition to say that it 
had not altered 7 d. or Sd. fen· the last three months. 
It had not altered more than 2d. within the last 
five or six weeks. The reason why the 700 or 
800 bags came up from Sydney was because the 
farmers np the line, seeing that the hon. member 
for '1\wwoomba had giYen notice to increase the 
duty to ls. per bushel, heir! back their maize, 
and the produce merchants in Brisbane, who had 
a certain trade to ,upply, were bound to get 
a supply from smnewhere. They, therefore, 
wired down to Sydney for a quantity. Now 
1naize was co1ning dnwn again, bnt the far
D1erR were still hn,nging back vvaiting to hP:u~ 
what the tariff was going to be. The 
hon. member had, therefore, been misinformed, 
or had misunderstood JYir. Barnes, bectHJse 
maize had not altered more tlutn from 2d. 
to 21,d. during the last five or six weeks. 
As he said last week, he shoultl very much like to 
assist the farmers, but really, as the hon. mem
ber for Toowong had pnt it, they had been assist
ing them very fairly indeed. They were not 
there for class legislation, and while they were 
willing to assist the farmer they must consider 
other people as well. \Vhat about the hundreds 
and thousands of men who had to earn their daily 
bread with a horse and dray? \V ere they to be 
put aside? Those men had gone through very 
hard times last year when maize was selling 
at 5s. Gd., Gs., and even fis. 6d. per bushel, 
and they had hard work sometimes to keep 
themselves and their families. As the hon. mem
ber for Toowoug had pnt it, ls. per bushel on 
maize pr:tctically meant protection to the extent 
of lG~d. He thought Sd. was a very fair protec
ti Ye tariff tu ,,s,;ist the farmers, and what they 
should do was to see the 1\Iini,;ter fnr Railways 
and try and get their pl'Oduce bruught as reason
ably '" possible to market. He should support 
the dnt.v on maize as it stood. In fact, he was 
of opin{on Gel. per bushel wa,; ample. He 
thought it wrcs hardly fair that oats should be 
taxed t}w san1e as 1naize, because there \vere only 
40 lbs. to the busholof oats, d1ile there were 5G lbs. 
to the bushel of maize. That wonld come mther 
hard on those who used oats. In fact, since the 
new duty had been put on, and owing to the 
scm·city of oats down south, they had become 
very expen:::;ive. 

J\!Ir. GRT.YIES said the hon. memberfor Mary
borough had referred to some plantations which 
had turned their v.ttention to maize-g-rowing by 
using coloured bbour. He thought the hon. 
gentleman nmst be mistaken, because he could 
not imagine that any planter, who had a mill upon 
his estate, would turn from sugar-growing to, 
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growing maize, except it was a small quantity 
for his own use. Low as the price of sugar was 
at present, it paid better than growing maize, 
where there was a mill alrm,dy on the estate. 
With regard to the propo"ed duty on maize, 
they must consider others besides the growers, 
and Sd. per bushel, together with freight and 
other charges, would be a very fair protective 
duty. If they could not compete with the pro· 
ducers of other colonies under such a tariff as 
that, they ought to be able to do so. 

Mr. JORDAN said it was quite natural and 
consistent that the freetrade members of the 
Committee should oppose any increa"ed duty pro
posed on farm produce. He was not a freetrader, 
but a protectionist, and he hoped to see wme 
protection extended to the agriculturists of the 
colony that would be of mat<crial benefit to that 
industry. He had supported the farmers in the 
increased duties proposed, but he could not go 
the length of the hon. the senior member 
for Toowoomba in proposing to impose a duty 
upon flour. He had supported the duty upon 
oatn,eal, because he was satisfied from the 
remarks of the hon. the senior member for 
'l'oowoomba, and the hon. member for Cunning
ham, that oats of the description best suited for the 
manufacture of oatmeal could be grown success
fully in the colony-that if they had only 
sufficient enterprise they could grow that kind 
of oats, and manufacture oatmeal in the colony. 
On that ground he had voted for the tariff as it 
stood with regard to that item. He did not 
think they had done much for the farmers in the 
tariff up to the present. He had hoped, from 
what the hon. the Premier had said, that he 
would have consented to some of the increases 
proposed by the hon. member for Toowoomba, 
Mr. Groom, but he had not consented to one up to 
the present. He did not think the freetraders 
of the colony had any occasion to complain of the 
partiality of the Premier towards the farmers. 
He thought the hon. gentleman might have 
done something more for them. He (Mr. 
Jordan) would not go to the extent of putting 
a duty on flour, because he could conceive 
the possibility that there might be some per
sons, however few, in the colony who might 
be in such indigent circumstances that they 
could hardly afford to buy bread enough for 
the C@Sumption of their families. Therefore, he 
could not support that duty. He did not think 
they had done the farmers full justice, and he 
regretted it very much. In the first place, in the 
early days, instead of being allowed to settle in 
suitable agricultural areas, they were driven far 
away, or had to pay a high price for their land. 
The farmers had chiefly settled beyond the 
range, and they had been seriously handicapped 
up to the present time by the heavy railway 
freights. It was true that the previous Govern
ment had reduced the freight by about 25 per 
cent., but he would like to see it still further 
reduced. He had hoped that the Colonial 
Treasurer would have consented to some of those 
increases, and he regretted that he had not clone 
so. He would support the amendment of the 
hon. member for Cunningham tn increase the 
duty on maize to ls. 

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

An",37. 
Sir '1\ 3Icilwraith, 3Iessrs. Morehead, ::.\Iacros~an, 

Nelson, Donaldson, !Hack, Pattisou, Paul, IIodgkins.on, 
Hamilton, Archer, Smitl1, Philp, liuut.er, Uannon, 
Golflring, Dalrymplc, Bucklnnd, rowlcy, I.iitle, Lyon::-:, 
G. H. Jones, Cm·ficld, Smyth, Palmcr, l\Ic1Iastcr, 
Grimes. IAssner, Sayers, Unmack, Adams, 1Vatson, 
Agnew, Rees R. Jones, Crombie, Stevenson, and 
Murphy. 

XOES, 30. 
Sir S. \Y. Griffith, l\iessrs. Jordan, rlunl\:ett, Glm:sey, 

Barlow, Drake, North, O'Sullivan, Salkeld, l\Iacfarlanc, 
Allnn, I>crkins, :Stcphcns, Rutledge, :Poxton, Dunsmure, 
Morgan, J.\Iurrn.y, Camp bell, Powers, Annear, \Vimblc, 
Battcrsb:y, LnJ [L, Tozer, IIyne, IsmnlJert, Groom, Stevens, 
aud o·connell. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
Question-That the paragraph, as amended, 

stand part of the tariff-put. 
Mr. GLASSEY asked if it were competent to 

move a further amendment to the duty on maize? 
The CHAIRMAN: No. 
Mr. GLASSEY said, if it were possible, he 

would propose to make the duty lOd. instead 
of Sd. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that 
could not be done according to the plan they had 
been following. It had been affirmed that the 
words stand after a division. That was the 
understanding on which they had started, and it 
would be a waste of time taking a division if, 
after having by that affirmed that the words 
stand at "maize Sd. a bushel," they allowed any 
further amendment to be proposed. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said no 
doubt that was practically what was intended by 
the last division, although actually an hon. mem
ber might move amendments on word after 
word ; but it was practically understood by the 
last division that the duty on maize should be 
fixed at 8d. 

Mr. GLASSEY said it was just possible that 
some hon. members who could not see their way 
to vote for an impost of ls. would vote for lOd. 
He had no wish to waste the time of the Com
mittee at all, but if it were competent he would 
move that amendment_ 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRII<'FITH ttsked if 
hmn and pollard should. not be treated the same 
as flour and wheat? He only wished to know 
the rea,;on why they were not to be admitted 
free. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: It is just 
the same reas.m that applies to all the other 
items. 

Mr. PHILP said he thought 2d. was quite 
enough duty to put upon bran and pollard. 
There were large quantities of those articles used 
in the colony, where they could not be manu
factured in sufficient quantities. At the present 
time in his district the price of bran was 2s. Gd. 
to 2-o. 0d." per bushel, and very large quantities 
of it were used by dairy farmers and others to 
keep stock alive. The tax would be only upon 
those people, ttnd it would not hurt the farmers 
upon the Darling Downs. He would therefore 
move that the word 4d. be omitted with a view 
of inserting 2d. 

Mr. COWLEY said he sincerely trusted that 
some of the gentlemen who had expressed so 
much sympathy with the North would continue 
to extend that sympathy in the present case, and 
Tote for the reduction of the proposed duty upon 
bran and pollard, which could not be manufac
tured in sufficient quantities in the colony. 

Mr. GRIMES said the proposed increase not 
only affected the Northern constituencies, but 
also the large towns all over the colony. Those 
articles were largely used for keeping dairy 
cattle alive, and hA was qure the additional tax 
would cause an increa~e in the price of milk. 

JY[r. GHOOM s~id he would have no objection 
to vote for the tota !abolition of the duty, as they 
had abolished the <luty upon wheat, and dairy 
farmers had to use bran and pollard to keep 
their cattle alive. Last year there were imported 
into the colony, G44,119 bushels of bran and 
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pollard, representing a value of £25,517, and the 
duty at 2d. amounted to .!:5,381 10s. Sd. That 
amount would be exceeded during· the present 
year. The duty should be omitted altogether 
now that cattle and sheep were dying by 
hundreds through want of grass, and he hoped 
the hon. member for Townsville would amend 
his amendment and have those articles inclucled 
in the free list. Such tm amendment would have 
his sincere sympathy. 

Mr. SAYEHS sttid he could agree with what 
had fallen from the hon. member for ~ownsville. 
He was sure the Colonial Treasurer would see 
that there was a feeling upon both sides of the 
Committee that bran and pollard should come in 
free, as he had already allowed whettt and flour. 
It was only a small item, and the articles in 
question were used all along the coast to keep 
cattle alive. 

The COLONIAL THEASUHER said he did 
not see that there was any indication on both 
sides of the Committee, th",t the articles referred 
to should be admitted free. The object was to 
get money, and hon. rnembers had no reason to 
suppose that he would knock off the duty at. 
present exi"ting upon bran and pollard. He was 
surprised that the hon. member for Toowoomba 
should propose it. 

¥r. O'SULLIV AN .said if there were any 
artiCles on the whole hst that would aJfect the 
working classes >tnd the poorer people, they were 
the ones before them. There was not a house in 
the country that W>ts not using bran and pollard. 
He was sure that in his district those articles 
were used every clay. Ho hoped the Treasurer 
would see his w>ty to abolish the increase. 

Mr. lVIOHGAN said he sincerely hor>ecl the 
Treasurer would adhere to his proposal. There 
was no doubt whatAver that it woulcl be unwise 
after having taken the duty off wheat, to abolish 
the duty upon bra.n. The only thing the Queens
land miller had to pay him· was the profit he 
made ':POll the bran, and if the duty upon 
that article. were removed the milling iiHlustry 
W?uld be rumed, and all the mill~ would be laid up. 
~t present there was not suffi~wnt wheat grown 
m the country to keep the mills going all the 
y~ar round. He thought the duty was a very 
w1se one, and hoped the Treasurer would stand 
firm and stick to it. He wished to draw the 
attention of the Treasurer to the danuer of 
pollard being allowed to come in as hou~eholcl 
flour, and thereby evade the duty. There was a 
very great danger of that, and if the Customs 
authorities were not shaqJ, the revenue would be 
defrauded. 

Mr. ~AMILTON said when they had such an 
anthonty as the hon. member for Toowoomba 
one of the .strongest supporters of the farmin<~ 
interest, in favour of taking off a duty, the~ 
ought to attach son1o weight to his opinion. It 
would be. too ':m eh good fortune to expect to get 
tho~e articles 1n free, because they were getting 
a!! Important revenue from them. Last year, 
With the duty at 2d., they uot a revenue· of 
£5,382, and the Treasurer now ~>roposed that the 
duty should be 4d. He trusted the duty would be 
allowed to remain tts hitherto, at 2d. As the hon. 
member for Stanley httcl stated, the duty on those 
articles aff~cted every wor.king man. 'they were 
used by dairymen, and an m creased duty on them 
would increase the price of milk. It would be aJ.,o 
a t~xon labour in ma,ny way~, a,scarriers used those 
ar~ICles for their horses. In addition to that, he 
n;nght state that pollard, as an article of consump
tl~m,_,vas used 1nore than fiour in a portion of the 
d1stnct he repr~sented-namely, en Thnr·day 
Island. He rocmved a tclegmm from there some 
time since stating that it would be a direot 
tax on them, as they used larger y_uantities of 

pollard than of flour. He hoped the Treasurer 
would see his way to leave the duty on those 
ttrticles as at present at 2d. per bushel, instead of 
being incrt~secl, as proposed, to 4d. 

l\1r. PO\VEllS said it was rather arnusing to 
hear those wishing to vote for the farmer who had 
voted against him just now. The revenue 
expected from the proposed duties would be 
something like £10,000, and those who had 
suggested their reduction had not made any pro
posals for making up the loss that would be 
entailed. It was hardlv fair under the circum
stances to ask the Treas;;rer to take off the extra 
duty he proposed on those articles. 

Mr. DHAKE said those items appeared to 
him as amongst thme i.n which the differential 
duties suggested earlier in the debate would 
work well. There was no doubt the duty 
of c1d. a bushel on bran and pollard would 
be felt as a heavy tax in the North, >tnd 
would not confer upon them any corresponding 
advantage. He was glad to hear hon. members 
say that the duties were not wanted for protective 
purposes in the South. The hon. member 
for 'IV rtrwick he<d said it would be a great loss to 
the milling imlustry if the dnties were removed ; 
but he had forgotten that a great advantage had 
been conferred nvon that industry by allowing 
wheat to come in free, and underthe circumstances 
that industry might dispense with the duties 
upon bran and pollard. He would be glad if the 
Tr~asnrer could see his waytoren1ovetheHe duties 

J\Ir. MUHPHY said hon. members lost sight 
of the fact that wheat was to he admitted free. 
:!<'lour was also allowed in free, and l;ran and 
pollanl being with flour the products produced 
from wheat, would also be virtually admitted 
free. \Yith the advantage of free wheat, where 
they had before to pay a duty of 6d. per bushel, 
there ought to be sufficient inducernc•nt for the 
e~talllishment of flour mills, ancl that would resnlt 
in the production in the colony of bran and pollard 

Mr. ALLAN said he was glad to hear the hon 
member for Barcoo bring that up. One of the 
grettt inducements offered to the millers by the 
introduction of wheat free, would be that they 
would be able to supply bran and pollard 
chettper. By allowing wheat to come in free 
they would have mills started in Brisbane, 
Hockhampton, Townsville, and Normanton, and, 
he believed, all along the const, as th8y would be 
able to supply cheap flour, and would get their 
profit on the bmn and pollard. He tmsted the 
Premier would not give way on that matter, 

Mr. HYNE said he had only spoken once on 
the tariff, and he had mttde up his mind, if any 
gentleman antici]•ated his views, he would not 
speak again. But he had lost all patience with 
the hot and cold way in which members were 
voting. }-[e "\Vas surprised at the suggestion 
nmde by the hon. member for Toowoornba just 
now. One of the princjpal arguments used fnr 
introducing wheat free was that it would result 
in bran and pollard being free. If they were 
successful in e.,tablishing wheat mills the effect 
would be that they would get bmn and pollard 
free. He hoped the Premier would stick to his 
proposttl, and he "'ould support him heartily. 

Mr. PHILP said he did not want bran and 
pollard to c•nne in free ; he would be quite 
satisfi eel if he could get the proposed tariff 
reduced by one-half-·-that ought to be quite a 
sufficient inducement to the millers. Hon, 
members must remember that there were only 
20 lbs. in n bushel of bran, and the duty he pro
posed would be equal to a duty of (id. a bushel 
on m>tize. 'l'he Committee, he supposed, wished 
to legisbte for the people in the colony, and not 
for those who were supposed to be coming to the 
colony. The hon. member for Barcoo talked 
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about millers coming here, and that they ought 
to protect them; but be was not so sure 
that they would come. 'l'he tax upon bran 
and pollard was a very heavy tax in his 
part of the country ; and it must be remembered 
further that the freight on bran and pollard was 
charged as freight and a-half, and sometimes 
they had to pay two freights on it. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: Why do 
not you reduce it? 

Mr. PHILP said he had nothing to do with 
the freights, and he had to pay it himself. He 
believ~d the~e was no chance of mills being 
establ!•hed m Rockhampton, Townsville, or 
N ormanton, but there was a chance of one large 
mill being established in Brisbane to do all the 
milling required for the colony, and those in the 
N ()rth would l~ave to continue paying the big 
pnces from Bnsbane to Townsville and Nor
man ton. 

Mr. UNMACK said he felt himself in a 
difficulty in connection with the way the 
questions were put. He thought there might to 
be some way devised of putting questions that 
\Vtmld give the1n a chance of arriving at a emu
promise. At present when a member moved the 
omission of certain words in the tariff, the que><tion 
was put " that the words proposed to be omitted 
stand part of the question," ttnd when that was 
decided one way or another the Committee 
had to accept the whole thing. vV as there 
no way in which they could arrive at a 
compromise. There were many questions upon 
which he had vot8d where he would gbclly 
have given a small increase, but owing to the 
way in which the question had to be put, he felt 
debarred from dciing so bec~use he was not pre
pared to give the unreasonable increa'e askecl 
for. The question before them now was that 
the tariff on bran and pollard should be 2d. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
question was ''that the word 'fourpence' be 
omitted." If that was carried 'my member of 
the Committee could put in anything he liked, 
if he could get a majority to carry it. 

Mr. UNMACK : But if the 4d. is not left 
out? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: 'l'hen the 
4d. stands in. 

Mr. Ul'\MACK said that was what he com
plained of, that they ha<! no chance of arriving 
at a cornpromise a-nd arranging for another rate. 
They were deceived the same way last night on 
the question of hops. If the present motion 
were negatived they could not further interfere 
with the item. 

Mr. PHILP said his intention in moving his 
amendment was that the word "fmu·pence " he 
omitted, with the view of in,Brting· the word 
'' twopence " after\\' arcls. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
amendment was that the word "fourpence" be 
omitted. If it was omitted any hon. member 
could fill up the blank as he pleased if he had 
a sufficient majority with him. 

Mr. BUOKLAND said he trusted th•3 
Treasurer would see, his way to acc8pt the 
amendment. It was a well-known fact that the 
entire milk supply for the city of Brisbane was 
dependent on the supply of bran and pollard. 
Sweet potatoes were nearly done for the seawn, 
and it was entirely on that source that they were 
dependent for their milk supply. 

Question -That the word proposed to bo 
omitted stand part of the question-put. 

The Committee divided':
Ans, 39. 

Sir T. :J.Icilwrai.th, :Jiessrs. :\'"clson, :J:htcrossan, Black, 
l\Iorchcad, Donalclson, Patt.ison, lAlya, 1-Iodgkinson, 
Paul, Allan, _Annear, ,Jordan, Stevrms, Dalrymplc, 
IIIorgan, Little, tltephcns, Foxton, O'Connell, rrozer, 
l'owcr~, Xorth, )lurray, Da,ttcrsby, G. H. Jon(·s, Ilyne, 
l'lnnkett, Adams, Watson, I.~yons, Dnnsmure, Crombie, 
Oorticld, Steveuson, Campbell, :J.::Iurphy, Rees lt. Jones, 
and Agncw. 

J'i'OES, 29. 

Sir S. 1V. Griffith, :'\fessrs. Rutlcdgc, G-lasse~', Drake, 
Golllring, Grimcs, Pllil:p, ?~nyers, Salkeld, II~Lmilton, 
Lissncr, :Jlncfarlano, Smith, Gannon, 0':5ullivan, Parkins, 
Pa.h.aer, .Ar ~her, Buch:land, Smyth, Cowley, l\iellor, 
l\1cJiastcr, Hunter, Barlow, Unmack, Wimble, Isambert, 
and Groom. 

Question resol vecl in the affirmative. 
Paragraph, as amended, put and passed. 
The COLON'IAL TREASURJ£R moved
'l'llat there be rabed, levied, and collected upon
Ale, beer, porter, citler, perry, and vincg·ar (in wood), 

per gallon, 9d. 
Ale, beer, porter, cidm, perry, and vinegar (in bottle), 

for 8iX reputed quart bottles, ls. j for twelve reputed 
pint bottles, ls. 

Question put and passed. 

The COLO:'fiAL THEASURER moved
That there be l'aised, levied, and collected upon
'l'oba.cco, manufactnrod, per pound, 3s. 
'l1obacco, unmanufactured, per pound, ls. 6d. 
Snuft'_, per pound, 5s. 
Cigars, per pound, 6s. 
Cigarettes (inclu<ling wrappers), per pound, 6s. 

Mr. UNI\IAOK said he rose to propose that 
the duty on manufactured tobacco be reduced 
from ils. to the old rate of 2s. Gel. per lb. He 
acknowledged th:tt tobacco was a luxury, 
because he httd never used a quarter of an ounce 
of tobacco in his life, and he felt that he could do 
very well without it. The tax on tobacco was 
one of tho"e taxes that was looked upon as a 
great hard"hip; in fact, next to the duty on 
Hour the t[lx on tobacco was regarded as one of 
the severest on imports. No article in the tariff 
was protected more than tobacco. l\1anufactured 
tobacco of the ordinary sort was sold wholesale 
in bond at from lOd. to lld. and ls. per lb.; 
therefore the tax now paid amounted to about 
300 per cent. He thought that was sufficient, 
without increasing the duty by another 6d. per 
lb., and he moved that the word "3s." be 
omitted. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
hoped the proposed increase was not going to be 
agreed to. He did not see any reason why an 
article of such universal consumption shoulcl 
have the duty on it raised. As a matter of fact, 
the price of tobacco had been raised already. 
That increase \vas not like an increase of sirnilar 
amounts on beer and wine. The effect of it 
wonlrl. be to raise the price of every fig of tobacco, 
and that was distinctly a hardship pressing on a 
v8ry large majority of the people in the com
niunity. That was not a fair thing to do. 
Certainly the circumstances of the colony were 
not such that they were obliged to put a tax on 
every man in the community in the direct manner 
that proposal wcJllld do. He was quite aware 
that the hon. gentleman proposed to reduce the 
tax on unmanufactured tobacco, but as the hon. 
member for Toowong pointed out, 300 per cent. 
was quite sufficient protective duty. 

Mr. HYNE said he would support the amend
ment, as he considered 300 per cent. was a 
sufficiently protective duty for tobacco. The 
working cla><ses consumed a large quantity of 

• tobacco, and many men enjoyed their smoke 
almost as much as their food; in fact, some would 
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rather be without a meal than their pipe. He 
thought it would be a graceful act if the 
Treasurer would consent to the proposed reduc
tion. 

:Mr. HODGKINSON said he thought they 
could very well dispense with that increase. He 
took it that bringing forward such a heavy in
crease in the duty on tobacco was a distinct 
premium on crime. Tobacco was almost the only 
solace a bushman had. They knew the influence 
of a pipe, and he was certain that he had with 
hiil1 the sympathies of a large section of the 
community in entreating the 'Treasurer to forego 
the ttdditional revenue he would obtain from that 
enormous increase of duty upon one article of 
general consumption. It was the only luxury the 
bushman had at his command; he was deprived 
of almost everything in the shape of-he would 
not say luxuries, but the .comforts of lif~; he was 
deprived of the opportumtres of consultmg books 
and of the pleasurable incidents of city life, 
and the only manner in which he could rec:1ll 
the more pleasant scenes of life was as he sat 
down in the evening and smoked his pipe. He 
thought that the execration which the Treasurer 
would, if he raised that tax, bring down upon his 
head from every bushman, from the Gulf of 
Carpentaria to :Mount Lindsay, would be scarcely 
recompense for the extra revenue th:1t would be 
raised from the increased dutv. He asked the 
hon. gentleman, not as a joke"but seriously, not 
to increase the duty on tobacco, but to make 
up any loss he might sustain through the 
proposed reduction by raising the tax on some 
luxury. By increasing the duty on tobacco they 
would increase the cost of w h:1t a bush man had often 
to substitute for a meal. He (Mr. Hodgkinson) 
himself had often toliveforseveraldayson tobacco, 
:1nd there was not a station-holder on that Com
mittee who did not know what an important 
adjunct was a good supply of tobacco in satis
factorily working a st:1tion. He hoped that the 
Treasurer would yield to their persuasions on 
th:1t particular item, and leave the duty :1s at 
present. Sometimes the imposition of a duty 
might be more odious than the pecuniary advan
tage to be derived from it, and he thought that 
that was probably one of those duties. They 
would remember what an outcry there was when 
a Chancellor of the Exchequer of Great Britain 
attempted to impose a tax on matches. The tax 
was not a very great amount, but it was inflicted 
on an impoverished class in the community. It was 
inconsequence of the unpopularity of that tax that 
th:1t statesman was hurled from offict>. He (Mr. 
Hodgkinson) did not for one moment use that 
as an argun1ent, because he was certain that 
whatever unpopularity the hon. gentleman might 
achieve from an unpovular tax, that would not 
deter him from doing his duty ; but he asked the 
hon. gentleman to listen to the suggestions of the 
Committee, as he had done on mure than one 
occ:1sion, and agree to the proposed reduction of 
the duty on tobacco. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said hon. 
members who had :1dvocated that reduction 
wished to retain the excise duty on the poor 
man's beer. The hon. member who last spoke 
seemed very frightened because of the unpopu
larity which would attach to him (the Colonial 
Treasurer) if the duty on tobacco were ir:creased. 
He would be cursed because he increased the 
price of tobacco. Suppose he was cursed. If a 
man cursAd the Premier of a colony because he 
raised the tax on tobacco to 3s. per lb. he 
oug·ht to leave the colony. Let such a mctn 
tmvel OVAl' to Ne,w South vValcs, ctnd he 
would find that he would have to pay 3s. 
per lb. duty on tobacco in that colony, 
and if he crossed into Victoria, he would curse 
there, and going on to Tasmania he would still have 

occasion to curse, because the duty was 3s. Let 
him curse himself out, and then come back to 
business. He(the Treasurer) had a certain duty to 
do, and in doing it had to raise the duty on m:1nu
factured tobacco to a certain extent. The duty 
on all tobacco manufactured and unmanufactured, 
was at presenbs. fJd. He proposed to raise the duty 
on manufactured tobacco to 3s., and lower the 
duty on unmanufactured tobacco to ls. Gd. His 
object was to encourage the manufacture of 
tobacco. If one looked on the progress of 
m:1nufactures in other countries, he would see at 
once that it had been a dead failure to try 
and introduce tobacco manufacture unless the 
manufacturers were protected to a certain 
extent. He was protecting them to the 
extent of ls. 6d. per lb. He meant that to have 
the effect of startin"' manufactories here. The 
effect would be not" to increase the price of 
tobacco but to lower it. He que'ltioned very 
much the increased revenue he would derive. 
He did not expect ;:nythinjl' at all, bt:t. ]1e 
expected a great deal m the mcre:1sed famlltws 
that would be given to the manufacturers 
of the colony. The effect th:1t he anticipated 
would be that manufactories would be estab
l!shed. They could not possibly establish 
tobacco manufactories for the manufacture of 
an article that people would smoke or chew or 
use in any way, unless the nmnufacturers got a 
certain proportion of unmanufa:tured tob:1:co 
that had been grown in old-established countnes. 
They would be able to do that. The effect 
would be that gmdually the local :1rticle 
would come in, becau:se it was :1lways to the 
interest of the local manufacturer to use 
as much :1s he could of the lor,al article, 
becanse he got it entirely duty free. There 
was no excise duty on tobacco. Thm:efore 
every tobacco manufactory that was established 
encouraged the local industry. It encouraged 
the farmer to grow tobacco, because there was no 
excise duty, and the duty would encoumge the 
manufacturers to bring a certain amount of 
tobacco from foreign countries, in order that 
the quality might not deteriorate. If it was 
wise to encourage the manufacture of tobacco 
here, it was well also to give encourage1nent t.o the 
importation of unmanufactured tobacco, :1nd :1t 
the same time to giYe free scope to the farmers to 
supply the manufa:tories. He thou_ght)t wa,s not 
very wrong to adm1t that the effect m New So.uth 
vV ales had been to a certain extent to depreCiate 
the quality of the tobacco t?. the smoker, but 
that was got over by competlt1_on. It showed, 
at all event,, that there w:1s an 1mmense amount 
of tobacco grown in the colony, and the com
petition would make it better year by year. 

Mr. UN:MACK said the hon. gentlem:1n 
stated that he did not anticipate any great 
increase in the revenue through putting on the 
extra Gel. H€ furthermore stated that so far the 
raw tobacco had been taxed 2s. Gel. per lb. Con
siderin" th:1t the manufactured article could be 
bought in bond at lOd. per lb., h~ must admit 
that that was a very heavy protective duty, :1nd 
what had been the result? If the present tax 
had not encouraged the growing of tobacco, 
how much encourao·ement would now be offered 
to the farmers ? If they would not produce 
tobacco with a protective duty of 2s. Gel. they 
would not produce it with a duty of ls. Gel. per 
lb. He would suggest that the Treasurer accept 
his proposal to reduce the duty to 2s. Gel. on 
manufactured tobacco and reduce the duty on 
the unmanufactured article to ls. Tlutt would 
give more encouragement to the m:1nubcture of 
tobacco. He should be very pleased to vote for 
a reduction on the unmanufactured tobacco to 
ls. per lb. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 
h:1d informed the Committee that he did not 
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a.nticipate any increa.sed revenue fmm his pro
posa.l, but he would a.ntieipate a great decrea.se 
from the hon. member's proposal. 

Mr. UNMACK: How so? 

The COLONL'\.L TREASURER : Beca,use 
the manufactured article was to come in at the 
same duty, and the unmanubctured at a decrease. 
He had tried to preserve the position of the 
Treasury as much as he could. His object was 
to .encoumge tobacco manufacture here, and in 
domg that he must make differential duties, and 
to reduce the duty on manufactured tobacco and 
decrease the other duty would be a distinct loss 
to the Treasury to start with. 

Question-That the figure "3" proposed to be 
onntted stand part of the pararrraph-put and 
the Committee divided:- b ' 

.A. YES, 43. 

Sir. T. l\:1:cll\vraith, Me::srs. Nelson, Black, 1\furphy, 
l\Iorehcarl, ::uacro::-;san, Donalllson, Pattison, Hamilton, 
L~l{a,. ~'Co~1}1cll, Paul, Archer, Smith, Philp, r~.tlmcr, 
0 .S.llhvan, _L .. r. Stevcns, Cannon, Dalr:vmplc, L1ssner, 
A~lan, Powers, Cow· le.:., North, 1V. Step hens, Ba.tter:-:;by, 
Lttt.l~, G. IL Jones, Corfiold, 31organ, ~Iurra,y, Cnmpbeil, 
l:erkm.s, l:l_unkctt, Adnms, 1Vatson, Lyons, Dnnsnntre, 
Cromb1e, .stevenson, Agncw, and ltccs I~. Joncs. 

XoEs, 24. 

Sir S. \V. Griflith, Me-ssrs. Ilodgkinson, Rutlcdgc, 
Jordan, Drake, Barlow, G-la"',sey, Grimes, Sa.llmld, 
Saycrs, GoldTing, Macfarlane, Smyth, 'fozer, Foxton, 
Aunear, Buckland, Hunter, IIyne, Urnnack, "\1'imble, 
Ismnbert, Jiellor, 'md )ic~bstcr. 

Question resolved in the affirmtttive. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he would move that 
Gs. after "cigar"'' be omitted with the view of 
inserting 7s. It was admitted that tobacco was 
a necessity, but cigars were undoubtedly a 
lllxury. An additional duty of Js. would not 
be felt by consumere, while it would increase 
the revenue. by about £~,400, which might be 
taken off articles of necessity. 

Mr. HUNTER said he had an amendment to 
preceLie that. He thought that if they put an 
extra Gel. on snuff, and a like increase on cigars 
and cigarettes, they would be able to take the Gel. 
per lb. off tea. He therefore moved that the 
figure "5s.," af~er "sn~1ff," which was entirely 
a lnxury, be omitted, with the view of insertin" 
5s. Gd. b 

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

Question-That the paragraphs stand part of 
the tariff-put and passed. 

The COLONIAL TUEASUREU moved
That there be rai~cd, levied, and colleetod on
Opium, 20s. per lb. 

He said he had explained before, that in the tariff, 
as originally ilmfted, he proposed to increase the 
tluty on opium, but it wa,; practically [mpossible 
to dn so, because the duty in the neighbouring 
colonie;;-New South Wales and South Australia 
-was 20s. If they attempted to increase it they 
would probably ln~e the duty altogether. 

Mr. SA YI~RS asked the Colonial Treasurer if 
it was not po:ssible to put on the same duty as 
they had in K ew Zealand, 40s. per lb. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER s:oid he had 
alre:t~y explained that the dnty in the adjoining 
colomes was 20s. per lb,, and if they made it 30s, 
here, they would probably lose all the revenue, 
because the opium would be imported, or rather 
smuggled in, from the other colonies. 

Question-That the pamgraph stand part of 
the tariff-put and passed. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER moved
That tl10rc be raised, levied, collected, and paid on
Coffee (roasted), tea, and chicory, per lb., 6d. 
Coffee (raw), cocoa, and chocolate and chocolate con~ 

fectionery, 11er lb., 4d. 
Sugar (refined), per cw~ .• 6s. Sd. 
Sugar (raw), molasses, and glucose, per cwt., 5s. 

The HoN. Sm S. vV. GRIFFITH said he 
would suggest that it was dc,c;irable to put a 
heavier duty on glucose. It was a product nut 
used for any beneficial purposes, and was it not 
desirable to put on a heavier duty? It was used 
in adulterating honey, and in making bad beer
it was u,,ed for adulterating, very much like but
terine was used. It wa.s not injurious in itself, 
but it was not used for beneficial purposes, and 
they did not want it used in making beer. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he had 
been nnable to get any deiinite information in 
the• Cnstom-house as to the amount of glucose 
that came in, or as to its nses. He knew that 
the hon. member for Rosewood had informed him 
that it W3A3 used in adulterating certain articles; 
but the fact of the matter was he did not think 
it came in-at least, he conld not trace it. 

Mr. GROOM: It is not mentioned in the 
imports at all. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said they 
would be going quite in the dark, and he thougtlt 
it better to leave it the same as sugar. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said glucose was not much 
used in the manufacture of beer. He believed 
there was only one brewery which u;;ed it in the 
colony. It was used chiefly in confectionery. It 
should pay a duty of 10s. a cwt. He might inform 
the Committee that it was largely used in Vic
toria-glucose, as well as loaf sugar-to produce 
fermentation, and a large amount of fusil oil was 
produced, just as in new rum, Such a large 
amount of fusil oil had been produced from 
glucose that it had been prohibited from being 
used in fortifying wines on the continent. The 
purer the sugar the purer the spirit produced 
by fermentation from it, He would pro
pose that the duty on it be 10s. per cwt. As 
yet the evil did not exist, and by putting 
the duty "'t 10s. per cwt. they would keep 
it away, Besides, it was used largely in the 
adulteration of honey. An investigation had 
been held in America, which showed that about 
68 per cent. of the samples of honey submitte.d 
were adulterated with glucose. It was made 
from starch diluted with sulphuric acid, and the 
sulphuric acid had afterwards to be neutralised 
by carbonate of lime. 

The COLONIAL TREASUUER said he was 
sure the hon. gentleman knew more about the 
matter than any other member. He lmd not 
been able to get any information as to whether 
the duty should be 5s. or 10s., but as the hon. 
member s::tid it would be better to put the larger 
amount, he would propose that the words "antl 
glucose" be omitted. 

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

Paragraph, as amended, put and passed. 

The COLONIAL TRBASURBll moved that 
the duty on glucose be 10s. per cwt. 

Question put and passed, 

The COLONIAL TlU~ASURER moved
'l'hat there be raised, levied, collected, and ptdd on
Spirits or strong w~Ltcrs, excepting perfnmed spirits, 

of any strength not exceeding the strength of proof by 
Sykrs's hydrometm.·, and so in proportion for any greater 
strength than the strength of proof-per gallon, 12s, 
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Spirits, cordials, or strong waters sweetened or mixed 
with any article so that the strength thereof cannot be 
exactly ascertained by Sykcs's hydrometer-per gal
lon, l2s. 

Case spirits-reputed contents of two, three, or four 
gallons, shall be charged on and after the fir:;;t dfLY of 
l\'Iarch, 1889. r:l'wo gallons and under, as two gallons; 
and not c~ceeding three, aR three gallons; over three, 
anfl not exceeding four, as four gallons. 

Perfumed spirits, per liquid gallon, 20s. 
Methylated spirits, per liquid gallon, 5s. 

He had heard cries of "Adjourn," but hon. 
members must consider the time of the year 
and the progress they had made, and if th.ey 
did he was perfectly sure they would be qmte 
satisfied to go on as far as they could. 'l'hey 
had been working very lightly so far, and 
nearly always adjourned shortly after 10 o'clock, 
so he thought they should go on with the discus· 
sion, and dispose of a great part of those items 
to-night. On case spirits at the present time 
duty had been charged at per gallon. They 
did not t:<ke the reputed quantity: but now they 
were going to do that, which amounted to an 
increase in the duty unless they increased the 
size of the bottles. · The duty was to take effect 
from the 1st lYiarch next, so that they could he.ve 
a chance of increasing the size of the bottles 
before the duty would operate. 

Mr. ISAMBERT s:,tid he would like to get an 
explanation from the Colonial Treasurer as to 
what he intended to do with patent medicines 
which were largely composed of opium. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: We have 
not got to that yet. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said they had dealt with 
opium, and when they came to those compounds 
of opium what would they do? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: We have 
pas1~ed opiun1. 

Mr. ISAMB:gRT said that they had pass,cd 
opium, but he wished to know how they were 
going to treat those medicines in which there 
was a certain amount of opium? vV ere they to 
be taxed more than ordinary medicines? 

The COLONIAL TREASUREU said that 
discussion would come on after "spirits." 
Opium had been disposed of. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS said he wished to 
know, if the clause were carried, would a case 
containing two reputed gallons be charged for as 
two gallons, even if it actually contained less. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: Yes. 
The HoN. P. PERKINS said, in that cnse he 

would suggest that the quality should be up to 
proof, otherwise it would lead to impositions. 
The dealers in spirits would diminish the quality 
in a corresponding ratio to the amount of the 
deficiency in quantity, nnd that would lead to 
a great deal of trouble in the Custom-house. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: I would 
like to understm1d the hon. gentleman; but I do 
not. 

The HoN. P. PEEK INS said some spirits were 
from 10 per cent. to 2.3 per. cent. under proof, 
and it would be as well to prevent frauds upon 
the public that all spirits should be at least up 
to proof. He was referring t<' case spirits ; they 
could do as they liked in regard to bulk spirits. 
When merchants were forcing businesR in a 
violent way there was a tendency to make the 
quality as weak as possible, but an alteration 
in the tariff would simplify matters at the 
Custom-house, and the rmblic would be the 
gainers by the change. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that 
was what they were going to do. There was to 
be no reduction for anything under proof, but 
everything over proof would be paid for in 

c proportion. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Supposing 
the spirits were above proof, how would that be 
found out? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : All spirit 
is tested. 

Mr. UNMACK said the hon. member for 
Townsville had given notice of an am~ndment 
upon the question of spirits, and he wJShed to 
know whether he intended to move it. 

::VIr. PHILP said he intended moving that the 
duty upon spirits be increased from 12s. to 14s. 
His reas'm for doing so was that the Treasurer, 
when he introduced the tariff, said he was doing 
so for revenue purposes, and he (Mr. Philp) 
knew of nothing that could better pay an extra 
duty than spirits. In New South Wales tl1e 
dub: upon spirits was 14s.; in ·western Aus
tralia, 15s. ; in South Australia, 14s.; in New 
Zealand, 15s. and lGs. ; in Victoria, 12s. ; and in 
Tasmania, 12s. He moved that the word 12s. be 
omitted, with a view of inserting 14s. 

The COLONIAL TRJ~ASURER said he 
would not, as he had intimated before, consider an 
alnendment of that sort, moved by anyone, as a 
friendly amendment to the Government. The 
duty of the Treasurer was to stat!l his wants, 
and if he had not told the Comlmttee that he 
wanted more money, he did not think it was the 
duty of anyone to force more money upon him. 
He did not wish any hon. memi er to interfere 
with the tariff, and would stick to the 12s. 
upon spirits. The proposal was a derJarture 
from the principles upon which the tanff was 
based. The hon. member was quite right in 
stating what the other colonies charged; but 
he forgot to state the very exceptional circum
stances under which those duties had been 
charged. There was no colony where spirits 
contributed so much in proportion to the taxation 
as in Queensland. He might mention that the 
duty paid upon rum, brandy, geneva, old tom, 
whisky, etc., amounted to 25s. per head, or 32 
per cent. of the general taxation of the col~"!Y· 
In New South Wales the duty upon sp1r1ts 
amounted to 18s. le!. per llf\:td, in Victoria to 
13s. Sd. per he:~d, in South Australia to Gs. Sd. 
per head, in Tasmania to 11s. 7d. per head, and 
in New Ze"land to 13s. 6d. per head. 

::'\:fr. DRAKE said he trusted that the hon. 
gentleman at the head of the Government would 
give hon. members on either side what the 
Colonial Secretary termed a "free hand" in the 
present discussion. 

The COLONIAL TREASUR1~R said when 
he intended to make arrangement with his party 
he would do it himself. 

Mr. DRAKE said that was the reason why 
he suggested that it \Vas desirable to ~i ve hyn. 
members a ''free hand" in the present dlBcusswn, 
as they had had a " free hand" in the discussion 
upon wheat. 

The COLONIAL SECEETARY: We will 
g·i ve you a " free hand" in the matter of chaff 
directly. 

Mr. DRAKE said he thought they were 
beyond the subject of chaff; but if the hon. 
gentlemnn wished to return to it there could be 
no objection. 'With regard to the hon. gentle
man intimating that it was not right for the 
Committee to propose increased duties on certain 
articles and decreases on others, if he remembered 
rightly, the hrm. gentlenun, when introducing 
his briff, stated that his object was to get a 
certain amount of money. It was understood 
also that the hon. gentleman was prepared to 
receive suggestions from members of the Com
mittee as to the desirability of increasing the 
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duties on some items and decreasing them on 
others. Members did not exceerl their right 
in Ruggesting n1eans by \vhich the Tren,surer 
might derive 1nore revenue, becau::;e the hon. 
gentleman had said over and over again 
that that was hi,; object in framing the tariff. 
If the hon. gentleman conlcl rleri ve more 
revenue from a certain article, the duty on 
which the Committee generally considered should 
be increased, he would then be in a much better 
position to reclnce the duties on some articles 
which would not have a protectioni,;t opemtion,and 
which wouldincreasethecostofli ving. It could not 
be doubted that the proposed tariff would greatly 
increase the cost of living, and under the cir
cumstances members of the Committee were justi
fied in asking the hon. gentleman not to impose 
any more duties that would increase the cost of 
living; and if they, at the smne time, pointed 
out means by which the hon. gentleman could 
secm·e the additional revenue he required, there 
ought to be no difficulty about his accepting the 
suggestion. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRLFFITH said he hoped 
the hon. Treasurer would agree to adjourn. He 
understood it was proposed to sit on :b'riday, anrl if 
so, they could certainly clear off all the remaining 
items on the tariff by the one! of the week. Hon. 
n1embers had no desire to o)Jfitruct bu::;ine,j.::;, and 
were generally actuated by a desire to g,,t the tariff 
throug·h as quickly as po8sible. There were, he 
thought, only two or three rlisputed matters 
still to be comidercd. There might be one 
or two divisions on timber; the discus
sion on boob and shoes was not likely to 
take long, and there might be something· 
said about machinery, though he did not think 
that would take long. There would not be much 
to be said about the free list. ::\Iost of the con
teoted items hr,cl been already dispo;ecl of that 
afternoon. A great many members had gone 
away, and he could tell the hon. gentleman also 
that he would find ~ittinglate on four nights in the 
week would entail consideraole wear anrl tear. 
If they worked too hard at the beginning they 
would be unable to do anything- at the end. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 
would be only too glad if the hon. gentleman 
could guarantee the opinion he had expressed. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. G RIFFITH: I have 
not the r;lightest doubt about it 

'l'he COLONL\.L TRF.ASURER said he had 
the grerctest doubts about it. He conld pick half
a-dozen men from either side of the Committee 
who did not care one stmw about either the hon. 
gentleman oppo,;ite or himself, and who would be 
IJrevared to discuHs cc·rtain iten1s right on to }:1-,ri
day night. If it was an undm·,;tanding that they 
would finish the tariff on Frirhy night, he would 
be pl'8pared to adjourn that minute. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GHH'FITH: I am 
sure the hon. gentlemrcn can understand it. As 
far as any influence in rny power is concerned, 
there may be a clear understanding that the 
tariff will be fini,hed by l<'ri<lay night. 

The COLONIAl, TRIDASGD.lm said the 
hon. 111Pluher knew he did not go in for labe 
nightH and could not sta.nd a long session any 
more than ordinary member,;. On the under
standing that both sides of the Committee would 
enckavour, in perfect good faith, to finish on 
:Friday night, he would have the greatest pleasure 
in moving the Chairman leave the chair, report 
progrestl, and ask lea Ye to sit again. 

Question put and passed. 

The House resumed; the CHAWMAN reported 
progress, and obtained leave to sit again to
morrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I beg to 

move that this House do now adjourn. 
Question put and passed; and the House 

adjourned at twenty-five minutes to 11 o'clock. 




