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LEGISLATIVE ASSEJdBLY. 

F1·id"y, 12 OctoiJc?·, 1888. 

l)ctition.-Questions.-Sale ancl Use of roisons Bill
committce.-Australasian Katives' rrrustces, Ex 
centors, and Finance Agency Company, Ilimitcc1-
committcc.-:\1:otion for Adjournment-the rttbhit 
Pcst.-Adtlitional ~Sitting Day-Government Busi
ness. - Cnstoms Duties Bill- cornmi.ttee. -Ad
jmu·nmcnt. 

The SPEAKEl\ took the chair at half-J1lkit 3 
o'clock. 

PETITIO~. 

QcEENSL\ND ExlWCTOw4, Tnt~:-3'1'EES, AND ..~_\GENCY 
Cmn•ANY, LrMITrm. 

J'v:Ir. PO\V};RS presented a petition from the 
directors of the Quee1u;land ExecutorR, Trn8tecs, 
and .L\..gency Cmupnny, Litnitecl, praying for 
leave to introduce a, Bill to confer lJO\\rers, etc., 
and "tated tlmt in connection therewith a receipt 
from the Colonial Treasurer for the sum of £25, 
and also the necessary copies of the Gm·e1·nmcnt 
Gacettc and newspapers containing notices uf 
intention to introclnce a Bill, had been deposited 
with the Clerk of the House. He moved that 
the petition be received. 

({uestion put and passed. 

QUESTIONS. 
Mr. PAUL asked the JYiinister for Rttil

wa.yH~ 

1. I~ it the intention of the GovPn:tmcnt to utilise 
the workshops at I~merald for repair.::; of rolling-stock on 
Central liue west of Emerald, on Springsure and Cler
mont branches ? 

2. Also, if it is the intention of the Government to 
fence in the unfems_\d llOrtion of the Central line of 
Railway? 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS (Hon. 
H. M. Nelson) replied-

1. Not at present. 
2. In(glirim.• are now being ma.de with a view of arriv

ing at a decision upon this lJHCstion. 
Mr. DALRYMPLE asked the Minister for 

Railways--
1. \rhcther he will ca.nse a suryey to lJe made of that 

portion of the Main Coast Railway lying between 
llowen and :Jiacka,y ? 

2. ·whether he is prepared to extend the ~Inckay 
1tailway line from :J:Iirani, its present terminus, to the 
north side of the Pioneer River? 

The l\liNISTER FOR RAILWAYS re
plied-

1 and 2. The Government arc not prepared at the 
prc'\(~llt time, either to order the survey of a coast linO 
bet\veen Bowen and .Jiackay, or to extend the l\Ia,ckay 
Hail way from :Jiirani to the north side of the Pioneer 
IUvcr. 

SALE AND USE OF POISONS BILL. 
Co>nnnEE. 

On the motion of l\Ir. l"OXTON, this Order 
of the Dtty was postponed until 'l'hursdtty next. 

AUSTiiALASIA~ NATIVES' TRUSTEES, 
EXECUTOHS, AND AGENCY COM
pANY, Lil\HT}~D, BILL. 

CmrJ\IITTl,IC. 

On the motion of Mr. REES H. JONES, 
this Order of the Day was Jll'Stponed until 
Thursday next. 

MOTION J!'OR ADJOURNJ\LENT. 
THE EABBI'r PICST. 

I\Ir. l\l"L'RPHY said: l\lr. Speaker,-I rise 
for the vurpose of saying a few words with regard 
to a reply to a r1uestion Ivut to the l\Iinister for 
Lands yesterday, and in order that I may dp so 
I will conclude with the usual motion. I asked 
the JYiinister for Lands what steps the Govern
ment meont to take to prevent the further 
incursion of rabbits into this colony, and the 
reply I got was, that as it was found that, 
owing to the preventive means adopted on 
the bordm, no further spread of the pest was 
taking place, it was not the intention of the 
Government to introduce a Bill this session 
dealing with the question. I think thtet the Gov
ernment are not doing their duty to the colony in 
leaving this matter still in abeyance. I consider 
tlmt this que,tion is now as pre,sing a question 
in this colony as ever it was; and I, moreover, con
sider that the Government are losing the most 
fayonrable opportunity that has occurred for '"ome 
time for <lea.!ing· with it. I hope Ruch an oppor
tunity will not occur rtgain, because this oppor
tunity i" cftnsed by the disastrous dronght pre
vailing in thrtt portion of the colony, more 
especially, where this p~:stiH incren,sing so greatly 
at the present time. 'rhe Jlilinister for Lands has 
eYidently, in my opinion, deferred taking any 
action in this matter, from a report that was laid 
on the table of the House some time ago, a 
report from JYlr. Donaldson, who is in charge of 
the fence at present being erected on the border. 
That gentleman in his report. statr·o that rabbits 
are only found here and there m small numbers on 
certain stations ; and I wish to point out the 
fallacy of relying upon a report. of this kind. I 
do not wish to impugn Jlilr. Donaldwn's veracity 
in any way, but I will ask the House to go back 
to a ce!eiJrated report furnished to the lC~te 
Government by l\Ir, Golden, who wtts the first 
man sent from Queensland to report on the 
rabbit question in New South \Vales. He 
reported to the Government that the Govern· 
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ment of l'\ew South \Vales were dealing so 
effectively with the mhbits and checking the 
pest so well that there was no danger of them 
ever getting into Queensland. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GlUFFITH: I do 
not remember any such report as that. 

J'\Ir. 11URPHY: You will find it in the 
reports of the proceedings of Parliament. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH : I know 
there was a report from l'dr. Golden. 

Mr. MURPHY: Those were almost the very 
words of the report-that the l'\ ew South \Vales 
Government were dealing so effectively with the 
pest that there was no danger of it spreading to 
C,lueensland. He said that the rabbits were 150 
miles, at all events, from our border, and that 
there was no clanger; but within eighteen 
months after the report wae written the 
mbbits were actual!)' in <c.lueenRlrtnd. He also 
stated in his report that he conld find only a few 
traces of rabbits in New South \Vale,, on this 
side of the Darling, when it was well known at 
the time that the country was thickly infested. 
Immediately afterwards the Governinent sent 
another gentleman to report, aud he. reported 
exactly the opposite-namely, that the rabbits were 
approaching the (.1neensland border. It was in 
consequence of that report that the present fence 
was erected. I give the late Government every 
credit for putting up that fence; I believe 
they saved Qneensland from a huge disaster by 
their action in that respect, because I believe that 
the rabbits would have got as far as the Gulf 
of Carpentaria by this time if it had not been for 
that fence. I am afraid tbe present Government 
are trusting to another report, similar in effect to 
the repmt that misled the late Government
namely, l\Ir. Golden's report-and I am afraid 
they will be misled by that report. It has been 
the history of this pest everywhere that it creeps 
along in an im;iLlious way. SquatterR n1ay have 
rabbits on their runs for a year before tbey 
even suspect they are there ; but suddenly they 
begin to see them, and in a few months after that 
the country is infected, and they find their 
stock is suffering in consequence. Sometin1es 
the rabbits are not noticed until it is seen that 
there is something the matter with the stock, and 
it is well known that where the country is 
infested with rabbits the stock does not do well. 
Stock of all kinds hate the smell of the grass over 
which the rabbits have been. Hun. members 
may laugh, but that is a fact. I am surprised 
that, notwithstanding all I have said on this 
f{nestion on different occasions, I have not yet 
been able to make hon. members realise the 
magnitude uf this plague. I mn sure the 
n1inistcr for Lands does not realise the danger 
that iN hanging over this country now, uwre 
especially m erthe pastoral inclnstry, and I am sm·e 
the Premier does not realise it either ; otherwise 
they would not defer taking action for a moment. 
lVh. Donalcloon may be correct in saying tlmt he 
doe;' not see rabbits in large numbers, but he 
does find them; ttnd when they are established in 
small colonies they are only waiting for the 
proper time to devdop into a swarm. And that 
time will come when we get the first rain. I 
do not like to prophesy as a rule, and it is not 
much of a prophecy to say that ai\ so,Jn as we 
get rain we shall find that portion of the colony 
thickly infested with rabbits within six months. 
They are not breeding now, for the simple 
rezcson that they n,re waiting, as many other 
nnimals and birds do, until the season is favour
able. It is ail very well for hon. members to 
htngh. They do not realise that what I 
am stating is a fact well known in natural 
history, and they are only laughing from 
pure ignorance. It is a fact well known in 

naturnl history that these animals, like other 
animals and birds, wait until the season is 
favourable before they bring forth their young. 
I am stating what is well known to every bush
man, and I care little for the ignorant laughter of 
hon. members one way or the other. \Vhat I 
want to impress upon the Government is the 
fact that now is the most favourable time for 
taking precautions to prevent the incren,se of 
the rabbits, and I am satisfied that if we allow 
this favourable opportunity for dealing with the 
pest to go past we shall find the rabbits at the 
Gulf of Carpentaria before we know where we 
n,re. J\Ir. Donalclson, in his report, refers to only 
a certain number of places in which he found 
rabbits, but I have good information that rabbits 
have been seen very much further east than any 
place stated in thnt gentleman's report. 

The I'OSTJ\IASTJ~R-GENERAL (Hon .• J. 
Donaldson): Also further north. 

Mr. MURPHY : Yes; ttlso much further 
north. 

An HoNOlillABLE lVlE1mER: 'Where further 
north? 

Mr. IviURPHY: I know they are at Cnnna
nmlla and >Lt \Vidgegoara. I have here a letter 
sent to me by Mr. King, and dated lOCh October, 
1888, in which he says:-

" Uy dear )furphy.-
" As I shall be leavin~ tmvn without seeing you 

agnin I write to say that Mr. I~. Bignoll, of 1\ridgcgoal'a, 
Station. which a<lj01ns our \Yeelamnrnt Station, near 
Cunnamulln, called iu at Gowric on his way here to say 
that, in place oftbe rabbits heiug de&troycd a.s rC})Ql't.ed, 
they have been seattcrcrl tllrougll the country, and that 
tracks, believed to bo those of rabbits, have b·,cn seen 
on his rnn. l\lost men woultl lmcp those thing:.. to 
th,_,msolvcs, bnt Mr. Bignell has ~een in Yictori<L the 
certain ruin "\Vbich attends the advent of rabl)its into 
a di::Jtrict, and considers it his duty to make this kno\VU 
in order tllat tl1e Government may be able, in good 
time, to arlopt some measures for the prevention of the 
further progrm:;;:; of ralJbits in this colony." 
That is good evidence that thco rabbits have g-ot 
a hold in this colony over a very much more 
extensive area than we thought they had. \Vhen 
l\Ir. Bignell states that rabbits have beeu seen 
.on his run, it is at once a proof of his sincerity, 
becmlse it does enormous injury to a run to say 
tlutt rabbits are on it, and renders it unsttleable. 
No person would think of bnying a rabbit
infected run, and no man would say there ttre 
rabbits on his run without some good and solid 
reason, and when a Inan says there are rabbits on 
his rnn we m<ty take it for granted they are there. 
I will not further take np the time of the House, 
and I have onlv done so so far because I wish to 
impre>·,s upon the Government and this House 
the magnitude of this danger which in gmdually 
creeping upon us, and \Vhie;h will in a short tirue, 
if we do not take the bnll by the horns, ruin the 
pastoral districts of this colony. 

l\1r. CASEY sairl: l\lr. Speaker,-Tn common 
with nearly everyone who has fLny acquaintance 
with tlJj,, mbbit question, I feel very much dis
appointed to learn that the Government do not 
propose to introduce a Dill thi>< year to deal with 
the pest. The information supplied them by 
l\Ir. Donalds0n is no donbt correct, "'' far as it 
goes, but, as the hon. rne1nOer for Barcoo ha~ 
said, it is well known to those at all acquainted 
with the natural history of the rabbit, that 
the~· do not increase in anything like their 
usmtl percentage in dry seasons; but the fir;,t 
rain and the first flush of the young grass 
will cause them to spread like smoke from 
a gnn. Anyone who has 'een the bhtck 
ruin and deva,otation the rabbits have brought 
upon the settlers of both Victr1ria and N cw South 
\Vales, will re<tlise how we feel the danger th<>t 
threatens us. I have myself had very consider
able experience amongst rabbits, and I can speak 
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with a certain amount of authority on this sub· 
ject. I have seen the progress of the rabbits 
nlmost from the time they commenced to 
increat:>e in Banvon Park, in Victoria, until 
they reached the borders of Queensland; and 
I do not believe that anything the hon. mem
ber for Barcoo hns said, either now or on 
any previous occasion, paints in too vivid 
colours the da.nger th&.t threatens this colony. 
It threatens it, not only through a decre~tse in 
the producing power of the colony, but in the 
enormous discount tlmt will h~tve tu br: taken off 
the selling values of all properties. It thre~ttens 
not only the p~tstoral but the brming com· 
munity in almost as great a degree. The rabbits 
:ue coming very much e~tstw~trd of the district 
reported on by J'.fr. Donaldson, and I myself 
received,., letter on the subject from !VIr. Amos, 
who 1nana,ge,;:; ~1r. C. B. FiRher's extem;ive pro
perties in Southern Queenshwd, testifying to 
the mnrch of the rabbits in that particular section 
of the country ; and there iH no donbt that, even 
in this very bad season and under unfavourable 
conditions for their increast::>, they ~re increasing 
and pushing forward very rapidly. lVIy c1wn 
experience tells me that they push forward their 
outworks-if I 1nay Ut:ie the expre~sion-at the 
rflte of 150 miles a ye<er under ordinarily f>tvour· 
able conditions. No d'mbt the action of the late 
Governrnent in fencing the country ha8 been 
of enormous benefit to the colony, ~tnd they 
deserve every credit for their prompt fiction in 
this matter. I think their fiction checked the great 
wave of the rabbits, but in the meantime it remains 
for the present Government to continue the good 
wnrk which the last Government initiated; and 
we had sincemly hoped that the Government 
woulcl have brought some legislation before the 
House this ses~;ion which would have enabled us 
to ·check their advance and increase in this 
colony. 'Ve are not sufficiently s:.mguine to 
hope that we shall ever be ~tble to du away with 
the pest altogether, but we hoped for such legis· 
lation as would enable us tc' de11l with it in such 
a way that it would no longer threaten to over
whelm one of the great producing industries of 
the country. A delay, even of oix months, at 
this particuhr time of year, may be fraught with 
yery great danger, ~tnd 1nay quadruple the cost of 
the mea-ures necessary to check the advance of 
mbbits in future. Varwus schemes have been sug· 
gested, and a representative conference of men 
from nearly the whole of Ctueensland was held in 
Brisbane some time before the sitting of Parlia
lnent to offer suggestions to the Governn1ent on 
thi,; question. The Premier received" deputation 
from that conference, very courteously listeneJ, 
and listened patiently to all we had to say on 
the subject; listened to the hi,tm·,v of the measure.s 
that had been taken in New ::louth \V ales to 
dettl with the pest; and promised that the matter 
should receive the favoumble consideration of 
the Govcr1unent, who wonlcl endeavour to 
devise some measme that would enable us to 
deal successfully with the pest. As I srcid 
before, we find \vith very much regret that 
no such measure will be brought forward this 
session. \V e think the fence suggested by 
::\Ir. Donaldson in the report alluded to by the 
hou. member for Ba.rcoo would, in the absence of 
any legisl~tti ve measure, be a decided check to 
their fmther increase, ancl in the event. of no 
Bill being brought before the House it might be 
lJOs~ible for the Prernier to give us sorne assur
ance that this fence will be pu,;hec\ forward. It 
would, I believe, be a check and a b~tr to the 
furt.her progress of the mbbits at present. This 
question lms b.~ en w often before the House that 
it has become almost a joke on the part of some 
members who have not cmne personally into con
tact with the pest. If they had seen, as I have 
seen, a large province, and a very fertile 

·province of Victorifl, absolutely devastated and 
given up altogether to rabbits and dingoes 
they would feel that such a destructive result 
occurring in any part of this cvlony would be a 
great and a m>tionallo"'· It would certainly be 
no laughing matter to those who are unfortunate 
enough to be engaged in pa'':\toral pursuits, and 
the loss would react to a great extent on other 
industries in the country. I do not wish to 
detain hon. members long on this question, but I 
will just mention one particular instance illustra
tive of the magnitude of the danger that occurred 
in the case of one of my own friends. He had a 
third share in a station in Victmia. In that 
instance, within the four years of the advent of 
the first rabbit as far as was known, the 
whole place was given up absolutely to a 
caretaker, and his share of the money loss 
on the property was £GO,OOO. 'Vitbin.four years 
from the appearance of the first rablllt on that 
station there was an absolute loss of £180,000, 
and the run was thrown up with all its improve
ments. Tlmt is only one imtance out of many 
which have come within my own personttl know
ledge of the loss caused by these animals. I 
trust that, if the Government are not "ble to 
introduce a Bill to deal with the question during 
the present session, some steps will be taken in 
the direction of canying out the suggestion of 
Mr. Donaldson, for a new fence to be erected as a 
further barrier to their progress. 

Mr. ALLAN said: Mr. Spe:>ker,-I should 
have been very much plutsed had there been no 
occasion to opeak on thi,; question this session. 
I assisted the hon. member for Barcoo a little 
last session in the action he took to bring the 
matter forward, and I regret extremely that 
the Government do not deem it expedient this 
session to bring forward fl Bill for taking 
measures to keep back the rabbits from this 
colony. I know myself that the qu~stion is 
one that will require to be taken m hand 
sooner or later, and the sooner it is done the 
better it will be for the colony. I have presented 
several petitions from different parts of the colony 
-from abont Inglewood, Clifton, and elsewhere 
-hnpressing upon the Government the imJJor-
tance of a meaBure dealing with the question 
being passed by Parliament. Like the hon. 
member for Barcoo and the hon. member for 
\Varrego, I have receiver\ letters on the sub· 
ject fr~m gentlemen !iYing in various districts, 
and among them Mr. Amos and Mr. Bignell. I 
have interviewer! Mr. Bignell this week. He 
came down to Brisbane almost specially to 
impre"upon any gentlemen who take an i!'terest 
in the matter the fact that the rabb1ts are 
increasing in that part of the colony, in spite of 
the drought. They are increasing all over his 
run and on the neighbouring run. On the latter 
station five rabbito \\·ere killed by one man in 
ten days. Mr. 13igncll is a gentlem:m who is 
not likely to make a statement like that unle~s 
he had good grounds for do1ng so, and there IS 
no doubt that, as the hon. member for Barcoo 
lms stated, he has made the circumstances known 
simply for patriotic reD.sons. I regret that 
some members seem to look upon this matter 
as a joke. It was looked upon as a joke 
in Victoria at first, but that is not the case now. 
It was looked upon ltS a joke in Kew South 
\V ales, and the member who introduced the 
matter there was nearly laughed out of the 
House. \Vhat h~ts been the result? \Vhy, last 
year they spent close upon h.alf-a-rnillion o! mo~ey 
there in attempting to erad10ate the rabb1ts, w1th 
no effect wh~ttever. I am very glad that the 
aetion t~tken by the late Govermuent in this 
colony in putting up the rabbit fences has had a 
most beneficial effect. A gentleman, who has a 
station on the border, inforrns me that he and his 
brother went out and rode along the fence for the 
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purpose of seeing for themselves what use it was, 
and on one side they saw the tracks of rabbits 
quite thick, while on the other side of the fence 
there were none. I regret extremely that the 
fence was not pushed further. There is an 
enormous gap of about 200 miles still to 
fill up between the \Varrego and lVIungindi. 
'l'here are rabbits in that t!istrict, and before I 
sit down I will <ruote some figures showing how 
they rncty increase. I regret to have to take up 
the time of the House on the S>Jbject, but it is a 
mcttter of such g-reat consequence that I do not 
think any :1pology is neccssary. There are some 
young members in the House who have little 
acquaintance with that part of the colony, and I 
should like very much that they should gain 
some knowledge of the fearful nature of the 
pest, and the danger that is there threatened. 
I may tell hon. members of a strange anomaly 
with regard to those who live on the border. 
The men there are almost afraid to see f1 

good season on account of the rabbits. It 
is the bad seasons that have kept the rab· 
bits bitck, or we should have seen them coming 
into the eolony in enormous numbers. Had 
we hatl good seasons the fence is not far 
enongh ad va.nced to prevent a great increase in 
the rabbits from the adjoining colonies, and, 
unleRs \Ve take very good 1neasures indeed to 
prevent the spread ef the pest, the country will 
soon be ownun with them. I will take one or 
two illustmtions in connection with this matter 
to Hhow that the increase in rabbits is so enorn1ous 
and so extraordinary that one can hardly calcu
late it. I will not use my own figures, but will 
quote those of the late chief inspector of rabbits 
in New South \Vales. Bnt before doing so I will 
quote one clause from J\1r. Donaldson's report. 
He says, in the second last pamgraph of his 
report, dated from Hungerford, 20th August, 
1888 ;-

"I am nnalJle to form any idea as to the number of 
rablJits in this colony, but three men nnder an overseer 
are able to catch fl'Om ten to twenty per week." 

That is the number those men are n,ble to cn,tch 
but supposing those ten to twenty rabbits per 
week were not caught, but allowed to umltiply, 
what would they produce? I wish to put on 
record what they might do. I quote now from 
perhaps the hest authority in the colonies--Mr. 
J ames C. IV. Crommelin-late chief superin
tending rabbit inspector for New South VVitles. 
He has taken the trouble to write a very inte
resting itccmmt on the spread of rabbits in New 
South vVales and how to cope with it, as far as 
he knows. I will not quote very much from his 
report, but will specially refer to the figures he 
gives. On prrge 11, under the heading " Increa"e 
of rabbits," he says :-

" In my (';;tlculations I have taken six as the average at 
a birth, and allowed rabbits to breed_ nine months in the 
year; some think they aYcragc seven at a time, nnd 
some nine. I, 1nyself, have got thirteen in one nest, 
and I have often seen ten and eleven. I have also 
found a nest with only two in it; so that, taking the 
average at six for each litter, and ~Lllmving half of the 
six to be. does, I am '"'ell within the ma£k. Rabbits 
trLke the buek at three months, and at four months the 
does have their first litter. I have caught does not 
more than three part:-. grown, which were suckling 
young, and I have constantly eanght does whirh were 
suckling young, and yet had young ones inside 
of them. I also, one day, found n nest witlt 
six young ones, jn.st born, about three feet from 
the entrmH'•' of the 'breeding bnnow, and about 
two feet fnrther on there waS another lot of nine 
yonn;;stcrs jn~t ready to lcn.vc. These mnst have all 
belonged to the same doe, as a doe \Vill never allmv 
another to occu1)Y the same breeclin~ burrow. The 
progeny, then, of two rabbits left und:isturbcd, and 
allowing them to breed only nine times in the yen.r, 
anti their first litter at fonr months old, would amount 
at the end of the thirrl. yea..r to thirteen millions seven 
hundred and eighteen thousand (13,718,000). 'J.1his 
would give six millions eight hundred and-fifty nine 

thousand (6,859,000) does to commence breeding with 
the beginning of the fourth year; that is, allowing half 
the sum total to be does." 

These are absolute facts, Mr. Speaker. Now, 
taking- JIIIr. Donaldson's report that three men 
can c:ctch about twenty mbhits every week, you 
Citn estimate how those twenty would increas~ if 
ltJft nndioturbed and under fav<>umble circmn· 
stauces, vvhen we reinember that in three year~ 
two rmty increa"e to nearly 14,000,000, with about 
G,OOO,OOO does to commence the fourth year, and 
go on increasing ad injin-itum. That will 
give one smne idea of what we rnay expect 
oven now, when the drought has kept them 
back, and I do sincerely trust that the Gov· 
ernment will see that the matter is of such 
vast importance that even now, if it is late 
in the seSclion, they should bring in a Bill to 
stop the ra v :tges of this pest. I am sure Umt if 
they look into it, snch a measure will receive the 
assi,;tance of eve1-y member of the House. I do 
not wish to take up the time of the Hous0, but I 
\vill just read an extraut fr01n a gentlernan who 
has no personal interest in rabbits, and who is 
livint£ in the sonth-westun district. ·when I 
speak of the south-western district I refer to the 
part of the colony outsi<.le the fence which Jlllr. 
Donaidson in his report S'..1ggests shonld be 
erected-that if.;, one running frmn ~Tnngindi, 
passing between the Bnllon and St. Georg-e to 
Clmrleville, and across to Commogan Station. 
That will be in the district in w hi eh I m:pelf and 
others are interested, <:tnd in which thi~gentlmnan 
lives. This letter will show the interest people 
in the district take in this matter. After writing 
on other matters he says :-

"How nhont the rahbits? ·what is going to be 
done r Ton arc heavily intereqted in this district, and 
no one knows more ahont the annnals than youreelf. 
and it is yery important yon slionld net on this qnts
tion. \¥ere I a member, I 'vonld never leave the floor 
of the House until I had passed some good Act rr: those 
rabhits. Yon and :Jir. :.\Inrphywerc the orig·inal movers 
on the qne-;tiou, and I trust, for the benefit of this 
district and all along the bortlor, yon 'vill ast-ti~t 
him and the committee in pa~'"ingtheresolntions passed 
at the cont'erence. 'rlle rnbhits are coming in on us alt 
around Cnrrawillinghi, Ban gate, Brenda, Bnndalecr, and 
some ttre se(m on V\ oolerina..; and if measures arc not 
soon passed by Gov,;rnrnent we can thr(nv np the 
country, aud let it become a b1·eeding warren, to spread 
eventually rabbits all over Qneensl:tnd. :My past 
experience in 'rasmania, \Yc~tern District, all(l on 
l\Iurray. in Victoria, compels me. thongll I have no 
intercqt in this district, to warn YOU all of the dreadful 
effecLs or theso rabbits, if once ·they get a footing in 
Qnoenslantl. So, hcware! Posterity 1vill have cause 
to ble.;;;s yQu, or to curse you, re your now acts on the 
subject." 

That is written by a gentleman who is the 
manag-er of the largest property in thrct district, 
and who has no )Jersonal interest in the matter. 

An HoNOUI\ABLE MEMBEI\: Do you mind giving 
his name? 

Mr. ALLAN : Mr. Amos, manager for Mr. 
C. B. 'B'isher. These gentlemen would not make 
these statements if they could possibly help it. 
They decrease the value of their property very 
much in doing- so, and they are only actuated by 
patriotic motives in speaking out straight. I will 
just refer to a fact tlmt is given in the pamphlet 
by Mr. Orommelin, late chief superintending 
rabbit inspector in New South vV ales. He 
says:-

" IJt""-~S than two year~ ago, I ~n,ther from the papers, 
that the rahbits in Xew Zealand were eating the grass 
of between 5,000,000 and G,Oun.ooo sheep, and thus cost
ing the colony, it 1vas C::'timated, about n million and 
a-half sterling annually." 

So that it is not a matter affecting the Hquatters 
only. People are nnder a wrong impression who 
think it affects the sqnatters only. It :1ffects 
the whole community. Of course, the squatters 
are interested-very deeply interested in it-
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but the effects of the pest permeate the whole 
country, as will be seen from the fact 
that last year New South \Vales spent about 
£500,000 in trying to stop the ravages of the pest 
without success. I will not t<1ke up the time of 
the Hou:'e further. I tnu;t m<)st ,;inccrelv that 
the Gove-rnnwnt\Yill recon~1dertheir deciRio.i1, and 
bring in a Bill dealing with the matter, even if it 
does extend the session a day or two longer. I 
do not know, but I believe there is a Bill in print 
now, and cerb,inly the House should take some 
action to stop this pest from devastating the 
country should we fortunately, or unfortunately, 
get a decent season in the near future. 

Mr. COR FIELD said: Mr. Speaker,-It was 
with surprise .ctnd regret I heard the Minister for 
Lands announce to members of thi" House yes~ 
terday that the Gnvernment intend to shelve, for 
the present, le.gislation on the mbbit question. 
Although they h<>ve been officially informed 
the~e rodents are not spreading more rapidly 
north and west is to my mind accounted for by 
the prevailing droug-ht in the interior, and there is 
every reason to believe that with the approaching 
wet sea,on-long before a Bill dealing with them 
becomes law if it rem>~ ins over nntil next year-the 
colony will be overnm with them, and we shall 
have to incur far heavier expenses to get rid of 
them than if immediate steps were taken in that 
direction. The number of petitions presented to 
this House from all parts of the colony show 
unmistakeably how seriously the public regard 
the m:ctter, and I hope the Governrnent will 
reconsider their decision and pass a Bill through 
the Honse this session. 

Mr. PAUL said: :VIr. Speaker,-! cannot say 
that I h•we resided in the rabbit-infected 
country, but I p<1ssed through snch districts 
in Victoria, about ten years ago, and I can 
describe them n.s nothing but perfect deserts, 
the same as the Peak Downs and Springsure 
districts were, about the same time, changed to, 
by the ravages of marsupials. I can tell hon. 
members the result of that inv.,sion of mar
supials, for they came in overwhelming numbers 
never known before. In 18G7 the pastcral re
turns showed that in tho;,e districts there were 
8:50,000 sheep, besides lar~·e numhers of cattle 
and horses. Thn.t was the time when those dis
tricts were supposed to be only about one-fourth 
stocked. In187f>-only eight years htter-thennm~ 
her of sheep had been reduced to un<ler 200,000, 
and those that remained were dyin.;- from starva
tion and wnrnlR, broug-ht ahout hy the 1nan~upials. 
Anyone who saw the Darling Downs about the 
same time, and noticed the great devastation 
that the manmpials caused, must be convinced 
what a great pest an invasion of rabbits would 
be. Althongh marsupials breed frelJnently, they 
are as nothing compared with the breeding 
ca]>ahilities of these rodents. This is not a ques
tion confiner] solely to the pastora.l interest, and 
I trust that all hon. members, whether they 
reprt:);'ent pastoral, agricultural, n1ining, or corn
mercirrlint~wests, will join inenden,vouringtoavert 
an evil which will overwhelm the country, if it 
is once allowed to obtain a footing within our 
borders. At the time I speak of, twelve years 
ago, the sea',ons were most bvourable, and yet 
from Rockhamnton to Tambo, a distance of over 
400 miles, nearly nil carringe W<lS stopped. The 
carriers had to fill lmlf their wrcg-gons with corn 
and chaff to feed their hor .. e.<, and the crmse
quence \Vas that carriage \Vent np to three or 
four times what it originally "\Y::J,S. During thn.,t 
good season, b~ hveen tho~e two to\vns, I can 
assure bon. m~?rnbers, there were not t\vo can1ps 
where carriers could turn out their stock to 
grass. Seeing that so many petitions have been 
presented to Parliament on this rabbit r1uestion, 
I am afraid that, if the Government do not take 

some action in regard to it, they will run the risk 
of losing some portion of their well-8arned popu
larity. 

Mr. CllOMBIE said: JVIr. Speaker,-It was 
with surprise 1 found the Government are not 
going to take thi::; 1natter in hand th-is se.sRion. I 
regret this very much, and I certainly did not 
expect it. At a depubtion which waited on the 
Chief Secretary on this question I was led to 
beliove that some meaRnre would be introd11Cerl 
this ses-,ion, and I do not know that anything 
has transpired oince thnt time to alter the 
necessity for it in the slightest degree. It was 
proved then that rabbits were in the colony; 
they are still here; and I think the Government 
are making a great mist;1ke in not bringing in ~t 
measure of that kind this ses,ion. 

Mr. DRAKE said: Mr. SpP.l.ker,-Ido not rise 
for the purpose of prolonging thi.'l debate, though 
I think the subject is a very important one, and 
well worthy of the consideration of the House. lYiy 
object is to point out that the action of the hon. 
rnember f'Jr B;u'coo, in n1oving thiR motion for 
adjournment, is contrary to the rnlingthat has 
been given by you this session. On the 3rd 
October, under precisely similar circumstances, 
you ruled as follows:-

"Though there nrein~tanccs \V here amotion ofadjonrn
mcnt ha~ 1Jeon made after n question hns been answcrrd, 
in order that the matter might be cliscn~~cd.,it is againRt 
the pr:tctice of the House of Commons to raise, on a, 
motion for adjournment, a c1iscus:>ion on nn nns\ver ton, 
qne:stion, 11ot onl~· on the same dn.y, hut during the 
session in which the answer has lJeen given." 

The SPEAKER: The h<m. member must 
excuse me. If he had intended to take exception 
to the action of the h<m. member for Barcoo, he 
should have done so at the time. The proper 
time to take exception to anything that is said by 
a m••mber who may be out of order, is at tho 
time the point of order occurs. The hon. member 
did not call attention to it at the time, and he 
cannot do so now. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-This is sornething ne\v, to say that a 
point of order cs.nnot bi" mise<l becanse it was 
not mentioned at. the time it occuned. I 
have known Bills thrown out on their third 
reading because they were ont of order in their 
original introduction. If your ruling the other 
clay was correct, this is a most irregula,r discussion, 
and as soon as attention is called to it it ought to 
be stopped. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member must 
take into consideration what took place on the 
recent occa~ion, ..._4_ question wa.s raised as to a 
point of order; it was not I who raised it; and 
when the question was raised, I felt hounrl to 
point nut thnt it was irreg-ular to discuss an 
answer \vhich had been given to a question. If 
the hon. member hail raised the same question 
to-day I should have been bound to give the 
same reply. I could give no other. If the hon. 
n1ernber for Enoggera had \Vished to take excep
tion to it, I still think he should have done so at 
the time he considered the hon. member for 
Ba.rcoo was out of order. 

Mr. DRAKE : Mr. Speaker, - I might 
certainly have done so earlier, but I was 
anxious to ascertain whether a subsequent 
ruling of yours wa.s or \vas not inconsi:-::tent 
with the former rnling; and while I "as 
looking up that matter the hon. member for 
Barcon ceased speaking. Bef-lides, I \Yas not 
de,irous to pnt myc.r If forw>~rd to stop the hon. 
member from speaking, because he appeared to 
me to be exercising rr right which, until the time 
you delivered your ruling, I thought was enjoyed 
by members of the Honse. Even if the hon. 
no em her were, as the Colonial Secretary said the 
other day, moving the adjournment by way of 
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"running the blockade," I should not have felt 
bound to interrupt him; but I deemed it desirable 
to raise the question in order that I, as a new 
member, may know what are the privileg-es of 
members of the 1-Iouse, as I do not wish tocbirnasa 
rig-ht that which is not a right. If there are any 
rule.< of the Home that ctre binding- on me they 
should be equally binding- on ctll members. I 
will not refer to the matter further. I under
stand you to rule uow that the hon. me m her was 
out of order. 

The SPEAKER: I would point out to the 
hon. m0mber that there are certain times when 
members of this House may commit what might 
be properly called irregularities-things that are 
in opposition to the Standing Orders of the 
House. Every dcty almost the Standing Order.s 
of the House are broken by members reading 
news[mpers whilst in their seats. In this particu
lar instance, I did not feel c>tlled upon to tn,ke 
exception to the action of the hon. members. The 
matter is one which may be left to the House to 
decide. 

Mr. GROOM said: J\Ir. Speaker,-The im
portant point arisP<, that the House is gradually 
establishing precedents of its own, and the ruling 
you gave the other day was unqnestionably mw 
which the House must either aff.rm or dis
agree with. If your ruling was right on that 
occasion, undoubtedly the hon. member for Barcoo 
is out of order now in raising this discussion 
on an answer to a question. In my opinion, if 
the House affirms your ruling on this point, 
it is parting with one of its best privileg-es. 
The answer of the lVIinister for Lands W>ts that 
the Government did not intend to deal with the 
snbject this session. Then the course which the 
hon. member for Barcoo could follow on such an 
important matter as this was to avail himself of 
a future opportunity by giving notice of a sub
stantive motion, or by moving the adjournment 
of the House. According- to your ruling, Mr. 
Speaker, delivered the other day, the course he 
did adopt was clearly out of order, although with 
all due deference to yourself, I beg to say that 
the practice of the House of Common~ in this 
respect has never been altered. On a question of 
extreme urgency such "" thi.~ the Speaker has 
always ctllowed members to move the adjournment 
of the House, with the view of bringing the 
question more ]mrticularly before the notice of 
the Minister in charge of the department to 
which that matter referred. If I had had an 
idea that the rjuestion would have been raised 
to-rlay, I should, in consequence of what 
transpired the other day, have brought under 
notice cases in which Mr. Speaker Brand has 
allowed members, when a question has been put 
by a member which is not satisfactorily replied 
to, to move the adjournment of the House with 
a view of bringing the matter before the Govern
ment. vVe have not only our Standing Orders 
to guide us in this respect, as our Standing 
Orders say that where our own Standing 
Orders do not apply we may fall back 
upon the practice of the House of Commons. 
Now, the rules of the House of Commor1s, in 
~o far as they c<ffect a member's privilege 
m th1s respect, have never been altered, anrl 
conser1uently they apply to this case. In cases of 
extreme gmvity and urgency like this the right 
to move the adjournment of the House has 
always been granted, and if ~·our ruling is to be 
adhered to, .nne of the most va!nable pri;-ileges of 
members w1ll be taken away from them. On a 
question of gravity, which may affect any par
ticular class or subject, they will be debarred 
from bringing the question before the Govern~ 
ment. It may be a matter which requires to be 
dealt with immediately, or to which the attention 
of the Government is desired to be called. I am 

sure you will receive my remarks in all kindness, 
becau8e they are intended to be so, and I am 
perfectly certain that, if you r~c~msider the 
question and consult the author1tJes on the 
subject, you will find that privilege concerlecl 
to i:nombt'rs, and it is one which they ought 
to be very slow to allow to be taken from 
them. They have the right to move the adjourn
ment of the House when the reply of a :\Iini,;ter 
is not sati~factory, a.nd in this <''lBe it 'va.s not. 

The SPEAKER said : I would point out to 
the House that the hr,n. gentleman must be aware 
that his remarks have been irregular ; but I do 
not wish to prevent a, discussion in connectiun 
with this matter. I would also point out that 
the queotion raised the other day was not 
one of urgency or gravity, but waR a, shnple 
que<tion. The que.stion wets put to me whether 
the hon. member was in order in immediately 
ri,;in" to discuss the answer which barl been given 
to th';, f]Ue.<tion by the Minister. I did not wish 
to give a de0ision rtt all, as I desired that the 
House itself should do so-that as the House 
had so often allowe·l the same thing- to be done, 
the House itself should decide whether it shonlrl 
be done then or not. Bnt when I was asked 
again to say o.t·hether it was regnbr or not, I was 
bound to sav-what I still believe-that it was 
irregular. I would point out that this House, 
and also the House of Commons, allows its rules 
to be departed from on certain special occasions, 
and I presume that the House here woulcl, on 
any occasion where the subject was considered 
to be one of gravity and urgency, allow an hem. 
member to discuss the answer to a question on a 
motion for adjournment. But, as I said before, 
the question \Vas not one of gr::tvity or urgency, 
but simply a point of order, and it is for the 
House itself to decide whether its rules shall be 
in exceptional cases· strictly enforced. 

Mr. DU.NS:'IfURE said: Mr. Speaker,
There is one point I should like to urge in regard 
to this question. I wish to say that I regTet 
very much the answer given yesterday, awl I 
hope, if a Bill cannot be brought in this ,;ession, 
that ctt lP:tst a suin of money will be placed on 
the Estimates to put up another fence. 

The COLONIAL SBCRETARY (Hon. B. D. 
Morehend) said: Mr. Speaker,-As I also rPpre
sent a district which is, perhaps, more likely to be 
attacked by this plague thnn any other district 
in the colony, I may be permitted to say a few 
words. The Governn1e nt are quite cognisant of 
the grctvity of the question and danger of this 
incnrAion of rabbits frorn the southern colnn1eR, 
and the matter has not in any waY been neglected 
by them. The whole subject-the hon. gentle
man who leads the Opposition, I am snre, will 
bear me out in this-is surrounded by great 
difficulties, and I harl hoped that the conference 
of delegates from different parts of the colony 
would, at any rate, have sug~·ested something of 
a pmctical nature, that might h:we been taken 
advantage of by the Government. Bnt no such 
pntctical suggestion 'vas n1ade, and I arn inchned 
to think that in some cases there is a desire to 
get np a scare in order to ctcquire the tenure of 
the resumed vortions of runs. 

The Hoe\'. Sm S. vV. GRIFFITH: Hear, 
hear! 

The COLORIAL SECR1~TAHY: I am in
clinerl to think so, and that that may hctve 
something to do with the matter. I think tlu',t 
it may have, and I have not arrived at that 
conclusion without tr~kin[>; the qnestion fully 
into consideration. As the hon. !ll('m her for 
Toowomnba Fnig-ge,;terl, this is n very serious 
m>ttter indeed, and worthy of consideration, 
anri I may say that the Government are quite 
prepared to do all that lies in their power 
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to get rid of this pest, and assist the pastoral 
tenants who are likely to be the first sufferers ; 
but we also know that during the last few 
months, cnving, I an1 afraid, to a great extent to 
the disastrous season we have sufferecl from, that 
the rnbbit plague, if it has not been killed, at all 
events has been scotched for a while. I think 
it i:-; hnnlly fi1ir~ having regard to all the 
hcts, that the Government ,;ll<mld be asked 
specifically to go into legislation reflniring 1no~t 
careful conoideration. That consideration, I 
may hardly say, it will receive at the hands of 
this Government, or at the hands of any 
Government which may occupy the Tre~
sury benches. I am perfectly certain the late 
Government gave it careful consideration, but 
the difficulty is not so easv to cope with as sume 
hon. meml:ers seem to think. I think the hon. 
member for Btucoo, who moved the adjourn
ment of the House, knows as well as I do that 
the matter cannot be dealt with rapidly, and 
that there are n1any surrounding circumstances 
to be dealt with. I think the hon. member may 
rest satisfied that the Government will give the 
matter their oerious consideration, and that it 
has not only b~en considered by the ~Minister for 
I,amis, but by evet'Y member of the l\finistry. 
He should be satisfied when he hears that the 
matter will be attended to, and that it is being 
attended to at the present time. 

The 1\UNISTER J;'OR LANDS (Hon. M. 
Hume Black} said: Mr. Speaker,-! think, in 
adclition to the information which the Colonial 
Secretary has given, and which I entirely 
endorse, that it may be satisfactory to hon. mem
bers, and I am certain it will be to the pastoral 
lessee;; of this country, to know that the Govern
ment have not been n>'glectful in anv way. And 
in taking this credit to the present Government, 
I beg also to offer my congratubtion to the late 
Government for the steps they took, and the 
anxiety they displayed to carry out the wishes of 
the House to obtain all the necessary informa
tion, and do all they poosibly could in the same 
direction, which I, having the department 
under my control, an1 n1ost anxious to do. 
There has not been one stone left unturned, I 
am sure, to obt;;in the most reliable information 
that it hns been possible to obtain on this most 
important subject, and I say that the hon. 
member for Barcoo really thinks that in thi.s 
matter I depend entirely upon repm·ts. I would 
like to hear what the hon. member depends 
upon. The di,;tance from Brisbane to the south
western corner of the colony is so g1·eat that it 
;,, only by reports th>1t we can ascertain the real 
truth in connection with this matter. This 
Government, and I may say the previous 
Government also, in my opinion, have taken 
the most adequate steps to obtain the most 
reliable information upon this subject, and wh<tt 
do we find ? A few years ago, acting in the 
most judicious manner, this House paRsed 
a vote for the erection of a rabbit-proof fence 
along our southern and western border, of 
£50,000, and that amount was subsequently 
increased by another £50,000, making altogether 
£100,000. And the House was assured that if 
the Government accepted contracts-the pre
vious Government especially-for the erection 
of that fence, that would prevent the influx of 
rabbits into this colony. I am not going to 
discuss the frightful calamity it would be to this 
colony if the mbbit.s were once to olJtain a 
footing here. I have been connected with 
the pastoral interest quite as long as the 
hon. member for Barcoo ; and, probably when 
he was a very young fellow indeed, I was 
actively engaged in it. I know from my actual 
experience the calamity it would be to this colony 
if Queensland were devastated by rabbits, like 
New South \Vales or Victoria. The Government 

have taken the most active steps, and are still 
taking the most active steps, to have that fence 
erected. Up to the present time 31G miles of 
fencmg have been erected, and there are 252 
n1iles contracted for, in course of erection, 
>tnd being erecte<l as rapidly as possible, con
sidering the season and the difficulty of transit. 
\Vo have 118 miles still unld, but which Mr. 
Donalcbon, our rabbit insp()ctor, has fnll 
authority to 'tccept tender.s for, as soon as ever 
he can get contractors to go on to the ground and 
erect it. There has been no he,dtation whatever, 
either on the part of the past Government or of 
this, in giving effect to the known wishes of the 
House in the matter. But it unfortunately 
happened that, before the south-western fence 
was erected, a few rabbits clitl undoubtedly get 
into Queensland. \Ve have received authentic 
information of mbbits having been found, and I 
have laid on the table of the House a map which 
gives the dates npon which what were, in the 
majority of cases, traces only of rabbits were 
found. \Vherever traces have been found, even 
when the rabbits lmve not been actually seen, 
they have been marked, and every record upon 
that map has been authenticated,, and hon. 
members can satisfy themselves as to the dates 
upon which the tmces were found, and the 
authority upon which the department has reason 
to believe rabbits did exist. Hon. members 
will see that the majority of tracei'l were found 
from fourteen to eighteen months ago. \Vi thin the 
htst twelve months there has been no extension 
northwards; there have been no traces. I was 
assured yesterday by two gentlemen who visited 
me, and who expressed the gre.o.test anxiety 
upon the questiun, that rabbits have been found 
in some numbers at Adavale on the Bulloo, " 
long distance inland. I determined that I would 
ascertain without any delay the truth of this 
report. I immediately had a telegram "ent to Ada
vale, and I received a reply just before coming to 
the House this afternoon. I am only referring 
to this case to point out to hon. members the 
difficulty that there is in relying upon reports. 
The hem. member for B:1rcon said I relied only 
upon reports; but I take the first opportunity of 
verifying the truth or utherwise of those reports. 
The telegram I sent yesterday was to l'IIr. \Valsh, 
the a~ting clerk of petty ,,essions, Adavale :-

"Has it come to Yonr knowledge that rabbits hn,yc 
been seen in the vicinitv of Adavale If so please give 
particulars." ~ 

I received the following reply to that telegram 
to-day:-

" Acting c.r.s. away on dnty in the bush Rabbits 
have not been heard of in the vicinity of .Ada.vale." 
Now, this is one of many similar reports which 
the department are receiving from time to time 
from gentlemen who, no doubt, are fully aware 
of the danger of the incursion of rabbits if they 
are not checked, and they would only be too glad 
to see the Government of the country put to 
enormous expense for putting up an additional 
line of fencing. Now, ,qo anxious was I to obtain 
the most reliable information on this subject, 
that, not satisfied with the reports that our rab
bit inspector, JYir. Donaldson, was sending down 
from time to time, I wired to that gentleman 
to come to Brisbane so that I could htwe 
a personrd interview with him, and ascertain 
the urgency or otherwise of additional legisla
tion this oession. He came here, and I had an 
interview with him. I found him a thoroughly 
intelligent, reliable man--a m:tn who was RO 

anxious to get back to his wDrk that he only 
stayed a ve17 few days in Brisb»ne, r,nd imme
diately returned. He is, I really believe, one of 
the best men we could possibly have for this 
duty, ancl he informed me that the erection of 
the fence, which has cost us £78,000 up to the 
present time, has been effectual in preventing 
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an incursion of rabbits into Queensland. He 
said that traces were undoubtedly to be found 
here and there. He has now employed the 
two parties of men to whom he refers in 
his report-and each party conRists of three 
men paid by the department and overseered 
by the overseers of the stations upon which 
they are employed-in the destruction of rab
bits. The moment 1\tr. Donaldson hears that 
rabbits are to be found in any particular 
locality he immediately sends one o£ those 
parties of men, who are employed by the week 
and not by the number of sc<Llps th<Lt they 
get. It is to the interest of the overseer.s or 
the managers of the stations to see that these 
men do their work, and what is the remit? 
I may mention that, in addition to the two parties 
employed already, Jliir. Donaldson has full 
instructions from me that if he finds it neces
sary he may put on twenty different parties. If 
he finds that the rabbits are increasing he 
has full power from the department to put 
on an additional party wherever necessary 
to stop their spread. All we a'k of the 
lessees is that their manager or overseer shall 
see that the men do actually destroy the 
rabbits on their particular stations. The depart
ment is fully alive to the danger of the colony 
if the rabbits increase. I contend that, having 
once checked the increase of rabbits, we have 
some right to expect that the pastoral lessee will 
do something. The pastoml lessee represents 
that the rabbits are ruin to him, and he at once 
comes to the Government. It means ruin to 
him probably, and it is surely to his interest to 
do something in the way of destroying these 
rabbits. But I regret to say that in some c"ses, 
instead of that being done, application is made 
at once to the Government. The Government 
are to step in and save him from what he con· 
tends is ruin. 

Mr. MURPHY: That is a very unfair state
ment. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I regret to 
say it is a very true statement. The Govern
ment have been accused, especially by the hon. 
member for Barcoo, of not accepting their 
responsibility in this matter. I contend that the 
previous Government went as far as any Govern
ment could be expected to go, and I certainly 
contend that since I have had the management 
of the Lands Department I have not left 
one single stone unturnecl to obtain the fullest 
and most reliable information, and I am pre
pared to lay it at any time before this Hntme. 
Mr. Donaldson in his report, not knowing what 
the Government propose to do, states that 
another fence should be erected. The present 
fence goes from Mungindi to Charleville, and 
from Charleville to the wester1,1 border. That 
fence will cost £98,000, and I may say there is 
every reason to expect that if the apprehensions 
entertained by some hon. members are re<Llised
that the moment we get favourable seasons there 
will be a sudden w<Lve of rabl1its, notwith,tanding 
the fact that we have already shut them out 
to a great extent-then by the time we have 
spent £98 000 the country will be asked for 
another £100,000 for another fence further 
inland. I know that the Government are fully 
aware of the danger, and I know that the Gov
ernment are prepared to adopt every necessary 
step to prevent the spread of rabbit,; by the 
mel'Lns I have pointed out. The Government 
will obtain the most reliable information during 
the recess as to the best means to be adopted, if 
they find that this plague is likely to increase; 
but J think it would be very premature, at all 
events, were we to introduce an elaborate scheme 
for the extermination of the rabbits at this late 
period of the session. I may tell hon. gentle-
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men that a scheme has been prepared, and I am 
prepared during the recess to visit the locality 
myself, so as to be able to speak from my own 
personal knowledge as to what the danger to be 
prevented really is ; and if I find that the 
dnnger exists to <Ln extent greater tha;r I am pre· 
pared to acknowledge at tho present time, I shall 
be prepared, :tnd the Government will be pre
pared, at the earliest possible date .next year to 
brin" down such a measure a' will satisfy not 

, ouly" the pastoral lessees,, but ~!so the a\iricul
turists of the colony-mcludmg those m the 
more northern parts of the colony-that the 
dn,nger to be prevented will be effectually 
checked. 

Mr.' 8TEVENS said: Mr. Speaker,-! ~m 
very glad to find that t.he G.overnm.ent are takmg 
such an active interest m th1s questron, because I 
bncv there is an impression abroad that the 
Government were not pushing fm·ward thec fence 
as r<Lpidly as they might. I g<Lther from what 
was said hy the Minister for Lands, and by the 
Colonial Secretary, that the remainder of the 
fence originally planned,is to ~e finished,, and I 
am glad to know that. rh ere IS not the slightest 
doubt that the erectinn of the fence so far has 
been of in1rr1en.se service. P .. erRons w~o have 
travelled alono· it have told me that the difference 
in the pastnre 7m the two sides of the fence is most 
marked. \Vhere the rabbits are, the ground !s 
bare but on this side of the fence the grass IS 

mor~ or less good. I think the Minister for Lands 
was rather hard on those gentlemen who are deeply 
interested in this question, when he b~<Lmed th~m 
for not sending to the department anymformatron 
they received, or facts which had come ~mder 
their knowledge, as to .the preser_rce of rabbits ~m 
their runs. A squatter IS hardly likely to advertise 
the fact that rabbits are on his run, because 
that would very soon settle it as a saleable 
commodity, besides injuring his standing with 
financial institutions. As to a Government 
official at Adavale stating that he had not heard 
of rabbits being in the loc~lity, that does not 
prove that there are no rabbits there. \Ve have 
had instances in which men have been sent 
specially to report on the pre.<ence of rabbits, and 
they have failed t? ferret them out.tl.rough they ha ye 
been in the locality. I am positive that rabbits 
are in the vicinity of Cunnamulla at the present 
time because I have conversed with men who 
have' seen not only the traces of rabbits but also 
rabbits thernsel ves, and I believe they a_re 
thoroughly relhtble. men. With regar~ to l~gis
l<Ltion on the subject, one of the chief objects 
is not that the Government should bear the 
~xpense, but that persons whose runs are infested 
shall be compelled to do away with the 
rabbits by the mea:rs deci_ded upon. The 
Minister for Lands, m speakmg of the fence, 
was rather nnbir to the p<Lstoral lessees when 
he made it appelli' that they would expect 
another line of fence to be erected at the cost of 
the country, which, I think, is not the case. I 
think that whatever ox pensive legislation may he 
brought "bout, the pastoral lessees will be fully 
prep~red to pay their fair ;;hare. It is evident 
tlmt the Government cannot see their way to 
legislate on the question this ?essior;1 but I h<;pe 
they will do so early next session. Ih.e qt;estwn 
i~ one of vast i1nportance, and I hope 1t ·w1ll not 
be from any ;cction of this House that its vast
ness may he brought home to hon. members in 
the near future. 

:i'.Ir. STEVR:'fSON said: Mr. Speaker,
This is no new subject for this House to discuss, 
and hon. members will give credit to the hon. 
member who has just sat down for having been 
the first to introduce the question. The hon, 
member for Logan deserves more credit than 
<Lnyone else for having brought the rabbit questioiJ 
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forward. I also have taken a great interest in 
the question, but I admit I have got rather 
lukewarm ; from the fact that you cannot get 
three squatters from any part of the colony 
to agree as to the proper course to take. 
I was one of the delegates to the conference, and 
I had the greatest trouble to get them to make 
concessions to one another. In the North thev 
wanted a fence hundreds of miles from where tlie 
rabbit' were known to be, simply to protect 
th•)mselves; in the South they were in fftvonr of 
enclosing the country in srnan areas, forruing a 
sort of network o£ fencing ; and I had to tell 
them that if they were not prepared to make 
concessions to one another it would be im
possible to get the Government to do any
thing. There was the greatest difficulty in 
con1ing to any conclusion. Besides, the reports 
are so contradictory that no man can rely 
on them. One says that the rabbits are in 
one place one day, and another day some one 
else says they are not there. ·when the hon. 
Inember for \Varrego was out \VC!l;t elf'Dtioneering, 
he sent down a renort that mbbits harl lJeen seen 
at Adavale, but' a Government official there 
reports that no rabbits have been seen there. 
One n1an believes in a fence ; another 111an doe,s 
not believe in 'a fence. I cannot see how 
in the world we are going to deal with the 
que~tion under those circurnRtances. I think 
that if the Government get this fence erected 
aloug- the border, they will have done all 
that c11n be expected of them, and the squatters 
will have to protect themselves afterwards. Not
withstanding all that has been said about rabbits, 
I believe they are something like marsupials--I 
believe they come and go: I have seen mar
supials in large nutnUers one vear and the next 
year disappear. Squatters have had to protect 
themselve-s from marsupials by puttina up fences 
and I am afraid that is the only effectual way t:, 
deal with the rabbits. \Vhat with droughts, 
marsupials,, and rabbits, squatting is a pretty 
mean busmess ; and it is just as well to 
see what the countrv will come to with
out Government protection. I believe the 
squatters ought to protect themselves after 
what the Government have done already. 
There is one thing alluded to as to what has been 
done by the late Government in regard to this 
matter; and I would like to say a word with 
respect to the management of tl1e business. I 
never could understand why, after all the expense 
gone to in this matter, seventeen miles of the 
worst infested country was left open for the 
rabbits to come. in as they pleased. I have 
never heard a s:1tlsfactory explanation of that in 
the House, m1dit is a thing I could not understand. 
Another point I m>ty refer to is, that when the 
conference was held on this subject certain 
gentlemen were appointed to t11ke the matter in 
hand. I was not one myself as I had not time 
to attend to it, but I believe the hon. member 
for Barcoo, the hon. member for \Varrego, and 
the hon. mernber for Cunninghu.m were amongst 
those appointed to look after the matter. I was 
one of the deputation that waited upon the 
Premier on the subject, and I can say we 
could not have been met in a more friendly 
spirit than we were on that occasion, and 
I understood that the Premier alon" with 
the Minister for L":nds, had takm~ the g~·eatest 
trouble on the questwn, and were drflfting a Bill 
to be introduced this session. I have alw been 
led to underct>tnd since that the Government 
have been doinc; all they could in pushing on this 
border fence, and that an understanding was 
come to between the gentlemen I have referrerl 
to and the Government that there was really no 
pressing necessity for a Bill to be brouo·ht in this 
session. It is rather unfair after that under
standing, for the hon, merr{ber for Barcoo to 

move the adjournment and blame the Govern
ment on the subject this afternoon. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
SpeC~oker,-Before the hrm. member for Barcoo 
replies, I wish to take this opportunity of 
~xpressing the satisfaction I feel in finding that 
at last the efforts of the late Government in 
dealing with this question are recognised. \Ve 
were told for months and months that we 
had done, and were doing, absolutely nothing~ 
and that the fence wns worse than use
le,,g, \V e were sickened by those stories for 
months, and all through the general election. 
\Vhy, even during this session the hon. gentle
man who mm·ed this motion told the House 
that the late Government had done nothing, 
that thA country was overrun with rabbits, 
and the fence was worse than useless ! I 
am glad to find our efforts have at last been 
recognised, as they have been, gracefully and 
fairly, by hon. members ami by members of the 
Government this afternoon. On looking at the 
map which tlw Mini,ter for Lands has laid on the 
table I find it gives full details; and it appears 
from it that rabbits have been reported to be at 
various places north of the fence, but the dates in 
w hi eh they were reported from these places are all 
more than t\vel ve months ago. So that practi
c:tlly there are no rabbits north of the fence, and 
all the places where they were reported to have 
been seen in this colony were to the north of the 
fence. That is what appears by the map, and it 
is a most satisfactory thing to see. 

Mr. ,JORDAN said: Mr. Speaker,-I wish to 
refer to the seventeen-mile gap in the fence, 
alluded to bv an hon. member on the other side of 
the House. i may say that the first I heard of that 
was about three months ago, and I then went to the 
Under Secretary for Lands and asked him whether 
he was aware of the existence of such a gap in 
the fence before that time, and he assured me he 
was not, otherwise the J\1i'lister for Lands would 
have been informed. I ha.ve not seen the par
ticulars of the information which the hrm. mem
ber refers to, 'wd I am not sure that it is an 
established fact yet that there ever has been a 
gap of seventeen miles in the fence. vVhen I 
heard of it I suggested, I think to the Minister 
for Lands him,-elf, and if not to him to the 
Under-Sec,·etary, that the gentleman in charge 
of the erection of that fence should be called upon 
to report upon that point, and tell us whether 
any such gap existed; but I do not know whether 
he has received any inforrnation on the subject. 
I have been very pleaeed at tlHl tone of the dis
cus.sion upon this subject, and especially that 
adopted by the gentlemen connected with the 
pastoral interest, and I am glad to find that they 
have done ample justice to the late Government 
in the matter .. I adopted the plan of having 
marked on the map of the fence every authenti
cated place where rabbits were found, and I am 
glad to see that the Minister for Lands is keeping 
up that system. I would like to know from the 
Minister for Lands whether l'tir. Donaldson was 
requested to report upon the existence of the gap 
of sev<mteen miles which had been spoken about, 
and whether any such gap existed. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said : Mr. 
Speaker,-By permission of the House I will 
reply to the hon. gentleman. \Vith regard to 
that gup in the rabbit fence, I hold in my hand a 
report from 1\Ir. Donalrlson on that particular 
subject. I h~Ml a telPgru.m sent hin1 asking for 
a fnll explanation about it. His report is too 
lengthy to read, hut I will lay it upon the table 
of the House for the perusal of hrm. members 
who may wish to see it. The substance of it is 
this : No doubt the gap did exist but it was all 
under water, and, as the water receded, the 
fence was immediately carried as far as it could 
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be got safely into the water. Mr. Donaldson 
most emphatically states that no rabbits ever got 
in through that gap. He says in his report that 
the gap in the rabbit·proof fence is now reduced 
to three miles, and that he e''pects to have it all 
closed in by the end of September. I have not 
had any information from 1fr. Don >ldson as to 
whether it has yet been entirely closed. 

An HoNOURABLE 1I~Jl\IBEit : Is then~ water 
there still? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I believe 
there is about ten miles of water there now. I 
do not think I am justified in saying that the 
whole of the gap will be closed, even at the time 
mentioned by Mr. Donaldson, because there is a 
sort of lake there w hi eh in flood time spreacls out 
for miles, and, as the flood waters recede, the fence 
is carried up to them without any unnecessary 
delay. There has been an immense amount of 
difficulty in the erection of this rabhit·proof 
fence, owing to the vicissitudes of climate in tlmt 
district. At one time of the year a gre~t deal of 
the country is under water and the teams cannot 
travel with wire or fencing, and then, in a 
few months, so exce,ssive a drought prevails that 
the men cannot work for want of water. But, 
in order that no time should he lost, and 
that the Government should not he blamed 
in any way for neglecting this very impor
tant subject, I may mention-what I forgot 
to mention before-that about two months ago 
two other gentlemen were sent out to assist 1\Ir. 
Donaldson. It was perfectly impossible that he 
could control and keep the whole of this 
enormous borcler-line in orcler single-handed, 
and he has now the assistance of two most active 
men, who are thorough bushmen. The tbree, 
between them, will be able to send in more 
frequent reports than we have hitherto had con
cerning tbe fence and the progress of the rabbits, 
and the Government will he in a position to give 
very much more frequent and reliable informa
tion than they have been able to give up to the 
present time. 

Mr. ALLAN said: Mr. Speaker,-\Vith the 
permission of the House, before the hmL member 
for Barcoo replies, I wish to make a personal 
explanation in regard to what fell from the hon. 
member for Clermont with respect to my being 
one of those gentlemen appointed to look after 
the bringing forward of a Bill dealing with this 
subject this year. I admit that I was one of those 
appointed, and when I came down here at the 
beginning of this session I made a pnint of asking 
some of the other gentlemen appointed with me 
to look >tfter this nuttter and see what course we 
should take, and the answer I got then was, to 
me, thoroughly satisfactory. I was told that the 
Government were going to deal with this matter 
themsel V<"<, and had a Bill drafted for the purpose. 
Had I known that the Government werenotgJing 
to bring one in I certainly shoulcl have thought 
it imperative on mo to insist that the committee 
appointed for that purpose should have drafted a 
Bill. That is the ans\ver I have to give to the 
statement made by the hon. member. As for his 
remMk, that he presumed we had come to some 
arrangement with the Government--

The SPEAKER : I must point out to the 
hon. member tbat he is exceeding the bounds of 
a personal explanation. 

Mr. 1rURPHY, in reply, saicl : Mr. Spertker, 
-I will not detain the House long, but I wish to 
say a few words in reply to tbe remarks nmde by 
the Colonial Secretary to the effect that this 
rabbit scare is only being got up by squatters for 
the purpose of securing the resumed part of 
their runs. That is a statement which I think 
requires no contradiction from me, because it 
will be allowed by most members of this House 

that the rabbit scare is a real and live one, and 
though some squatters may take advantage of 
their position to put the Government into a 
hole, I must say that that is not the intention or 
wish of tbe g'eneral body of squatters in the 
colony. They have no desire to acquire the 
resnmerl part of their runs or to make use of 
the rabbit scare in any way for that purpose; 
and I know that I am speaking the opinions ?f 
mv brother squatters all over the colony m 
saying that they do not wish to make this rabbit 
scare a lever to better their position in any 
shape or form. I think the remark of the hon. 
1\entleman was entirely uncalled for ancl unfair. 
I also think the remark of tbe Minister for Lands, 
tlmt the squatters in the districts where the 
rabbits were now coming were not giving the 
Government any '"sistance in exterminating the 
pest, was a very unfair and uncalled-for reflec
tion. I know for a fact that, on all stations 
where rabbits are at present, the squatters are 
employing men on their own accnunt to ~xte~
minrtte the animals, And 1\ir. Donaldson, m h1s 
report, states that the squatters there are helping 
the Government parties in the district. I will 
just read a few words from his report to prove 
that. He says:-

" 'l'hc arrangements made with the owners of Cnrra
winya and Caiw;uroo Stations-that the Government 
ap;ree., to pay the ·wages ot three men for each camp, 
the :-tation lll'OYiding rations and an overseer (if neces~ 
s:-try), besides removing the camp where required-! 
find wm·ks very well on these ::,tations/' · 

There it is shown that the owners of the stations 
are giving assistanct. 

The 1HNI8TER FOR LANDS : It is the 
Government party. 

Mr. MURPHY: Yes, it is the Government 
party ; but the station provides them with 
ra.tions. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : And the 
Government pay for the rations. 

Mr. MURPHY: And the owners of the 
station remove the c:1,mp where required, thereby 
assisting the Government, and yet the hon. 
gentlerrmn saicl the sqmctters gave no assistance 
to the Government. But, besides that, they 
are destroying rabbits at their own expense on 
many stations, and I am sure that the hon. 
memher for W arrego will indorse tl1e state
ment that the pastoral tenants in that portion of 
the colony are doing all they can themselves, as 
well as as,c,isting the (}overnment parties. They 
are rendering assistance by providing Govern
ment parties with rations, even although they 
are charging for them, because it is a great 
convenience to the Government to get the rations 
for thdir men on the spot. I know that the 
station-owners there are destroying rabbits 
independent of the Government altogether, and 
have done so long before any rabbiting party was 
sent there by the Government. The leader of 
the Opposition tried to load this House astray just 
now in the nlo3t rlisingenuous way. He aygued 
that, because the marks on the map to whiCh he 
referred had been there for twelve months, there
fore there were no rabbits north of the fence. 
The hon. gentleman knows that that was not an 
honest statement of the facti ; because if he had 
read thii report of :VIr. Donaldson he would have 
seen that mhllits are actually in the colony. 
Because they have never, changed the marks 
which were on the m'"p twelve months ago, that 
does not prove anything, ; it does not even prove 
tht~t rabbits were there. 

1\Ir. JORDA;'\: Yes; it does. 
Mr. '\1URPHY: Very well; the hrm. gentle· 

man says " yes, it does." I say that what he says 
is true; hut the fact that no further marks have 
been put on the map Himply shows that no 
attempt has been made to localise the rabbits 
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since the late Minister for Lands localised them 
on that map. Mr. Donaldson says, "I am 
unable to form any idea as to the number of 
rabbits in this colony, but three men, under an 
overseer, are able to catch from ten to twenty 
per week," and yet the leader of the Opposition 
tried to make the country ant! this Home believe 
that there are no rabbits in the colony. Mr. 
Donaldson's statement completely did aw:ty 
with th:tt argument. I do not wish to say any
thing more about this matter. I know I breve 
wearied the House over and over again on 
the subject. I have wearied myself; I am 
sick and tired of the \vhole matter. I am 
only sorry that my efforts have been in vain so 
far as galvanising this Government and the late 
Government; into action is concerned. I give the 
late Government credit for what they did, but 
the mistake they made was that they went too 
slowly. The present Government are making the 
same mistake. This nmtter cannot be done 
slowly. If we are going to stay the pest we 
must act promptly and quickly, and what I 
complain of in respect to the late Government is 
that they got on too slowly, that they did 
not act at once. If, instead of sending JYir. 
Golden down South to make the false report 
he did make, they had only written to the 
neighbouring Government, they would have found 
th:<t it was absolutely necessary to fence the 
rabbits out of Queenslancl. They would have 
been convinced of that, and would btwe started 
twelve months before they did. It was because 
their action was delayed that the rabbits got 
into the colony. The present Government are 
doing the same thing. As the Colonial Secretary 
has said, it is no doubt a difficult question to deal 
with. The pastoral tenants ha Ye tried and htiled, 
but that is no reason why another attempt should 
not be m>tde to grapple with what we know is an 
extreme danger to the colony. I am sorry the 
Government have not dealt with the matter. 

The MINISTER FOR MI~ES AND 
WOHKS : How is it to be done? 

Mr. MURPHY said: I have no doubt there is 
a way to do it, and I am sure the Government will 
be able to find a way out of the difficulty. They 
have made an attempt to deal with the question 
so far as drafting a Bill goes, and I arn only sorry 
that they did n"t see fit to bring that Bill before 
the House. \Vith the permission of the House, 
I will withdraw the motion. 

i\iotion, by leave, withdrawn, 

ADDITIONAL SITTING DAY. 
The PRE:\HER, in moving-
That, during the remainder of this sc'3sion, the House 

meet at 3 p.m. on ::\Ionday in each week, in addition to 
tbe days of meeting already appointed b)· by Sessional 
Order, and that the Government business take pre
cedence on that day-
said: Mr. Speaker,-vVhen the Sf'Ssion com
menced, I anticipated that we would finish busi
ne~s tow:1rds the end of October, and the reason I 
gave for that was that it would be a good thing 
if we could resume the winter sessions that we 
had in previous years. That was my desire. I 
think it very unde"irable that we should sit 
during November, December, ,Jnnuary or Febru
ary, and the only way to get ont of the clifliculty is 
to finish the session as soon as we can ; and 
we ca.n hasten over \Vork, at all events, by 
sitting on Monday. Northern members will be 
especially eon venienced by a motion of this kincl. 
I think Southern members will find it equally 
convenient. I know quite well it is imposing a 
heavy duty upon members of Parliament to sit 
during Monday, Tuesday, \Vednesday, Thurs
day, and Friday; but, at the same time, we are 
not imposing any duty upon them that we are 
not imposing, to a heavier extent, on ourselvE',, 

'Vhen I say "ourselves," I mean the Ministry, 
who have decided to bring forward this motion. 
It is, of course, very heavy work; at the 
same time it is very much better that we 
should finish the work we have to do in the 
cooler pm·t of the year, than carry the session 
into the hot months, when we shall not be so 
well able to carry on business. I know that 
I mn very n1uch disinclined to sit during Novem
ber, and very likely will not. I may indicate at 
the present time the work that is before the 
House. Of course hon. members can see whttt 
is on the notice paper. There is very little there 
thttt will take much time, with the exception of 
the Estimates, and the Estimates themselves 
should, this year, not be the matter of much 
debate, considering that they are pretty much 
the Estimr<tes of the previous year ; and I 
have calculated upon that accordingly. I 
cannot move this motion without expressing 
my thanks to the Opposition for the way in 
which they have treated the heavier busine,-;s 
before the House. The assistance I have 
received from the leader of the Opposition in 
the most important meaenre, next to the 
Customs Duties Bill, now before the House has 
been very great. As hon. members must have 
seen, he luts been quite as indefatigable as any 
Minister in his attention to the work of the 
House. I, therefore, feel that personally I must 
make that statement, because, of course, it 
involves a conRir1erablfl a1nonnt of work on him, 
he at the same time not being a Minister. In 
the interests of speedy and good government I 
ask hon. members to meet me on this motion to 
sit on JYion<lays. I cannot se~ any reason ag>tinst 
it; and the reason that applies to hon. members 
who have to work on either side of course applies 
equally to Ministers-or perhaps to a greater 
extent. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-! do not rise to offer any opposition to 
this motion, but I regret very much that the 
neces,ity should have arisen for it to be made. 
I thank the hon. gentleman for the very generous 
remarks he has made respecting whatever assist
ance I have been able to give. I have always 
laid down for myself a certain rule of conduct in 
this House : that is, to assist as far as possible in 
the conduct of public business, and I trust I shall 
always do so. I think to do serious work on five 
evenings a week is more than any man can under
take-that is, if it is continuous work. In 
Engbnd they do not do it. They take 
Monday and Tuesday, Thursday and lrriday, 
and \Vednesday is an off-night. I have a 
vivid remembrance of one or two weeks' work 
of that kind, and it was more than I could 
stand when I was stronger than I am now. 
I, therefore, think that in armnging the busi
ness paper for JYionday the hon. gentleman 
should take the Estimates, or something that 
may be considered light work. \V e are all, 
I believe, anxious to finish the session as ·soon as 
possible after disposing of absolutely necessary 
work. Before I sit down I wish to offer a 
suggestion to the hon. gentleman with regard to 
the next motion on the paper-that Government 
business take precedence on Fridays. If he 
carries tlu:~vt, private business is gone for this 
session. I, therefore, suggest that he should give 
members next Friday, at all events. If he does 
not they will have no chance of getting their 
busine's through this session. If that motion 
were made aJt~r next week instead of to-night, 
there would be no objection to it. 

The PREMIER said: I have already inti
m,,ted to those membero who have pl'ivate 
business on the paper that I am quite willing to 
give them next Friday. 

{luestion put and passed. 
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GOVERNMENT BUSINESS. 
The PREMIER, in moving-
That Government bn:-:iness haYe proccdcncc on Fri

days, in addition t.o the days already set ::Lpart by 
Sessional Order for such }_)rccedenec-
said: Mr. Speaker,-As I have just stated, I 
hn,ve already agreed to l13t privccte business take 
precedence next ]rrirlay. I felt myself that 
otherwise it would be allowing too little time for 
private business, and there is nothing gained by 
debarring private members from getting their 
business through. I may say, in addition, that, 
consistent with the carrying on of Government 
business as well, we shall always he open to meet 

· private memhers in a similar way to this. There 
is no necessity to alter the motion, because, as I 
have stated, I have already made arrangements 
by which private business will be taken next 
l<'riday. 

Question put and passed. 

CUSTO::YIS DUTIES BILL. 
CoMMI'l'TEE. 

On the motion of the COLONIAL TIU~A
SURER (Hon. Sir T. Mcilwraith), the House 
went into Committee to cnnsiuer the Bill in 
detail. 

Preamble postponed. 
On clause 1-" Repeal of Acts in schedule"
The COLONIAL TREASUH.ER said: That 

although that clauee might raise the debate on 
the Beer Duty Act of 188i5, which was men· 
tioned in the schedule, it would be more conve
nient to postpone consiueration of it until they 
came to the schedule. 

The HoN. Sm S. vV. GRIFFITH s<eid it was 
no use discu~sing the beer duty on that chtuse, 
because they could only t"'lk about it ; they could 
not decide the question. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 2 to 6 passed as printed. 
On clause 7, as follows:-
"If the importer of such goods, or his agent, shall 

neglect or refnse to pay the duties impo~efl. thcreon 
within seven dnys after snch examination 'tn<l assess
ment by the proper officer, or other lJerson appointed 
for that purpose under any regulation or order by the 
Governor in Council, and also the cost of sueh examina
tion and assessment in the event oft he valuation being 
greater than declared ou the bill of entry, the Colleetor 
or other proper officer may, and he is hereby required 
to, talm and secure such goods, \vith the par'kag-cs 
therr.of, and shall eause the same to be pnbliely sold 
within the space of t'venty days at the most after such 
examination, and nt such time and place as such officer 
shall, by tour or more days' public notiee, appoint for 
that purpose, a,nd the said goods shall be sold to the 
highest bidder, ancl the money arising from the sale 
thereof shall be applied in tlh; Hrst place in pay
ment of the duties ·due upon snch g0ods, together 
with the costs and charges tl:mt shall have boon 
paid or incnrred for or on account of sueh exami
nation and sale, and in the second pbce towards 
payment to the importer or his agent of the declared 
va-lue of the sa.id goods as entered, together 'vith any 
freight and charges paid thereon by such importer or 
his agent, not exceeding ordinary or current rates. and 
the baJance (if any) shall be p::lid, the one moiety thereof 
to the officer who shall have detained and secured the 
goods, and the other moiety to the aeconnt of Custom<:~ 
duties, and snch last-mentioned moiety shall go to ancl. 
form part of the Consolidated RevenuO· of QnCcnsbnd. 
Provirt.cd, nevertheless, that the Collector of Customs 
may, if he shall think fit, elect, after payment in the 
first place of the duties, costs, and charges as aforesai<l, 
to pay the balance to the importer of the said good~ or 
his agent, less tt'n pounds per centum, \Yhich ,:;nm so 
deducted shall be paid, the one moiet7 thereof to the 
oftice1' who shall hrtve detained and secured the goods, 
and the other moiety to the n,ccount uf Customs dntic~, 
and 8UCh last-mentioned moiety i'hall go to an cl form 
part of the Consolidated Revenue of Queensland." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER ,.aid that 
laso night the hon. member for North Brisbane 
took exception to the clause, but he believed the 

exception arose from a_ misapprehensio_n. ~he 
proviso gave an alternatiVe .mode of dealmg w1th 
a case in which false entr1es had been passed. 
It had no reference whctever to the 10 per cent. 
duty that was in the Act of 1870. 

'fheHoN. SmS. W. GR[FFITH said the inten
tion of the clause was, that a man should not, 
under any circmnbtances, gain anything by making 
an undervaluation. It was provided that if he 
did mR,ke an undervaluation, "'nd diu not pay the 
proper duty, the goods were to be sold, and out 
of the proceeds he was to get the declared value 
of his goods-the value he entered them at. 

The COLO)[IAL TREASURER: After 
paying duty in both cases. 'rhe 10 per cent. is 
an additional fine. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said that 
if the object was to impose whichever penalty 
might be mo,,t benefici"l to the. ~ountry, ~he 10 
per cent. being simply ><n arbitrary add1twnal 
fine, he should offer no objection to the clause. 

Clause put and passed. 
On clause 8, as follows :-
"If an.v package cnterpi i.rr duty is _fout~d to co_ntain 

gootl~ not mentioned in the entry or lllVOlCC, OT 1f any 
goods are [onnd which Uo not correspond \Vlt~t ~he 
{!('\Cription thereof in the invoice, and such omiSSIOn 

or non-corre·.',l'·Jmlenco shall appear to the Collector 
of Customs to have Oeen nuLde for the purpose of 
avoiding the payment of the duty or any part of the 
dnty on such good'"', or if it shall a11pcar to Lhc Collector 
of C11stoms tlmt in any invoice or entry any gcoUs 
entered for ad ralcJem duty have been unden alued 
"\Vlth such intent as aforesaid, or if the oath or decla
ration ma.fle with L·egaril to any sneh in voice or entry IS 

wilfully fftlse in any particular. then in any of the eases 
afrn·n . ..,aid all the packages and goods included or pre
tenc1ed to be included, or "\vllicll ought to have been 
included, in ~neh invoice or entry shall be forrcited, aml 
tile importer of the ::-,amc shall for every ~uch oifenco 
forfPit and 1mv a. sum not to exceccl two lmndred 
pounds or L ~ ·than ten pounds, to be recovered before 
any two or more justices ot' the peace sitting in pe~ty 
sessions in the district where such offence to be tried 
shall be alleged to have been commlttcd." 

Mr. DRAKE said it might be desirable to 
increase the penalties under that section. The 
Act was originally drawn when the duty was fi 
per cent. Now, with the exception of a few 
articles on the 5 per cent. list, all goods passing 
throuo-h the Custom-house would have to pay a 
very ~nuch higher duty, rmd the temptation to 
smuggle would be so much greater. A'; increased 
penalty might tend to prevent smugglmg. 

The COLONIAL TRK<\SUREH said the 
pemtlty of £200 was a big OlH,, and he did not 
think it could be increased. 

Clause put and passed. 
On clause 9, as follows :-
"No n-oods en tend out fm• drawback on or after tho 

b\·eifthnday of'Seplmuber, one tllous:md eight hundred 
a.ml eighty-eight. slmll be entitled to a greater amount 
of drawback than the duty actually paid on such 
goods." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that 
last night the hon. member for North Brisbane 
pointed out that the clause was not neceesary, 
and that it was provided for elsewhere. He had 
since found that it was provided for in the 
Customs Regulations Act. 

The HoN. Sm S. '\V. GRLB'J!'ITH said the 
idea was a very good one. It was possible if the 
drawback wtcs more than the duty now payable. 

The COI,ONIAL TREASURER said it was 
possible where the duties had b0en decreased. 
By that Bill they would actually get ~ack the 
duty paid, and he thought that was fa1r. The 
hon. mcml,cr suggested that it was worthy of 
consideration whether a person should not get as 
a urawback the actual amount that was due on 
the same class of goods at th"'t particular time. 
Suppose a case of goods introduced, the duty 
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upon which had been, say, 2d. per lb. before, and 
it was decreased now to 1d. per lb., he thought 
it was only fair that the importer shonld get 
back the 2d. actually paid, beccmse the principle 
of giving drawbacks was that the import duty 
should not be exacted at :1ll. He did not think 
it would be fair to introduce the other idea. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said the consequence of tlmt 
would probably be that goods woult1 be re
shipped which had formerly been imported at 15 
per cent., they would be exported, and a dmw
back of 15 per cent. allowed. The shipper wonlrl 
make arrangements to put them on board the 
ship at a chc.1p freight, export them to Sydney, 
and bring them b'wk ag:dn, and pay, perhaps, a 
duty of 5 per cent. That was what the leader 
of the Oppositinr; was trying to guard against, 
and he was sure 1t could be done. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said that 
had not occurred to him, but the idea was a 
good one, and he did not think that should be 
allowed. The Act of 1878 provided that the 
drawback should be the actual amount paid on 
the goods. The clause should reacl that they 
should not be entitled to a greater amount of 
drawback than the duty which would have been 
payable on the goods if they had been imported 
after that date. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said he did not think any 
great hardship would be incurred by that clause, 
because there was very little export tmde of that 
nature; and if any export trade should spring up 
it would be in order to obtain the difference 
between the drawback and the first tlnty. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER sttid he 
thought they could get over the <lifficulty. He 
thought it was a fair thing that they should he 
allowed as drawback the amount pai1l; but to 
prevent fraud of that kind they might provide 
that the clau~e should not apply to articl,,s in the 
3rd schedule~the articles to be exempted from 
duty. The cul valm·em dutics to some extent 
might be operated upon, but they were not as likely 
to be operated upon as the articles in the free 
list. :For instance, suppo:~ing paper were free. 
Those who had paid 7~ per cent. ad u'alonm 
would claim that drawback, and send the paper 
cbwn to Sydney, and then bring it back free; 
and as there was the possibiiity of that thLy 
should provide for it, by saying that no draw
back was to be allowed at all in respect of 
articles in schedule 3. 

:Mr. UN:MACK said he thought that wns 
hardly fair. He thought the drawl1ack should 
be e(\ual to the duty imposed under schedule 3. 

The COLOKU.L T1mASUREH said the 
articles in schedule 3 were exempted from duty. 
He would draft a clause stating that no clr:cw
btwk should be allowed in respect of any goocls 
included in schedule 3. He did not think it was 
of any importance. 

Mr. UNMACK said the suggestion scarcely 
met the case, bec,wse it chiefly referred to those 
goods which had been reduced from 7~ per cent. 
to 5 per cent. ad valorera, aud to Rorne good~"{ 
having formerly fixed duties. It wou],] pay them 
to send the goods away, and pccy a nu,uinal 
freight from here to Sydney, in order to save the 
difference in the dnty. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
though it would meet the case if they provided 
that the drawback should not be greater than the 
duty which would have been po,yablc on the 
goods if they had been imported after that date. 
He believed if the duty were 1 per cent. the 
clrawback should be 1 per cent. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that 
would cover it, but it was a violation of the fair 
principle of the Custom-house. The principle 

of the Cnstom-house was that when a man 
brought goods not for use in the country they 
were stc,red here, and he could get the drawbotck 
the moment he took the goods away. It was not 
a matter affecting the revenue to nwre than £20, 
ancl he would accept the amendment of the hon. 
gen tlernan. 

J\Ir. ISA::VIJ3ERT O'aid the hardship was not 
Ho rnuch ns wa::; irnaginell. Clause 19 provided 
for anything of that kind, and he thought. they 
f.llwuld not give dit'cretionary pt)\Vel'S to the 
'rreasurer. Certain dates should be put in clause 
19, and that would meet the ditficulty. 

The Ho:\'. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
would propose that the last five words of the 
cbuse ],e omitted, with the dew of inserting the 
words "if any, which would have been payable 
on the goods if they had been imported after that 
date." 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as amended, 
put and passed. 

Clause 10 passed as printed. 
On clause 11 ~ 
"r:i'he Collector of CnRtoms may, subject to regula

tions to be approved of by lbc Governor in Conueil, 
vcrmit the entry of any goOth; lll1tlcr this Aet in such 
form ~mll rmmncr and on sueh conditions as he may 
direct to meet the exigcneim; of any case tb \Vhich the 
provhions of tllis or any other Act relating to the 
Cnstoms may not be strictly applic~lble." 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
hanlly undentoocl the meaning of the clause. 

The COLONIAL TREASUUER said if there 
\Vere a dut~r upon fresh fruit, for in~tance, the 
object would be to get the fruit straight away on to 
the table of the c<m"nmer; and if importers ha,d 
to wait until the customary forn1s were gone 
through, the fruit would be bad. 'rhe particular 
arlangcments would have to be left to the 
Custon1s oftlc<;rs, depending upon the good fa,ith 
of the people. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clause 12 passed as printed. 
On clause 13~ 
'' H shall be lawful for the Governor in Council from 

time to time to exempt from tlle payment of duty, and 
to order to be admitted frrr, of duty, any machinery 
\Yhlch, in the opinion of the Governor in Council, 
1urYin;.; rt,:;anl to the appliances available thcrefor, 
cannot be constructed in Queensland." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
clanse was a very difficult one to frame. Re did 
not wish to have, nor did he wish any other 
Government to be subject to continual question
ing by importers in regard to the kind of 
machinery thr,t was to be exempted. In the 
fir~.t ph1ee, the \vorJing of the present clause was 
nnfortunate in rt'~ard to the phrase "hn.ving 
1• gard. to the appliances a,vailable therefor." 
He had looked at the criticiems passed by 
the hon. memher for North Brisbane last 
nig-ht, and vvhat he said was quite correct. 
The clanee gave far too much power to the Gov
ernment~a power he did not want for himself. 
The meaning he intended to give to the clause 
was not that they should exem[Jt all machinery 
that, having regard to the appliances in the colony 
at t,he time. could not be manufactured here. 
Tlmt would'be too narrow. He w:cnt.ed it to go 
a good deal beynnrl that, and the only way he 
snw out of the difficulty was to substitute the 
'vnrd "po~sible" for the word "available,'' and 
make it read "having regard to the appliances 
possible therefor." If he were acting as Trea
snrer, and a man claimed that a certain machine 
should be exempted, he should say at once that 
that machine could be just as well made in tr.e 
colony as an ordinary boiler. If the man then 
stated that the tools applicable were not in the 
colony, that would be a valid objection on his 
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part if the word "available" were retained ; but 
it would not be valid if the word "possible " 
were there. Even then a great <lea! would be 
left to the Treasurer. He could not avoid thett; 
but whenever an exe:nption was 1nade in regard 
to any machines, they nm,;t Jll'OYide tlmt it was 
"azetted; so tlmt all who imported similar 
machines would be on the bame ground. 

lYir. ISAMBERT setid there was one piece 
of work likely to be imported, and that was '" 
platinum retort for the manufacture of sulphuric 
acid. It was well known that that could not be 
made in the colony, and the manufacture of 
sulphuric acid ought to be encouraged. The 
article was a platinuu1 retort for concentrating 
sulphuric acid. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : Why 
could it not be made in the colony ? 

31r. ISAlVIBERT said it was a very expensive 
thing, and was a specialty. 

The Hm1. Sm S. W. GRTFJ!'ITH said he 
thought that would come under the 3rd schedule, 
which exempted articles to be used and appli,,d 
solely in the fabrication of goods within the 
colony. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 
thought it would meet the views of the Com
mittee better to substitute the word "JlO'"'ible" 
for "available"; and if no hon. member wished to 
1nove a lJrevious anteud1nent, he would 1nove 
that the word "available" be omitted with the 
view of inserting the word "possible." 

The HoN. SrR S. W. GRI:Fl<'ITH said tlmt 
substituting the word "possible" for the word 
"available" would not make anv difference. It 
would still be a matter of opinion over which the,'e 
would be no control. If the :Yiinister responsible 
for the administration of the Act thought that cer
tain machinery could not be made in the colony 
there was an end of it; there was no appeal. He 
did not wish to give undue power to any Govern
ment, but the clause proposbd to give absolute 
power in regard to the exemption of machinery 
from duty; and the effect upon the establi,;hment 
of new industries in the colony might be seric•us. 
No doubt there were some machines tlmt 
could not be made in the colony at the 
present time; and some of them ought to be 
in the free list. Phonographs, for instance, 
were not likely to be manufactured in the colony 
for a long tirne, and there was no rea.son why a. 
duty should be placed upon them for some time 
to come. The scheme of the tariff, as he under
Rtood it, \Vab to encourage new industries ; and 
though there were some kinds of machinery that 
could not at present be made in the colony, every
thing was possible in time. But under the clause 
what was pos,ible would only mean what in 
the opinion of the Government was pm;sihle. 
He thought the hon. mem\Jer was trying to do 
what was impossible in defining the circun1stances 
under which the Government might safely be 
allowed to alter the tariff. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that 
what the hon. gentleman said struck him as the 
difficulty in connection with the clause, as he did 
not hirn~wJf believe in giving the Governor in 
Council so rnuch power. In in~erting the c1ausf' 
he had the idea that the Government should 
h,we the power to meet cases which could not be 
given in detail at the present time, but he would 
much rather incur the other difficulty of making 
such machinery pay duty than give such a 
wholesale povl"er to the Governrnent as \vas given 
under clause 13. Ho would like to see some w»y 
to limit it, but he could not do it better than by 
the amendment he had suggesteLl himself. 

Mr. HAMILTON said it had been considere<l 
desirable that many machines should be exempt 
from duty, because, although, as the leader of the 

Opposition said, it was possible to make them 
here, they could not be made with the present ap· 
1Jli:1nce~ in the colony, unless at very great expense. 
Fortlmtreason certain mt>chines had been already 
exempted from duty, such as printing presses, 
hydraulic machinery of different kinds, and 
planingrnachinery and n1achinery for joinery, and 
''" un. lt was considered desir<'tble to put them on 
the free list, because, although they might possibly 
be macle here, they would cost a great deal of 
money. For the same reason thr,t clause had 
been introduced, in order that other machines 
might be placed on the free list, which could not 
be made here conveniently with present a ppli
ance~. For instance, there were Black's stearn 
pump, which was a patent, and other steam pumps 
used in mining, and they, like seyeral other 
machines, should he placed on the free list. He 
thought it a wise thing to allow the Colonial Trea
surer to put such machinery on the free list. The 
foundry men in the colony imported those pumps 
froml,;ngland, and acted here simply as agent,; for 
them ; but as soon as they could be made here 
they could be taken off the frHc list and a duty 
imposed upon them just t>S on other machinery. 

Mr. AG)[E\V said it was possible that there 
were firnu~ in the colony i111porting these purnp:-;, 
but he questioned very much whether there was 
a foundry in the colony that imported them. 

li'Ir. HAMILTO::'>i: I will gi;·e you the names 
of foundries importing them-\Valker's and 
Tooth's. 

Mr . .AG~EW Sftid it was a pity they did 
import them. Ho thought 'Nalker'B foundry 
had :mfficient machinery to make those particular 
pumps in the colony. 

Mr. HAMILTON: The pump is a patent. 
:Mr. AGNEW said that was the difficulty, and 

he was glad to hear the Colonial Trectsurer say 
that he wail not in fa\'our of the present patent 
laws in the colony. 

lYir. HAMILTON : What do you say to 
planing n1achineH? 

Mr. AGNE\V said most of them were patents 
too. 1'hey could not always lJe importing those 
machines, >tnd there must be some stage at which 
they would be manufactured for the tirst time in 
the colony, and he held the opinion that they 
would never have them manufactured in the 
colony unless they put a duty upon them. 
Some of them could not be manufactured here 
at the present time, as the patent rights pre
,,ented that being clone, but there were no diffi
culties in the mech,mism to prevent them being 
mad<' hero. J\Iore difficult machinery was being 
made in the colonY than that referred to by the 
hon. member for Cook. They were engaged in 
the manufacture of locomotives-and a loco
motive included a pump, and a difficult pump
in the colony, and they had already manufactmed 
dredges, which were admitted by most people to 
be as good as those brought out fron1 home. 

An Ho:>~OUHABLE J\lEMllEl\ : ]'ar better. 
}\Ir. AGNE\V s»id an hon. member said "l<'ar 

better," and he believed they were ; but he 
would point out that if they could manufacture 
locornoti ves, engines, and dredges, there was no 
reason why they could not manufacture such 
smt>ll articles as pumps. 

Mr. HAMILTON: \Vhen we have the appli
ances to manufacture them the duty can be 
imposed. 

Mr. AGNE\V st>id the hon. member was in 
error in supposing that they had not the appliances 
for the manufacture of those articles. Another 
inconsistency in the argument rnight easily be 
shown, as if they exempted those pumps and 
other machines mentioned tlwre was much more 
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reason for exempting the machinery aud appli
ances by which the~' were made. The planing 
machines mentioned were purely wood-pbning 
machinPs, and any man with an ordinary han<l toul 
-a jack -plane-could plane a piece of wood, but no 
man with a hand machine could plane a piece of 
iron; and if it was proper to exempt machine" for 
planing wood, it was more reasonable to a;;k that 
the appliances for 1naking those other n1achines 
should be exem)Jt. He thou;.:ht it was very 
dangerous to have that clause in tho Bill at all, 
as the employers of machines in the colony would 
at all times represent to the Ministry of the day 
that the particular machines they used could not 
be manufactured here. There were a few things 
which could not be made here, and if they ad
mitted any machines at all free of duty, they should 
be those used in the manufacture of machinery. 
Personally he would like to see clause 13 
eliminated from the Bill. He had to pay his 
share of the duty on machines brought into 
the colony, and was still willing to do so; he 
would rather do that than see a clause like that 
passed under which every one would be striving 
to bring in their particular mr,chines free. In 
the interest of the manufacturing industries of 
the colony it was well that that clause should be 
omitted. If it were not, the Government of the 
clay, whatever party might be in power, would be 
harassed to death by people who wished to hring ma
chines into the colony free, and who would repte
sent that such machines could not be manufactured 
in the colony, while at the same time they could 
probably be turned out by the local factories at 
nearly the same price as it would cost to import 
them. Let everybody pay the 15 per cont. duty, 
and they would assist very nutterially in bring
ing about the mltnufacture of machines in the 
colony. They all knew that they would hltve to 
be made here some day, that they were not for 
ever going to in1port thern, and they n1ight as 
well begin now as that day five years. He 
sincerely hoped the clause would be omitted. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he did 
not understand whether the leader of the Opposi
tion contended that Parliament could not give the 
Government the power that would be conkrred 
on them by that clause. The arguments the 
hon. member used, seemed to be tlmt he knew of 
no instance in which such powers were delegatHd 
to a Government. There were such instances. 

The HoN. SIRS. YV. GRIFFITH: I know 
that. 

The COLONIAL TTIEASURER said the 
only question was whether, as a matter of policy, it 
was a right thing to do. ~When he put that clam;e 
in the Bill some six weeks ago, he thought it was 
a reasonable proposal. Of couri'~'J he had got a 
great deal of information since then. 'rhe diffi
culty he foresaw had been mentioned by the bon. 
member for Nundah-namely, that applimttions 
would be continually made t0 the Government 
to admit certain machinery free. He (the 
Colonial Treasurer) did not now think that thctt wcts 
a power which should be given to anyone, and he 
believed the better way would be to omit the 
clause from the Bill. The remedy, if it was 
found desirable to exempt any machinery, would 
be to have the exemption passed through Parlia
ment in the ordinary way. He thought, there
fore, that they r,hould negative the chmm. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRH'l<'ITH said he 
only rose to say that he did not mem1 to suggest 
that Parliament could not give that power to the 
Government. Of course it could. Somebody in 
the neighbouring colony had foolishly contended 
that it could not-but he should not say foolishly 
because some of the judges thought so-and the 
Privy Council had decided that Parliament 
could delegate such power to the Government. 

Question-That the clause stanu part of the 
Bill--put and negatived. 

On clause H-" Machinery of certain vessels 
to be <leemed imported "oods ''-

The COLO::-JIAL TREASURER said that 
prodPion was induded in the resolutions which 
passed the Committee of \Vays and :Means, but 
it was conRidered necessary to insert it as a clause 
in the Bill. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clau'e 15-"LiC[lWrs containing more than 25 

per cent. of proof spirit to be deemed spirits "
passed as printed. 

On clause lG-" Colourable evasion of duty"
The Ho~. Sm S. W. GHI:FFITH said: 

Doe>< the hon. gentleman know how this clause 
has worked? Has it worked satisfactorily? 

The COLO:!'\IAL TREASURER: Yes; I 
understand it has worked very satisfactorily. 

Clause put and passed. 
On clause 17, as follows:-
" \Vhen any good~. 'vhich in a raw or unmanufactured 

state •vonld be liable to a lmver rate of duty on impor~ 
tation, are bdorc importation subjected to any treat
ment which, in the opinion of the Collector of Customs, 
eertllied h\· him to the Colonial Treasurer and C:!Jnfirmml 
by the Tfem;nrcr, hw~ been applied by way of partial 
con-version, or preparation for the conYersion, of such 
~oocls into all article of merchandise which would be 
liable on importation to a higher rate of duty, but so 
that the goods cannot fairly he chnrged 'vith such higher 
rate. then such goods shall be liable on importation 
into QuE,~uslaml to duty at a, rate equal to one-half of 
tll0 duty which would be chargeable npon the article 
of merchandise into 'vhich they have been so partially 
converted or prepared to he converted." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that 
clttuse was intended to meet certain cases, hut 
the same objection would probably be applicable 
to it as was applicable to clause 13. He, there
fore, thought they had better negative it. 

Question-Tlmt the clause stand part of the 
Bill-put and negatived. 

Clause 18-" Duties on articles contracted for 
before the commencement of the Act "-passed 
as printed. 

Clause 1 9-" Existing duties to be collected 
till "-was amended by inserting in the blank 
the words "thirty~first day of December, one 
thousand eight hundred and eighty-eight." 

On clause 20, as follows :-
" ~otwithstanding r~nything contained in this Act 

or the sclu Jul1,., to the contrary, if, within thirty days 
from tlw rns::;ing of this Act, any verson proves to the 
sati~~racti011 of the Treasurer that orders for mnehinery, 
in cl ndi11g e11glnes, to be used by him and not for sale, 
were sent frmn Queenslawl before the twelfth day of 
:ScptmubiJl' one thousand eight lnlnilred and eighty~ 
eight, either by himself or on his behalf, he shall, 
provided snch machinery is delivered in Queensland 
within six montlls from the passing of this Act, bo 
entitlc(l to have the same admitted to entry, on arrivnl, 
on p~Lynwnt of duty thercon at the rate of five }Jounds 
for every one hundred pounds of the value thereof." 

Mr. HODGKIN80N suggested that the 
period should be extended to sixty days. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER moved that 
the word "thirty " in line 2 be omitted, with 
the v-iew of inserting H sixty.'' 

Mr. HODGKINRON asked if it would be 
sufficient to give the proof referred to to the 
local officer of Customs, or must it be given to 
the Colonial Treasurer personally in Brisbane? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: Ko; to the 
local officers. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
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On clause 21, as follow;; :-
" -~11 goods imported for the supply of the public 

serviCe of Queensland shall be exempt fl'Om the duties 
and imposts of every description whatsoever." 

The COLO~IAL TREASURER moved that 
thR words " by the Government " be inserted 
after "imported." ' 

'l'he HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH asked would 
that cover materinl imported by the commis
sioners for rail ways? It would be better to 
insert "by or on behalf of the Government." 

The COLO~IAL TREASURER said he 
would accept the suggestion. 

Question-That the words "by or on behalf 
of the Government" be inserted-put and passed. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to, with a further 
verbal amendment. 

Clause 22-"Laws relating to the Customs 
except where inconsistent, to be deemed to b~ 
incorporated with this Act, Customs Duties Act 
of 1870"-and Clause 23--" Commencement and 
short title"-put and passed. 

On the 1st schedule, as follows :
"FIRST SCHEDULE, 

Date of Act. I Title of Act. 

_3_4_V_ic-.-N-J1-o-. -1--.-.. 1 The Customs Duties Act of 1870. 

37 Vie. No. 8 ... The Customs Duties Act ol 1>37·~. 
40 Vie. ~o. 5 rrhc Cnstoms Duties Act of 1876. 
44 Vie. No. 12 rrte Customs Duties Act of 1880. 
49 Yic. :No. 9 The Customs Duties Act of 1885. 
4,9 Vie. No. 10 ... rrhe Beer Duty Act of 1885. 
50 Vie. No. 11 ... I The Customs Duties Act oe 1886." 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIF.FITH said that 
raised the question of the repeal of the Beer 
Duty Act of 1885. He maintained that the 
repeal of that duty was entirely unjustifiable. 
No sound reason could be given for it. The 
Government no doubt were indebted very much 
to what he had called at the elections" the.whisky 
party," or "the beer party," for their return to 
power, but that was not a sufficient reason for 
the repeal of the duty. Beer was the only kind 
of intoxicating liquor which was not taxed in 
thh colC!ny. There was scarcely a civilised 
country m the world where there was not an 
excise duty on beer. It was a duty that fell 
entirely upon the wealthy brewer and not 
in the slightest degree on the consm;ter. That 
was a well-known fact which had been proved by 
the e_xperience of the colony. Since the duty had 
}:leen nnpnsed, ~he number of b~eweries had larg.oly 
m creased; their profits had mcreased also, and 
actually at the present time the sale of beer by 
who~esale was cheap:r th~n it was before the duty 
was Imposed upon It. The repe:tl of the duty 
woul~l no~ have the effect of putting a single 
farthmg m. the pockets of the working man 
or the ordmary consumer. It was simply 
a tax up~n an extremely wealthy and profit
able bnsmess. That fact could not be con
troverted ; and he said it was monstrous that at 
a time when they were imposing burdens upon 
every class of the community, that they should 
remove a duty which fell upon an especially 
favoured clas~ in the colony, who ·could weil 
afford ~o bear It. Such a course was absolutely 
UnJustifiable. He was sorry there was a thin 
House i he should like to have seen a full Houee 
to decide the question, because he was satisfied 
that a majority of hon. members did not 
approv~ of the repeal .of that duty. At the 
~ame tm1e he was qmte sure of this : That 
If the duty was taken off it would remain 
off just as long as the party now in power could 
sec~1re . a majority in that House, because he 
mamtamed that, whether it was wanted for 

revenue purposes or not, it was a duty that 
ought to be imposed. Surely they were not so 
rich that they could afford to make a present of 
£30,000 to a few wealthy firms. That was what 
it meant. If they did not want the money
if the new tariff was going to provide all that 
was necessary for the purposes of government-· 
let them spend that money on some other useful 
purpose. They had been told that the estimates 
of expenditure had been fmmed on the most 
economical principle possible. He believed they 
were. Then let them spend that £30,000 on 
other thir.gs which were now stinted. Let 
them expend it, if necessary, in the formation 
of a public library, or the establishment of an art 
gallery, or in paying some of the cost of that 
rabbit-proof fence about which some hon. mem
bers were so anxious. There were plenty of 
purposes to which they could apply £30,000, or 
£100,000, if they could get it; and there was no 
source from which it could more properly come 
than from the almost inordinate profits of that 
particular enterprise. He hoped sincerely that 
the duty wonld not be taken off. This was 
certain, tht1t it could not be taken off without 
the votes of gentlemen interested in breweries. 
Probably the rules of the House would not 
allow the votes of tho,,e gentlemen to be 
challenged, yet they ought not to vote on a 
matter of that kind. There were a number of 
members present who had large interests in 
breweries ; he had procured a list of them yester
day at the Supreme Court as a matter of 
curiosity. 

Mr. ARCHER: I am sorry I have no shares 
in any brewery. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFl<'ITH: If the 
hon. gentleman had, I do not believe he would 
vote on this question. 

Mr. ARCHER : I won't say that. 
The HoN. Sm S. W. GJUFFITH R-,"1id the 

hon. member had been in very bad company for 
a good many years. There was rectlly no sound 
reason that could be urged in favour of the repe11l. 
As to doubly taxing the brewers, he did not want 
to do that. The duty might be taken off hops 
or any other article in the schedule which would 
press unduly npon them compared with other 
people. But to take off the excise dnty on an 
article which was simply a luxury was entirely 
unjustifiable. And it would be an extremely 
inconvenient thing that there should l1e any item 
of the revenue which could be bandied about like 
a shuttlecock-for one party to say to the 
electors, "Put us in, and we will take the duty 
off," and for the other party to say, "As soon 
as we are in we will put it on again." That was 
a duty impose:! in every civilised country, and 
no re<tson wlmtever could be given for taking i.t 
off. He therefore moved-· 

'l'hat the schedule be amende(l by the omission 
of the words "49 Vie. :1\o. 10. 'l'hc Beer Duty Act of 
1885." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
hon. gentleman had been a little bit inconsistent 
in the speech he had just made. He commenced 
by insinuating that the Government were put in 
office by the aid of the public:tns. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: I said the 
brewers. 

The POSTMASTER-GimEHAL: He said 
the whisky party. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 
could assure the hon. gentleman that he had not 
the slightest notion as to w !tat effect the brewer,;' 
vote had on the election. He was inclined to 
think that it had not the slightest effect what
ever. Neither did he know how far the publican 
interest voted in his favour. 
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The HoN. Sm S .. '\V. GRIFFITH: Then you 
are the only m>tn 111 the colony who is i"norant 
cl~ D 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 
had found, onconsultingrnembers on both sides of 
the House, that the nublican vote w>ts pretty 
equally divided in a . gTeat part of the colony ; 
~ut h~ had not the shglltest doubt that the pub
hcan mterest went for him in Bri."bane. But 
that Wa8 simply because the teetotallers lon" 
b~fcm; they saw his policy or anything con~ected 
with 1t, had made up their minds to vote-to vote 
straight in a body-,for the hon. member opposite. 
If there was any truth in the officials of the 
b~ue-ribbon soch,ties, he would quote their words. 
'I he secretary, Mr. C!ark called on him and told 
him .that straight, and he' told him in reply that 
he d1d not expect anything elke from them. 

Mr. MACF AitLANE: I know a grc:1t number 
who voted for theN ational party. 

The COLO::'{IAL TREASURER said those 
were Yery sensible men. Icrom what he said 
in his I<'inn,ncial Statement hoa. members co~1lcl 
have no doubt as to his motives in tryin" to 
r~peal tl:e .beer duty. He was very anx.iou~ to 
g1v~ >tdchtwnal protection to the f:>xmers, and he 
~m11d not do that without adding to the 
Imposts on the m;1terials out of which beer 
w«s made. He therefore adopted the best 
?nurse according to his princjples, by renwv~ 
mg the <}uty from beer aud putting it on the 
other articles. He had not been entirely suc
cessful, because he calcLJ!ated that the amount of 
the duties h.e had put on the articles imported 
fo~ the. making of beer would only produce some
tl:;ng hke £20,000, while the beer duty produced 
£u0,000. He had therefore lost to a certain 
extent, but he had gained on his principles, becau, .. e 
.he had reduced the duty on beer from 3d. to 2d. 
per gallon, and he thought that w;cs a right thing. 
~h~. hon. gentleman mid he did not know of any 
CI VIheed ?ountry that hlld not an excise duty on 
beer. D1d the hon. member consider Victoria a 
pa_rt of. the uncivilised world? In his opinion the 
V1ctonans were as c_ivilised as the Quccmsl2,nders, 
yet th~y had no excise duty on beer. Neither, 
he beheYed, had South Australia ; and that was 
about the half of Australia. The hon. member 
must not forij'et that the duty was put on in a fit 
of spleen agamet the brewers. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Not at all. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 
was m the House at the time and he did not 
think it a noble action, but' it failed bec'mse 
the tax did not fall upon the brewer, but on the 
COllSUiner. 

'fhe Hox. Sm S. W. GJUFI<'ITH · But the 
price of brer is lower now than it was .before. 

'fhe COLONIAL TEJ~ASURER said th>tt 
W:1~ owing to a very different calBe. It w:u~ 
ow~ng to the extraorclirutr·y increasa in the vopn
latwn of the colony, which enabled the brewers 
to increase their appliances and make the article 
cheaper, and abo to the inordinccte competition 
that was mduced by the good times. There was 
one 111~tter referred to by the hon. gentlen1an as 
to whiCh he (the Colonial Treasurer) onght to 
put hnnRelf clear. The hon. gentlmnan rc~fcrrecl 
to members of the House who held slutres in 
~1reweries. Lone; before he thought of repeal
mg the beer duty - and for very different 
reasons-he had dis"ociated himself from brew
eries. He wa:-; at one tjine a large share
holder in connection with hi.s friend :\Ir. 
I'erkins ; bt:t thao was a long time ago, and he 
had !ong smce ce,.,sod to hold any iutere,;t in 
brev:mg .. His name appeared on the list in con
nectiOn with a trusteeship, but personally he had 

got rid of all his own interests long before he 
contested the general election. He had put the 
matter very plainly the other clay. He held that 
it was a good thing to remove the duty on beer, 
because the duty fell on the consumer. He 
thought it was ,'1n inordinate duty to put on 
beer. He did not look on the consumption 
of beer in the same strait-laced way that · 
the hon. member for Ipswich did. He woulcl 
drink a great delll more beer if he was able to do 
so ; and he had never in his life seen a working 
rnan who waR worRe for drinking good beer. 
He had not strict, strait-laced notions with 
regard to it, and he looked U]>On beer just as 
much in the way of a necessary of life as any of 
the luxuries mentioned by the hon. member for 
Toowong-pickles, dried figs, and ctll those things. 
He thought it would be better to stick to good 
beer than to go in for those luxuries. He had 
acted consistently in accordance with his prin
ciples, and he had tried to shift the inci
dence of taxation so >ts to encourage native 
industries, and he thought it would do so. 
l-Ie had managed to encourage the bre·wing 
industry, and, although it would be a lamentable 
fact for the hon. member for Ipswich to hear, 
it gave an honest living to a very large number of 
people in the colony. He hoped that would not 
be excised from the schedule, and he thought he 
had shown clearly in his Financial Statement
and he claimed he was quite consistent-that if 
they did not repeccl the beer duty, they would 
have to knock off the increased duties which they 
had put on the articles out of which beer was 
made, because he did not think for a moment 
that it wets the desire of the Committee to 
increase the duty on beer from 2d. to 3d. per 
gallon, as the excision of that line from the 
schedule would do. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said he had stated the 
night before, on the second rettding, that he did 
not approve of the principle of removing the 
excise duty on beer, and putting it on the 
materials from which beer was made. He 
thought it would be unseemly if the present 
GoYernment, seeing the late Government had 
put that duty on beer, were to remrive it, 
because, as the leader of the Opposition had said, 
if that tax were repealed, the next Government 
would assuredly replace it ; and, as had been 
said by the leader of the Opposition, it was not 
''"ell to be always changing the 1nanner of taxaR 
tion on any article any more th>tn on beer. There
fore, he hoved the Government, for the sake of 
uniformity, as well as for the benefit of the people 
and the good of the Treasury, would pause and 
seriously consider the matter. The Colonial Trea
surer had just said that perhaps the hon. member 
for Ipswich would be sorry to hear that by encour
aging the brewiug industry they were giving 
employment to a considerable number of people, 
and enabling them to obtain an honest liveli
hood. He was perfectly aware of that, and it 
diclnot make him sorry, as he was always glad 
to know of men gaining an honest li velihoocl by 
the sweat of their brow. He would remind the 
hon. gentleman, however, that the amount of 
1noney spent in the 'vorking of bre·weries, if 
expended in working foundries, would employ at 
least six times as many people, and pay them 
better wages. That could not be controverted. 

The COLONIAL TltEASURER: Where 
would they get their beer? 

Mr. MACFARLANE said they could save the 
money and buy boots with it. He looked at the 
comfort of people; and while the hon. member 
and nmny others might think that a glass of beer 
would not hurt a working man, it would not do 
him any good. In fact, the Colonial Treasurer 
had told them that he would drink a little more 
than he did if he were able. He (Mr. Macfarlane) 
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was very glad the hon. gentleman was not able, 
because he knew that if he considered himself 
able, instead of the bt~tlr doing him good, it 
would certainly do him a great amount of 
harm. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN: No fear. 
Mr. MACFAI~LANE said he could never 

agree with the hon. member for Stanley ; but a 
Royal Commi,sion had been held in New South 
\V ales last year on what was called the Drink 
Bill, and he happened to have the first report in 
his poss<>ssion. He would just read the nature 
of colonial beer as manufactured in New South 
\V ales. The Commission reported as follows to 
Parliament :-

" VYc now come to the results of the last analyses of 
colonial beer. made by 3:Ir. H:nnlct. As the quantities 
previously :mbmitted for examination were nearly 
always exhausted in the search for the noxious ingredi
ents mentioned in the Licensing Act, larger qu:mtitics 
were now procured. rrhe six samples of beur operated 
on by Mr. Hamlet were obta.incd from the principal 
Sydney breweries b)' Sub-Inspector Lcrtllall. The rt-"ults 
communicated by the analyst have, in one l'f'~pect, 
corroborated the testimony of the purity of this lirinor-

far as purity is implied by the absence of mLrcotic, 
mineral, and other foreign ingredients injurious to 
llea,lth. Bnt, in another aspect, the analysis has 
furnished results of a stm·tling character. 

"\Ye have said that the result"' of these an<"tlyses were 
of a startling chan~cter, and the expression may re
quire explanation. '\Ye wert:> perfectly familia.r ·with 
the fact tha.t immatHre spirit ~u largely importecl into 
this colony containf:d fusel oil, bnt vo·e \vera not pre
pared for the discovery of fusel oil in liquors which 
had not undergone the process of distillation, bnt only 
that of fermentation. It is probable that the condition 
of the brewing temperature in the fermentation of the 
beers examined by ::\lr. Hamlet may have had much to 
do with the development in that proces~ of this 
poiRonous form of alcohol lfusel oil). But, \Vhcther 
high tcmyeratnre be the true cause or not, we regard 
the fact that fnsel oil is pn·,3ent in colonial beers to 
be as serious in one aspect as it is suggestive in another; 
and although tlte percentage of fnsel oil found in the 
beer is not, yerllaps, more than a fifth or sixth of the 
percentage in cheap \Yhisky or brandy, yet the re~ult on 
the beer drinker, who pr,Jbably commmes more than six 
times the weight of beer than the whi.:->l~y or brandy 
drinker does of spirits, is about the same." 

That was what the Royal Commission reported 
to the Parliament of New South ·wales as to 
the analysis of colonial beer; so that colonial 
beer did not seem to be that harmless thing 
that the Colonial Treasurer stated it was, and 
that being the case, he (.l\Ir. Macfarlane) was 
n.nxious that everything should be done to mini
mise as much as possible the evil effects of 
the drinking customs of the colony. He knew 
very well that he was not an authority 
n the subject of beer-drinking, as the hon. 

member for Ste~nley had said. He did not 
pretend to be an authority, but he did pretend 
to have a little common sense, and while the 
hon. gentleman objected to being lectured, he 
dirl nPt lecture, and he did not blame him or any 
Inmnber of ~mciety for using his own \vill and 
drinking whatever he liked. He hacl never said 
a word against any man drinking to hi1n, bnt his 
advice to such a' man was that he was doing 
wrong. It was the drink he lectured and to 
which he was opposed ; and if he could do n.ny
thing inside or outsi<le the Committee to mini
mise the e,~il effects of those drinks he should do 
so, independently of the opinion of any hon. mem
ber. His anxiety being so, he thought it would be 
unwise for the Committee to repeal the excise 
duty on colonial beer. They had been told 
to~ night that the tax wn.s simply being made in 
another way--they were taxing the materials 
from which beer was made instead of taxing the 
beer itself; and they had been told that the tax 
on the materials from which beer was made 
would n.mount to 2d. per gallon instead of 3d., 
which was the present duty on beer. He might 

be wrong, but from the calculations he had made 
it amounted to just half the present duty-l~d. per 
gallon. That being the case, they were si m ply 
giving a bonus of l~d. per gtellon to t~e 
brewers of the colony. It had also been smd 
hy the Colonial Trca<urer, in reference to the 
competition amongst the brewers, that that 
had been the means of keeping the beer 
at the same price n.s before the duty was put on. 
That might be perfectly correct, but the competi
tion amongst the brewers simply amounted to 
this-that they must be doing a greater business 
to sell the beer at the same price. Now, 
there could be no doubt, as he had said 
last night, th>tt the amount of beer manufac
tured in the colony in a short time would 
be largely in excPss of that now manufactured. 
The colony now manufactured about 2,500,000 
gallons, but if they manufactured at the same rate 
as was clone in the other colonim;-Victoria and 
New South vVales-then in the course of a 
few yettrs the manufacture would amount to 
4,000,000 gallons. Well, if they took 4,000,000 
gallons at 3d. per gallon, that would give a: very 
handsome revenue to the Treasurer, amount
ing to £75,000 in the course of the yettr. 
That wa,s a great amount of money to 
throw away. If people would drink beer he 
would rather see them drink the colonial than 
the imported article; but looking at it from the 
revenue rather than the temperance point of 
view, he thought the Committee would be doing 
a right thing to retain the duty. It had 
been said they were taxing the materials as 
well, but he thought beer could well- afford 
the additional taxation. The Premier h:1d done 
all he could for the benefit of the farmers by 
putting a tax on malt, but there would be so 
very little of that used that he believed beer 
would stand the tax on the material as well as 
the excise duty of 3d. per gallon. He hoped 
hon. members would pause before they repealed 
the duty. He would appeal to his squatting 
friends. They were very anxious to have the 
colony divided from the other colonies so as to 
keep out the mbbit pest. Now, he did not think 
the rabbit jJest was half as bad as the drink pest, 
and if the squatting members would keep on the 
additional tax on beer they would be able to get 
£71\,000 more in the course of a year to help to 
fence the colony off from the rabbits, of which they 
were ,;o very much afraid, but which, it appeared 
to him, were not so very likely to come here at all. 
By doing that they would be doing two good things. 
They would keep out the mbhits, and they would 
fence the drink traffic off to a certain extent, and 
in that way they would be killing· two dogs with 
one stone. He hoped they on his side of the 
Committee wonld have the votes of hon. rhem
bers on the other side, and that t;he excise duty 
would be kept on. 

Mr. MUIU'HY: \Ve want the beer and the 
rabbit fence tLS well. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER sttid the 
hon. leader of the Opposition had chn.llenged the 
accuracy of his staten1ent when he waK C0n1-
bating the statement that no civili8ed country 
in the world did not have an Pxcise duty on beer. 
He found now that Victoria had no excise duty 
on beer. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GIUFFITH: When 
W[ts it repealed? 

The COLO:'<IAL TREASUllEH: It was 
never on. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIF:l<'ITH: Oh, yes, 
it was. 

The COLO:'<IAL TREASUREit said, at all 
events, there was no s1wh thing now, and neither 
South Australia nor \Veetern Australia had an 
excise duty on beer. The only colony that 
imposed it besides Queensland was New South 
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\Vales, and they impo~rd it because New South 
'Vales was a freetrade colony, and went on the 
idea that every import duty should be balanced 
by an excise duty. 

JY~r. STEVENS said the attempt at log
rolhng on the part of the hon. member for 
Ipswich was not on a very soun<l basis. He said 
that if they retained the excic;e duty on beer they 
would have a very large .sum of money with 
which to help to fence the r11bbits out, but he 
forgot that the Colonial Tn,asnrer had stated 
distinctly that if the excise duty was still 
maintained, the duty would Le taken off other 
articles, so that really they would not get the 
benefit of the larg·e sum of money mentioned by 
the hon. member. Now, he hoped hon. members 
would decide to abolish the excise duty. He 
vot?d against it when it was first instituted for 
varu)us reasons, but, anwngst others, because 
he ~bought that unless it was absolutely im
possiUle to make rev-enue in any other way, 
they should not impose duties on their own 
manufactures. If they produced things in 
the colony they should produce them as 
c?eaply as possible, and not impose any restric· 
twn that they could possibly avoid. There was 
no doubt that beer was as much a neces ,ity to a 
large number of persons-especially those who 
had to work hard-as tea was, and he had no 
doubt that good beer, to a large number of people, 
was much more wholesome than the tea which 
was ordinarily nsecl. He thought a great deal of 
the opposition to the repeal of the duty was more 
sentimental than anything else. He had nothing 
to say against thoHe bun. gentlemen who had 
strong teetotal predilections. He gave them all 
honour and credit for their motives ; he believed 
they were really sincere, but it did not follow tlmt 
other people should be guided by the same views. 
If they must tax beer let it be on the imported 
article. Now, one of the argn1nents used by 
the hon. member was that they were simply 
pb,ying into the hands of the brewers. Th'e 
efforts of all teetotallers were against a large con· 
surnption of drink, but he thought they were 
commeucing at the wrong end of the stick. If 
they wanted to cause less drink to be consumed 
they should punish the consumer and not punish 
the man for producing· the article which was 
in large demand. That simply meant persecution 
against a certain class of the community. 

Mr. JORDAN saicl he was inclined to agree 
with the leader of the Opposition that the duty 
on beer should be maintained. 'Vhether the 
pnblicans and brewers snpported one party more 
than another he did not krmw, but he had been a 
politician for many yetcrs, and he knew that the 
pnblimtns had always opposed him. How was 
that? Although he had been a teetotaller for 
n1any years, he had been very n1oderate alwa.y;) 
in his way of aclyocatin:,i the principle; and he 
lmd never made a public epeech on the subject, 
except once, and that was a good rnany years 
ago. But he was under the impressi,;n that 
because he belonged to the Liberal ptcrty the 
publicans, as a clails, hac! alwav' been op]JOsed 
to him. Now, he regretted very much that the 
Premier had shnwn throughout the discussion a 
diHposition to hlCrease the consurnption of iPtoxi~ 
cants. " Drinking n1ade easy,'' in fact, rnight 
be said to be one of the principles of his tariff. 
The hon. gentleman had endeavoured to make 
intoxicants as inexpensive to the consumer as pos~ 
sible, and he had used this argument : \Vhen 
talking on the proposed increased duty on spirits 
the hon. gentieman said, w by should people in 
this colony l"'Y >;omething like £4ii8,000 tt year as 
duty on beer, brandy, rum, old tom, geneva, and 
cordials which he nmned, and he spoke of those 
things as if they were the greatest necessaries of 
life. Well, he (Mr. ,Jordan) thought that that 

was a grand mistake. It was asked why should 
they increase the duty on those things when in 
the neighbouring colony of South Australia the 
amount paid per head for those things was Gs. Sd., 
while the amount per head in Queensland wa~ 

per head 1 

An H01'i0URABL:BJ MEMBER: That is because 
have their wine. 

Mr. JOHDAN nid the Colonial Treasurer 
stated that those thing-s were necessaries of life, 
and several member., on the Government side 
supported him. He supposed tho;e were gentle
men who voted a:.;ainst the amendment of the 
hon. member for Townsville, JI.'Ir. Philp, to in· 
crease the duties upon spirits. \Vhattheiropinions 
were he scarcely knew, because they were not made 
very apparent to the Committee. One gentleman 
used a very funny a1·gument. His contention was 
that it was in the interests of the poor man that 
intoxicants should be cheap. He said the poor 
mttn bought spirits by the gallon, one or two 
gallons at a time, and if they put a tax upon 
intoxicants of 2s. per gallon, he would not be 
able to buy them. He (:Mr. ,Jordan) wished he 
oould not obtain them at all, and would spend 
his money in some other way. They were also 
told by another hon. member that contractors, 
who would not think of using intoxicants on 
their own account, were obliged to keep consider· 
able quantities in their camps in order to dis
pense them as medicines to men who got wet, for 
fear they might die ; and another hon. member 
said it was necessary to have them in case men 
were bitten by centipedes. That was the kind 
of logic used by hon. members on the Govern
ment side. Nearly all the speakers on that side 
were young members. They scarcely ever heard 
expre;;.;ions of opinions upon the subject from 
the older members-those who were considered 
leaders upon that side, or supporters of the party 
in former parliaments. They were entirely duml:' 
upon that question. The way in which the 
proposed increase of duty upon spirits was argued, 
and the reasons given for voting against the 
amendment were very curious indeed, and any
one reacting Hansard would find material to add 
another chapter to the elder Disraeli's ''Curiosities 
of Literature." It was contended that brandy, 
run1, old ton1, geneva, etc., were among the 
necessaries of life, and as people were taxed 
to the extent of 21is. per head for every man, 
woman, and child in the colony for the use 
of those things, it would be an injustice 
to increase the duty on spirits. They did 
not hold those opinions on his side of the Corn· 
mittee ; some of them, in fact, were so stupid as 
to believe that those things were not necessaries 
of life-that at the best, and in the most mode· 
rate way, they were always luxuries. They were 
very often inimical to the health and morality 
of the community, and hon. members would 
a<lmit that they were the cause of a large propor
tion of the crime committed in every country in 
the world. On the same ;~rounds that he was 
favourable to the amendment of the hon. 
member for Townsvi!le to increr,se the duties 
on spirits, he was opposed to taking ofi the 
excise duty upon beer, and the reasons that 
were given by the loader of the Opposi
tion were unanswerable. The consumer was 
not likely to receive any of the benefit at all. 
The Government tried to make out that they 
were the friends of the poor man on the grounds 
that they were reducing the price of the necessities 
of life. His reason for oppo,"ing the tariff was 
that it came clown with crushing severity upon 
that class of men who were least ttble to bear it
the labouring classes, the carriers, the clerks, 
and Ci vi! serv1mts of the lower grades. All of 
those people who were least able to bear the 
additional burden had to bear it, while the rich 
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landowner, and the wealthy mortgagee were 
not called upon to pay anything-. Upon that 
ground he had a very strong objection to 
the tariff. Both sides of the Committee were 
decided that some measure of protection would 
be a good thing for the colony. He believed in a 
protective duty for the farmers, and he believed 
in a protective duty upon machinery, althoug·h 
he would rather htwe seen it 10 per cent. than 
15 per cent. ; and something should be done for 
the miners. He wao; sure tlutt the repeal of the 
beer duty would be very unpopular. Butchers 
were already giving thmn notice of a rise in the 
price of beef, and bakers were raising the price 
of bread. That was the way in which the tariff 
was operating. If a man had a family of five 
his expenses would be increased by some 
6s. or 7s. per week. The monied classes were 
not touched at all, and the absentees who 
had made money in the colony and had gone 
away to spend it, got off scot-free. He hoped 
the Colonial Treasurer would reconsider the 
matter, ttnd take the duty off hops and malt
ing barley, and continne the excise duty on 
beer as before. He was snre that would satisfy 
the public, and he did not believe there was any 
necessity for increasing the taxation at all. The 
Treasurer had made out a very poor case in that 
respect. All his statements went to show that 
the conditions of the colony did not demand any 
increase of taxation. The returns for the quarter 
ending 30th September showed an increase of 
£179,000 over the corresponding quarter of the 
preceding year, which 1vas at the mte of £710,000 
per annum. That, perhaps, could not be taken 
as a guide for the general revenue; but still the 
revenue had been increasing during the last 
twelve months at a rate of n,bout £500,000 per 
annum. Even if they inclnded the accrued 
interest the revenue would be £300,000 more 
than the expemliture at the end of the year. 
He maintained that the returns proved that 
there was no necessity for increttsed taxation. At 
all events, he was sure that the feeling of the 
community would be in favour of the proposition 
of the lettder of the Opposition that the excise 
duty on beer should be retained. 

Mr. SA YERS said he should vote for the re
tention of the excise duty on beer. \Vhen the 
duty was first put on there was a great cry that 
the Government of the day were taxing the poor 
man's beer. If that had been the effect he 
would vote for the repeal of the duty; but 
the fact was thttt beer was as cheap now 
as ever it was, and he was sure that, even if the 
excise duty were taken off, beer would be the 
same price to the consumer. He had spoken to 
several publicans in Brisbane who did a large 
trade in beer, and they said they would rather see 
the excise duty kept on than see it repealed, 
because they were able to get a better article 
than they could before the excise duty was put 
on. If the Premier could see his wtty to retain 
the duty he bdi&ved everyone on the Oppo
sition side would assist him in ta,king off the 
duty on malt and hops. A large number of 
hon. members were interested in breweries, and 
it would not be a nice thing to give people the 
chance of saying that the duty was taken off for 
that reason. He did not think any hon. mem
ber was going- to vote for the repeal of the 
duty because he had tt few hundred shares in 
breweries ; but it was talked about outside. 
During the discussion on the tariff the Premier 
stated that he wanted revenue, and had 
thought fit to raise the duty on most of the 
common articles of food and clothing; and he did 
not see how, in the face of that, he could to,ke the 
duty off what was a luxury. Some hon. mem
bers said that beer was a necessity. He could 
drink beer or spirits as well as anyone, but he 
maintained that they were not necessaries. Men 

who lived in the bush away from beer and 
spirits for months at a time were far more 
healthy than the men who re~ided where beer 
and spirits were rlrank daily and hourly, so thttt 
the aro-ument in favour of neces.sity fell to the 
grot~nd. He should vote for the rete;>tion of the 
duty, but he was very mn?h afrmcl that the 
amendment would not bA c<trned, bec:111sc s~veral 
hon. members who had stated their intcntwn of 
voting against the repettl. of the excise duty were 
not pre,ent to record their votes. 

Mr. CO\VLEY said tlmt, as he intended to 
vote against the Government on tl:c question, he 
wished to give his reasons for domg so. Hon. 
members knew from the Financhtl Statement 
that the revenue at present derived from 
the excise duty on beer was £30,000; they 
aloo knew that it was absolutely neceR,ary to 
raise funds for the Government of the com:try 
and IXIJ" off the deficit ; and it was a very serwus 
matter to remove the excise duty on beer and 
lose so much revenue. The Premier stated that 
he intended to make up for the loss of revenue 
by taxing the articles usetl in the rnannbcture of 
beer; he also stated that he hoped to encourage the 
farmers to 1 trod nee those articles. He (lVIr. Cowley) 
believed the component parts of beer were _malt, 
hops, sug<Lr, and wn,tei: .. The harley gmwn m the 
colony was unfit for rna1tinp; purposei-:~ so theb1x on 
malt would not assist the farmers. Beside,, there 
was very little barley produced in the colony. As 
far as surrar \vas concerned, there was no extra 
dnty, sv bthat there was no encouragement ~o the 
suga.r-gro\vers. IIolJ::; could not be gro_,vn In the 
colony, and no benefit would be denved from 
TJrotecting an article which could not be pro
duced. And as far as water was concerned, that 
was free to all. 

The HoN. P. PERKINS: No I 
Mr. 00\VLEY said thttt no one had to pay duty 

on it at any rate. Another thing, hops were 
Uded all over the colony, and no one could !Set. a 
loaf of good bread unless hops were used m Its 
manufacture. Therefore the tax would bll on 
every householder in the country. "!fe was _not 
going to m :eke a teetotal speech; but If he desu·ed 
to do so, he could give sound argumen~s to show 
that beer was injurious. The most emmentmen 
httd stated over and over again-and arguments 
httd never been brought forwttrd to prove tlnt 
their assertions were false-that intoxicants were 
injurious to the human system, and not necessary. 
It was stated by Baron Liebig, that in a gtt!lon 
of beer there wtt.; no more nutriment than would 
lie on the point of a table-knife, and he 
thought that showed the groundlessness of 
the argument that beer was beneficial to man. 
Another reason why he intended to vote for 
the retention of the duty was, that the wh<_Jle 
of the machinery for collecting the AXClBe 
wtts available, and had been found to work 
easily and smoothly. The duty was one 
which would yield a large amount for reve_nue 
purposes after paying the expenses of collectwn, 
and as had been stated by another hon. member, 
the' a1nount would be a.n ever-increasing one so 
long as the consumption of beer increased. The 
hon. rne1nber for Log-an said that one reason why 
he opposed the dnty '.Y"s because it was a tax on 
locnl industry. He (l\Ir. Cowley) supposed that 
if the excise duty on beer were removed the hon. 
member would, in all probability, propose 
next yet~r to r,bolish the _licenses of. pub
li(•ans on the ground tha,t 1t \vas tf!;xing a 
local industry to make them pay for hcenses. 
It would be said they were taxing people 
en"a"ed in trade, and tht!S it would be carried on 
fr<~m" one thing to another, until _hre;vers, _pub
licans and consumers of intoxwatmg hquor 
wonld actually escape taxtttinn. Taking every
thing into conEideration, he thought the removal 
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of the excise on beer would be a great mistake, 
and would be fraught with a great loss of revenue. 
In no way would the country derive any benefit 
from the removal of the excise duty, and on thA 
grounds he had stated he would vote against the 
proposal of the Government in that matter. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said that, although he 
approved of the tax on malt and malting bo.rley, 
he could not congratulate the Government in the 
proposal to abolish the excise duty on beer. By 
right hops ought to be free, and if the Colonial 
Treasurer was determined not to milterially 
alter the revenue from beer he might have 
reduced the excise duty on beer by ld. per 
gallon and let hops in free. That would put the 
brewer in nearly the same position as before, and 
it would give encouragement to farmers to grow 
malting barley, and it could not then be brought 
against the Government that they were ungrate
ful to the beer pe,rty. It was very much to be 
regretted that a duty of 6d. per lb. should have 
been imposed upon hops, as they could not be 
grown here, and they would be substituted in the 
mftnufacture of beer by injurious ingredients; for 
sanitary reasons alone hops ought to be free. As 
a further reason for retaining the excise on beer, 
he might say that they could not keep too close 
an eye on the manufacture of beer. In every 
country the manufacture of beer was carefully 
guarded and watched over by the authorities, 
and it should be here as well as elsewhere. An 
objection had been raised to the expense of the 
supervision necessary for collecting the duty ; 
but he had objected to the method of supervision 
in force when it was instituted as being absurd, 
as he held that, if it was properly arranged, one 
inspector would be sufficient for the whole of the 
breweries in Brisbane, and, if it was so armnged, 
the objection on the ground of expense would be 
te,ken away. He trusted the Colonial Treasurer 
would e,ccept his suggestions, to let hops come in 
free, and reduce the excise on beer to 2d. per 
gallon. 

Mr. BUCKLAND said he intended to vote 
against the proposed repeal of the excise duty 
on beer. He thought they could get no better 
way of raising revenue tban a tax upon such an 
article as beer. He found that the present excise 
duty brought in a revenue of something like 
£30,000 at an expense for supervision and collec
tion of some £1,500, and as the amount of revenue 
derivable from that duty would annually increase 
he considered it a mistake on the part of the 
Treasurer to propose its abolition. One of the 
arguments for the repeal of the duty was that 
they had increased the duty upon malt and hops; 
but he considered it a great mistake to increase 
the duty on hops, as it would bear heavily upon 
almost every household in the colony. For those 
reasons he would support the amendment of the 
leader of the Opposition. 

Mr. UNMACK said the Colonial Treasurer 
had argued that the excise duty on beer would 
fall upon the consumer. That the hon. gentle
man was altogether mistaken in that would 
appear very clear to the Committee when he 
pointed out that, before the excise duty was put 
on, and since, the price of the article to the con
sumer had not been changed. The consumers 
were not the merchants and publicans, but those 
who went to the rete,il places to purchase beer, 
and the price charged to them was the same 
to-day as before the excise duty was put upon the 
article. He would now show clearly that it was 
the brewers, and the brewers only, who would 
be the gainers by the removal of the 
excise duty. From the day the excise duty 
was put upon beer, the brewers charged the 
publicans-and that was a fact well known to all 
engaged in business-the full amount of the duty 
in addition to the previous price of beer. Some 

time after-he thought some twelve or eighteen 
months after the imposition of the duty~owing 
to severe competition and comple,ints from the 
publicans, a compromise was effecterl, and the 
brewers charged the publicans one-half the duty, 
and bore the other half themselves. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: Competi
tion in business did that. 

Mr. UNMACK said that wa' owing, as he 
said, to competition. But since that time, again, 
owing to tbe starting of other breweries and 
keener competition, some of the breweries con
sented to bear the full amount of the duty them
selves. That clearly showed that if the duty 
was removed the brewers, and the brewers only, 
would be the gainers by its removal. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: Would 
not competition have the same effect if the duty 
is taken off ? 

Mr. UNMACK: The price will remain the 
san1e. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: You should 
never stop in the middle of an argument. 

Mr. UNMACK said the publicans and brewers 
would certainly be the gainets, but the con
sumers would not get any advantage from the 
removal of the excise duty, as the present price 
was so low the,t it could hardly be put lower. 
One great objection he had to the removal of the 
duty was that it had been for the last few years 
a largely-increasing one, and it was still increas
ing rapidly. Last year the duty upon beer 
amountedtoverynearly £32,000,and, according to 
the rate of production just now, the duty for; 
this year would be nearer £35,000 than £32,000. 
But, supposing it was £32,000. As against that, 
they knew the,t the Treasurer imposed duties, 
as he told them he would, when introducing the 
subject, upon hops, malt, andglucoRe, which should 
counterbalance the amount lost by the removal 
of the excise duty on beer to within £10,000. 
He had carefully inquired of the hon. gentleman 
at the time, and had since received an answer, 
which clearly showed that glucose was chucked 
in as a "make-believe" blind that they were 
putting the duty on something; because the 
hon. gentleman had told them it \vas not 
imported into the colony, or he could not find 
that it was. That reduced the number of 
taxed articles to two-malt and hops-and 
he found, from a calculation made, that with 
the duties imposed now upon malt and hops, 
the revenue derivable would amount to £22,000. 
It was not to be supposed that that £22,000 
would stand as an equivalent against the excise 
duty which it was propo,sed to repeal, because 
according to his knowledge, as far as he could 
estimate the thing, about one-third of those two 
ingredients were used for other purposes than 
brewing. But for the sake of keeping himself 
within the mark, he would i:ay 25 per cent. of 
those ingred-ients were used for domestic and 
other purposes. That would reduce the £2:),000 
estimated to be received from the brewers by 
£!5,500. Say £5,000, which would leave the 
increased duty to be paid by brewers on those 
two ingredients at £17,000, and that sum 
deducted from £32,000 would make the loss 
£15,000 per :>nnum instead of £10,000 as esti
mated by the Treasurer. But that £15,000 
would naturally be increased if the tax im
posed on those articles had the effect in· 
tended by the Treasurer of encouraging local 
industry, because the more there was produced 
in the colony the less there would be imported, 
so that the £15,000 would be reduced from year 
to year, and the whole of that reduction would 
g-o into the pockets of the brewerB. Therefore it 
was clear that they were called upon to abolish 
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an increasing duty which probably within twelve 
or eighteen months would amount to £40,000 or 
£45,000 for a presumed duty which would in 
the course of time almost entirely be wiped 
out. He thought that, considering luxuries 
had been taxed, and not only taxed but 
heavily and severely taxed, there was no reason 
why beer should be the only article that 
should escape scot free. He quite agreed with 
the remarks mn,de by the leader of the 
Opposition, and contended that when they had so 
many calls for money they should allow that 
increasing duty to remain. If the Treasurer did 
not require that amount, other uses could be 
found for the money, which would benefit the 
public at large, and it might proba.bly assist in 
reducing the public debt. He certainly should 
vote against the repeal of the tax, for the 
reasons he had given, and trusted that the 
amendment would also receive the support of 
other members of the Committee. 

Mr. SALKELD said he regretted very much 
that the Treasurer had taken the course he had 
with regard to the remission of the ~xcise duty 
on beer. The matter was of far moreimportance 
than one might imagine, from the attention 
it had received. \V hen they saw that the 
Treasurer was increasing the duties on a large 
number of articles used in everyday life by 
the great mass of working people in the colony, 
it seemed a very inopportune time to take off the 
duty on an article like beer. 'fhe 'i'reasurer had 
given the Committee to understand that he did 
not think the use of beer was objectionable or 
deleterious to health. He (Mr. Salkeld) need 
not enlarge as to the effects generally of alcoholic 
drinks, but hon. members must be allowerl to use 
_their common sense respecting what they saw going 
on round about them. He was afraid that what 
was seen every day in the police courts, in the 
~tccidents that occurred, in cases of sickness, and 
in various other matters resulting from the use 
of intoxicating liquors, had almost blunted 
the public conscience as to the magnitude 
of the evil. They became so accustomed 
to those things that they looked upon them 
as matters of ordinary occurrence, just as they 
did on the sun rising every morning. But, 
when a proposal of that kind came before the 
Committee they should look at the matter in 
another light ; they should consider the expendi
ture rendered necessary, not only indirectly but 
directly, by the use of intoxicating drinks. ·They 
had to keep up a large staff of policemen, police 
courts, lunatic asylums, gaols, and benevolent 
asylums. It was too late in the day now to 
gainsay the fact that a great amount of 
destitution and crime was caused by the use of 
intoxicating liquors. That had been shown to be 
the case in ~lmo~t every civilised country. He 
was not gomg mto the arguments which had 
been advanced by various speakers in favour 
of the retention of the excise duty on beer, 
although he agreed with most of them. On 
the grounds he bad stated, he thought it was 
a wrong policy to take off the duty on beer. He 
would far rather have seen it increased. And 
when they saw an increased tax imposed on hops
which he thought it was a good line of policy to 
encourage the use of-and when they bore in 
mind that hops were used in preparing the neces
saries of life, it really seemed a cruel thing to 
remit the duty on beer. It had been sug
gested that the Treasurer did not want the 
money raised by the beer duty, but he would 
point out that it could be well spent in various 
ways. If, however, the hon. gentleman did 
not wish to spend more money, the reten
tion of the duty on beer would enable them 
to reduce the duty on some other articles in
cluded in the schedule. For instance, they might 
take off the tax on bran and pollard, which would 

tell very heavily on the milk supply of the 
colony, and that affected the health of the people 
very closely indeed. If the Treasurer had deter
mined to keep all the duties as they were, then 
there was another way in which the revenue 
from the beer excise might be applied. A depu
tation waited on the hon. gentleman the other 
day with regard to the introduction of a measure 
for the fJstablishment of an inebriate asylum. 
Should that be done t>y the Government the 
cost would come out of the pockets of the rate
payers. Why not establish an inebriate asylum 
on a sufficiently large basis, and gi11e it a fair 
trial, paying the cost of maintenance out of the 
receipts from the beer duty? Such an institution 
properly worked would be very beneficial to the 
colony. There were many persons who, bytakihg a 
glass or two, had becomeslavestoalcohol and would 
give almost anything to become free from it; they 
would even voluntarily give up their liberty to 
be able to overcome their weakness. He threw 
that suggestion out for the consirleration of the 
Treasurer. It was not too late now to adopt it. 
There were many hon. members who would 
gladly assist in taking off the duty on hops and 
malt or reducing other duties, if the beer excise 
was retained. He (Mr. Salkeld) was sure that 
when the proposal for the remission of the 
excise came to be understood, and the people 
had time to reflect, they would see that the 
'l'reasurer had made a great mistake indeed. 
Reference had been made by the hon. the leader 
of the Opposition to what might be called a 
political question-a burning question. That 
was that the party at present in power had 
derived very great assistance from the brewing 
interest. If the hon. the leader of the Govern
ment did not know that he (Mr. Salkeld) was 
very much mistaken ; he did not know as much 
as it was thought he did. :Everybody else in the 
colony knew it. As far as he (Mr. Salkeld) was 
concerned, he was not going to be deterred from 
doing what he considered to be right ; and in 
the interests of the public he objected to the 
excise duty being taken off beer. It was a 
well-known fact that the great majority of the 
publicans and brewers gave their influence to 
the'hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern
ment during the late elections. It was well 
known that the influence of "the trade,'-' as 
it was called, was given in a certain direc
tion, not only here but in other countries. 
In England, they gave their influence to an 
almost overwhelming extent to the party in 
power; but he believed the day had gone by 
when Queensland or the other colonies were going 
to be ruled by those who controlled the drink 
traffic. He would rather be put out of poli
tical life altogether than owe his election to 
the influence of those engaged in the liquor 
traffic-a traffic which was demoralising a great 
number of people. They heard a great deal about 
people making an honest living and all that sort 
of thing, but when he saw the effects of the 
liquor traffic-when he saw immense fortunes 
being made by brewers and distillers, and the 
enormous amount of distress that arose from that 
traffic-he did not care what the consequences 
were, he would den0unce it wherever he could 
find a fitting opportunity. It was time that the 
conscience , and the reason of the public were 
aroused that question. He believed the 
Colonial making· a very p·eat 
n1istale, that the hon. ge~tlew 
man would long, and find that 
the publican interest was not going to dominate 
in Queensland. As far as he was concerned, he 
should always do his best to counteract and 
withstand that influence. 

Mr. LITTLE £aid he thought the remarks of 
the hon. member for Fassifern were an insult to 
member8 on that side of the Committee. He 
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had actually insinuated that they had been re
turned by the licensed victuallers of the colony. 
So far from that being the case he know that many 
members who were supporting the party now in 
power were bitterly opposed by the licensed 
victuallers. He knew that in his electorate-
vVoothakata--they left no stone unturned to 
oppose him, and he owed his return to the 
working 1niners. It was very unbecon1ing on 
the part of the hon. member to insult members 
on that side of the Chamber in the way he had 
done. He (Mr. Little) was sent there to support 
the party now in power ; he intended to fulfil 
that mission, and should support the Treasurer 
on the beer question. 

M;r. GRTMES said he spoke against the repeal 
of the excise duty on beer when speaking on the 
general financial question, and he had heard no 
arguments since that had led him to change his 
mind. All through the tariff they had been increas
ing the cost of the necessaries of life, and they 
would certainly not be carrying out what would be 
acceptable to the majority oft he people of Queens
land if they adopted the course proposed by the 
hon. the Colonial Treasurer. He was sure that 
it was not a popular step. They had increased 
the cost of living to a large extent, and to reduce 
the cost ?f a )uxury would be legislating in the 
wrong directwn. If they had no need for the 
£30,000 derived from the beer duty for revenue 
purposes, they could easily employ it in some other 
direction, and he very much liked the idea 
thrown out by his hon. friend the member for 
Fassifern-that it should be made use of to 
support an inebriate asylum. They should then 
have the very article that supplied the subjects 
for the inebriate asylums furnishing a revenue 
for the support of those institutions. He cer
tainly thought they should not throw away the 
opportunity they had of raising £30,000 with
out it being felt by the public. They knew 
that large profits were being made by the 
brewers-very large profits indeed-and those 
persons could very wel! afford to contribute to the 
revenue to that extent. The hon. the Treasurer 
had stated that what had led him to remove the 
excise duty on beer and place it on other 
articles was his desire to help the farmers. But 
it would not help the hrmers one bit. He had 
never yet seen a sample of barley grown in 
Queensland that was fit for malting. He did 
not think they would be able to grow barley 
that had sufficient body in it for that pur
pose. They knew that barley came quickly 
to maturity when it had got so far advanced 
as to be in the milky form ; then it ripened 
so rapidly that there was very little strength 
in the grain, and it was deficient in those qualities 
which made a good maltmgbarley. Besides that, 
they knew that sugar and glucose would take the 
place of malt to a very large extent in brewing. 
He W3S sure, from what he knew, that the Trea
surer would be disappointed in the amount of 
revenue he expected to g-et from malting barley, 
and he objected to the increased duty put upon 
hops to make up the deficiency. They were 
shifting the incidence of taxation. At the 
present time the contributors to the revenue 
through the excise duty were principally 
brewers, and by putting the duty on hope, 
they were putting it on every man, woman, 
and child in the colony. It meant simply. 
so much extra per head, and for that "ettsnn 
he should certainly vote fur the amendment 
of the hon. the leader of the Opposition. He 
very much regretted that the hon. the junior 
member for Charters Towers had referred to the 
fact of members of that House being share
holders in the breweries. He thought it was 
unfair for him to do so in such general terms, because 
it might be taken to mean that members on the 
Opposition side were interested in breweries. 

To enable the public to discriminate, and hon. 
members to know who were referred to, he 
would take the opportunity of mentioning the 
names and the number of shares of those members 
of both Houses who were shareholders in breweries. 
In connection with the Castlemaine Brewery, 
there were-F. H. Hart, 1, 000 shares ; K B. 
Forre~t, 1,500 share"; R Philp, 4,000 shares; 
\V. Allan, 1,000 share"; and \V. Gmham, 3,000 
shares. In connection with Perkins and 
Co. there were-P. Perkins, 2,G30 share>; Sir 
T. Mci!wraith, 800 shttres-the hon. gentle
man had exnlained for what reason his name 
appeared on· the list-and B. D. Morehead, 300 
shares. He sincerely trnsted that those hon. 
members would not vote on the question, because 
they could not be disinterested in it, and he 
hoped the Committee would pause before 
removing that duty and increasing the burden 
that rested on the general taxpayer. 

Mr. BARLO\V said he should have preferred 
to give a silent vote, and not take up the time 
of the Committee on the question ; but he 
thought the _question was 01_1e of such imvor~ance 
that every member on his side of the Committee, 
at h'ast, should say something upon it, beca!'se 
the result of the debate might form an nn
portant bctor in the political vrogramir:e of the 
future. He did not approach the questiOn from 
a teetotal point of view at all. Whether they 
increased or decreased the duty un beer, it would 
not produce the slightest effect on be~r. drinking. 
He regarded the drinking propensities of the 
people as being an in exhaustible source of 
revenue, and whether they put an extra 3d. 
or 6d. a gallon on beer, or an extr.a 2s. 
on spirits, it would not make the slightest 
difference in the consumption. Society would 
have to undergo a change reaching to its 
very foundations before the increased price 
of liquor would make the slightest difference 
in its consumption. That had been proved by 
experience in all the countries of the world. 
Hon. members had, no doubt, heard of a book 
called "Historic Doubts," which showed that by 
certain rules of evidence, events of comparatively 
modern occurrence could be proved to have never 
happened. One event taken was the Bnttle of 
W ater!oo, and the existence of the Duke of 
vV ellington, and it was shown by certain rnles of 
evidence that were often applied to other things, 
that that event never took place, and that that 
personage never lived. Historic doubts had been 
thrown over the recent general election in that 
colony. He did not know what went on in the 
wilds of Woothttkata, where the hon. member 
who spoke a few minutes ago said he was 
returned by the miners to do their bidding, or 
who pulled the strings that filled the bttllot
boxes which sent that hon. member to the House. 
But he did know in all the constituencies 
with which he had anything to do, either per
sonally or acting for friends who were also candi
dates for election, that, with comparatively 
trifling exceptions, the ':"hole interest of _the 
drink traffic was thrown mto the scale agamst 
the then Government. Of course, men had a 
right to vote as they pleased, but, as an a~so
lute historic fact, the influence of the drmk 
traffic was thrown into the scale in favour of the 
party at present in power. 

'l'he MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
vV 0 RKS : Is that one of your " historic 
doubts"? 

Mr. BARLO\V said that was one of the 
historic facts. The ''historic doubt" was that 
with regard to events of only three months ago 
a very important historic fact had become so 
much n, matter of doubt that it had been con
tradicted and traversed there. He would join 
issue with the Colonial Treasurer on the question 
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that the duty on beer was paid by the con
sumer. He understood the hon. gentleman to 
say that the duty on beer was paid by the 
consumers of that article. Undoubtedly, as 
a general principle, the duty on any article 
was paid by the consumer; but he sub
mitted that drink was a matter which stood 
on a totally different foundation. Hon. members 
mivht laugh, but he intended to have his say, so 
that it might be recorded in Hans1ml. He heard 
an hon. member remark across the table just now 
that he wished Hcmsard was abolished. He (J'Ilr. 
Barlow) thought that Hansard was one of the 
best means by which the people of the colony 
could know what their representatives were 
doing and saying; and that ::my deliberative 
assembly which attempted to exclude the press, 
or to conduct its proceedings in a hole-and-corner 
fashion, admitted by that very act its own 
weakness and incompetency. H'e was very glad 
there was a Hansa>·d. To resume: the majority 
of persons who took drink, he maintained, did 
not inquire as to the quantity or the quality of 
what they were getting. The liquor traffic 
might be divided into four parts. 'l'hree of 
them were the traffic of absolute drunkards
what was called the bar trade. The other part 
was what might be called the rational part of 
the traffic, and related to persons who -bought 
wine, apirits, and beer, who were judges of those 
commodities, and who exercised a discrimina
tion as to the quantity and quality which 
they got. But it was very apparent that 
the bulk of the consumers of those articles 
did not know what they were getting, or how 
much or how little. There could, therefore, be 
but one opinion on the question-that if the duty 
on beer was taken off, it would be an absolute 
bonus and gift to the brewers of the colony. The 
hon. member for Toowong had very clearly 
shown that the loss to the revenue would be 
about £15,000 a year,-taking it for granted that 
they got the anticipated revenue from the 
articles it was proposed to tax. That, he 
considered, was far too large a sum to be 
given up. With regard to the constituents 
of beer, what guarantee was there even now 
that beer was always brewed from whole
some materials? There would be still less now 
that it was proposed to increase the cost of 
those materials by placing an impost upon them. 
He sDid they had no guarantee whatever. That 
tariff, as had been pointed out over and over 
again, was a tariff which would press hardly 
upon the wage-earner ; it was a tariff which 
would press hardly upon the men of small 
means, and instead of facing the taxation of 
property and of the estate; of absentees, the whole 
of it, under colour of protection-and a very 
ineffective protection it wal>i in rnost cases-was a 
tax upon those who were least able to pay it. 
He considered that it increased the cost of living 
by about 3s. or 4s. in the £, and that was a thing 
which the people of the colony should know if 
they had not already found it out. With 
regard to the argument about the excise duties on 
their own productions, that argument would 
exactly apply to rum. Those were taxes upon 
articles in general consumption, but they were 
articles which mnst be taxed if there \\·ere to be 
any revenue-anything like a capitation revenue. 
As was pointed out dnring the general debate 
on the Flna,ncial Statement, son1ething rnnst 
be taxed, and for that purpose excise duties 
should be put on those articles. K ow, he 
knew what the hon. Treasurer would do 
in June next. He would bring up a sur
plus, and he would do it in this way. The 
large additional taxation he would have to the 
good, and he would get a great deal more from 
that taxation than the people of the colony 
expected; and by withholding or drawing back 
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from the «xpenditure on public works he would 
have a surplus on the 30th of June next. There 
was no doubt that by the 30th June 1889, he 
would be able to make a brge hole in the deficit 
of £G02,000, and then he would say to the ,people 
of the colony, "See what I have done. He 
(1\Ir. Bflrlow ), for one, was not prepared to take 
the duty off beer. He wfls not prepared to 
make such a certain and sure source of revenue 
a present to the brewers of the colony, and he, 
for one, would record his vote against anything 
of the sort. 

Mr. DRAKE said the Colonial Treasurer was 
correct in saying that at th~ pre~ent time there 
was no excise duty on beer m VICtona_; bu~ he 
wished the hon. gentleman had gone a little mto 
the history of that excise duty on beer in Victoria. 
He found that the duty was imposed in the year 
1880-1 by Mr. Berry, the leader of the then Liberal 
Government-the last Liberal Government in 
Victoria· and it was removed by the present coali
tion Gov~rnment, he believed, w'hen they came into 
power-at all events by s.ome Government whi~h 
succeeded the last Lrberal Government m 
Victoria · and he found that in the year 
1880-1 tlte excise d<rty realised £62,557 ; in 
the next year, 1881-2-'the only year in whi?b, 
apparently, the duty was collected durmg 
the whole year-the return was £98,9:15_ The 
next year, 1882-3, only a small r:mount
£11.2513--was collected, the duty havmg been 
aboiished in that year. He thought that they 
should learn from that that the Liberal Govern
ment in Victoria imposed that duty on beer-i_n 
spite of the fact that ~hey were told nm!' that rt 
was a tax largely fallmg upon the workmg man 
-and that it was abolished as soon as the place 
of the Liberal Government was taken by a Gov
ernment representing more particularly pro· 
perty. He thought there was no reason to 
suppose that that beer duty, which was imposed in 
1885 by the late Liberal Government in this colony, 
was in1posed from any feeling- of vindictiveness or 
spite against the brewers. H;e thought that what 
the Liberal Government consrdered was that beer 
was an article which could fairly stand a share of 
taxation and that it could hear taxation a great 
deal better than some of the articles upon which 
increased taxation had been imposed at the 
present time. He supposed the present Govern
ment would carry the repeal of that duty, 
but he had no 'doubt that when the next 
Liberal Government took office in Queens
land the duty would be re-imposed. He might 
draw another parallel between this colony and 
Victoria with re<:;ard to Liberal legislation. That 
was with regard to the land-tax. The same 
Government that imposed the excise duty on beer 
had also introduced a land-tax in Victoria, and in 
the year 1885, which was the only year forwhi~h 
be had got the returns, that tax had brought 1!1-
£127 000. Now that would be a veryusefulcontn
buti~n to the re~enue. As the land-tax in Victoria 
ha.d produced £127,000, it would probably produce 
a very large amount here, in proportion to 
the size and wealth of the colony. He also 
noticed that in Victoria at the present time there 
was some talk abont ttying to get that land-tax 
removed, but he did not think the parties who 
were interested in the removal of that tax would 
have sutficircnt power to get the pre"ent Govern
ment of Victoria to remove it ; and be 
thong ht it w.1s Yery likely that when the next 
Libei-al Government succeeded the present Gov
ernment, they would not only continue t~e land
tax, but would make it a goorl deal heav~er than 
it was at present. He would JUSt give one 
reason why he thought the remission of the 
excise duty on beer would not have the effect of 
reducing the cost to the consumer, for the reason 
that the Colonial Treasurer was imposing 
counterbalancing duties, as he had said in the 
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Committee of \V ays and Means. The hon. 
gentleman had stated that he reckoned the 
dnties he proposed to impose would be about 
equal to the duty he proposed to remit ; 
but it had since been shown that the duties 
they were imposing would not be erpml 
to the amount to be remitted by about 
£10,000 The reason why he thought the remis
sion of that duty would not reduce the cost to the 
consumer was because the brewer,; would have a 
very good excuse for not reducing the price below 
the present figure. They would '"Y that, 
although the duty was being taken off the rwer 
itself, they would have to pay extra duty on the• 
ingredients they used, and therefore they could 
not legitimately be asked to reduce the pricoe ; 
and though the duty on malt and hops would 
have a protective effect, so that e' entually the 
ingredients could be produced in the colony 
at a cheaper rate, the reduction to the brewers in 
that way would be so gradual that there would 
never be any particular time when the public 
could say that the brewers were making the beer 
at a less cost, and therefore they ought to sell it at a 
lower cost to the consumer. \Vhenanother Liberal 
Government came into power, and that duty wa"' 
reimposed, that was a duty of 3d. per gallon on 
the article all at once, an excuse would be n,t once 
made for raising the price, so that he thought the 
public would eventually find that they gained no 
benefit from the remission. He supposed it was 
not of much 1mn talking that nig-ht on that subject, 
because he did not think anything that could 
possibly be said would alter th~ votes that would 
be given. He desired to put on record his opinion 
that the remission of the duty as propo'led would 
be a great mistake-a mistake which the country 
had regretted already, and which he thoug·ht a 
great many of the hon. gentlemen who were votin" 
for the remission would regret. ~ 

Mr. MURPHY said he wi,hed to put the 
hon. member right with regard to the repeal of 
the duty on beer in Victoria. He had said it 
was repealed by the coalition Government. 

Mr. DRAKE : I said by some Government 
that succeeded the Berry Government. 

Mr. MUHPHY: By the O'Loghlen Govern
ment. 

Mr. DRAKE said he had stated by the coalition 
Government, and then added "or by some other 
Government that succeeded tho Berry Govern
ment-by a Government representing property." 

Mr. GLASSEY said he would not have spoken 
but for the remarks of the hon. member for 
Logan. He said that one reason why he should 
vote for the repeal of the duty was that it 
wonld encourage to some extent native industry. 
Well, he (Mr. Glassey) found that since the duty 
had been put on beer, notwithstanding the duty, 
the industry had increased, and therefore the 
argmmmt of the hon. member fell flat. In 1885 
thAre were eighteen breweries in the colony that 
produced 1, 165,000gallons of beer; in 1886, twenty
two breweries, producing2,Hi1,000gallons; and in 
1887, twenty-five breweries, producing 2,469,000 
gallons. Therefore, notwithstanding the duty 
which the late Government impnsed on that par
ticular _industry-an industry which in his judg
ment d1dnot conrluco to the genera,! happine" and 
\Velfare of the connnunity tV:3 a whole-it bftrl. 
increased to a considerable extent. So far 
as the arguments advanced from the other 
side \Vere concerned, there \vas not the slightest 
justificatior: for taking off the duty, unle~s, as 
had been hmted by the leader of the Opposition, 
it was for the puryxme of encouraging and recorn
pensing the persons who returned' the present 
Government to power. So far as he was con
cerned he should certainly vote against the 

remission of the duty, and, if opportunity offered, 
would willingly vote for an increased duty on 
beer. 

Que,tion -That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the schedule-put, and the 
Committee divided. 

And the Committee being in division-

J\Ir. GRil\IES said: Mr. Jessop,-I would 
call vonr attention to the fact that several hon. 
meni.bers who are interested in breweries are 
voting in this division. I find that the 120th 
Sbnding Order says :-

" ~o member shall be entitled to vote upon any 
question in which he has a direct pecuniary interest, 
and the vote of any member so interested shall be 
disallowed." · 

I ask whether, under that Standing Order, hon. 
members who are shareholders in breweries can 
vote. I refer to the hon. member for Cambooya, 
Mr. Perkins; the hon. member for North Bris
bane, Sir T. Mci!wraith; the hon. member for 
Balonne, JYir. JYiorehead; the hon. member for 
Townsvillo, :Mr. Philp, and the hon. member for 
Cunningham, Mr. Alhm. 

Mr. ALLAN : I have not a share in the 
world. 

Mr. GRIMES: Of course, Mr. Jessop, if hon. 
members deny that they are shareholders they 
are not pecuniarily interested, and, therefore, 
will have the privilege of voting, but if they have 
share", in breweries they cannot vote. 

Mr. ATICHER said: Mr. Jessop,-In the 
case when the Payment of :Members Bill passed 
through the House we, when we sat on the other 
side, tried to argue that we conlcl not vote on 
the fiuestion for the time that Parliament was 
sitting; but the other side were in power and 
overruled that, and voted money into their own 
pockets. I should say that they had a direct 
pecuniary interest in that question. \Ve con
tended thrtt we bad a perfect right to vote money 
for the payment of members, so long as the pay
ment was deferred until after the next election. 
Surely if the hon. mPmber voted money rlirect 
into his own pocket, he can see no objection to 
shareholders in breweries voting on this question. 

l\Ir. MURPHY : That is a different case 
altogether. 

The COLO::fiAL SECRETARY: I shall 
sit here as a shareholder of a joint stock com
pany. 

Mr. ALLAN : I should like to know where 
the hon. member for Oxley got the information 
that I am a shareholder in a brewery. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said: Mr. Jessop,
I trust the majority of members on this side will 
not support the hon. member in his attempt to 
invalidate the votes of any hem. members of the 
Committee. It is casting a stigma upon gentle
men whose honour is just as dear to us as it is to 
themselves, and they are under the protection 
of the Committee. If I thought the Opposition 
would carry the vote by such a course I would, 
even at the hazard of changing my opinion, 
hesitate to snatch a victory in such a manner. 

The COLOKIAL TREASFRER : You have 
caJled upon the tellers, IVIr. Chairman, why not 
make tlwm do their duty? 

::VIr. GRDn;s sairl: Mr. ,Jessnp,-Before 
the division i' taken I wish for a ruling as to 
"\Yhether those hon. me1nbers a.re entitled to vote. 
If you rule ag.cinst me I will have to leave it to 
the good taste of the hem. members I have 
referred to, whether they retain their votes or 
not. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Jessop,-I believe the rule is that in matters 
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of public policy the Standing Order alluded to 
does not apply. In the present case it is a 
matter of good taste and propriety, and not a 
matter of breach of the Standing Orders. 

The CHAIRMAN : If the hon. member asks 
for a ruling I must give it. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: If it is a 
matter of public policy the ::ltanding Order 
doe~ not apply. You are not entitled, :\Tr. 
J essop, to ask a member whether he is a share
holder unless the rule appliPs. You cannot ask 
him out of idle curiosity. You are asked if that 
rule does apply. 

Mr. GRIMES: I. ask for your rulin>;, sir; I 
have reason to beheve certain members are 
pecuniarily interested in the vote about to be 
t!'ken, and I ask your ruling whether, under the 
Circumstances, they should not go out. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said : Mr. 
Jessop,-The ?on. member has no right to 
state that certam hon. members are pecuniarily 
intere•ted. I would vote if I had 10.000 shares 
in a company upon a matter of public policy
not for the benefit of the brewers, as some hon. 
members on the other side seem to think. 

The CHAIRJ\IAN : I think the hon. members 
are entitled to vote. 

AYES, 34. 
Sir T. :.'\icllwrai.th, 3lcssrs. 2\iorchcad, Nelson, BlH.ck, 

Macro~san, Pattison, Donaldson, 3Iurphy, Stc\'enson, 
Dunsmure, Crombie, Roes It. Joues, \Ya.tson, Hamilton, 
O'Oouncll, Adams, Agnew, Plnnkott, Perldns, Campbell, 
Lissucr, }furray, llattersby, Ijittlr, Allau, E. J. l'ltevcns, 
:North, Archer, Smith, Dalrymlllc, Pahner, O'Sullivan, 
Paul, and Cas~''V. 

• Nogs, 22. 
Sir S. \V. Griffith, :J.Iessrs. Rntledge, Hoflgkins:on-' 

Jordan, Glas~ey, Barlow, Drake, Grime,, Salkcld. Sayers, 
Foxton, 2.\Iacfarlanc, Stephens, Pmvers, Cmdey, ::uorgan, 
Annear, Bnckland, Unmack, \Vimble, Isambert, and 
Luya. 

PAIR. 

For the retention of the beer duty, llfr. Groom. 
Against the retention of the beer duty, ~Ir. Cm·Iicld. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
Schedule put and pa,sed. 
On the second schedule, the COLONIAL 

TREASURER moved that the words " or 
smaller " be inserted after the words "in the 
same proportion for larger," in the 13th line, 
page 7. 

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

SURER, a similar amendment was made in 
line 22. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said he wished to call 
the attention of the Colonial Treasurer to the 
item of boots and shoes. As he hotel said before 
nothing in the whole tariff would cause m or~ 
confusion than the system adopted in reference 
to boots and shoes. So far as the importers and 
the general public were concerned, a 15 per cent. 
duty all round on boots and shoes would be 
more satisfactory than the system adopted. 
The average price in Eng-land of women's boots 
imported into the colony was 7s. Gel., and the 
proposed duty on them at 13s. per dozen would 
be ls. ld. per pair, whereas the duty at lil per 
cent. would be ls. l~d. per pair, so thttt there 
would be very little difference. It would be 
better for the trade, better for the revenue, and 
better for the consumer, to have a 15 per cent. 
ad valo1'em duty all round; and it would give 
less trouble to the Custom-house than the fixed 
duties. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said there 
was not a single word said by the hon. member 
that had. not been said a great deal more than 
once durmg the debate on the tariff. He had 

given his reasons for proposing the duties set 
down in the schedule, and they were not met by 
any new argument from the hon. member. He 
knew plenty of importers who wanted the duty 
as the hem. member proposed ; but the arguments 
were entirely the other way. 

The Ho~. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
was not present when the item was discussed in 
Committee of \Vays andl\Ieans, and he wished 
to say a word or two now. He had received a 
letter from a consumer who knew something 
about the boot busineH; and he said it would be 
better to make boots pay ad valorem duty. He 
pointed out tlmt under the proposed tariff the duty 
on a pair of boots costing 25s. would be no more 
than the duty on a pair of bluchers costing Gs. Gel. 

The COLOXIAL TREASURER: That is 
exactly the oame argument as the hon. member 
for Ipswich used. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said the 
letter he was quoting from did not come from an 
importer, but from a consumer. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: I know 
those letters. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said the 
writer gave various other facts showing the 
absurdity of the duties proposed, particularly 
that on boot uppers, which came under the 15 
per cent. list. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : I believe 
I have read the same letter. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he did 
not think so. It was likely enoug-h, however, 
that the smne idea struck a good many people 
who knew anything about the matter. \Vith 
respect to boot uppers, the writer said they were 
nearly all imported, that there were only three 
manufacturers in the place who made them, and 
that they did not do as much work now as they 
did some years ago. 

Mr. ISAJ'.IBER'r asked whether it was the 
intention of the Treasurer to put a duty of 15 per 
cent. on caustic soda, which could not be manu
factured in the colony? He thought the duty 
ought not to be more than iJ per cent. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he din 
not propose to alter it. 

Schedule, as amended, put and passed. 
On the 3rd schedule-" Articles exempted from 

duty." 
The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 

proposed to omit from the list the item "Paper 
for printing purposes only." \Vhen it was 
omitted it would come in the 5 per cent. list. 
The reason for the change, as he had stated before, 
was that it would be impossible to distinguish 
between paper for printing purposes and the 
paper included in the 5 per cent. list, and it would 
be better to make them all pay alike. 

Mr. SALKELD ;,aid that before that amend· 
ment was put he had to propose the omission of 
the words "and wines and spirits for the use of 
His Excellency the Governor, or fur naval and 
military officers employed on actual naval or 
military service and on full pay." He did not see 
why they Rhould be exempted when the rest of 
the citizens h"d to p>ty. 

The HoN. Sm ::l. W. GRH'FITH said that 
the proJ >osed amendment included two questions, 
which it would be better to separate. 

J\Ir. SALKELD said he had no objection to 
taking them separately, and, with the consent of 
the Committee, he would move tl1e omissLm of 
the words "and wines and spirits for the use of 
His :Excellency the Governor." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 
thought it would not matter whether the hon. 
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member carried his amendment or not, as he 
believed the Constitution Act covered the clause, 
and the Governor was Commander-in-Chief of 
the Colonial Forces. 

The Ho:'ir. SIRS. W. GRIF.FITH: That argu
ment will not answer. 

The COLONIAL TREASUJlEU asked if 
the hon. gentleman would like to hear the 
opinion of the late Attorney-General on the 
matter. That gentleman had given an opinion 
on the subject for the information of the late 
Treasurer, and his opinion was that the Constitu
tion Act not only covered his Excellency the 
Governor in the matter--

The HoN. A. UUTLEDGE: Read it. 
The COLONIAL TREASURER: I do not 

think it is worth reading myself. 
The HoN. A. RUTLEDGE: I would rather 

you read it, and let it speak for itself. 
The COLONIAL TREASURER said: Very 

well, he would read it. 
" Opinion qf the Attrum?tt-General on the question sub

mitted to hirn by the 1-lon. the Colonial 'l'reasurerl as 
to whether nat·al ctrul in the pay of 
Colonial Gov(•rnulf"ats are to 'i1nport or take 
out of boncl wines anrl 8piril8 duty free. 

"The exemptions from duty 11articularised in the last 
paragraph of the 3rd schedule of the Customs Duties 
Act of 1870 are of the four classes following :-

"1. Naval and military stores-imported. for the service 
of the colonial Governments. 

"2. Xaval and military Rtores-im110rtedforthe use of 
Her .liaj esty'.-; land or sea forces. 

"3. \-Vines and spirits for the use of his Excellency the 
Governor. 

u 4. 1Viues and spirits for the use of naval and military 
officers employed on actual naval or military service and 
on full1my. 

''Clauses 1 and 2 evidently point to the existence of 
two branches of naval and military service; the first to 
a service under the control and in the pay of a colonial 
Government, and the second to the Imperial service. 
'Stores' (which of course include wines and spirits; for 
the l?urpose and use of both these branel1es are 0xempt, 
and Ill addition thereto there is a special exemption in 
clause ·l! of \vines and spirits for the use of 'naval and 
militai·y officers employed on actual naval or mili
tary service and in full pay.' Since, therefore, there is 
(as I have indicated) a recogr,ition of the existence of 
a co~ollial.as well as of the Imperial naYal and military 
services, It seems clear that the vmrds 'naval and 
military otlicers' are intended to include all naval and 
military officers whether in the service and in pay of 
the colonial Governments or in the service and in the 
pay of the Imperial Government, amt \Yhethur holtlinO' 
Imperial rank or not, the one essential in either cnB~ 
being that such officers rnust be in actual service and 
on full pay. If this view be correct,, it follo\vs that the 
fourth class of exemptions must certainly ~tpply to the 
case of naval and Inilit.ary otilcers who hold Imperial 
commissions, and are employed in actual naval or 
military service in this colony inespective of the source 
whence they derive this pay. 

"I am of opinion that all such wines and spirits arc 
exempt from duty, whether imported by the oiticcrs 
themselves or not. 

HA. RUTLEDGB, 

"Attorney-General." 

On that the Colonial Treasurer wrote :-
"Notwithstanding the opinion of the Honourable 

Attorney-General, I think that each case wherein remis
sion of duty is applied for should be submitted to the 
Treasurer for consideration." 

On account of that opinion the ridiculous result 
came about that three of their citizens, who were 
as much entitled to pay duty as he was himseif
Colonel French, 1\fajor De V ceux, and :Major 
Grieve-got their stuff in free. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIJ<'J<'ITH: That is 
the law. 

The COLONIAL '.rREASURRR said that 
if he had been Attorney-General they would 
ll t. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH said that, if 
his memory served him right, the point was that 
other persons wanted to get liquor in free and 
said it was for those officers. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that 
for himself he did not believe a bit in the whole 
of the words in the clause, and it was simply 
becouse he understood it was provided in the 
Constitution Act that it was put in. He thought 
it was a very bad thing that any persons in the 
community should be exempt from the payment 
of duty. He did not care who they were ; he did 
not see any reason for it. vVhy should any of 
the military officers be exempt ? They were just 
as much citizens of Brisbane as he was. Those 
exemptions came in at a time when Her lYiajesty 
had land and sea forces here paid by the Im
perial Government, and they were no longer 
applicable in the colony. For his part he was 
willing that the whole of the words first men
tioned by the hon. member should be struck 
out. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRH'FITH said he 
had only to add to that that it would be to a 
certain extent a diminution of the emoluments 
of office of the Governor. So far as officers 
were concerned the exemptions arose through 
their being paid by the Imperial Government 
and not by the colony, and so were not supposed 
to contribute to the revenue of the colony. 

Mr. SALKELD said that after what had 
passed, he would adhere to the amendment as 
he had at first proposed it, and move that the 
words ''and wines and spirits for the use of His 
Excellency the Governor, or for naval and 
military officers employed on actual naval or 
military service and on full pay," be omitted. 

Amendment agreed to. 
The COLONIAL 'l'REASURER moved that 

the words " paper for printing purposes only" 
be omitted. 

Amendment put and passed. 
The COLONIAL TREASURER moved 

that the words "ticks" and "sa teens " be 
omitted. 

Amendment put and passed. 
Mr. ISAMBERT said he would suggest that 

con1b foundation machines, which were univer~ 
sally used in bee culture, should be included in 
the free list, as they were a patent, and could 
not be made in the colony. 

Schedule., as amended, put and passed. 
On the 4th schedule-" Ad t•alorem duties of 

5 per cent."-
The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 

proposed to add to that two other items
" sulphur and nitrate of soda." 

Mr. ISA:\IBERT: Include saltpetre, which 
is used for the same purposes as nitrate of soda. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he 
had no objection to include saltpetre. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said that before that 
amendment was moved he wished to propose an 
amendment in the line "flannel, in the piece," 
by inserting the word "crimean" before "flan
nel," so as to place white fiannel on the 15 per 
cent. list. His reason for that was, that at the 
present moment the Queensland \Voollen Com
pany were [~etting out machinery for making 
white flannel, and the inclusion of that article in 
the 15 per cent. list would be a great ad vantage 
to the company. He hoped that, as the hon. 
gentleman had encouraged other industries, he 
would agree to that small amendment. He 
moved that the word "crimean " he inserted 
before the word "flannel." 
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The COLONIAL SECRETARY said he 
would only ask whether the hon. member for 
Ipswich, being interested in the woollen factory, 
was entitled to vote on that question? 

.JY~r. MACF ARLANE said he was quite 
w1llmg not to vote on the question, although he 
had a perfect right to do so. 

Mr. BARLOvV said he did not know whether 
the hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern
ment wished to speak on the question. 
~he qo_LONIAL TREASUREH: No; I am 

qmte w1lhng to accept the amendment, if tho 
Committee are agreeable. 

Mr. BARLOW said he w:1s not a shareholder 
in the Queensland Vvoollen Company, but he 
thought the amendment would be a concession 
whic:h would carry out the principle of protection 
consistently advocated by the hon. gentleman at 
the head of the Government. He did not wish 
to take up the time of the Committee, but 
merely rose to confirm the statement of his 
colleague that the Queensland Woollen Company 
had ordered expensive machinery for the manu
facture of white flannel. He sincerely trusted 
that the Committee would be favourable to the 
amendment. 

Mr. UNMACK said he hoped the Treasurer 
would not consent to the amendment. He (:Yir. 
Unmack} was a shareholder in the Queensland 
vVoollen :Factory, and therefore he was speaking 
against his own interest in that matter. The 
woollen factory had already been sufficiently 
protected in their industry, while a very exten
sive manufacturing branch employing, as he had 
stated on a previous occasion, fro in 1, 500 to 2, 000 
persons was not protected. That company was 
allowed 15 per cent. protection on their 'voollen 
tweeds, and apparel and slops were admitted at 
the same duty. He thought the company was 
protected quite enough without putting a further 
dutyonflanneh, but they seemed, like some others 
to display a feeling of extreme greed. ' 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said he was 
a shareholder in the company, hut th>tt did not 
debar him from speaking on the question. Had 
he known that the company were likely to manu
facture white flannels he would have considered 
it his duty on every principle he had advocated 
right through the discussion on the tariff to 
increase the duty on flannel, and he would, there
fore, support the amendment. 

Mr. UNMACK: What about the tailors? 
The COLONIAL TREASURER: They are 

protected to the extent of 15 per cent. 
J\fr. UNMACK said they were not protected, 

as slops were allowed to come in at 15 per cent. 
while tweeds also paid 15 per cent. All piec~ 
goods such as moleskins, linen piece goods, 
ducks, diapers, which were manufacturing lines 
were introduced at 5 per cent. to enable th~ 
manufacture to be carried on here, and he thou~ht 
flannels should be admitted at the same r:te. 
Therewasamostunfair difference drawn in favour 
of the Ipswich vVoollen Comvany in the way he 
had pointed out. 

Mr. BARLOW said white flannel wag a 
totally different thing from crimean flannel 
which was used to a certain extent b\' clothing 
factories in making up outside gan11ents and 
under garments. vVhite flannel was used more for 
domestic purposes, and was not likely to interfere 
with the clothing factories which had been men
tioned by the hon. member for Toowong. 

Mr. UNMACK: Yes, it does. 
Mr. BARLOW sttid that was a matter of 

opinion. He had given his opinion to the best 
of his ability and knowledge, and in the 
interests of his constituents ; and he hoped 

that pursuing the protective policy that had 
guided their deliberations all through the tariff 
discussion, hon. members would support the pro
position, consDnted to by the hon. gentleman at 
the head of the Government, to insert the words 
that had been moved. 

Question- That the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inserted-put and passed. 

Mr. UNMACK moved that the words "flannel 
in piece " be inserted. By the amendment that 
had been carried they had altered "flannel" into 
" criinean flannel." 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said the 
line having been altered into "crimean flannel," 
the hon. member could not reverse the decision 
of the Committee. 

Mr. UNMACK said he simply wished to have 
"flannel in piece" inserted. He did not wish it 
to he excluded from the 5 per cent. duty, 
because it was extensively used in the manufac
turing branch of the industry. 

Question--That the words proposed to be in
serted he so inserted-put and negatived. 

Mr. ISAlviBEll1' suggested that all vessels 
and instruments made of platinum should be 
placed on the free list. 

The COLONIAL TREASUREl{: Why? 
Mr. ISAMBERT said they were simply used 

for scientific purposes. For insktnce, the firm 
who were about to establish a sulphuric acid 
factory had ordered a retort from home, which 
would cost about £500 or £GOO. It was a specialty 
that could not be made in the colony, and he 
therefore, thought that articles of that kind 
should he placed on the free list. 

The COLONIAL TREASUREH said surely 
they were not going to run the whole concern in 
favour of the sulphuric acid people. They had 
put •a big duty on sulphuric acid; they had 
taken the raw material from which that acid 
was made out of the 15 per cent. list, and now 
the hon. member wanted some ingenious machine, 
for use in the same industry, admitted duty free. 
He had never heard of suc"h extraordinary greed 
on the part of an hon. member in favour of one 
particular industry. Let them take the burdens 
of taxation on their shoulders all round. The 
sulphuric acid people had been trying to run the 
whole show. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said instruments made 
from platinum were used in every chemical 
laboratory. 

The COLONIAL 'l'REASURER moved that 
the words "sulphur and nitrate of soda" be 
adtled to the schedule. 

Question put and passed. 
Schedule, as amended, put and passed. 
On the fifth schedule, as follows :-

"An VALO!tKM DunEs. 

"Upon all goods, wares, and merchandise imported 
into Queensland, other 1han those mentioned in the 
foregolng schedules, for every one hundred pounds of 
the value thereof, a duty of fifteen pounds." 

Mr. DHAKE said he tlid not intend to oppose 
the scherlule in any way, but he would like to 
point out to the hon. gentleman at the head of 
the Government that the duty of 15 per cent. on 
furniture would not have a beneficial effect so 
far as the cahinetmaking trade was concerned, 
unless some re·-triction was put upon the manu
facture of Chinese furniture within the colony. 
He took it that that duty, amongst others, was 
intended to be protective, and to encourage native 
industries ; therefore, it had his warm approval. 
But he would point out to the hon. gentleman 
that unless he took some means to restrict the 
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manufacture of Chinese furniture in the colony, 
that impost of 15 per cent. would simply be a 
tax for the benefit of Chinese indnstry. 

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

SURER, the 0HAIRMAX left the chair, and 
reported the Bill to the House with amendments. 

The report was adopted, and the third reading 
of the Bill made an Order of the Day for 
Monday. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER moved the adjournment of 

the House, and stated that on :Monday, ::cfter 
the Customs Duties Bill had been dis]Josed of, 
Supply would be gone on with. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at twenty-two minutes 

past 10 o'clock. 

Supply. 




