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The Sugar Industry.

- [ASSEMBLY.] Motion for Adjournment.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Tuesday, 6 August, 1889.

Message from Iis Exeellency the Governor—assent to
Trustee Bill.—Question.—Motion for Adjournment
—the disposal of nightsoil.—Supply—resumption of
commitice—finanecial statement.—Messige from the
Legislative Council—ITealth Act Amendinent Bill.—
Adjournment.

The SpEARER took the chair at half-past
3 o’clock.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY
THE GOVERNOR.
AssENT TO TRUSTEE BILL.

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a
message from His Excellency the Governor,
assenting, in the name of Her Majesty, to “A
Bill to amend the law relating to the duties,
powers, liability, and remuneration of trus-
tees.” ;

QUESTION,

Mr. ARCHER asked the Colonial Secre-
tary—

1. Are the Government prepared, in view of the large
numbers of unemployed now seeking work in different
parts of the colony, to Innit or stop immigration for a
time as faras existing contracts will permit?

2. If so, when will existing contracts permit of such
Iimitation or stoppage ?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon. B.
D. Morehead) replied—

1. The Government are not bound by any “existing
contract” to provide imnigrants for any contractor.
Under the 9th section of the Immigration Act of 1882,
passage certifisates are isaned, available for twelve
months, and there are under this section ecrtain out-
standing ¢ngagements. By Order in Council, issued in
pursuance of the provisions of the Immigration Act of
1882 Amendment Act of 1896, on the 27th October, 1887,
artisans and mechanics are ineligible as immigrants
under sections 9 and 12 of the prineipal Act.

2. The number of steamers carrying immigrants has
been reduced from two per month to one.

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT.
THE Di1sposal O NIGHTSOTL.

The Hox. Sr S, W, GRIFFITH said: Mr.
Speaker,—I wish to draw the attention of the
House to a matter that seems to me to be of
great importance, and T will conclude with the
usual motion., In this morning’s paper it is
stated that the corporation of the city of
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Brisbane have accepted a contract for five years
for the carriage of the nightsoil of the city to the
entrance of Moreton Bay. Considering what has
taken place in this House, it seems to me asome-
what remarkable courze to adopt. A Bill dealing
with the subject passed this House some little
time ago, is now before the Legislative Couneil,
and is gxpected back from there to-day, I believe,
and the corporation have apparently taken the
opportunity, before that Bill becomes law, to
enter into that contract. T think it is absolutely
certain that such a scheme as that will not be
tolerable for five years, even if it is tolerated to
begin with. The Government really have it in
their power to prevent the proposed scheme
being carried out. They can prevent it in
various ways; in one way particularly they can
prevent it, and that is by refusing anv longer the
use of the Queen’s Wharf as a place of ship-
ment. That will be a very effective way of pre-
venting the corporation carrying out this abomin-
able project. I hope the Government will take
the matter in hand, and see that this abominable
nuisance is not created in Moreton Bay. Ithink
also that it 1s a wicked waste of a large quantity
of earth, besides other valuable ingredients which
are to be thrown into the sea. I beg to move the
adjournment of the House.

The PREMIER (Hon. B. D. Morehead) said :
Mr. Speaker,~With regard to the hon. mem-
ber’s suggestion, that the Government can

prevent the corporation from carrying out the"

scheme by refusing to let them have the use of
the Queen’s Wharf, T may say that, beyond
existing arrangements, which will terminate at
the end of the year, the Government do not
intend to allow the corporation to use the wharf.
So far as T can see, it is not in the power of the
Government, save and except in that way, to
prevent the corporation from carrying out such a
contract as that proposed. I may say, further,
that I took the opportunity of calling the mayor’s
attention to the passage of the Bill referred to
by the hon. member, but the mayor said it waz
in the hands of the corporation, who had to deal
with the matter as they thought best,

Mr. McMASTER said: Mr. Speaker,—The
Municipal Council was called together last
Monday week to consider this matter. T then
suggested that the acceptance of the tenders
should be adjourned, pending the passage of tha
Bill throuzh the other Chamber, and it was ad-
journed till Friday. I then stated that the Bill
had been virtnally adopted by both Homnses, and
suggested that the mayor should ascertain from
the Chief Secretary the views of the Govern-
ment on the matter, and it was understood
yesterday that he had done so. I should have pre-
ferred that the nightsoil should be deposited on
land, but the council concluded, in view of the
difficulty of securing a depdt, and the uncertainty
of the Government allowing the use of the rail-
ways for the purpose, that they would be in the
same difficulty as before if they did not accept a
tender yesterday,

The Hon. 81z 8. W. GRIFFITH : Is the
acceptance of the tender subject to the approval
of the Government ?

Mr. McMASTER: No. The erection of a
depdt is subject to the approval of the Go-
vernment. 1 am not surprised at the contract
being for five years, berause it will require a
large sum of money to get the necessary plant.
There will be 4,000 pans used every day, and
50 or G0 hordes will have to be employed.
The contract specifies that each steamer is to be
capable of carrying 4,000 pans.

Mr. HODGKINSON: The steamers are
waiting in the Garden reach now,
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Mr., McMASTER: All T know is that the
steamers have to be approved by the Council,
and I do not know whether theyare built or going
to be built. The specificationsare very stringent,
and if they are carried out there will be no
nuisance euused either in the city or in the Bay.
There iz a great difficulty in making a mar-
ketable commodity of nightsoil, because the
farmers will not take it unless they are assured
that there is no nut-grass in the dry earth sup-
plied. With regard to wharfage accommoda~
tion, the corporation propose to fence off a
portion of the land between the (Jueen’s Wharf
and the Vietoria Bridge, which is their property,
and build on it a large shed, so that nothing will
be on view.

The Hox. Str 8. W. GRIFFITH, in reply,
said : Mr. Speaker,—I1 regret to have heard the
answer given by the Chief Secretary, because I
am certain that the Government might stop
this abominable scheme if they chose. On read-
ing the report of the meeting of the council I
certainly drew the inference that the acceptance
of the contract was still dependent on the
approval of the Government. It is simply an
abominable outiage proposed to be perpetrated,
and as a representative of the city of Brishane
I protest against it. Of course, the Municipal
Council can do what they please within certain
limits, but I am certain that before five
years are over some meszns will be found
to put a stop to the nuisance ; even if it has to
be done by a special Act of Parliament. We
are told by the hon. member for Fortitude
Valley that it is propesed to have the town depdt
exactly in front of the new public offices. We
know the heat of the sun there in the afternoon,
and T think the nuizance will very soon become
intolerable. Some time ago the town depdt was
in front of the Suprewe Court, but the munici-
pal anthorities had to go away from there, and
we know the complaints that have heen made
about the deptt being in front of the old
immigration depdt. I am certain that the
puisance will not be tolerated in front of
the new public offices ; and if the corporation
are wise they will take warning in time, and not
enter into a contract that will simply entail a
heasy loss on the citizens.

The Hox., Stz T. McILWRAITH said: Mr.
Speaker,—I think the Government will be wise
in not taking the advice of the hon. member. If
the Government are to be made responsible—-
if the Government are to keep the Municipal
Council of Brisbane dircctly under their eye, I
do not think much improvement will be made.
The council has been in leading strings too long
already. It is the business of the Municipal
Council to look after the affairs of the ecity, and
the Government have no business to interfere in
the matter., Had the Chief Secretary told them
he did not approve of their scheme, and forbidden
them to let the contract, the mayor conld have
told him to mind his own business. The whole
thing is so distinctly contrary to the hon. gentle-
man’s own action. He now rises to something
like enthusissm over the matter, but when he was
Premier, and had the power to do what he urges
the Government to do, what action did he take?
Absolutely none.

The Hox. Sm 8. W, GRIFFITH :I had
not the power.

The Hox. Sir T, McILWRATITH : The law
is the same now as then. The Bill to which the
hon. member referred is not yet passed.

The Hox. Sz 8. W. GRIFFITH: It will
be in three days.

The Hox. S1rT. McILWRAITH : The mayor
may never have read the Bill. At any rate it is
a prospective law, so far as he is concerned.
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It is not the business of the Government to
interfere, nor would I like to see them inter-
fering in these matters at all. When the
council come and ask advice or assistance they
have always got assistance from this Govern-
ment, and that is all thev need look for. I
think it would be only harmful for the Govern-
ment to rush in and tell them they are doing
wrong ; the corporation are responsible to the
citizens,

The Hox. Sz S. W, GRIFFITH: The
Government can prevent them depositing the
material in Moreton Bay.

The Hox. S T. McILWRAITH: The

Government will see to that.

Mr. MORGAN said: Mr. Speaker,—The
leader of the Opposition was not far wrong when
he said thas there was something running in his
mind to the effect that the ratification: of this
contract by the Municipal Council was in effect
dependent upon the approval of the Governor in
Council. Here is the report which was sub-
mitted to the city council yesterday by a com-
mittee of the whole council ;:—

“We recommend the acceptance of the Brisbane
Sanitary Company’s tender to perform the city sanitary
services, as per specification, for a term of five years
from 1st January next, for the sum of £17.500 per
anmum for ratable and corporation propertics, and
£1,000 per annum for Government properties, subject to
the approval of the steamboats the company proposes
to employ in the work by the earpsration and harbour
authorities; and provided, also, that the Government
coneurs with the acceptance of the tender, not only as
to the amount the Government will be ealled upon to
pay for services, but more especially in regard to the
place of deposit, which might possibly be considered to
come under the second scetion of the Ieaith Act of
1884k Amendment Act of 1889, now before Parliament.”

Whatever power the Government may or may
not have in this matter, I think that if it is
possible for them to throw any obstacle in the
way of the ratification of a contract which will
subject the whole of the citizens of Brisbane to
the nuisance that will arise from the cartage of
the nightsoil down the river, and not only that,
but the nuisancs that will arise from having a
depdt right under the Victoria Bridge, which is a
main artery of traflic o and from both sides of
the river—I say, if it is possible for the Govern-
ment to step in and prevent that being done,
they should do sgo. The hon. member for
Fortitude Valley, Mr, McMaster, has informed
the House that :the’ Municipal Council con-
template establishing ‘a depdt right in front
of the new public offices—that is, at the
end of Victoria Bridge, over which the traffic
from the north side passes to the south, and that
from the south to the north side. Almost every
citizen of Brishane, almost every resident of both
municipalities, will be subjected to more or less
annoyance if a depdt is established there, and
everybody living along the river will e subjected
to the same annoyance. I donot think there can
be the slightest reasonable objection to the re-
moval of this nightsoil by rail.

Mr. McMASTER : Where can we establish a
depot ?

Mr. MORGAN : By the Amending Bill now
before the other Chamber, power will be given to
the municipality to provide a depdét at any
distance from the city where they can find a
convenient site. Surely to gnodness an avea of
1,000 or even 2,000 acres, if necsssary, might be
obtained along the North Coast Railway, where
there is plenty of land not settled, to which the
nightsoil could be carried nightly by train. But
a depdt could be got even near the present Roma
street station that would give less offence than
the depot which the eouncil propose to establish
at Victoria Bridge. I sincerely hope the Govern-
ment will discover some means of preventing the

Supply.

council entering into this agreement, which will
give rise to widespread discontent among the
citizens of Brisbane, and everybody who has to
come into the city for any considerable portion
of the year.

Question put and negatived.

SUPPLY.
ResvuprioN oF COMMITTEE.

On the motion of the COLONIAL TREA-
SURER (Hon. W. Pattison), the Speaker left
the chair, and the House resolved itself into a
Committee of the Whole to further consider the
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.

FINANCIAL STATEMENT.

Question — That there be granted to Her
Majesty for the service of the year 1889-90 a
sum not exceeding £300, to defray the salary of
the aide-de-camp to his BExcellency the Governor
—put.

The Hox. Sir 8. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr.
Jessop,—I am afraid I cannot congratulate the
Colonial Treasurer on the statement he made to
the Committee the other evening on the finances
of the colony. The statement in effect contained
little more than a reading of the tables with
which the Estimates areaccompanied. Ilook in
vain for anything like a summary of the con-
clusions to be obtained from the detailed facts, or
anything like a general view of the condition of
the country to be inferred from the statistics
presented to the Committee. The hon. gentle-
man, it is true, began by telling the Committee
that he ““congratulated hon. members upon the
improved state of the finances of the colony,
and also upon the reasonable prospect of a
continuance of this state of matters, mainly
brought about by the thorough break-up of the
very prolonged drought, which had almost
paralysed every industry in the colony.” For the
reasons which I shall give, I am unable to agree
with the conclusion that there is an improvement
in the state of the finances of the colony. I will
go so far as to say that. And as to the ‘‘reason-
able prospect of the continuance of this state of
matters "—1 suppose by that the hon. gentleman
means a continuance of the improvement in the
finances—I think the general condition of the
colony, as far as we can judge by the reports
which have come to us from different parts of
the colony, is by no means so hopeful as we could
desire. 1 am not one to take a pessimistic view
of the future of the colony, as I have every
confidence in its resources, but I am unable to
see, so far as the hon. gentleman® speech dis-
closes, any ground for thirking that there is any
immediate prospect of an improvement in the
general development of the industries of the
colony. It is true that the seasons are much
better, and that we shall in time derive a
very great advantage from that change; butI
look in vain to the arguments of the hon. gentle-
man for any reason for thinking there will
be any considerable and immediate develop-
ment in the revenue of the colony. We
all, of course, if the prognestications of last year
had been correct, would have expected to find a
wonderful difference in the state of the revenue
at the end of the present vear.. We are told that
the net result is that the deficit, instead of being
nearly cleared off, asthe hon. gentlemen opposite
were sanguine enough to hope at one time, has
been reduced, it is said, by £117,000. But
against that is to be placed the fact that

on the 30th June there was nearly £100,000
more of outstanding debts due on account

of the year’s transactions than there was
in the previous year. Thatis a remarkable fact.
That is shown by Table I. The outstanding
liability on the 1st July, 1888, was £354,000,
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while the outstanding liability on the 1st July,
1889, was £442,000. That is a difference of about
£90,000, showing that the practical diminution
of the liability of the colony through the year’s
transactions amounts to only about £28,000.

The Hox., Siz T. McILWRAITH : That is
perfect nonsense, you know, if you explain the
meaning of Table 1. You quite misapprehend the
meaning of the table.

The How. S1r 8. W. GRIFFITH: I do not
misapprehend the meaning of the table at all,
and only a man who misapprehends it could
make that observation. Table I is a statement
showing the amount of unexpended votes, to-
gether with the balance of the consolidated
revenue fund on the 1st of July for three
successive years. It shows that on the 1st
July, 1888, the unexpended votes amounted to
£354,000, and the votes which lapsed after that
time amounted to about £91,000; showing the
net liability on account of the previous year to
be £263,000, The corresponding figures for this
year are—unexpended votes, £442,000; votes
expected to lapse, £90,000—an item which is
about the same every year—giving a net
Hability of £352,000, as against a net Mability
of £263,000 twelve months ago. The last line
of the table shows exactly what hag been the
actual result of the improvement or otherwise in
the financial position of the colony, That line
shows that the lability in excess of assets on
the 1st July, 1888, was £865,000, while the
liability in excess of assets on the Ist July, 1889,
was £837,000; and taking the £87,000 from
the £65,000 you get £28,000, which is the
actual improvement in the finances during the
twelve months. That is absolutely certain. To
anyone who understands what figures mean, that
is the real improvement during the year. Now,
there is no doubt there are many things in the
state of the colony at the present time which
would lead one to be rather anxious. There has
been a great deal of undne speculation, a tightness
in the money market, and what may be called a
‘“‘general confusion” in private financial matters
during the past twelve months, from causes
which it is not necessary to refer to now. Those
causes will operate for some time longer, and
until they are removed and there is some indi-
cation of a willingness on the part of those who
have money to invest it in profitable pursuits, it
is idle to expect any great improvewent in the
finances of the colony, because the revenue only
improves when the general conditions of the
colony improve. Now, let us compare the net
result of the year’s operations—&£28,000—with
the professions of the Ministry. The Government
came into office on the assurance to the country
that there was no necessity for increased tax-
ation, and that allthat was wanted was economy
of adwninistration. Anincompetent Government
they said had brought the finances of the colony
into confusion ; but if they were allowed to go in
they would show the country how, by economical
administration and without increased taxation,
all things might be again set right. What is the
result 2 First of all they found what we who
had preceded them knew very well, that the
revenue of the colony was not sufficient to do the
work of the country, and that an increased
revenue was necessary. We also told them that
it was not practicable to reduce expenditure, and
that has also been proved by the action of the
Governinent. They desired, no doubt, to be as
economical 23 they could be, and the best they
could do with the expenditure for last year,
when they had the control of i, was to
exceed the expenditure of the previous year
by £130,000. I do not blame them for exceed-
ing it to that extent, as I believe that
the Government could not have been carried on
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efficiently for less. What were their means for
raising additional revenue? They brought in a
new Customs tariff of such a remarkable char-
acter that two members of the same Government
speaking at the same place—and though not
exactly at the same time, yet withina few minutes
of each other—took creslit for it, one as a protec-
tionist tariff, and the other as a freetrade tariff.

The COLONIAL TREASURKER : Arevenue
tariff.

The Hox. S 8. W. GRIFFITH: Yes;
it was supported by one member of the Govern-
ment as a revenue tariff entirely consistent with
the principles of freetrade, and by the other as a
protectionist tariff, brought in for the encourage-
ment of native industries. A tariff of that kind
could never be satisfactory. I wish they had
brought in an out and out protectionist tariff, and
if that had been done it would not have pressed
at all so hardly upon the people, and would have
been of a great deal more benefit by encouraging
instead of crushing the industries of the country.
There can be no doubt as to the effect of the tariff
passed by the Government. What has it done?
It has produced a net increase of revenue throngh
the Customs of £256,000, so we are told. That is
an increase, taking the average population during
the nine monthsit has been in operation, at therate
of 13s. 6d. per head. That has been theadditional
contribution from the Customs tariff. The net
contribution per head of the whole of the people
from taxation has not been quite so much,
taking taxation altogether, including stamp duty
and excise dunty, it has been ouly 10s. 10d.
per head. The total increase of taxation has
been 10s. 10d. per head, but there is an in-
crease of 18s. 6d. per head through the Customs.
If the increase had been contributed equally
by the whole of the people in proportion to
their consuming capacities, it would not have
been so objectionable ; but, as a matter of fact,
the increase has almost entirely come from the
taxation of necessaries, and there has been no
increase upon luxuries. The result is this: In
sotne parts of the colony a very large portion of
the Customs revenne comes from the taxation, we
will say, upon spirits and tea, and very little from
the taxation upon those articles which are more
consumed in towns and the more civilised parts
of the colony than in the country. Those people
have actually contributed no more to the new
tariff than they contributed before; so that the
extra burden, instead of being 13s. 6d. per head
in the towns, and indeed 'in all places where the
population is a settled family population, has
been something like 30s. per head.

Mr, WATSON : Why did you not cheapen the
working man’s breakfast table?

The Hown. Sz 8. W, GRIFFITH : The hon.
member forgets that it was not my duty to bring
in the tarifi. I can assure him that if it had
been I would have taken care to put the extra
burden on the people best capable of bearing it.
But the result of the tariff brought in by the
present Government has actuslly been to put the
burden on the consuming population in the towns
and the move populous parts of the colony.
Allowing 13s. 6d. per head asthe average for the
whole colony, the additional burden cast on those
places is at least double that amount. That is how
they have raised so much money. On luxuries
there was no incresse, or nothing to speak of.
The beer duty was taken off by them. They
made a present to the brewers of a sum which I
estimate at something over £10,900-—n very nice
sum to be divided awongst the few brewers of
the colony. According to my own calculations
the s is £13,000, but even putting it at
£10,000 it is a very nice present—for that is what
it amounts to—{to make to them. It has not
cheapened the price of beer by a farthing.
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The POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Hon, J.
Donaldson): The brewers supply it cheaper to the
publicans,

The Hoxn. Sz 8, W, GRIFFITH : Then in

that case the publicans get a share of it.

The Hox. Stz T. McILWRATITH : You said
just now it was a present to the brewers.

The Hoxn. Sir S, W. GRIFFITH: I may have
been in error in saying that it was all a present
to the brewers. But if it he correct that the
beer is supplied cheaper to the publicans, it only
means that the present of £10,000 or £13,000 is
divided among more people. There is not the
slightest doubt, however, that the consumer does
not pay a farthing less for his glass of beer than
he did before, and I am sure he does not get
a bigger glass than he did before. It is no
use saying he does, for we all know he does
not. That shows how the Government have
raised a revenue during the year of £256,000.
‘What is the next source to which they have gone
to obtain revenue? I wonder whether hon.
members really know the way in which the
auction system has been abused during the past
year. They used alwaysto boast—although they
were at times rather ashamed of it—of the
manner in which they had raised revenue by
auction. Do hon. members really know the
quantity of Jand sold by auction last year? We
have to look into two places to find it. The
amount actually raised from sales by auction
duringlast year was £125,000, Inadditionto that,
if we look at the estimated recsipts for this year,
we find that there is an outstanding balance
of £65,000 to come in this year ; so that the total
value of the land sold last year was nearly
£190,600. T do not believe that is generally
known. TLet us compare that with the amounts
produced from sales by auction in previous
years.  In 1879-80, the amount was £78,000 ; in
1880-81 it reached £196,000, which included the
notorious forced sales of land in the interior.
Now, when thesale of country lands by auction is
stopped and they are only able to sell town and
suburban lands, the Government have actually
got up to £190,000, or only £6,000 less than the
highest amount ever realised from sales by
auction before. Afterwards the amount fell. In
1881-2 it was £113,000; in 1882-3, £114,000;
in 1883-4, £75,000; in 1884-5, £43,000 ; in
1885-6, £91,000: in 1886-7, £48,600; and in
1887-8, £53,000. And now it has gone up with a
sudden bound to £190,000. I do not believe the
people of this country approve of selling land by
auction in thisway. Those are the two principal
sources of increased revenue the Government have
had : £258,000 from Customs, and £190,000—over
£100,000 more than they had any right to make—
from sales of land by auction. Hven assuming
that only £50,000 has been improperly raised from
the latter source, that brings the total increase
to £300,000, with the result that we are only
£28,000 better off at the end of the year than
we were at the beginning. But we cannot
always expect to get an increase of £300,000
from those two sources. I do not think we
have much to congratulate ourselves upon, when
by this extra burden of the tariff, and the
menstrously excessive sales of land, we ar= enly
£28,000 better off than we were before. I may
also mention here that £90,000 has been saved on
what was twelve months ago considered neces-
sary expenditure on public works. I will pass
now to the Treasurer's anticipations for the
future. The Colonial Treasurer estimates that
at the end of next year he will have a surplus
of £119,000. THe estimates that Customs will
realise about the same as this year. That is
very probable. He also estimates that stamp
duties will bring in £160,000. What reason
is there to suppose that stamp duties will realise
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anything like £160,000? Because we received it
last year—there is no other reason that can be
given. In order to estimate whether an amount
of that kind will be received, it is necessary to
look not only at last year’s receipts, but at the
receipts for previous years. The largest amount
previous to last year was £139,000 in 1887-8,
Last year it rose to £166,000, In 1886-7 it was
£119,000. In 18856 it was £121,000. We know
very well that during the past twelve months
there has been an enormous quantity of trans-
actions in shares, some of those transactions being
very large, and a very large amount of stamp
duty was paid with respect to them. There is
no reason whatever to suppose that the same
thing will take place—at any rate to.so large
an extent—during the current year. We know
that the share market is practically dead at the
present time, that there are scarcely any shares
being sold.  We know also that the land market
is practically dead. These are well-known facts,
and yet from these, which are the two main
sources of stamp duty, the Government expect
to derive as much as before. Of course there is
also the stamp duty from the Post Office, but I
amn not speaking of that now; I am referring
to the stamp duty that is a variable quantity.
Considering the circumstances which we know
are at present existing, £145,000 would be a
very liberal estimate of revenue from that source,
which shows an excess of £15,000 in the esti-
mate of the Treasurer., 1 will not refer to the
monstrous amount—4£100,000—expected to be
raised by sales of land by auction. To realise
that amount during the year the Government
must sell, or: deferred payments, something like
£150,000 worth of land, perhaps more, if they
can get buyers, and in addition they will have
the £65,000 standing over from last year. I do
not make any objection as to the probability of
their getting that money, but I object entirely
to the propriety of that mode of raising it. There
is not much doubt that they will, if they are able,
squeeze it out of the people. I pass on now to
‘“Receipts from Public Works and Services.”
Now, we lknow the condition of the country, so far
as railway traffic is concerned, baving seen the
results of the present year from the beginning of
the year up to the present time, and are there-
fore able to form a very good idea of the correct-
ness of the large increase anticipated under this
head. The hon. gentleman expects an increase
of £37,000 on the Southern and Western Railway
system ; I confess I do not expect that he will get
nearly so much. Comparing the receipts of the
past year with those of the previous year, I submit
that there isno reason whatever for expecting
such a large increase as that. Forseveral years1,
in ennjunction with my eolleagues, when in office,
carefully revised the departmental estimates of
receipts from railways ; every year, I think, we
cut them down, and yet nearly in every instance
our reduced estimate was too great; so that
T think this estimate may be regarded with
a good deal of suspicion. The increase last
year on the Southern and Western lines was
£20,000 ; the hon. gentleman expects £37,000
more this year, but are there any extensions to
be opened that are likely to make up that
large increase ? We shall have the Cleve-
land line open; that will probably bring in a
little ; we shall also get a little more, not much,
from the extension of the North Coast Railway.

An HoxouraBre MEMBER : Southport.

The How, Sir 8. W, GRIFFITH : Weshall
probably get a little more from that. Altogether
I think we shall be very lucky if we getf
£430,000 during the year, considering what we
know of the number of persons in varicus
parts of the colony who are unemployed and
the general depression that at present exists.
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The hon, gentleman has, therefore, over-estimated
the receipts from that quarter by at least £20,000.
On the Maryborough and Gympie Railway he
anticipates an increase of £12,000. But fhere
is no extension of that system, and we know
there is hardly any probability of an increase
there. Tn 1887-8 the receipts were £63,000,
and last year £65,000, and if it keeps up to
that during the present year that is as much
as we can expect. The traffic returns are
practically stationary ; we may expect them to
remain stationary, and still the hon, gentleman
expects an increase of £12,000. The estimate
for the Bundaberg and Mount Perry line is
about the same as last year, and that T do
not dispute. But on the Central Railway the
hon. gentleman estimates an increase of £40,000.
I wish I could believe it. I should like to
know where it is to come from. It has been
estimated for the last six years that this line
would give an increase of £40,000, but it has
never come yet. The only reason I can see for
this substantial increase is that when the new
contract to Longreach is let a large sum will be
received from the contractor for taking up the
material,

The COLONIAL TREASURER: That is

earnings.

The Hox. S1r 8. W. GRIFFITH: It is a
sort of earnings, but it will not make up the
£40,000. The earnings of that line have been
steady for a comsiderable time. From 1883 to
1885-6 they were £153,000 ; then in 1886-7 they
went down to £127,000; then in 1887-8 they
recovered to the extent of £185,000, and last year
they were about £140,000. I think the over-esti-
mate in this case is certainly £20,000, probably
£30,000. Then the hon. gentleman estimates that
the Northern Railway will yield an increase of
£8,000. As a matter of fact, the receipts from
this line last year were less than the previous
year, and as far as we can judge from the sources
of information at our command, there is reason
to hope that the revenne will be about the same
as last year ; there is certainly no reason to hope
that it will be more. That makes a further
£8,000 over-estimated. Then, from Telesraphs
the Treasurer expects an increaze of between
£8,000 and £9,000; why, I do not know. The
amount realised last year was lessthan the previous
year ; no great extensions have been mnade from
which we might expect to derive a largely in-
creased amount, and T do not believe that we
shall realise more than £03,000, if we get as
much as that. On these items I calculate the
hon. gentleman has made over-estimates to the
extent of £75,000—£20,000 on the Southern and
Western Railway, £12,000 on the Maryborough
and Gympie Railway, £30,000 on the Central
Railway, £8,000 on the Northern Railway, and
£5,000 on Illectric Telegraphs. I shall be very
glad indeed if the amounts expected are realised,
but I do not think there is any reasonable
ground for believing that they will be.
1f you add to that the £15,000 over-estimate on
account of stamp duty, it makes £90,000, by
which amount, at least, I think the revenue is
over-estimated. T will now ask hon. membersto
turn to page 1 of the HEstimates. The Treasurer
told us that he was going to pay all the local
authorities full rates on their endowment.

The COLONIAL TREASURER : With the
sanction of Parliament.

The Hox. Sz 8. W. QRIFFITH: That
was part of the hon. gentleman’s scheme, hut

there is no provision made for it in the
Estimates.

The COLONIAL TREASURER : In the
Supplementary Estimates.
1889—3 »
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The Hon. Sz S. W. GRIFFITH : But that
is not a matter that should be provided for in
Supplementary Estimates ; it is a matter for the
Estimates-in-Chief., It is expenditure contem-
plateil for the current year, not expenditure the
necessity for which was not discovered until after
the Xstimates-in-Chief were framed., Supple-
mentary fstimates are to provide for unforeseen
expenditure which is found to be necessary
after the Estimates-in-Chief have been framed.
The hon. gentleman did not tell us the amount
that would be required for this purpose, but
judging by the over-expenditure under the
head of Schedules for last year it will be
about £30,000, probably more. Then the hon.
gentleman has quite forgotton the payments to
members of Parliament for their expenses under
the Act now in force. He has only put down
£14,400 to be paid, which is the amount payable
under thelaw lately passed, which, however, will
not come mtooperation until the end of the present
session; but the whole of the expenditure for
this session has been omitted. I am quite sure
very little was paid before the 1st of July,
because the payments for June were not certified
until July, so that all the payments which have
been made under the present system are for the
few days m May. Itis evident, therefore, that
the amount omitted from this estimate is not
less than £11,000, making £41,000 on this page.
Then, there is another trifling error that hon.
members may not have noticed. Hon, members
are aware that under our present mail contract
we pay £55,000 per annum for the carriage of
mails to England. It iy true that the present
contract will expire in February next, but I
think it is probable that some contract will
take its place. There is only provisivn made
for it up to that date—that is, only £34,000
out of £55,000. How is the mail contract
going to be carried on for the remaining five
months of the year? On the basis proposed by
the Government, I do not think that the next
mail contract will be made for less than £55,000
a year. 'That is another omission of £21,000
in the estimate. So we have omissions of £30,000,
£11,000, and £21,000, making a total of £62,000
obviously omitted from the estimated expendi-
ture. Now, if my calculation of an over-
estimate of £80,000 is at all correct, and we
have to add to that this amount of £62,000, we
have apparent miscalculations to the extent of
£152,000. Where is the surplus of £119,000 to
come from at the end of the year? Certainly
there will not be much left, taking it in the most
favourable way we can. Looking at these figures
I do not see that there is much to be sanguine
about in the condition of affairs, On the con-
trary, I believe we shall have gone considerably
to the bad by the end of the year. It will be a
very serious thing if that is so, but I cannot
come to any other conclusion. It is not my
business, of course, to say how the deficit is to
be made up, but I think I am right in pointing out
that it is a monstrous thing for the Government to
put such heavy burdens upon the ordinary articles
of consumption. It is the families—men with
wives and children—who have to bear these extra
burdens, while there is no extra burden imposed
upon luxuries. Let us just look for a moment at
the revenue received from wines, spirits, and
beer.: The revenue received from spirvits alone
last year was £300,000—at a duty of 12s. a gallon.
Now, if that duty were raised from 12s. to 14s,,
which is less than it is in some other colonies,
there wonld be an additional amount collected
of £52,000 which would pot hurt anyone. Then
if instead of taking off the excise duty on beer,
it had been left in force, that would have given
£26,000 without anyone being a bit the worse for
it. A small additional duty on imported beer
would havegiven another £10,000, We heard some
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extraordinary statements made in court the other
day about the profits on the beer, spirits, and
wine selling business, and if those statements
were correct those articles could admirably bear
additional taxation. My hon. friend the member
for Ipswich has just handed me a telegram
stating that the publicans of Rockbampton have
just resolved to raise the price of a pint of
beer from 3d. to 6d., the reason being that the
brewers have agreed to raise the wholesale
price of beer. Tstated just now that the brewers
had not lowered their prices in consequence of
the removal of the excise duty, and I was
right. That raising of prices will enable the
publicans to make much larger profits. Last
week in court statemnents were made to the effect
that the average on the turnover was about 33
per cent.—that is, what they buy for £66, they
will sell for about £100. One gentleman said
he had paid £12,000 for the license and good-will
of his hotel, and yet he is supposed to be making
a good thing out of. Of course, T need not go
into details now about the other proper sources
of revenue, such as taxation of property, and
taxation of dividends, though it will not be long
before some steps will have to be taken by some
Government to deal with the question. Reference
was made in the Treasurer’s speech to the export
of gold. The export of gold has increased during
the year, but the net increase is not nearly so great
as one would have hoped. The total export for
1887 was £1,455,000 worth of gold, and in 1888,
£1,670,000, or a difference of only £215,000, and
that can be accounted for by one mine alone—
Mount Morgan. Itis to be hoped that this year
the increase will be very much greater than that,

The COLONTAL TREASURER: Croydon
was shut up all the year.

The Hox. Stz S. W. GRIFFITH : I know
that, but that is one of the few items in
which there is an increase in exports, and it
certainly is not a very large one. Before I pass
on to the loan account I wish to refer to
a minor matter. There is a table showing the
amount of Customs revenue collected under the
new tariff, and the amount which would bave
been collected if the old tariff had remained
in force. There is an apparent error in this
table. It is stated, for instance, that the
ad valorem duty at b per cent. would have pro-
duced, under the old tariff, £12,088; but under
the new tariff would have realised £14,245,
showing an apparent increase of £2,157, And
on goods paying an ad wvalorcin duty of £7
107, per cent., the amount which would have
been collected under the old tariff is set down as
£55,691, .Whereas the amount received under the
new tariff was £51,716. This is, apparently,
of courze, absurd. The explanation is that the
same goods are not subject to the same duty
as before, and that should have been stated.
Some of the goods have been taken from the 5
per cent. list and put into the 73 per cent. list,
and wice versd, and that oughf to have been
stated. I have no doubt, however, that the
statement shows the correct net result, Now, I
will say a word or two with respect to our rail-
ways and the loan fund. The receipts from our
railways are most unsatisfactory. Iam afraid we
are not yet in a position to offer any opinion
as to what changes will take place as the result
of the management under the new régime ; hut
T hope it will not be found, as in New South
‘Wales, that we shall have to spend an enormous
sum of money in renovating our rolling-stock.
According to this morning’s paper, the New
South Wales Commissioners recommend that a
million and a-quarter should be spent at once in
making the rolling-stock. equal to the immediate
requirements of the colony. I hope that will
not be found necessary here; nor do I think
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it will, because we have spent so much lately
on rolling-stock that there cannot be so much
old stock inuse. The net burden of our railways
on the revenue last year, was £397,000, The
Southern and Western Railway was a burden to
to the extent of £207,000, and the net dividend
with respect to that line was £1 9s. 10d. per cent.
That is the highest dividend, except that on the
Northern Railway which was no burden at all,
and paid £4 14s. 5d. per cent. last year. The
same line pald £5 4s. 4d. per cent. the previous
year. Hon, members should bear that in mind
in considering the variety of railways about
to be proposed. And there is another matter
in connection with our railways with which
hon. members are not all familiar, that is,
the condition of the loan fund. If hon.
members will look at Table D, page 4, they
will see that the actual balance to the credit
of that fund was only £2,416,511 on the
1st July; and on the next page they will see
what amount ought to be at the credit of
the fund, that is to say, the money placed to
the credit of, the different works in the Treuasury
books as money borrowed on their account and
not expended. There is a totul there of
£4,824,000. 'The difference between that and
the sum of £2,416,000 is, in round numbers,
£2,400,000 ; part of which, however, has not yet
been borrowed. The amount not borrowed is
about £700,000, so that a sum of about £1,700,000
has been expended upon public works different
from those for which the money was horrowed.
That is a fact, if these figures are correct.

The Hox, St T. McILWRAITH : Did you
only find that out now? I thought you would
have made that calculation long ago.

The Hox. Sz 8. W. GRIFFITH: My
business at present is to discuss the present
position of the country. We are not here to
recriminate, The business of this Committee is
to see what is the present condition of the affairs
of the colony, and see that they are kept in such
a condition that we can go along safely. We
have all been guilty of mistakes; but it is my
business now, as it was when I last sat on the
Treasury lLenches, to find out what is wrong and
endeavour to have it put right.

The Honx, Siz T. McILWRAITH: You
might have simply admitted having been told
that that would be the result.

The Hox. Sir 8. W. GRIFFITH : T do not
remember having been told so. I confess all mmy
sins, and T am willing to take all the blame I
deserve ; but I don’t think I deserve very much
after all. I am now repeating what I said twe
years ago. :

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND
WORKS (Hon. J. M. Macrossan): What you
were told by us.

The Hon, Sir 8. W, GRIFFITH: Very
likely. But I was not Treasurer at the time and
did not conceive it to be my special duty to look
after the Treasury. It is no answer, when things
are shown to be wrong, to say that I ought to
have put them right several years ago. What
concerns us now is not how far I am to blame,
but what is wrong. I do not think anybody
cares whether it is my colleague, the hon. mem-
bher for North Brishane, or myself, or Mr.
Dickson, orthepresent Treasurer, whoisto blame.
‘We wanttoknow what iswrong and how it can be
put right. I pointed out two years ago in what
respect we were going wrong with regard to the
loan fund. I insisted on the necessity for voting
the Loan Estimates separately every year, and
if that had been done we should never have been a
million and three-quarters out. The only nominal
authorisation for the spending of that money
is the Loan Acts. Though a Loan Act may be
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gaid tobe in part in the form of an Appropria-
tion Act, I do not think it really is one. Itis
notintended to be at any rate. Our Loan Actsare
taken from the English form, and are intended to
authorise the raising of money. When the money
is raised it becowmes part of the consolidated
revenue ; and according to sound constitutional
theory and practice the consolidated revenue can
only be appropriated by annual Appropriation
Acts, founded upon Estimates in detailed form.
That is the only way in which we can keep a
thorough coutrol over our revenue 5 bub that has
never been done. The result is, that during the
last year or two £1,700,000 of loan money has
been spent without authority, and we have no
means before us of ascertaining how it has been
spent. It is no use saying I ought to have found
that out sooner ; nobody else found it out sooner
at any rate. We are not here to recriminate,
but to try and set things right. We ought to
have had, with these Hstimates, as much in-
formation as would enable us to see how much of
that money was spent during the past twelve
months without parliamentary authority. The
only semblance of an authority to spend the
Loan funds at all is the Loan Aects, It is quite
clear, however, that this sum of one million and
three-quarters has been expended out of loan
without even that shadowy authority. It has
been raised under the authority of a Loan Act
for other purposes, and has been expended for
gsome purpose for which no authority has been
obtained up to the present time, and of which
we have no particulars, Tts expenditure has
not been authorised in the form of a vote. This
is a matter which certainly must be looked into.
I referred to it the other evening and I refer to
it again now, because I consider it is of the
utmost importance, of more importance than
anything else almost connected with our finances,
We do not get from the Auditor-General full
reports of these things as we ought to do ; but if
we had an anrual appropriation-of the loan
expenditure it would be the business of the
Auditor-General to report every year what
amount had been expended without parliamen-
tary sanction. As a matter of fact we have
this large sum placed at the disposal of the
Ministry of the day, and expended without any
parliamentary authority. I believe, asI have said
before, that every Treasurer requires an Act of
indemnity to protect him as far as the expenditure
made out of loan fund in this way is concerned.
I hope to hear from the Governmert that they
will undertake to do something in connection
with this matter. There is another thing
which ought to be looked to. At present we
have no statement of what are the liabilities
on account of the different works that are
going on, We have a great number of rail-
ways going on in this colony, and the hon.
gentleman referred in his statement to some of
them, but he might have mentioned more.
Table D only gives us general headings. When
we look at these lines we know that on a great
many of them the accounts are overdrawn;
already the overdraft in the aggregate amounts
to a milion and thres-quarters, We also know
that other works are going on, or about to go
on, although the fundsare already exhausted ; so
that this overdraft on account of these lines is
continually increasing, and we have no particu-
lars. The hon. gentleman says :—

““The followinglines are nowin course of constrnetion:
—Brishaneto Cleveland;: North Coast Railway, Sections 2
and 3; Mungar to Gayadah, Seetion 1: Bxtinsions to City
and Fortitude Valley and the South Coast Railway.”

The hon. gentleman has omitted the Cairns Line
and the Bowen Line. Then he goes on:—

“The proposed new lines now reeeiving the attention
of thedepartment are as follow:—Xxtension to Melbourne
street; Drayton Deviation; Bundaberg to Gladstone,
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Seetion 3; Sandgate Branch, Duplication Works ; Exten«
sion to Cabbage-tree Creek; Extension to Magazine
Wharves; Ixtension of Burrum to Bundaberg Railway,
including the Buvnett River Bridge; Dawson River
Bridge; Norman River Bridge; North Coast Railway,
Sertion 4; Dalby to Roeky Point; Mungar to Gayndah,
Second Section ; Mount Morgan Braneh ; Woongarra to
Burnett Heads ; Fortitnde Valley, lixtension to Mayne;
Cleveland Railway, Extension to Redland.”

These are all matters of ifmportance, involving
the expenditure of large sums of money ; some
of them are quite new. But until we get a com-
plete statement of the railway expenditure it is
impossible to criticise the matter coherently. All
we know now is that there is an overdraft to
the extent of a million and three-quarters or
thereabout unauthorised by Parliament. The
loan vote has in some way or other been appro-
priated to that extent without the sanction
of Parliament. The Vice-President of the Execu-
tive Council said the other evening that he
had pointed this out on previous occasions,
and had stated when the £10,000,000 loan was
voted by Parliament, that that £10,000,000
would be placed at the disposal of the Govern-
ment to spend as they pleased. That is to
a certain extent correct. That would be so if
Loan Acts were Appropriation Acts, and if they
authorised the expenditure of the money. I
know they have always been treated assuch, but
I do not think they are Appropriation Acts, or
that they authorise the expenditure of the
money. But that is quite a different thing;
no Loan Act has ever authorized the expenditure
of this million and three-quarters; that money
hasbeen expended without authority. The greater
part of it must have been expended during the
last twelve months.

The COLONIAL TREASURER: Certainly

not.

The Hon. S1r 8. W. GRIFFITH : I say the
greater part of it, I am speaking from memory,
but T know that in 1887 T ascertained as closely
as possible all the overdrafts on every account
which had been expended without parliamentary
authority., I procured all the information I
could obtain on the subject, after hammering
away for weeks and months, and I submitted
Supplementary Loan Estimates which were voted
in Committ=e of Supply. That amount then
was, I think, not more than £600,000, so that
since that time there has been expended, without
parliamentary authority, about a million of
money. 1 have not referred to the land revenue
except to the matter of the increased sales by
auction. I have gone into that as fully as I
think it necessary to do at the present time. T
regret to think that the anticipations of the
Treasurer are not likely to be realised—IL wish
they were ; that the burdens laid on the people
have been so severe, and that the improvement
in the finances, of which the hon. gentleman has
spoken, is only nominal. In point of fact, the
Goevernment began at the wrong end. They
simply wanted to raise money by any means,
and instead of considering what were the best
means to develop the resources of the country
by a general improvement in the prosperity,
they endeavoured only to get more revenue
by taking the money out of somebody’s
pocket, and, in reality, except the excessive
sales by auction, the additional revenue has
been in the nature of a poll-tax—a poll-tax,
the incidence of which is confined to those
least able to bear it. That is not a satisfac-
tory statement to have to make, nor can the
increased revenue received by such means as
that be considered satisfactory. The Treasurer
has not been able to congratulate the country, or
the Government, upon having relieved any
burdens, or upon having giving encouragement to
any branch of industry in the colony, with the
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exception of one or two manufacturing indus-
tries. One or two maufacturing industries have
been encouraged, buta great deal more encourage-
ment might have been given, and quite as much
money raised, without imposing the grievous and
hard burdens now laid upon the people of the
colony. It is no satisfaction to see that thingsare
in this_condition. We know that they cannot
last. We know that a system of finance like that
cannot continue, but it is no satisfaction to know
that these errors must be put right by the
successors of the Government. We know very
well that these things have to be corrected, and
I confess I should very much have preferred that
the hon. gentleman had effected in some other
way the almost nominal amelioration he can
claim to have produced upon the whole year's
transactions.

The Hon, S1r T. McILWRAITH said : Mr.
Jessop,—It was a pretty open secret on the
Government benches that the first criticism the
hon, gentleman would malke upon the speech
delivered by my hon. friend, the Treasurer,
would be that there was nothing in it but what
was in the tables supplied with the Financial
Statement. That is a joke the hon, member has
perpetrated before. I have heard exactly the
same criticism from him upon previous Financial
Statements, I think it would have been a more
handsome thing of the hon. gentleman if he had
congratulated the Treasurer upon the manmner in
which he has attempted-—and I think successfully
—to_grapple with the difficult financial pesition
of the colony at the present time. The hon.
gentleman took the position of the fatherly
Treasurer who wants to put us right, but his
whole tone was not calenlated to put us right or
to put the Committee right. It was the tone of
the father who knew, of course, that he had
not always done right himself, cautioning bad
young people to get out of their bad ways and
get back into ways in which he had gone himself.
There is a great deal in knowing the previous
action of the hon. gentleman, in understanding
the subject at the present time. I would have
expected the hon. member, from his previous
experience as Treasurer, to have dealt with
the tables differently. There is one table,
Table I, which has been a subject of per-
plexity to hon. members for many years, and
it is often misunderstood. It was put in for a
special purpose, but I never expected to see the
day when the leader of the Opposition would
have twisted the meaning of that table in order
to bring out so very incorrect a result as he did
to-day. I willrefertothattable, andexplaintothe
Committee how it came to be there, and how the
wrong view taken of it has actually deceived the
hon. member. Abont ten years ago, when there
was a_great deal of discussion about changing
the financial year, and when the end of the
financial year actually was changed from the
31st December to the 30th June, they gave a
certain amount of time to close accounts by
reasnn of the difference between the Treasurer’s
financial year and that of the Auditor-General.

The Hox. Sz 8. W. GRIFFITH : It was
in 1874,

The Hon. Smr T. McILWRAITH: The
change I refer to did not take place for years
after the Audit Act was passed. When the
Audit Act was passed members had very great
difficulty, as they now have, in understand-
ing the Treasurer’s accounts and the Auditor-
General’s accounts. It is a mutter of consider-
able puzzle to most hon. members now, and it
was a great puzzle to them then. In order to
get over the difficulty, it was suggested by hon,
members connected intimately with finance that
atable should be made up dealing with the matter;
it has been there since then, I thinkitwasin 1857,
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if T remember right, after working at it for three
years, they got the Treasurer at last to put a certain
table in, not for the purpose of showing the net
liabilities of the Treasurer, in the sense the
hon. member took it, but assuming that certain
things would lapse, and assuming that a certain
amount of what was voted would not be spent.
This was what we considered a net liability,
but it was not to have that practical effsct upon
the Treasurer, as the amount of money lapsed
could be wiped off during the next year, and the
amount of money unexpended might not come
to be spent at all. The fact of the matter is,
that the principle upon which the accounts are
made up now are very much the same as
the principle upon which they were made up
before the Audit Act was passed, that is,
that practically the amount of responsibility
for engagements lapsed is balanced every year,
and just about the same amount of money is
carried forward ; so that actually if the Trea-
surer is in such a position that he can pay what
is due on the 30th June, that is all that he canbe
asked to do.

The How. Sz 8, W, GRIFFITH : Thisyear
it is £90,000 worse than usual.

The Hox. Sz T. McILWRAITH : That is
not the proper balance at all. We have shown
in our balance the reduction of the debit account
by £117,000.

- The Hox. SiIrS. W. GRIFTFITH : Bykeeping
back payment.

The Hox. Stz T, MoILWRAITH : What an
astonishing thing ! If the hon. gentleman says
to me deliberately that that £117,000 has been
caused by withholding payments to the 30th
June that we ought to have paid, and which
were due, the statement is utterly false. Xvery
penny actually due has been paid.

The Hox. Sir 8. W, GRIFFITH : T do not
mean to say that the Treasurer has deliberately
kept back payments, but I say that £90,000
more than wsual has been kept back,

The Hox. Sir T. McILWRAITH : These are
not payments kept back at all. They may
never come to be payments at all. Take, for
instance, the amount of unexpended votes. It
was £442,000, but it does not, as a matter of fact,
come to be expended. It is only put there to
make a certain calculation, to show members
how much of the amounts voted have not been
spent, but it is not in any way a lHability, in the
way that it must be spent.

The Hox. Sir S. W, GRIFFITH : It is put
down there as the amount that will be spent.

The How. Sz T. McILWRAITH : Surely

the hon. gentleman understands plain figures !

The Hon, Sir 8. W. GRIFFITH : I thought
you did. )

The Hon. Sir T. McILWRAITH : Did ever
the hon. member use that table for that pur-
pose before ?

The Hon. Sz 8. W, GRIFFITH : Yes ; on

every occasivn on which T spoke upon finance.

The How. Sz T. McILWRAITH: I say
“No,” though he might have been glad of the
chance.

The Hox. Sz 8. W. GRIFFITH : In my
Financial Statement T used the table for that
purpose. 1 used it last year for that purpose,
and I think I used it for that purpose in Novem-
ber, 1887,

The Hox, Sir T. McILWRATITH : The hon.
gentleman closed his last year with a debtor
balance of £602,011. Did the hon. gentleman
claim the balance then under Table I, which was
£250,000, so that instead of the debtor balance
being £602,000 it was only £350,000? He never
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claimed i, and he knew he could not possibly
have claimed it. The hon. member has got to
understand what the table means, These tables
are put in for a certain purpose.

The How. S1r 8. W. GRIFFITH : They may
prove something more than thay were intended
to prove.

The Hon. Stz T. McILWRAITH : I ask the

hon. member, in common sense, how can a .

liability be made of figures in this way ? First of
all, this £442,000 may not be spent at all. In
the next place, the lapsed votes may not be
spent, and as a matter of fact, it is never the same
figure that is brought forward each year. The
table is there for the purpose of showing to what
extent the Treasurer has stuck to the amounts
the legislature has authorised him to expend.
They say he ha= to spend £2,000,000 in a certain
way. These items are put down to show how far
he has departed from that. Itis not really a net
liability, and the actual amount of savings in the
year’s transactions is, as the Colonial Treasurer
said, and said correctly, £117,000. The table is
avery difficult one to understand, and, especially
as its weaning has been twisted by the hon.
gentleman, whose prineipal facnlty in dealing
with figures is to twist them ; it will be some
assistance to hon. members if I read the opinion
of a man who ought to be an authority as to the
value of the table—an opinion written since the
hon. member spoke :—

“ Any conclusions to be drawn from Table Iare of
little practieal value. If the payments from Ist July
to 30th September. 1889, on aceount of 1583-9 are taken
at the same amount as last vear—viz., £173.990, and
the amount to be carried forward to 1889-00 also the
same—viz., £89,428 - those sums taken from the unsy-
bended votes on 1st July—£442,009—would leave nearly
£180,000 to lapse, instead of £80,00) as estimated,
thereby reducing the liability to £747,000, as compared
with £865,000 in the previous year,”

Practically it does not show whabt the amounts
have been paid into the Treasury for. That it
does not show ; but as a matter of fact the
Treasurer had last year, and accounted for, the
amount of his balance. He paid every debt
that was due to the Treasury up to the 30th
June and accounted for them, as every other
Treasurer has done before him. However, that
is a matter of detail. The hon. gentleman next
criticised the operation of the tariff. I think if
there was one unworthy argument used against
the tariff by professed protectionists, it was the
argument that was repeated over and over again
last year that we taxed the poor man and did
not tax the rich. It wasa thing that required no
answering, because the protectionists who used
the argument answered 1t themselves, We raid,
““Tell us the things which are luxuries that we
can protect, and we will add them.” And we
did so. The hon. gentleman is in exactly the
same fix now. e cannot point out any articles
of luxury, or even of necessity, that we could
have altered to better ourselves, The only thing
the hon. gentleman says is that we should have
increased the duty on spirits and have refrained
from reducing the duty on beer. The reduced
duty on beer has not led, I believe, to very much
loss of revenue. There is not the slightest
doubt that the price of beer has heen reduced by
the brewer, or that it has been reduced by the
publican, and there is nobody else to come
between the publican and the consumer. The
hon. gentleman thought he had hit the nail on
the head by reading a telegram from Rock-
hampton to the effect that the brewers there
had actually met together to raise the price of
beer. Does he think that that proves that they
had not reduced it ? Tt proves quite the opposite.
The reduction was so great, and the competition
s0 keen, that the brewers were not making
anything out of i, and they thought it was
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time that they met together for the purpose of
increasing the price. He does not see how the
fzcts point, and, instead of reading the telegram
to strengthen his argument, he had better have
refrained from reading it all. The hon. gentle-
man alio says that the tariff is a tax on
the towns and not a tax on the country.
That is a miserable argument. Xe soys the
reason is hecause the people in the towns
have to pay and the people in the country
have not. The hon. gentleman lost himself
altogether as leader of the Opposition, and talked
simmply to Brisbane. He talked of the feeling
thut exists in Brisbane through 