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LEGISLATIVE ASSEIY.rBLY. 
Tuesday, 6 August, 1889. 

l\Icssage from His Excellency the Governor-assent to 
Trustee Bill.-Qucstion.-}Iotion for Adjournment 
-the clisposal of nightsoil.-Snpply-rc'5nmption of 
conunittc>J-fmancial statemcnt.-::\Ics~ {ge from the 
Lc;:.;·islativc Council-Health Act Amendment Bill.
Adjourmnent. 

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

MESSAGE ]'Ro:\1 HIS EXCELLEXCY 
THE GOVERNOR. 

AssEXT TO Tm:sTEE BILL. 

The SPI<~AKER announcerl the receipt of a 
rnessage frmn His Exc8llency the Governor, 
assenting, in the name of Hl'r :Majesty, to "A 
Bill to amonrl the law relating to the duties, 
power,,, liability, and remuneration of trus
tees." 

QUESTIOX. 
Mr. ARCHER asked the Colonial Secre

tary-
1. Arc the Goyn·nment Pl'ClHtred, in yi.cw of the large 

nnm1Jers of unemployed nmv Reeking 'vork in different 
}l'Jrts of the colony, to limit or stop immip:;Jation for ~L 
time a..s far as existing contracts will permit? 

2. If so, "\Vhcn 'vill existing contracts permit of such 
limitation or ~top page? 

The I"OLO:\'IAL SECRETARY (Hon. B. 
D. Morehead) rf)plied-

1. The Government are not bonnd lJy any "existing 
rontract" to 11rorillc immigrants for any contractor. 
Under the Dth seetion of the Immigration Act of 1RS2, 
passage crrtifi· ·ttcs are if..',ned, available for twelve 
mouths, anti there an· nnder this sect.ion c~rtain ant
standing engagements. 11y Order in Council, innecl in 
pm·smmce of the prodsions of the Immigration Act of 
18'32 Amenrlment Act of 18%, on the 27th October, 1887, 
arti:;;ans n:ncl mcrJmnh~s arc ineli~iblc as immigrants 
under sections 9 an<112 of the principal Act. 

2. 'rho number of bteamers carrying immigrants has 
been reduced from t"\vo per month to one. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
THE DISPOSAL 01<' NIGHT'OIL 

The Ho!'!. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH saicl: Mr. 
Speaker,-I wish to draw the Bttention of the 
House to a matter th>tt seems to me to be of 
grer~t importance, and I 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 carriag-e of the nightsoil of the city to the 
entrance of Moreton Bay. Considering what has 
taken place in this House, it seems to me a some
what remarkable cour·,,e to adopt. A Bill dealing 
with the subject passed this House some little 
titne ago, i8 now brfnre the Legi.-;lative Conucil, 
and is ~xpected back from there to-day, I believe, 
and the corporation have apparently tt~ken the 
OJ,portnnity, before that Bill becomes law, to 
enter into that contract. I think it is absolutely 
certain that such a scheme as thr1t will not be 
tolerable for five years, even if it is tolerate.! to 
be,in with. The Government really have it in 
their power to prevent the proposed scheme 
being carried out. They can prevent it in 
various w .1ys; in one way particularly they can 
prevent it, and that is l1y refusing an,· longer the 
use of the Queen's \Vharf as a place of ship
ment. That will be a very effective wa~ of pre
venting the corporation carrying out this a bonJin
able project. I hope th''" Gnvemment will t::lke 
the matter in hand, and see that this abominable 
nuisance is not created in l\Ioreton Bay. I think 
also that it is a wicked waste of a large quantity 
of eal'th, besides other vahutble 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,-\Vith regard to the hon. mem
ber's suggestion, that the Government can 
prevent the corporation from carrying out the 
scheme by refusing to let thecm have th6 use of 
the Queen's \Vharf, I may say that, beyond 
existing arrangen1ents, which will terrninate at 
the end of the year, the Government do not 
intend to allow the corporation to use the wharf. 
So hr as I can see, it is not in the power of the 
Government, save and except in that way, to 
prevent the corporation frorn carrying out suc;h a 
contract as that proposed. I may Gay, further, 
that I took the opportunity of callinfi the mayor's 
attention to the passage of the Bill referrd to 
by the hon. member, but the mayor ee~id it wa:; 
in the hCLmls of the corporation, \Vho had to deal 
with the matter as they thought best. 

Mr. McMASTJ<~R said: :I\Ir. Speaker,-The 
Municipal Council was called together last 
Monday week to consider this matter. I then 
suggested that the ::t(X~eptance of the tenders 
should be adjourned, pending- the pc15,,l:;e of tb'l 
Bill throu'~h the other Chamber, and it was ad
journed till J!'riclay. I then st~tted that the Bill 
had been virtually adopted by both Hon,es, and 
suggested that the mayor should ascertain from 
the Chief Secretary the views of the Govern· 
ment on the matter, and it was underc;tood 
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 depot, an cl the uncertainty 
of the Government allowing the use of the raii
ways for the purpose, that they would be in the 
same difficulty as before if they did not accept a 
tender yesterday. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Is the 
acceptance of the tender subject to the approval 
of the Government? 

Mr. MoMASTETI : No. The erection of a 
depot is subject to the approval of tlw Go
vernment. I am not surprised at the contract 
being for five years, because it will require a 
]n,rge sum of money to get the nec"f!>''try pi ;nt. 
There will be 4,000 pans used everv dav and 
50 or GO hors·cs will have to be· emr;l'oyed. 
The contract specifies that each steamer is to be 
capable of carrying 4, 000 pans. 

Mr. HODG KINSON: The steamers are 
waiting in the Gl1rden reach now. 

Mr. Mc).c1ASTER: All I know is that the 
steamers ha Ye to be approved by the Council, 
and I do not know whAther they are built or going 
to he built. The o:pecifications lire very etringent, 
and if they are carrier! out there will be no 
nni::;;ance ( oused eitiF'r in the city or in the Bay. 
TherA is :1 great difficnlty in nmldng a lll:tr

ketable cmnmoditTI of nig·ht3ni1, because the 
f, rm. n:;: wi1l not take it 1Jllle~~ thPY nre a~snred 
that then' is no nnt-g-ro. ,s in the dry earth sup
plied. \Vith rer;::trd to wharfag-e accornrnoda
tion, the corporation propose to fence off .a, 
portion of the land between the Queen's \Vlmrf 
and the Victoria Bridge, which is their property, 
and build on it a large shod, so that nothing will 
be on view. 

The H6N. Sm S. IV. GRIFFITH, in reply, 
s:ticl: 1\Ir. Sw .tkcr,-I regret to lLtVe heard the 
answer given by the Chief 8ecre~ary, becn,uf3e I 
am Qert<tin that the Government might stop 
this abominable scheme if the,,- chose. On reced
ing the report of the meeting of the council I 
certain!: drew the inferEnce that the acceptance 
of the contract was still dependent on the 
approval of the GovlTrnnent. It is simply an 
abominable ontuge pmposerl to be p<orpetrated, 
and as a representative of the city of Brisbane 
I protest ag-ainst it. Of comse, the :Municipal 
Council can do what they plea~e within certain 
limits, but I am certain that before five 
years are over son1e Jnp,-,n ,, ·will be found 
to put a stop to the nui','tnce; even if it has to 
be done b;- a special Act of Parliament. \Ve 
are told by the hon. member for Fortitude 
Valley that it i,; propc"'ed to have the town depot 
exactly in front of the new public offices. \V e 
know the heat of the sun there in the afternoon, 
and I think the nni'1nce wili Yery soon become 
intolerable. Smne time ~:go the t·own depOt w.:t.s 
in front of the Supr''lrle Court, but the munici
pal rruthorities had to go aw_Ly frorn there, and 
we know the con1plaints tha.t have been n1nde 
about the de1 ,()t beirg in front of the old 
immigration depot. I am certain that the 
nuisance will not be tolemtr::l in front of 
the new public offices; Dnd if the corporation 
are wic,e they ,~m t<tke warning in time, and not 
enter into a contn,ct that will simply entail a 
hea''Y loss on the citizens. 

The I-I ox. Sm T. :\I oiL \VTIAITH said : Mr. 
Speaker,-! think the Government will be wise 
in not taking the ad vie- of the hrm. member. If 
the Government are to be made rec,ponsible-
if the GovenHnent are to keep the :Mnnicipal 
Council of Bri,baHe clir.:ctly m;der their eye, I 
do not think nnlCh imp1·ovmn~~nt will be 111:\Jde. 
The council has been in lc:1ding Rtrings too long 
already. It is the business of the Municipal 
Ccmncil to look after the affair,, of the city, and 
the Government hr~.ve no hn.::ine~,,~ to interfere in 
the matter. Had the Cbief Secretary told t.hem 
he clirl not t~pprove of their scheme, and forbidden 
them to let the contract, the mayor cmrld have 
tnlcl him to mind his own lmsine,s. The whole 
thing is so distinctly contrary to tlw hon. gentle
n1an'R own action. He no\v rises to something 
like enthlHit,sm ovor the matter, but whe.n he was 
Premier, and had the power to do what he urges 
the Governmnnt to do, whcct action did he take? 
AbFolutely none. 

The Ho~. Sm S. W. GEIFJ!'ITH: I had 
not the power. 

The Hox. Sm T. :\ToiL WRAITH: The bw 
is the r~me now .ts then. The Bill to v·hich the 
hon. member referrml is not yet passed. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFJTITH: It will 
be in three days. 

The Ho!'. Sm T. l\IcTLWRAITH: 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 assist.,ncB they 
have always got :::t8sistance frorr1 this Govern~ 
ment, and that is all thev need look for. I 
think it would be only harmful for the Govern
ment to ruoh in and. tell them they are doing 
'':'r?ng ; the corporatiOn are responsible to the 
Citizens. 

The Ho~. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: The 
Government can prevent them depositino- the 
material in l\Ioreton Bay. 

0 

The Ho~. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: The 
Government will see to that. 

l\1r. ;yroRGAN said: Mr. Speaker,-The 
lectder of the Opposition was not far wron"' when 
he. sflid that there was something running in his 
mmd to the effect that the mtincation of this 
contract by tho i\Iunicipal Council was in effect 
ctepcndent npon the approval of the Governor in 
Council. Here is the reprwt which was sub
mitt,3d to the city council yesterday by a com
mittee of the whole council:-

" \Ve recommend the acceptance of the Brisbane 
Sani~ary Company's tcncler to perform the city sanitary 
scrvWC''.· as prr specification, for a term of five years 
from 1st .January next,, for the sum of £17.500 per 
annnm for ratable and corporation properties, and 
£1,01;0 per annmn fen· Government properties, subject to 
the appro\:al of the steamboats tllr company JH'OJlO~cs 
to employ m the work h~·the corp'~l'ation and harbour 
authorities; and providrrl, al:-;o, that the Government 
concurs ·with the acceptance of the tender, not only as 
to the amm~nt the Government will be e-tlled Ul10n to 
pay for sernces, bnt more e<spcehtlly in regard to the 
place of deposit, which might possibly be considcrcJ to 
come nndcr the second s:cetion of the Health Act of 
lHS.t Amendment _,\et of 1889, 110\V before Parliament." 

\VhateYer power the Government may or may 
not h11ve 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 
sulJject the whole of the citi7.ens of Brisb:;me to 
the nuisance that will arise from the cartaue of 
thP- nightsoil down the river, and not only that, 
but the ntnsa,nc"~ that will ariRe frmn having a 
der~<lt right under th~ Victoria Bddge, which is a 
mam artery of tratlic to and from both sides of 
the rh er-I S'W, if it is possible for the Govern
ment to step in and pre•-ent that being done, 
they should do so. The hon. member for 
Fortitude Valley, Mr. Mc~faster, ha·; informed 
the House that the' :Municipal Council con
template establishing a dep6t right in front 
of the new public offices-that is, at the 
end of Victnrhc Bridge, ova which the traffic 
from the north side passes to the south, and that 
from the south to the north side. Almost every 
citizen of Brisbane, almost every re,ident of both 
municipalities, will be subje~ted to more or IF-; 
annoyance if a dep<Jt is established there, and 
everybody living along the river will be subjected 
to the same annoyance. I do not think there c<~n 
be the slightest reasonable objection to the re
moY"'l of this nightsoil by mil. 

Mr. Mo::\IASTER: Where can we establish a 
depot? 

Mr. M ORGAN: By the Amending Bill now 
before the other Chamber, power will be "iven to 
t~e municipality to. pro•·ide a dep6t "at any 
chstance from the CJty where they can find a 
convenient site. Snrely t() gnodne.s8 an a.rea of 
1,000 or e·;en 2,000 acres, if necessarY, might he 
obtained along the ::'\nrth Cnnt llailw:w "'here 
there is plenty of land not settled, to ,vhich the 
nightsoil could be carried nightly by train. 13ut 
a clep6t could be got even near the present Rorna 
street station that would give IF,,, offence than 
the depot which the council propobe to establish 
at Victoria Bridge. I sincerely hope the Govern
ment will uiscover some mea,ns of preventing the 

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 consider"ble portion 
of the year. 

Question pnt and negatived. 

SUPPLY. 

REST:1JPTIO~ OF COl\D!ITTEE. 

On the motion of the COLONIAL TRE.A
SURER (Hon. \V. Pattison), the Speaker left 
the chair, and the Honse resolved itself into a 
Committee of the \Vhole to further consider the 
Supply to be gmntecl to Her Majesty. 

JnNANCIAL STATEl\IENT. 

Question- That there be granted to Her 
Majesty for the senice of the yeM 18H!l-90 a 
sum not exceeding £300, to rlefny the salary of 
the aide-de-cmnp to his Excellency the Governor 
-put. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH sai<l: i\Ir. 
Jessop,-I am afraid I cannot congmtul::tte the 
Colonial Trc:tsnrer on the statement he made to 
the Committee the oth0r evening on the finance' 
of the colony. The statement in effect contained 
little more than a reading of the tables with 
which the Estimates 'ue accompanied. I look in 
vain for anything like a summary of the con
clusions to l1e obtained from the detailed facts, or 
anything like a geneml Yiew of the condition of 
the c,mntry to be inferred from the statistics 
)J!'<'''ented to the Committee. The hon. gentle
man, it is true, began by telling the Committee 
that he "congratulated bon. members upon the 
improYed 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 
rea .. ons 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 
matter;, "-I snppose 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 11arts of 
the colonv, is hy no means so hopeful as we could 
desire. l am not one to take a pe-.::Rilnistic v·iew 
of the future of the colony, as I have every 
confidence in its re3ources, but I am unable to 
see, so far as the hon. g,entleman'., speech dis
closes, any ground for thinking that there is any 
immediate prosper't of an improvement in the 
general develo]'lnent of the indu"tries of the 
colony. It is true that the Sf<',sons are much 
better, and that we shall in time derive a 
very great advantage from that change; but I 
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 prdgn<'stications 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 pre,.<mt ;/ear. \Ve are told that 
tbe net result is that the deficit, instcnd of being 
nearly clu red off, ns the hon. gentlmnen opposite 
were sa.nguine enough to hope at one tirne, ha.s 
been reducBd, it is said, by £117,000. But 
against that is to bo placed the fact tlmt 
on th"· 30th ,June there was nearlj £100,000 
more of outstanding debts due on accmmt 
of the year's transactions than there w"'s 
in the previous year. That is 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 
£00,000, showing- that the pmctical diminution 
of the liability of the colony through the year's 
transactions amounts to only about £28,000. 

'l'he Ho"'. Sm T. MciL WRAITH: That is 
perfect nous.cnse, you kno\v, if you explain the 
me~ning of TaLle I. Y on quite misapprehend the 
meaning of the table. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: I do not 
misapprehend the meaning of the table o,t o,ll, 
and only a man who misapprehends i~ could 
make that observation. Table I is a statement 
showing the ctmonnt of unexpended votes, to
gether with the balance of the consolidated 
revenue fund on the 1st of J nly for three 
successive ye_trs. It shows that on the 1st 
,July, 1888, the unexpended votes amounted to 
£JG4,000, and the vot~-, which lapsed after that 
time amounted to about £91,000; showing the 
net liability on account of the previous year to 
be £203,000. The corresponding figme, for this 
year are-nnexpemled votes, £442,000; votu 
expected to lapse, £:!0,000-an item which is 
about the same every year-giving a net 
liability of £352,000, as against a net liaLility 
of £2G3,000 twelve months ago. The last line 
of the table shows exactly what has been the 
actual reoult of the improvement or otherwise in 
the financial position of the colony. That line 
shows that the liability in excess of assets on 
the 1st July, 1888, was £8G3,000, while the 
liability in excess of assets on the 1st ,J ul"·, 1889, 
was £837,000; and taking the £37,000 from 
the £GiS,OOO you get £28,000, which is the 
actmcl improvement in the finances during the 
twelve months. That is absolutelY certain. To 
anyone who understanrls what figt{res mean, that 
is the real irnproven1ent during the year. 1\ow, 
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 grea,t deal of nndne speculation, n, tightnrss 
in the money market, and what may l1c called a 
"generrtl confu~ion" in priv:tte finaucial1natters 
during the past twelve month:-', from causes 
which it is not necessary to refer to now. Those 
causE,, v;:ill operatr· fur smne ti1ne 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 impr<n ement in the 
finances of the colony, because the revenue only 
improves when the general c0nclitions of the 
colony improve. )[ ow, let us compare the not 
result of the year's operations-£28,000-with 
the professions of the !Hinistry. The Government 
can:e into oHlce on the assurance to the country 
that there was no necessity for incre'"sed tax
ation, and that air that was wanted was economy 
of administnction. An incompetent Government 
they said had brought the finances of the colony 
into confusion; but if thev 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? First of all they found what wA who 
h:od preceded them knew very well, that the 
revenue of the colom· was not sufficient to do the 
work of the country, and that an incn"lsed 
revenue was necess:1ry. \V e also told them thttt 
it was not practicable to reduce expenditure, and 
that has also been proved by the action of the 
Go,-ermnent. 'fhey dc-ircd, no donlJt, to be as 
economiclll '" they could be, and the but thej
could do with the expenditure fOl' laqt year, 
when they hacl the control of it, 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 

efficiently for less. \Vhat were their means. for 
raising additional revenue? They broug-ht m a 
new Custom• tariff of sueh a remarkable char
acter that tw" members of the Hme Govern111ent 
speaking at the same place-:-~!ld thoug)1 not 
exactly at the same timo,_ Y"t w~tlnn a few m mutes 
of etch other-took cJ--- ht for 1t, one o,s a prot "C
tionist tariff, and the other as a freetmde tariff. 

The COLO::'\L\L TREASUREll: A re,·enue 
tariff. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Yes; 
it was supported by o-r:-e member of t~e Gove;·n
ment as a revenue tanff entirely ctms1stent w1th 
the principles of freetrado, ':nd by the other as a 
protectioni,,b tariff, bronght 111 for .the encoura_ge
ment of native industries. -~\ tanff of that lund 
could ne,-er 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 bardly upon the people, and would have 
been of a gre,:.t dealtnore benefit by encouraging 
instead of cru . ..;hing the indn~tric-s of the country. 
There can !1e no doubt a., to the effect of the br1ff 
passed b~ the Govern!nent. \Yhat has it done? 
It has produced a net 1ncroase of revenue through 
the Customs of £2~G,OOO, so we are told. That is 
an increase, ta.king tbe average population during 
the nine rnontllsit has hcenin 01leri1tion, at the rate 
of 13s. Gd. per head. That has been th additional 
contribution from the Customs tanff. The net 
contribution per head of the whole of the people 
from tnxation h<ts not b-en quite so much, 
to,king taxation altogether, including stamp duty 
and excise duty, it has been ot1ly 10.s. lOd. 
per hear!. The tol:tl increase of t>~xatwn has 
been 108. 10d. per head, but there i,; an in
crease of 138. Gd. per head through the Customs. 
If the increase had been contributed equally 
by the whole of the peopl~ in proportion to 
their consurning capaciti~,~, rt woulcl not haYe 
been so objectiomtble ; but, ns a matter of fact, 
the incre,tse has a.lmost entirely come from the 
taxation of neces~:;f'Lries, and there has: been !1-o 
increa~e upon lnxurie~. The result is th~R : Jn 
sorne part~ of the colony a very large por~ron of 
the Custmns revenne comes from the ta.xatwn, we 
will say, upon spirit' and t'la, and very little from 
the ta;ation upon those m·ticles wh!ch. are more 
consnrned in towns and the more er vrhsed prtrts 
of the colony than in the country. Those people 
have actnaliy contributed no more to the new 
tariff than they < mtril>nted before; so that the 
extm burden, instud of bein::r l::ls. Gel. per head 
in the town:,, and indeed in all phces where the 
population is a settler! family popnlation, has 
been something like 30s. per he~d. 

:Hr. \V ATSON: Why did you not cheapen the 
working man's broakfa-;t table? 

The HoN. Sm S. \V. GRIFFITH: The hon. 
member foriTets that it was not my duty to bring 
in the tC~rit~~ I cotn assme him that if it had 
been I would have taken cat'e to put the extra 
hnrden on the people best capable ,,f bearing it. 
But the result of the tariff brought in by the 
pn ent Government has <tctnally.bee.n to put the 
burden on the consummg populatwn 1n the towns 
and the more populous pltrts of the colony. 
Allowinp; 13~. Gel. per hf ld asthA average for the 
whole colony, the additional burden ClL't or; those 
]Jlaces is at lea,;t don\Jle that amount. That IS h'!w 
they have rai:-:led sn nnwh rnnnev. On luxuries 
thefo was no increc:cle, or nothing to ;;peak of. 
The beer duty was taken off by them. '!'hey 
rnade ft 11rcsml.t to the brewers of a. sn1n whic~ I 
estimate at ,"'onwthing· over !~10, 000-:-t very nice 
sum to be divided anwng.-t the few brewer? of 
the colony. According- to n1y O\vn ca~cula~1ons 
the snm is £13,000, but even pnttmg 1t at 
£10,000 it is a ve1y nice present-for that is what 
it amounts to-l.o 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 HoN. Sm S. W. GRLFFITH : Then in 
that case the publicans get '' share of it. 

The Hox. Sm T. i\IciLWitAITH: You said 
just now it wa,; a present to the brewers. 

The HoN. SmS. IV. GRIFFI'I'H: I mav have 
been in error in se"ying that it was all a r)resent 
to the brewer'. But if it he correct that the 
beer is supplid cheaper to the pnblicuns, it only 
means that the present of £10,000 or £JR,OOO is 
divided among more people. There is not the 
slightest doubt, however, that the consumer does 
not pay a farthing le" for his glass of beer than 
he did before, and I am '<ure he does not get 
a bigger gbss than he did before. It is no 
use .• aying he doe,, for we all know he does 
not. That shows how the Government have 
raii;eJ a revenue rluring the year of £256,000. 
\Vhat is.the next source to which they have gone 
to obtmn rev0nue ? I wonder whether hon. 
members really know the way in which the 
auction syctem has been abusec!' during the past 
yellr. Th~y used a!" ays to boast-although they 
were at tunes rather ashamed of it-of the 
manner in which they had raised revenue by 
auction. Do hon. rriembers reallv know th'e 
quantity of land sold by auction last year? \Ve 
have to look into two places to find it. The 
anhltmt actually raised from sales by auction 
during- la;;t year was £12.5, 000. In addition to that, 
if we look at the estimated recdpts for this ye,Lr, 
we find that there is an ontstanding balance 
of £05,000 to come in this year ; so that the totttl 
vttlue of the land sold last year v.as nearly 
£100,000. I do not believe thttt is generally 
known. Let ns compare that with the amounts 
produced from sales by auction in previous 
years. In 1870-80, the amount was £78,000; in 
1880-81 it reached £10G,OOO, which included the 
notorious fol'ced sales of land in the interior. 
Now, when the sale of country lands by auction ii< 
stopped and they are only able to sell town and 
suburban lands, the Government have actually 
got up to £100,000, or only £G,OOO less than the 
highest amonnt ever realised from sales by 
auction before. A fterw :trds the rtmonnt fell. In 
1881-2 it was £113,000; in 1882-3, £114,000; 
in 1883-4, £7R,OOO ; in 1884-IJ, £·13,000 ; in 
18815-li, £!Jl,OOO: in 188G-7, £48,000; and in 
1887-8, £153,000. And now it hrts gone up with a 
sud,]en bound to £100.000. I do not believe the 
people of this country'approve of selling land by 
auction in this way. Those :we the two principal 
sourceR of incrra .. ,ed revenue the GovPrnn1ent have 
had : £23fl,OOO from Customs, and £100,000-over 
£100,000 more than they had any right to make
frorn Fales of land by auction. Even u/,.;:;uming 
th&t only £.30,000 has been improperly mised from 
the latter sourr~, that bring-s the tot::tl increase 
to £300,000, with the rcmlt that we are only 
£28,000 better off at the end of the vear than 
vve were at the beginning. But ,\re cannot 
alwavs expect to get >On increase of £300,000 
from those two sources. I do not think we 
ha·ve mnch to congratulate ourselves upon, when 
by this extm burden of the tariff, >Ond the 
rnrmstrously excessive Ralt..~ of land, \Ve ar,-· c:nly 
£28,000 better off than we were before. I mav 
>O]so mention here that £()0,000 has been Sl1vec1 Oll 
what \Va~ t\velve nwnths ago considered neces
sary expenditure on pul,Iic works. I will pass 
now to the Tl'en..:--:uror't::; anticivations for the 
future. The C .>Innial Treasurer estimates that 
at the end of ne"t year he will have a ,;nrplus 
of £119,000. He estimates that Customs will 
realise about the s,cme as this year. That is 
very probable. He also estimates that stamp 
duties will bring- in £1(;0,000. What reason 
is there to suppose that stamp dutie:-; will realise 

anything-like £160,000? Because we received it 
last yea1·-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 ye>~r's receipts, hnt at the 
receipts for previous years. The largest amount 
previous to last year was £13D,QOO in 1887-8. 
I,ast )TP:1r it rose to £1GG,OOO. In 188G-7 it W>OS 
£11\J,OOO. In lgS.5G it was £121,000. We know 
very well that during thA past twelve months 
there has been an enormous quantity of trans
actions in shares, some of those transactions being 
very large, and a very htrgc amount of stamp 
duty was paid with respect to them. There is 
no re<tson whatever to suppose that the same 
thing will take place-at any rat6 to so large 
an extent-during the current year. \Ye know 
that the share market i ·• practically dead at the 
present time, that there ttre scarcely any shares 
being so!J. \Ve know also that the land market 
is practically cle>td. These are well-known facts, 
and yet from the,,e, which are thr two main 
source.; of stamp dub·, the Government expect 
to derive ''" much '" before. Of course there is 
also the , tamp duty from the Post Office, but I 
t-nn not ipc:Jdng 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 
ver,,' liberal e.Jtimate of revenue from th>Ot source, 
which shows an excess of £15,000 in the esti
mate of the Treasurer. I will not refer to the 
monstrous amount-£100,000-expected to be 
misrd by sales of bnd by auction. To realise 
that amount during the year the Government 
must sell, oc deferred payments, something like 
£.1.50,000 worth of land, perhaps mure, if they 
con get buyer':, and in addition they will have 
the £Ci,OOO standing oYer from last ycm·. I do 
not make any objection as to the probability of 
their getting thttt 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 \Vorks and Services." 
Now, we know the condition of the country, so far 
as railway traffic is concBrned, having seen the 
results of the present year from the beginning of 
the year up to the present time, ttnd >Ore there
fore a hie to form " very good icle<O of the correct
ness of the large incre>1se anticipated under this 
head. The hon. gentleman expects an increase 
of £37,000 on the Southern an C.: \Vestem Hail way 
system; I confe·,s I do not expect that he will get 
nearly so much. ComrL,ring the receipts of the 
past year with those of the previou •. year, I submit 
that there is no r£'cLson whatever for expectiug 
such n large increase as that. }for several years l, 
in ('r)njunction with my colleaguer;, when in office, 
carefully revised the clet :xtmental estimates of 
receipts fron1 ru,il\\ L1.ys ; eYery year, I think, \Ve 
cut them down, and yet nearly in every instance 
our reduced estimate was too great ; so that 
I think this estimate may be regarded with 
a good deal of suspicion. The inert ,\se last 
year on the Southern <Ond \Vestern lines was 
£20,000 ; the hon. gentleman expect' £37,000 
more this ye,tr, but are there any extensions to 
be opened that are likely to make up that 
large increase ? \Ve 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 Haih' ay. 

An HoxounABLE 1\b;mmr: : Southport. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: \Ye shall 
proba~1ly get a little more from that. Altogether 
I think we shall be very lucky if we get 
£430,000 during the year, considering what we 
know of the number of persons in various 
parts of the colony who are unemployed >1nd 
the general depression thttt 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 .t?e Maryb'?rough and Gym pie Railway he 
antJCJpates an mcrease of £12,000. But there 
is no extension of tbat system, and we know 
there is hardly any pl'ohability of an increase 
there. In 1887-8 the receints were £H3,000, 
and last. year £GG,OOO, and if it keeps up to 
that durmg the present yettr that is as much 
as we can expect. The traffic returns are 
practically stationary ; we n;ay 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 
abont the same as last year, and that I do 
not dispute. But on the Central Railway the 
hon. gentleman est1mates 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 uome yet. The only reason I crm see for 
this substantial increase is that when the new 
contraet to Longreach is let a large .mm will be 
received from the contractor for taking up the 
material. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: That is 
earnings. 

The HoN. Sm S. 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 considemble 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 £135,000, and last year 
they were about £140,000. I think the over-esti
mate in this case is certainly £20,000, vrobably 
£30,000. Then the hon. gentleman estimates that 
the Northern llailway will yield an increase of 
£8,000. As a matter of fact, the receipts from 
this line last year were less then 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 revenue will be about the same 
as last yr,ar; there is certainly no reason to holle 
that it will be more. That makes a furtl1er 
£8,000 over-estimated. Then, from Telr~raphs 
the Treasurer expects an increrFe of between 
£8,000 and £0,000; why, I do not know. The 
amount realised last year was les,; than the previous 
year; no great extensions have been made fron1 
which we might expect to derive a largely in
creased am<ltmt, and I do not believe that we 
shall realise more than £0.), 000, if we g-et ns 
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 ancl 
"Western R.ailway, £12,000 on the Maryborough 
and Gymp1e Railway, £30,000 on the Central 
Railway, £8,000 on the Northern Ilaihvny, and 
£5,000 on Electric 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. 
If you add to that the £15,000 over-estimate on 
acc~mnt of stamp duty, it makes £90,000, by 
wh1ch amount, at lP<tst, I think the revenue is 
over-estimated. I will now ask hon. members to 
turn to page 1 of tiHl Estimates. The Treasurer 
told u~ .that he was going to pay all the local 
authontl8s full mtcs on their endowment. 

The COLOKIAL TREASUllER: \Yith the 
sanction of I'm·liament. 

The Ho:-r. Sm S. \V. GRI1<'1'ITH: That 
was part of the hon. gentleman's scheme, lmt 
there is no provision made for it in the 
Estimates. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : In the 
Supplementary Estimates. 

1880-3 p 

The Hos. Sm 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
pbte,l for the current year, not expenditure the 
nAceRRitv for which vvaR not discovered until after 
the :Esthn,teo-in-Chicf were framed. Supple
lnentary Est.irnate'::; are to provide for unforeseen 
expenclitnre w hi eh is found to be necessary 
after the Estimate J·in-Cnief 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 
heed of Schedules for last year it will be 
about £30,000, probably mnre. Then the hon. 
gentleman has quite forgotton the payments to 
members of Parliament for their expenses under 
the Act now in force. Hu has only put down 
£H,400 to be paid, which is the amount payable 
un<ler the law lately passed, which, however, will 
not come m to opemtwn until the end of the present 
se,sion; but the whole of the expenditure for 
this session has been omitted. I am quite sure 
very little wos paid before the 1st of July, 
bec:cmc the payments for June were not certified 
until July, so that all the payments which have 
been made under the present eystem are for the 
few days in J\'Iny. It is evident, therefore, that 
the arr'iount omitted fr.,m this eotimate is not 
lec<J than £11,000, making £41,000 on this page, 
Then, there is another trifling error that hon, 
membero may no~ have noticed. Hon. members 
are aware that under our pn,,ent mail contract 
we pay £i'iiJ,OOO per annum for the carriage of 
mails to :England. It is true that the present 
contract will expire in February next, but I 
think it is prohrcble that some contract will 
take its IJ]ace. There is only provision made 
for it up to that elate-that is, only £34,000 
out of £65,000. How is the mail contract 
going to be carried on for the remaining five 
month; of the ye.1r? On the basis proposed by 
the Governmwt. I do not think that the next 
mail contract will be made for less than £55.000 
a yectr. That is another omission of £21",000 
in the estim>:~te. So we have omissions of £30,000, 
£11,000, and £21,000, ma1dng a total of £62,000 
obviously omitted from the estimated expendi
ture. Now, if my calculation of an over
"e~.imate of £:)0,000 is at all correct, and we 
have t<l add to tlutt this amount of £G2,000, we 
have apparent miscalculations to the extent of 
£132 000. Where is the surplus of £110,000 to 
come' from at the end of the year? Certainly 
there will not be much left, taking it in the. most 
favoumble wav we can. Looking at these figures 
I do not see that there is much to be sanguine 
about in the cond1tion of affairs. On the con
trary, I beliec.'e 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 ctny other conclusion. It is n.ot. my 
business, of course, to say how thA defic1t 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 
"ives and children-wh0 have to bear these extra 
burdens, while there is no extra burden imposed 
upon luxuri< '· Let us just look for a moment at 
the renmue received from wines, spirits, and 
beer.· The revenue received from spirits alone 
last year was £30D,OOO-at a duty of 12s. a gallon. 
Kow, if that duty were raised from 12s. to 14s., 
which is less tlum it is in some other colonies, 
there wo,]d lw an additional amount collected 
of -':62,000 which would not hurt anyone. Then 
if in,tead of taking off the excise duty on ~eer, 
it httd been left in force, that would have g1ven 
£20,000 without anyone being a bit the worse for 
it. A small additional duty on imported beer 
would have given another £10,000. We heard some 
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extraordinary statements made in court the other 
d~y abou~ the PJC06ts on the beer, spirits, and 
wme sellmg busmesR, and if those statements 
wer~ ~orrect tho_se articles could admirably bear 
additional taxatwn. My hon. friend the member 
for Ipswich has just handecl me a tele"mm 
~tating tlmt the pu~licans of Rockhompton 'have 
Just rf'·Olved to rmse the price of a pint of 
beer from 3d. to Gd., the reason being tlmt the 
brewer' have agreed to raise the wholesale 
price of beer. I stated just now thilt the brewers 
had not lowered their prices in consefJuence of 
the removal of the excise duty and I v. as 
right. That raising of prices wih enable the 
pnblic.ans to make much larger pro6ts. Last 
week m court statements were made to the effect 
that the average on the turnover was about 33 
p~r cent.-that is, whi\1; they buy for £66, they 
w1ll sell for about £100. One aentleman said 
he had paid £12,000 for the licen;e and good-will 
of his hotel, and yet he is supposed to be makina 
a good thing out of. Of course, I need not "Z 
into details now about the other proper sourc~s 
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 
GovernmeJ_Jt to deal with the rrnestion. Reference 
was made m the Trea,nrer's speech to the export 
of gold. The export of gold has increased during 
the year, hut the net increase is not nearly so great 
as one would have hoped. The tot>tl export fur 
1887 was £1,455,090 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 M organ. It is to be hoped that this year 
the increase will be very much greater the' n that. 

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

The HoN. SIR S. \V. 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 ilccount I wish to refer to 
a minor matter. '!.'here is a table showing the 
amount of Customs revenue collecterl under the 
new tariff, and the amount which would have 
been collected if the old tariff had remained 
in force. There is an apparent error in thi.> 
table. It is stated, for imtauce, that the 
ad ''alorem duty at 5 per cent. would have pro
duced, under the old tariff, £12,088 ; but under 
the new tariff would hilve realised £14 245 
showing an apparent increase of £2 157. And 
on goods paying an ad 1xtlonuo duty of £7 
10.,. per cent., the mnount 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, 71G. This is, apparently, 
of course, 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 t>tken from the 5 
per cent. list and put into the n per cent. list 
and vice 1'Crst?, and that ought to have bee~ 
stated. I have no doubt, however, that the 
st!'tement shows the correc:t net result. 1'\ow, I 
w11l say a word or two wrth respect to our rail
ways and the loan fund. The receipts from nnr 
railways are most unsAtisfactory. I am afraid we 
are not yet in a position to offer any opinion 
as to wimt changes will tilke place as "the result 
of the 1nanagement under the new rf~girne ~ but 
I hope it will not be found, as in 1'\ ew South 
\V >ties, that we shall have to spend an enormous 
su1n of n1oney in renovating onr rolling-stock. 
Accorc1ing t11 this morning's paper, the New 
South \Vales Commissioners recommend that it 
million and a·q1mrter should be spent at once in 
making the rolling-stock equal to the immecliat.e 
rerruirements of the colony. I hope that will 
not be found necess><ry here ; nor do I think 

it will, because we have spent so much lately 
on rolling-stock that there cannot be so much 
old stock in use. The net burden of our railways 
on the revenue last year, was £397,000. The 
Southern and \Vestern Hail way was a burden to 
to the extent of £207,000, >tnd the net dividend 
with re·.pect to that line was£1 Us. lOd. per cent. 
That is the highest dividend, except that on the 
Korthern Railway \Vhich was no burden at all, 
aud paid £4 14s. 5d. per cent. last year. The 
same line paid £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 rail ways 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 ,] u]y ; 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 Treasury 
books a:, money borrowed on their account ilnd 
not expendect. There is a tohl 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 hnr>·owed. The amount not borrowed is 
about £700,000, so that'" sum of about £1,700,000 
has been expended upon public works different 
from those for which the money was borrowed, 
That is a fact, if these figures are correct. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciL WRAITH: Did you 
only find that out now? I thought you would 
have made that calculation long ~go. 

The HoN. Snt S. W. GRIFFITH: My 
business ilt present is to discuss the present 
position of the country. \V e 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, \Ve 
have all been guilty of mistakes; but it is my 
husine·:s now, ils it was when I last sat on the 
Treasury benches, to find out what is wrong and 
endeavour to have it put right. 

The HoN. SIR T. MaiL WRAITH : You 
might have simply admitted having been told 
that that would be the result. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GIU]'FITH: I do not 
remember having been told so. I confess all my 
sins, and I 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 twc 
years ago. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VOHKS (Hon. J. M. Macrossan): ·what you 
were told by us. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: Very 
likely. But I was not Treasurer at th8 time and 
did not conceive it to he 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. \Vhat 
concerns us now is not how far I mn to blan1e, 
but what i·' wrong. I do not think anybody 
cares whether it is my colleague, the hon. mem
hm· for 1'\orth Brisbone, or myself, or lYir. 
Dickson, or the present Treasurer, who is to blitme. 
\Ve want to know what is wrong and how it can be 
put right. I pointed out two years ago in whilt 
rPspect we "'rere going wrong with regard to the 
loan fund. I insisted on the nect ssity for voting 
the Loan Estimates separately every year, and 
if that had been done we should never have been a 
million an<! three-rruar·ters 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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said to be in part in the form of an lppropria· 
tion Act, I do not think it really is one. It is 
not intended to be at any rate. Our Loan Acts are 
taken from the English form, and are intended to 
authorise the raising of money. \Vhen the money 
is raised it becomes part of the consolidatecl 
revenue ; and according to sonnd constitutional 
theory and pmctice 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 control over our revenue ; but that has 
never been clone. 'l'he 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. \Ve arn not here to recriminate, 
but to try and set things right. \Ve ought to 
have had, with these Estimates, as much in
formation as would enable us to see how umch of 
that money was spent during the past twelve 
months without parliamentary authority. The 
only semblance of an ::Luthority to spend the 
Loan funds at all is the Loan Acts. 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 ha.s 
been raised under the authority of a Loan Act 
for other purposes, and has been expended for 
some purpose fur which no authority has beeh 
obtained up to the present time, and of which 
we have no particulars. Its expenditure has 
not bf·en 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 imparlance 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 amcual appropriation. of the loan 
expenditure it would be the business of thA 
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 dispos:>l of the 
Ministry of the clay, and expended without any 
parliamentary authority. I believe, as I have' .tiel 
before, that every Tree~surer require" an Act of 
indemnity to protect him :1s far as the expenditure 
made out of loan fnnd in th1s way is concerned. 
I hope to hear from the GovernmeLt that they 
will unrlertake 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 a1·e 
going on. \Ve have a great number of nil
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 geneml 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 aggregctte amounts 
to a million and three-CJuarters. We also know 
that other works are going on, or about to go 
on, although the funds are already exlmu:oted ; so 
that this overdraft on account of these lines is 
continually increasing, and \Ve have no particu
lars. The hon. gentleman says :-

"The followin,g lines arc now in course of ('OllstnH•tion: 
-Brisb~me to Cleveland; Xorth Coast 1taiJ\ray. Scetion'-' 2 
and 3; :Jlnngar to Gaymlah, Section 1: t·:xt. n~inns t0 City 
and :Forti tulle Yallc;r ancl the South Coa~ t R:til1V'1J'." 

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

"The propos.cclncw lines now rcr>eiving the attention 
oftllcdepn,rtment are asfollo\v:-Extension to }Ielbonrne 
street; Drayton Deviation ; Bnudaberg to Gladstone, 

Sef'tion 3; Sandgate Branch, Du}}licati~n Works; Ext~n .. 
si on to Cabbage-tree Creek; _Extenswn to ::\ia~az1ne 
"\Vl1arvcs; }:xten~iou of l~nrrum t~ Bundaberg Ra.1hyay, 
inclndinrr the Rtll'nett ltiver Bndge; Dn,wson RIVer 
Bridge; 'Norman River Briflgo; ~orth Coast Raihvn~r, 
~eriion .j,; Dalhy to Rocl.::y Point; 1\:Inngar to Gayndah, 
Secoml Section; )Tilllllt .:'Jlorgan Brauch; ""oongarra to 
Dnrnctt Hra(l."; Fol'titnclc Ynlley, Bxton~ion to 31ayne; 
ClcYc~anrl HaihvaJ, Extension to l!Cdland." 

These ~re allln[l,tters of irr1portance, involving 
the expenditure of large sums o~ money; some 
of them are r]uite new. But unt1l we get a com
plete st>ttement of the railway expenditure it is 
impossible to criticise the matter coherently. All 
"e know now is that there is an overdraft to 
the extent of a million and three-quarters or 
thereabout nnauthori,ed by Parliament. 'rhe 
loan vote has in some way or other been app_ro
priated to that extent without the sanctwn 
of Parliament. The Vice-President of the Execu
tive Council said the other evening that he 
hrtd 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 plaC''rl at the disposal of the Govern
ment to spend as they pleased. 'rhat i~ t.o 
a certain extent cmrect. That would be so If 
Loan Acts were Appropriation Acts, and if they 
autlwri.,ed the expenditure of the money. I 
know they havP always been treated_ as such, but 
I do not think they are Appropna:wn Acts, or 
that thev authorise the expend1tnre of the 
money. "But that is quite a different thing; 
no Loan Act has ever authoricecl the expenditure 
of this million and three-quarters ; that money 
has been e'<nended without authority. The greater 
part of it rrmst have been expended during the 
last twelve months. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: Certainly 
not. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: I say the 
gruter part of it. I am speaking from memory, 
hut I know th1t in 1887 I ascertained as closely 
as po,sible all the overdra~ts on eve~y account 
which had been expended w1thout parliamentary 
authority. I procured all the information. I 
could obtain on the subject, after hammermg 
away for weeks and months, and I submitted 
Supplementary Loan Estimates which were voted 
in Commit!, e of Supply. That amount then 
was I think not more than £600,000, so that 
siac~ that tin;e there has been expended, without 
parliamentary authority, about a million of 
money. I have not refe;·rccl to the land revenue 
excent to the matter of the increased sales by 
auction. I have gone into tlu1t as ful!y as I 
think it neressHy to do at the present tune. I 
regret to think that_ the anticipa~ions of ~he 
Treasurer are not hkelv to be re;r,hsed-I w1sh 
thev \\ere ; that the hur'oens laid on the people 
ha,;e been so severe, and that the improvement 
in the finances, of which the hon. gentleman has 
spoken, iil only nominal. In point of fact, the 
Government began at the wrong end. They 
simply wanted to r:r-ise. money by any means, 
and instead of cons1clenng what were the best 
means to develop the resources of the coun_try 
by a ~enoml improvement in the prosperity, 
they e"nclea vonred only to get more revenue 
by'· taking the money ont of somebody's 
pocket, and, in reality, e:::c.ept the excess1ve 
sr,les by auction, the add1twnal revenue has 
been in the natnre of a poll-tax-a poll-tax, 
the incirl~11ce of which is confined to those 
leaf.t able to bear it. Tlmt is not a satisfac
tory statement to have_ to make, nor can the 
increfL~ed revenne rece1 ved by such nlf<tns as 
that he considered srttisfactory. The Treasurer 
has not been abb to congratulate the country, or 
the Government, upon having relieved any 
burdens, or upon having giving encouragel?ent to 
any branch of industry in the colony, w1th the 
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exception of one or two manufacturing indus
tries. One or two maufacturing industries have 
been encouraged, but a great deal more encourage
ment might lmve be1en given, and quite as much 
money raised, without i1nposing the grievous and 
hard burdens now laid upon the people of the 
colony. It iB no satisfaction to see th{tt things are 
in thi£< condition. \Ve know that they c.amot 
last. \V c know that a syotem of finnnce like that 
cannot continue, but it is no satj',:faction to know 
that these errors must be put right by the 
successor3 of the Government. \Ye knol\~ \ ery 
well that these thing' have to be c,)rrected, and 
I confess I should very much ha,·e pref1rrecl that 
the hon. gentlemotn had effected in some other 
way the alnwst norninal an1elioration he c:;,n 
claim to have produced upon the whole ye.1r's 
transactions. 

The HoN. SIR T. McTLWRAITH said: Mr. 
Jessop,-It was a pretty open secret on the 
Government benches that the first critici'm the 
ho':· gentleman would make upon the speech 
delivered by my hon. friend, the Treasurer, 
would be that there was nothing in it hnt what 
wa• in the tables snpplied with the Fimtncial 
Statement. Tlmt is a joke the hon. mmnber has 
perpetrated before. I have heard nactly the 
san1e criticism frmn hin1 upon previons l?inflncial 
Statements. I think it would have been :. more 
hand:;ome thing of the hon. ~ontleman if he had 
congratulated the Treasurer upon the manner in 
which he has attempted-and I think succe• ;fnlly 
-to grapple with the difficult financial po,,ition 
of the colony at the pre,ent time, The hon. 
gentleman took the position of the fittherly 
Treasurer who wants to put us right, but his 
whole tone was not calcnlated to put ns right or 
to put the Committee right. It was the tone of 
the father who knew, of course, that he hatl 
not a! ways done ri~ht him><elf, cautioning bad 
young people to ~et out of their bad ways and 
~et hack into ways in which he had ~one himsdf. 
There is a great deal in knowing the previous 
action of the hon. gentleman, in understrmdin" 
the subject at the present time. I would hrn~ 
expected the bon. member, from his previous 
experience as Tre >sm·er, to luwe dnlt with 
the tables diffuently. There is one table, 
Te,ble I, which has been a subject of per
plexity to hon. m em hers for many yean, and 
it is often misunderstood. It was put in for a 
special purpose, but I never expected to see the 
day when the le·vler of the Opposition would 
ha Ye twisted the meaning of that table in order 
to bring out so very incorrect a r~snlt as he clid 
to-dav. I will refer to tht>ttal1le, and explain tot be 
Committee how it came to be there, and bow the 
wron~ view taken of it has actually deceived the 
hon. member. About ten years ago, when there 
was a great deal of di.scuRsi.on 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 bv 
reason of the diiference between the Treasurer;s 
financial year and that of the Auditor-General. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH : It was 
in 1874. 

The HoN. SIR T. J\IciLWRAITH: The 
change I refer to did not ta,J,e place for years 
after the Audit Act wr,s passed. \Yben the 
Audit Act was passed members had very great 
difficulty, as they now have, in understaml
ing the Treasurer's accountN and the _A_ndib)r
General', accounts. It is a m'"tter of consider
able puzzle to most hon. membLrs now, and it 
was a great puzzle to them then. In order to 
get over the difficulty, it was sug~ested by hon. 
members connected intimately with fina,nce that 
atahle should he made up dealin~ with the matter; 
it hqs been there since then, I think it was in 1887, 

if I remember right, after working at it for three 
years, they ~ot theTreaenrer at last to put a certain 
table in, not for the pnrpose of showing the net 
liabilities of the Treasurer, in the sense the 
hon. member took it, but assumin~ that certain 
tbinr;s would lap· .. e, ::tnd abnnling that a. certain 
amount of what was voted wonld not be spent. 
ThiH was what we considered a net liability, 
hut it was not to hrwe that practical eff et upon 
the Treasurer, as the amount of money lapsed 
could be wiped off during the next year, and the 
an1ount nf 1noney unexpended 1nip·ht 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 rnuch 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 enga~ements lapsed is balanced every year, 
and jnst about the same amonnt of money is 
carried forward ; so that actually if the Trea
surer is in such a po .ition that he can pay what 
is due on the 30th June, that is all that he can be 
asked to do. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFJfiTH: This yetw 
it is ,;90,000 worse than usual. 

The Ho"l. Sm T. J\rciLWRAITH : That is 
not the proper balance at all. \Ve h•we shown 
in our balance the reduction of the debit account 
by £117,000. 
· TheHoN. SIRS. W.GRIFJ!'ITH: Bykeeping 

back payment. 
The Hos. Sm T. M oiL \VRAITH : "What an 

astonish in~ thing ! If the hon. ~entleman says 
tn me deliberately that that £117,000 has been 
camed by withholding payments to the 30th 
June that we ought to have paid, and which 
were due, the statement is utterly false. Every 
penny actually due has been paid. 

The HoK. SIR S. IV. GRIFFITH: I do not 
mean to say that the Treasurer has deliberately 
kept back payments, but I say that £00,000 
more than thual has been kept back. 

'l'he Hos. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: These are 
not paymenb kept back at all. They may 
never come to be p>tyments at all. Take, for 
instance, the amount of unexpended votes .. It 
w.ts £442,000, but it does not, as a matter of fact, 
come to be expended. It is only pnt there to 
n1ake a certain calculation, to show rr1e1nbers 
how much of the amounts voted have not been 
spent, but it is not in any way a liability, in the 
way that it must be spent. 

The Hos. Sm S. W. GRIFJ!'ITH: It is put 
down there as the amount that will be spent. 

The HoN. i:liR T. MciLWRAITH: Surely 
the hon. gentleman understands plain figures ! 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: I thought 
you did. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Did ever 
the hon. member nse th>tt table for that pur
pose before ? 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFlnTH: Yes ; on 
every occasion on which I spoke upon finance. 

The Hos. Sm T. McTLWRAITH: I say 
"No," though he might have been glad of the 
chance. 

The Hos. Sm S. W. GRIFJfiTH : In my 
:Financial Statement I used the table for that 
purpose. I u,ed it last year for that pnrpose, 
and I think I used it for that purpose in N qvem
ber, 1887. 

The HoN. Sm T. Mcii"WRAITH: The hon. 
gentler,.an closed his last ye:'tr with a debtor 
balance of £G02, 011. Did the hem. gentleman 
claim the balance then under Table I, which was 
£260,000, so that instead of the debtor balance 
being £G02,000 it was only £350,000? He never 
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claimed it, n,nd he knew he could not possibly 
have claimed it. The hon. member has got to 
understo,nd what the table means. These tables 
are put in for a certain purpoGc. 

The HoN. Srn S. W. GIUI<'FITH: They may 
prove sometlnng more than th~y were intended 
to prove. 

The HoN. Sm T. l\IciLWRAITH: I ask the 
hon. n1ernber, in cmnmon r:;ense, how c::tn a. , 
liability be made of figures in this way? }'irst of 
all, this £H2,000 n1ay not he spent at all. In 
the next place, tho lapsed votes may not be 
spent, and as a matter of fact, it is never the same 
figure that is brought forw.trd ectch yrctr. The 
tctble is there for the pnrpo,c.0 of showing to what 
extent the 'rreasurer h:.s stuck to the amounts 
the legislature has authorised him to expend. 
'l'hey say he ha" to spend £2,000,000 in a certain 
way. These items are put down to shm. hov. far 
he has departed from that. It is not really a net 
liability, and the actual amount of saYings in the 
year's transactions is, as the Colonial Treasurer 
said, and said correctly, £117,000. The table is 
a very difficult one to underst,md, and, es!Jecially 
as its meaning has been twisted by the hem. 
gentleman, whose principal bculty in dealing 
with fignres is to twbt 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 
Yalue of the table-·an opinion written since the 
hon. member spoke :-

"Any conclnsious to be clra\Yll from 'l'ahlc I are of 
little vra.ctical value. If the payments from lt:;t .July 
to 30ch September. l8S9, on ae·-·onnt of bSS-H arc taken 
at the ~mme amount as last y(mr~viz., £173.881), and 
the amouut to be c trried forward to l.St38-fl0 also the 
s~nne-viz .. £89,428 -those sums tak:::n from the un-·-:
pcnded Yotcs on lst Jnly-£4±2,009-,vould leave nearly 
£180,000 to lapse, instead of £9:1,00) as e~timatcd, 
therPby reducing the liability to £7-.1!7,000, as compareU 
with £B05,000 in the previous year." 

Practically it does not show what 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 
thttt was due to the Treasury up to the 30th 
June and accounted for them, as ever} other 
Treacurer has done before him. However, thc.t 
is a matter of detail. The hon. gentleman next 
criticised the operation of the tariff. I think if 
there was one unworthy argtnnent u .. Jtd aga.inst 
the tariff by professed protectionists, it was the 
argument that \Vas repeated ov.er and over again 
last year that we taxed the poor man and did 
not tax the rich. It was a thing that re(jnired no 
answering, because the protectionists \Yho u:sed 
the a.rgurnent answered it thmnselves. \Ve r<tid, 
"Tell us the thingc; which are luxurie, that we 
can protect, and we wiil arld them." And we 
did so. The hon. ge·ntleman is in exe~ctly the 
same fix now. He c:mnot point out any article-1 
of luxury, or even of nece .. sity, that we could 
have altered to better our, elves. The oHly thing 
the hem. gentleman says is that we should luwe 
increased the duty on spirits and have refrained 
from reducing the duty on beer. The rerluced 
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 pnblican and the consumer. The 
hon. gentleman thought he had hit the nail on 
the head by reading a telegram from Rock
ha,mpton to the effect that the brewers there 
had actually met together to raise the price of 
beer. Does he think that that proves tha,t they 
had not reduced it? It proves quite the opposite. 
The reduction was so great, and the competition 
so keen, that the brewers were not making 
anything out of it, and they thought it was 

time that they met together for the purpose of 
increasing the price. He does not see how the 
f,~.cts point, and, instead of reading the telegram 
to strengthen hi; argument, he had better have 
refrained from reading it all. The hon. gentle
m ~n al o Sltys that the tariff is a tax on 
the towns and not a tax on th~ country. 
That is a miserable argument. He soys the 
rea•<m is because the people in the towns 
h:tnl tn pay and the people in the country 
have not. The hem. gentleman lo· t himself 
altogether a .lectder of the Opposition, and talked 
simply to 13ric,bane. He talked of the feeling 
th;_,t existF: in Brisbane through utt.9r ignorance. 
There has been more ill.,ci!l towards the t<>riff 
through ignorance than from the oper.Ltion of ~he 
tnritf iL;elf. I have heard of people tallnng 
ao-ainst it, and when you come to ask them what 
they want altered the'y will refer to some article:> 
tbn.t were neYer increased in the tariff at all. I know 
perfectlv well that the iucre.1sed price of flom, 
bntcher~ 1 1neat, sugar, an cl in fact the gre~tt bnlk of 
the articles consumed, owiugtothe last bad season, 
has operateJ hardly again~t the working cJasse:s; 
but the,e are articlu that escaped the tanff 
altogether. I shonld have expect,~ cl that thehon. 
ge;1tlen1an, instead of those criticisrns, every one 
of which I hmud and ansv'ered while the tariff 
·was going throng'h, would ha.ve 1net us in a kind er 
spirit, if he has any notion of what the protec
tioni,;t principle is. But he shows that he does 
not understand it at all. I clo not think it is 
anything against the Govermnent that they 
di~ngree on the question of protection and free~ 
tratle. I know that the Treasurer is a fredrader 
and that Imn a protectionist. I hope, ho,vevPr, 
that in the couroe of time he will change his 
opinion, which I consider bad. But he has the 
coura,o·e of his opinions, and he has never done 
anything to violate the principles of protec
tion which I hold. I am the same protec
tionist that I was bdore. The ,, pectacle, therefore, 
of two J\Iini,ters having opposite opinions need 
not be cmnn1ented u1~on. The Governn1ent 
represent,; fairly well the opinion of the country. 
The country has not yet finnlly made up its mind 
on the subject. That it will I have not the 
sli~htest doubt, nnd when that is done hon. 
m~nbers will make up their minds too. The 
hon. gentlmnan says he cannot congratulate the 
Government on the position of the finances, and 
he tries to represent us as having actually an 
en,sy time bPfnre us when we cmne into power 
last year. I may, tell him at onc": that we h~d 
no easy time, IV e had to provrde for 11 brg 
deficit, and one which was increasing in an 
increasing ratio. \Ve saw that unless son1e great 
alteration was made the deficit must go on 
increasing. \Ve ba,d to pro\+ide ag.-dnst a Govern~ 
ment which at it.> commencement had been in
tensely extravagant, v:bich incrc:tsed by nearly 25 
per cent. the expenditure of the colony when 
first it took otlice. That went on increasing 
until the hem. gentleman himself, who was 
then at the head o( the Government, saw 
that some ch::mge "as absolutely nece"ary. 
I am tmly recounting what actu::tlly took place. 
Do we not D1l reme~ber how he explained to the 
people in his speeches afterwards that the Go
vernment had got no money, and, therefore, 
could not spend it? He actually admitted that 
he was forced to pursue a policy of parsimony 
during the latter part of his reign. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Quite 
trne 

The HoN. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH: He tried 
to get money in every W<~Y he could, and in order 
tu make the deficit as ,,mall as possible in the 
latter days of his reign, he was par<i1nonious. 
And what was the consequence? That that was 
another blow upon his successors, because there 
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is not the slightest doubt that during the last 
eighteen months of being in power he omitted 
to do many things that, if he had financed pro
perly, he ought to have done. But tho8e thin:.;s 
were left undone, and were loft as legacies and 
liabilities for his succ.•ssors. I refer especially to 
the Works Department. Anything that may 
look like extra\ agance in th .•. t department is 
accounted for by the extraordinary way in 
which the p'usimony of the hon. gentleman 
displayed itself when he commenced to be ::tn 
economical TrPasurer. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRH'FITH: Parsimony 
and extravaga.nce are not exHctly con vertiblo 
terms. 

The HoN. Sm T. M oiL WHAITH: Of course 
the hon. gentleman knows tl1at l de the ditfer
ence as well as he does. He w::ts then '·whipping 
the cat," and we are to suffer a great cleal in 
consequence. He ought to ha Ye referred to that 
when he refrained frmn congratulating us upon 
the position we have attained to. I n•c;ret 
exceedingly that, inste.,d of pointing out any 
practical means on w hi eh the Committee coulcl 
agree as to raising n1oney,, he considers it his 
duty-although he cleviated a little from it
to suggest nothing. I know perfectly well th~t 
that is a policy that he has not t1cted up to; 
neither have I. If I had any good idea with 
regard to the finances of the colony I would not 
think of bottling if up until I got into the 
Treasury, after sitting fiye years in opvosition. 
I should let it out ; let my opinions be known. 
It is the duty of every hon. member to let his 
views and opinions be known. As a matter of fa"t 
the hon. gentleman has done it; but in a way that 
can result in no practical good. He says, " Don't 
tax the poor man," and when he ventures so far 
as that in order to get popularity, I would nsk 
him, \Vho the deuce are we to tax ? \Vhy should 
not the poor man be taxed as well as everyone 
else in the colony ? If onl v the rich are to be 
taxed we should have a Yery" poor Treasury. 

The HoN. Sm. S. W. GRIFFITH: Don't 
put the extra burdens on the poor man. Tax all 
men to a certain extent; if you must put on 
extra taxes, put theru on the 1ich man. 

The Ho~. Sm T. J\IoiL\YHAITH: The hon. 
gentleman was pretty right when he stated that 
we h'we sold a great deal of land by auction ; and 
I think I am perfently right in saying that if 
the hon. gentleman had been placed in the same 
position, he would have done the same thing, if he 
had had the ability to do it. I admit that the 
Government have w1ld a great det~l of land, am! 
I believe that my hon. friend the J\Iinister for 
Lands would ht~ve gone further 'mcl sold ntore 
of it if he could have done so. I have lH ·crd a 
great de:1l said in I'arlianwnt about the system 
of selling public lands by auction; I lutre heard 
a great deal of nonsense on the subject from 
different hon. members, >end I dam stw 1 have 
t>elkedagood deal of nonsense about it myself; and 
if we have been wrong I think we have a \cry 
good guide in the past. On turning to Table 
L, hon. members will see the receipts of land 
revenue from 18/D-SO. That was the year in 
which the Government over which I presided 
came into office, aml we had then similar 
experience to that of the present year. \Ye had 
been left a great legacy of debt from the previous 
Government, and that year we sold land to the 
value of £77,898. Next year, bad times still 
continuing and increasing, we sold £103,859 
worth; next year, £113,LI05 worth; next yc.-<r, 
£1H,22G; next, £7.5,2GO. 'l'he meaning ot these 
figures is this : \V e commenced very hard up in 
187H through causesu. er which our Administration 
had no control; we hafl to make up our accounts 
somehow, and we increaRed the sales by auction, 

As time went on, as hon. members will remem
ber our administration had the effect of easing 
the' Treasury very considerably, and the "ales of 
land by auction were clecrused year by year 
until in 1883-4, the greater part of which we were 
rCS]Jonsible for, the amount was £75,200. Then 
c.tme in the Griffith Gm·ermnent with the great 
Land Bill o: B84, which, according to their 
ideas-we must gi,·e them credit for that
'n:t.:: going to prod nee enorn1ou8 revenue; and 
the" put their foot down and said, no more 
htnrl was to be sold by auction. vVe shall 
tlH re fore be not a little surprised to find, 
that after enunciating those principles, in the 
following ye.:tr they themselves sold land by 
auction to the extent of £43,130. In the next 
ye·u they sold land by auction to the value of 
£:n, 75S ; in the next year £48, G4!l ; in the next 
£c3,l!l1 worth; and last year the sales amounted 
to JO:llD,485-that is, b~· the present Government. 
'l'here is a peculiarity running through the whole 
of this business, which I have illustrated by the 
iten1 I have gone thongh, and that is this: 
That every J\Iinistry has r,old as much land by 
auction .ts they reqnired for the Treasnry. and, 
no+.withstancling the Dutton Land Act, the late 
Government sold all they possibly cuuld. I have 
F·cen townships made in ph cc' where nobody ever 
dre::unt of rnaking a town ; 'v here land has 
remained for year.-:, and no one has put up even 
a ·crap of :1 tent upon one allotment-there 
the allotments are, a piti>~ble spectacle of the 
fnilnre of man's ability to make"' good Land Bill. 
I have 'een them in various places in the colony; 
;tnd you Ina;- see one within ten 1niJes of Brisl?a~1e. 
\Vlnt don this prove? It proves that the Gnffith 
Gmernment onld everv Lit of bud they could for 
the purpose of raising revenue, and one of the last 
and most stupid things they did, which was bound 
eventually to result in failure, was to actually 
sell the fronkge to the railway ,,tation in Roma 
street, par~ of which has been re-purchased. 
They adm1ttecl that they must get money, 
and if they had sold twice as mnch land 
as tlwy did they would have been a great deal 
les3 virtuous according to their own account, 
but they would not have had such a large deficit. 
\Vith reg·ard to the hon. member's criticism 
about the loan expenditure, I agree with him to 
a certain cxt·. nt. I do not want to give the hon. 
gentleman, nor do I think he would ask, !he 
credit for havm~ got over the d1fficulty by passmg 
a Bill to leg-ctlise the ,·otes passed in lJrevious 
years. He has no~ got over tbe difficulty at all, 
as the difficulty is that the J'riinistry spend money 
in a way the House has not sanctioned. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GHH'FITH: I said that 
we must pass an Appropriation Bill every year. 

Tbe HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: I shall 
nut dwell upon that. \Ve have to go a great 
deal fnrther th'm that to get at the foundation 
of the mischief. This is not a thing which has 
tnhen place iu the hon. gentle1nan's tirne or in 
my time, as it con,menced previous!:~; ; but. I 
have no doubt that we have all been smners m 
that way, and Parliament is yery much to 
l.Jlame-as their attention has been called to the 
fact-that they did not take steps to remedy the 
matter in a very pointed way. PreYions to the 
vear 1884 it was always a small amount of money 
\vhich was spent in this unauthorised manner, 
and it was almost equal to an ap]!ropriation 
by Parliament for a specific purpose, as it 
was spent during that year, or at all events 
during the following year. It was equivalent to 
an Appropriation Act, became the House when 
they voted the money meant it to be spent; but 
\V hen Parliarnent began to vote nwney in great 
big sums which could not possibly be spent 
during· the year, the natural result that was 
bound to follow did follow, and instead of 
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P:trliament ha ,·ing the sole control over the lor~ns 
of the colony, the Treasurer had the sole control, 
ancl th:.tt is the state of affairs at the pre
sent time. In looking for a remedy for thi,;, 
we cannot avoid looking into the causeq which 
have made the evil so great. \Vhen the Loan 
Bill of 1884 was pas,·,d, it was pointed out a,; 
plain!~· a.-; possible to every hon. member, that thP. 
B1ll VIrtually took the control of the loan vote.s 
completely out of the hands of Parliament, nnd 
put .it into the hancb of the Mini.stry. That wns 
the mev1table n sult, because that l\Iinistry could 
not live more than five years, unles3 they were 
fl!-appointed by the succeeding Parliament-as 
the dur,tion of Parliament can only be five 
years. The last Parliament-while acknow
ledging that the expenditure should not be rrre,,ter 
than a million and a-half per annum-delib~rately 
voted ~en millions of money, providing for th.e 
expenditure at that time of something" like seven 
millions, but thev voted money that could not 
poss1bly be Rpent m their time, ,,nd would reCJ.uire 
to be spent m the subsequent Parlimnent as we 
see now. Even the an1ount voted \Vas in~rea.sed 
by the way in which it wa.s manipulated. The 
late Government said, "\Ye have got so many 
hungry mouths to feed that we must "0 in for 
some pnblicwc:rks," and they put dciwn £100,000 
for a work wlnch £200,000 would not complete. 
That has been clone to a considerable extent, 
and Parliament has alwa,·s condonfrl this action 
on the part of the Colonial Treasurer. In fact 
in this colony Parliament will condone almost any: 
thing on the part of the. Treasurer, as long as he 
makes a statement at the end of theyertr. But thi•· is 
a fault, and agravefault on the part of a Treasurer 
which has always been condoned, and the result 
is that now, instead of waitin" until he is 
aut~orised by Parl.iament to expe~d £100,000 on 
:> rall.way, he .cons1ders he is perfectly justified 
In gmng on With the work, as he will have his 
action condoned afterwards. Parliament often 
approves of the plans and sections of a railway 
which will cost hundreds of thousands of pounds 
in excess of . the money voted for it, and the 
consequence 1s that the Tr,casurer considers he 
need not wait for the remainder of the money 
to be voted b,v ;parliament. The remedy for 
that doe.s not he m hon. members salvin" their 
consciences by passing a Treasury Bills Bill. 

0 
'l'hey 

know that they cannot possibly spend more than 
a million and a-half or two millions of loan money 
annually, and they should not vote more than tluit 
amount unle.ss they can see where the interest is to 
comG from. Let Parliament decirle what work. are 
to be co_nstruct~d, and let them approye of those 
works m detml, and then let them make the 
nec'lssary appropriation for each of those works. 
I do not think the Government in office should 
have to undertake such difficult work and work 
which of course does not add to 'the popu
larity of the Ministry. Bnt this is a matter 
far too serions to comider in connection with 
the popularity or unpopularity to be gained. 
\Vhen the finances of the colony are in the 
position they now are, we should a'll throw that 
?Onsideration aside. vV e cannot, of course, get 
m to a new groove all at once, but I shall urge 
upon the Treasurer, and I hope the hon. member 
will be alongside me in doing it, to bring about 
such a state of affmrs that, year after year, the 
_vote for the ensuing year-a,; approxirrmtely a.s 
1t can be calculated- shall be made from the 
loan fund as well as from the consolidated 
revenue fund. That ought to be done and to a 
gre.•.t extent it can be done. Of course'it cannot 
be donE' now, because most likely have 
already hypothecated the whole of the million 
anrl a-half to be expended during this y<;.tr, and 
the result will be that a great many necessary 
works will be bound down to a certain groove 
and it is not palatable that a Government should 

be bound down in a groove in the expenditure of 
money upon works that they are not responsible 
for, but which their predecessors actually shoved 
them into. I ~h>tllleave the Colonial Treasurer to 
speak for himself, but I shall promise for myself 
that we shall do everything we possibly can to 
give back to Parliament the control of the loan 
fund which theY have loot. I regret that the 
lcctder of the Op"position dirl not give us some of 
his own ideas as to how revenue should be raised in 
this colony, bece~nse, if the hem. member will 
turn t<J the p .• ge in the Colonial Treasurer's 
St::ttement where he refers to the increasing 
failure of the land revenue, he will see that 
something re<Jnires to be done. I shall not refer 
to the figures, ''S hem. members understand the 
argument perfectly well; but we have a con
stantly decret.sing revenue from the Land Act of 
187(). Tha,t is a matter of fact, and it is well 
known that the revem~e obtained under that 
Act w1ll expire in two years. No sufficient 
provision lws been made to take its place, as 
the .\et of 18S !, which was goil16 to pro
vide the money, has proved a failure in that 
respect, ancl it is quite ~vident that the lands 
should be made to produce revenue. I do not 
hesitate to s'tY that, considering the ''mount of 
land sold in the colony, I think we had better 
face the fads of those n1en who are going in for 
ideas which I think they do not believe in them
;;elves-at all events, they can give no reason for 
them-and adopt some rational scheme by which 
we mrty sell the lands of the colony, and get them 
populated. I believe we shall have to do that, 
and to f:tcf\ the fact that the land revenue from 
sale, of land must make up the deficiency, and in 
proportion to the popnlation produce as much as 
the Act of 1876. That will be sound legislation, 
and when it comes to the test, no :Yiinistry talking 
about land taxes or anything of that sort will 
have the slightest chance against a policy of 
that kind. A land tax would be but a mere 
f!e.1bite to what we want to get from the lands 
of the colony. I have· here a map taken from 
the last report of the JYiinister for Land.~, and on 
it is a 11ink space occupying half a page, represent
ing the whole of the bnds of the colony, 
while a little speck in the corner represents the 
amount of land which has been sold. Now, 
are we as statesmen-with all that large area 
of land to sell, in order to put money into the 
Treasury, and to do something for the trade 
of the colony-are we to confess that we are 
unable to get any revenue whatever by selling 
the fee-simple of the land, out.~ide the little 
speck in the corner of the map? That is absurd. 
\Vhen we have sold a far larger amount of the 
lanrls of the colony it will be time enough to 
speak about putting on a land tax. It will be a 
perfectly sound principle when we have sold 
most of our lands, and it would have been a 
sound principle if we had sold no land from the 
first ; but at present a land tax would be absurd. 

Mr. FOXTO::'-r: Have you a map showing the 
relative values? 

The Hox. Sm T. l\IciLWRAITH: No; 
but a thing of that sort can be easily made. 
The value depends a great de:tl on the popula
tion; and the sooner the land is populated, the 
better it will be for my argument. The land 
will never be of any value until it is sold. Hon. 
members should not forget that bad as were the 
evils connected with the Act of 187G, that Act 
led to good Teoults for the country. I admit 
that a large amount of land was illegally 
alienated under that Act-I refer to dummy
ing-but the uond fide selection produced a 
good sum of money for the Treasury, besides 
increasing trade. As soon ::ts a rnan got his 
land he was bound to improve it, and as 
soon as dummied lands went out of the hands 
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of the dnmmie", thev also were improved; 
and those improvements benefi tee! the tra ie of 
the colony. Now people can gt:t ennrnwns areas 
of land on long lease. They are not oblic:ed to 
improve it, except to such an'extent as will euable 
them to getalongerlease. And, as am.1tter of feet, 
the land selected under the Act of E84 doe' not 
produce to the colony, either in the chape of 
revenue or trade, one-tenth pMt of thr,t it would 
have done under the Act of 18/G. \Ve hrwe, 
therefore, to face the fact that ,, hrger revenue 
has to be derived from the land; and the Trea
surerwhofaces that properly will have the approval 
of a brge majority of hon. memben, buides 
the joy of seeing an overflowing Treasury in 
course of time. There is another thing to which 
attention ought to be directed. Almo~t the only 
works represented by our lorun expenditure tluLt 
pa:v any interest are our raih~, ays, "vhich r,re 
paying about 2} per cent. In round nun1bers 
the amount of intere, t they paid htst year 
was £350,000. But the amount of interest 
on our loans is over a million, and the balance 
has to be made up somehow. \Ve look in vain to 
other der"artments for assistance. I look upon 
our railways aa a most hopeful asset, anrl I am 
not. at all discouraged because I see them paying 
only 2JJ per cent. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: £18s. Gd. per cent. 

The HoN. SmT. MoiLWI~AITH: According 
to page 15 of the report of the Commissioner fOT 
llail wap, the Southern rtnd \Ve,tern Rail wrty 
pays 2'580; the Maryborough Railwa)' 3'107; 
the Bundaberg Railway 2'089; the C 'ntt.tl Rail
way 2·0!JO; on the Mackay Railway there is a 
loss; the Northern Hail way pays 6·294; C~irns 
Railway J·72!l ; and the Cooktown Uailway 
0'156 ;, making an average of about 2~ per 
cent. mterest on capital expended. That does 
not alarm me, but what I see on page 14 
does alarm me a little ; and I "ish to bring it 
under the notice of hon. members. The South 
Brisbane Railway, the Sunth Coast Railwrcy, the 
Brisbane V alley Hail way, the Hic,hfiel<ls Brc.nch, 
the Beauaraba Railway, the Killarney Branch 
line, the Kilkivcm Branch, the Ish; Branch line, 
the Springsnre line, the Clorrnont line, and the 
l1aven:-;wood Branch are all worked at a loss. 
They do not pay working expense ... ; and I have 
a great objection to such raihntys. Bnt looking· 
at the principal rail\-. "YS of the colony, I think 
we can look with a great de<tl of hope to them 
a;; an asset that will pay at least the interest; 
and I have no doubt th:1t if we considered it 
policy to do so, we might make them a source of 
revenue in a . few yeUJt's, As I sRid. before, 
they are the only public works that return 
anything in the shape of interest ; and. I 
do not think that is right. Something- like 
a million and a-half has been spent on our 
harbours and rivers, and the pe<>ple wbo enjoy 
the benefit of that expenditure lmve as much 
right to pay for it as those wbo use the railwavs 
have to pay for the use of them; but not a single 
fraction is got from that expenditure towards tbe 
payment of interest. The department con
nected with our hccrbonrs i, a non-paying depart
ment. Even the lights along onr coast are not 
paid for; that is to say, the departmental 
expenses are so great that they over-balance 
the revenue received, am! the same amy be 
said with regard to our pilot service. In fact, 
everything connected with our· shipping is a 
great deal too free in the prr <ent state of our 
finances. It is absurd, as protectionists, to say 
to the people of the colony, "\Ve will protect 
you against foreign trader,;," and at the same 
time say to the shippers, "\Ve will protect you 
against manufacturers in the colony." The prin
ciple I wish to see adopted is, that we shall get a 
fair price for the money expended on our harbours. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITR: The 
arnount is not so n1uch ; it is not rnore than a 
n1illion nnd a-half. 

The Hox. Sm T. MoiL\VUAITH: I think 
it is about a million and three-quarters. At all 
m-ents, the amount is a matter of caJculation, 
>.end does not effect the argument. The loans to 
municipalities and divisional boards do pay, but 
they are " small item. As " matter of fact, 
there is somethin•;· like .£(i00,000 th",t has to be 
mndc up from taxation to pay the interest on 
loans, where the re,-enue does not come from 
works for which those loans have been voted. I 
believe that should come from the lands of the 
colony. The Land Act of 1884, however, does 
not £>ay thr expense of \Yorking it ; it does 
not brjng in enough revenue to pay its own 
wCLy. I "think I have gone over all the points 
that have l1een rderred to by the hon. gentle
rnan jn his objections tn the Treasurer's 
Financial Statement. I congratulate the Trea
t\nrer on basing given a fair and honest 
stltemBnt of the financial position of the 
colony, and in having grappled with all the 
rlifficultic-, that he required to grapple with :l.t 
the present time. l-Ie could not grapple with the 
diftlculty of protection, nor is the country in a 
position to face it. Protectionists 1nust be a 
little more reasonable, they must talk more 
sense, and must not howl about the poor man 
being oppressed whenever a 15 per cent. duty is 
i1nposecl, because in Ron1e cases we shall have to 
put 25 per cent. on the same material. No one 
would be better pleased than I should to see the 
courage of the present Treasurer screwed up to 
such a point that he would adopt a tariff that 
would be in a real sense a protectionist tarifi for 
the colony. 

The HoN. Sm S. vV. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
~Tessop,-I rise to say only a few words about 
Table I, which the hon. gentleman said I did not 
8C'em to unde1·stand. I am afraid he does not un
derstand it. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: It wts I 
who invented it, and I have always been sorry 
for it. 

The HoN. Sm 8. W. GUIFFITH: Under the 
Act ]Jassed inl87•1 the financial year ends on the 
30th June, but the expcnditme on account of 
that year under the Appr0priation Act may be 
made up to the 30th of September, or later, if it is 
in pursuance of a contract made before that time. 
At the end of Each finrcncial year it is the prac
tice of the Treasury, and always has een, to. see 
how much of the money that has been authonsed 
to be spent has not been spent-that is the unex
pended bal:mce on the 30th of J nne. An 
estim:tte is thEn made as to hov.' much of 
that balance will not be required to be spent. 
That amount is called lapsed votes. That can 
only be aJ•proximutely estimated, bnt it can be 
ap]Jroximated very nearly, and the difference shows 
the ccmmmt of net linbility on account of the last 
preceding year. That is carried forward to the 
next year. On an twerage these liabilities come 
to very much the same one year as another, so 
that th'e amounts that have to be paid this year 
on account of last year's liabilities will be practi
cally equal to the nnwunt of this year's liabilities 
which will have to be paid out of next year's 
assets. This table becomes important when a 
a departure is made from that state of things. 
The table is not pure fiction ; at least it was not 
when I had it made up. The first line in the 
table show.;; the actual amount of money 
not expended from the votes of the previous 
year ; that is simply a matter of calculation. 
The votes which will lapse are also a matter 
of ec;timation by the Treasury, which I assume 
was made. Last ye,'lr the lapsed votes were esti
mated aL £90,000, and the actual amount which 
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bpserl wc1' £91,000. This year the amount is esti
Juated at £00,000. I assume thr.t is an honest 
estimate. This amount will not rerruire to be"pent, 
and the result therefore is, that on the 1st of July 
we owed £352,000 which we should have to pay 
on account of last year's liabilities, whereas on 
the previous 1st of July, we only owed £2G3,000on 
account of the previous year's Ji,ccbilities. The 
liabilitic'l this ye,,r incmred on nccount of the 
preceding tweive nwnths, :1nd not paid, ainonnt 
to £:352,000. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: No. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: If the 
table is true, that is so. 

The Hox. Sm T. MoiLWRAITH: The 
table does not meo,n that. 

The Ho~. Sm S. W.' GRIFFITH: Of course 
these liabilities, in one sense, are of no acconnt 
at all. \V e have to pay the money some clay, 
you can take a five years' period, if you like; 
it would not make am· actual difference if w." 
paid all thi.< money r,st year before the 30th 
June. It vv·ould uot rnake arn~ difference to one 
liabilities, oply we should thBn.have had a deficit 
of about £200,000 on the year's transaction',.. Do 
not hon. members see that when you rule your 
books off on the 30th of June it makes a very 
great deal of difference .to the a)Jparont surplus 
you have, to show how much deuts yon hrtve paid? 
?'he more debts you cm1 carry forward the larger 
JS the apparent 'urplus shown on the transaction. 
I say that this is done in the lll'dinary cour'e of 
the Treasury, and ordinttrily the amounts carried 
forward eacll yettr are about the same. 'l'his year 
the amount iJ not the same ; the ammmt carried 
forward for unexpended votes is £00,000 more 
than it was last year, consequently the actual 
expenditure has been £UO,OOO less than it wonld 
be under ordinary circumstances, and this £90,000 
deducted from the net saving,, of the year will 
make the reduction in the deficit only £27,000, 
instead of £117,000. 

The Ho:;-. Sm 'f. :\ioiL\VRAITH said: Mr. 
Jessop,-\Vhether Table I exists or not, it does 
not add or take out of the Treasury one single 
farthing or make the b>tbnce one farthing more 
or less. The monev would be accounted for in 
the same year and "the balance ctrriPd for" ard 
every year. ·what the hon. gentleman ought to 
have said is that he considers the amount should 
have been deducted from the surplus. I did not 
take credit for it last year. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Yes, you 
did. 

The HoN. Sm T. 1foiLWRAITH: The 
hon. gcntlem<'on knows full well that if he had 
the ghost of a chance of bringing forward such 
an argument he y:ould have done so. If he had 
the slighte't notion that such a construction 
could be put upon Table I he would have used 
it at once to show that insteC'od of a surplus there 
was an actual deficit of £200,000. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH : I 
actually did use that argument. 

Mr. UNMACK said: J\Ir. Jessop,-After the 
able criticism passed by the leader of the Oppo
sition upon the Financial Statement made by the 
Colonial Treasurer, I htwe no intention of 
occupying your time for very long. I should 
like to make a few remarks upon the subject, 
because I think we should each of us express our 
opinion upon the all-important subject of the 
finances of the colony. I may say that I 
listened with the closest attention to the 
Treasurer's Statement, and in spite of what has 
alrendy been sn,id by the Vice-President of the 
Executive Council, I must, as did the leader 

of the Opposition, confess my·"'elf to be very 
much disappointed with the information con
veyed in the st:>tement, and w1th the actual 
results of the year's operations. 'l:he e':plana
tions which the Trea mrer has g1 von us are 
ahcolutely meRgre, and I. mig-ht alm<mt ~ay nil. 
Tht:1Y have silnply consiKtetl of travennng tl_w 
different financial tallies which be has placed m 
our hands, and I certainly feel that he . woul~ 
have saved himself much labour and am<Jety 1f 
he had simnly asked us to take the tablt'' as 
read and mO:ke the best we could of them. 

The COLOXIAL TREASURER: You might 
not have understood them as I did. 

Mr. UNJ\IACK: I might not underst>encl them 
as the Treasurer does, and, in fact, I do not; I differ 
verv much from him in the manner of understand
ing·" the1n ; and that, probably, is lw~ause w~ do 
not ex:unine thern fron1 the sarne pmnt of view. 
Possibly the strictures which h>el'e been 1;assccl 
upon th'_' state1nent, us re;:;·ardK the onn8swn of 
YfTj hrge sums which honld have hr ·n included 
in the estimatecl exrwnditure, hy the leader . of 
the Opposition, are perfectly justifiable and eao1ly 
borne out · but there is po:c,ibly an excuse for 
theseomis:ionsto be found in the fact of having lwJ 
the•e tables "" hastilv prepared. The officers of 
the Treasm·y deserve very grccLt credit indeed 
for their despatch, and for the seemingly careful 
manner in which these tables have been so 
quickly prepared, because, co~sirlering that the 
financial year only ck,,e,; on the uOthJ une, the t1me 
at their disposal for the work has been very short 
indeed. I mention this bncause ort pre-:ious occa
sions I have already expressed my opinion that it 
would be a crreat aclntntage to the Treasury, and 
nwre especi~lly to the Trf\Lsnre_r in br!nging his 
Financial Statement before the House, 1f the close 
of the financial year was altered to the 31st l\Iarch. 
If that were done, it would enable the Treasurer 
to carefully weigh all the facts l1efore him, t.o 
estimate his ways and means, and to see tha~ h1s 
fi n·ures were carefully and correctly corrl]nlcd. 
He could then place his statement before the 
House after more careful consideration and 
at an earlier d:1te than he can do now. I 
Ray that, under the circumstances, great prai:-;e 
is due to the officers of the Treasury for 
the desratch "ith which they b'wc prepared 
these table". The Trec,snrer congratulates us 
upon the improved 'tn,te of our finances. 
I do not share that feeling, because the actu:1l 
reduction of the deficit is not what it ought to 
have been in accordance with the result, we were 
led to expect from the tariff, and conoidering 
that the deficiency could have been w1pcc\ off to 
a n1nch OT..::'<tter extent if 1nore econornicnJ 
manageme~t had been )!Lcctised on the part of 
the Government. There are clirierent ways of 
sr'"taining the assertion which I make, and I will 
do so in the first instance hy referring to the 
financial results of the operation of the tariff. 
The Treasurer admits that the tariff is not 
popular. I go further thr_tn that,. and say th.at 
the tariff has created a wule feehng of dJssatJs
faction from one end of the colony to the 
other. It has very comiderably increased the 
cost of living, as will be seen on reference to 
Table L, where we find that during the last 
year, from Customs re1 enue alone, the cost of 
living has increased at the rate of 10s. 1 Od. per 
head of the population, whilRt the total increase 
of taxation amounts to 13s. 4d. per head. Of 
this extra cost the Customs, as I said, is rf''3pon
sible for 10s. lOd., w hi eh is no small item, more 
especially as many of the article" that have been 
taxed are r.rticles of necessity. It is a fact 
which cannot be disputed, that the t:criff was 
most positively introduced for the purpose of 
reducing the deficit. I will quote a few wor~s 
used at the time by the then Treasurer, S1r 



986 Supply. [ASSEMBLY.] Supply. 

Thomas Mcilwraith, in his :Financial Statement; 
they are to ,he found on page 21G of last year's 
Hansanl. 'I he hon. gentleman said:-

" 'l'o reeapitnlate shortly-the GoYernmcnt have done 
everything they po.-·«ibty eonld to rcdw~e the expcncli
Lure .. 'l'lwy found tlt,tt. un(lel' the ordiurry rate of 
b.txatiOn u laL;e deficit lwtl accrnell that must be }Jro-
Ylll~,;l for .. 'I'llat clt•1ieit r:d tO pl'OYide for 
?:r wc~·c.tsmg the Cut-· mns of the cclony, and, 
m one Item, aboli · hing tlw cxci~e. 
And, further on, he said :-

" 1'he estimate under the nt \Y tar if!' i', I believe, 
sound, aml \Yill re alt in t!1e balanc": from 
the debtor to the credit side. 
Looking at the tariff from that point of view, 
wh~t hc.s been ~he re·mlt? I propose to tre:tt the 
tanff as a spt·c1al and :sep,.r.ute source of revenue 
which has been eet aside for one certain purpose 
-namely, to reduce the deficit. Tlwn we find 
that the tar·iff has produced, over and above the 
'2~e. ':l'~ch the oltl tari!f haH gi~e~r us, the s?m ~Jf 
£2.,G,o.J8, And what rs left "' rt? I rnmntam 
that the whole of th:tt £2DG,OOO ought tn h:tve 
been sacredly applied to the reduction of the 
deficit. 'There is only £116 000 left of it· and 
therefore, I sn,y tha~ if ~-on ~an bring you: mind 
to exclude that tarrff-rf you assume that that 
tariff had never been imposed-the country, 
under the J:t,t twelve months' nmnagement has 
absolutely gone £HO, 000 to the bad. ' 

The PRE:\liER: We know that. 
J\lr. UN:\L1CK: I c;ay that the ta;·iff was im

posed for the purpose of clearing off the deficiency, 
an~, ~h.at therefore the whole of the n:tra money 
-£2ob,OOO-ought to havr heen devoted to that 
llllrJJO,c. Instead of that there is only £1Hi,OOO 
left, :tnd I say that, ac:suu:ing that the tariff 
had not been imposed, the country is £HO 000 
worse off than it was twelve inonths ~go. 
Now, when we remember th:tt these :tre moneys 
that ha v~ been pressed out of the people in a 
w:ty , wlucb .has proved most objectionable, I 
certamly tlnnk that the Gov2rnment have 
?roken faith with the taxpayers in appropriating 
rt to any other J!nrpns<Js than those which they 
were specrally mtende<l for. It might be 
ex.cnsalJle if the ordin:1ry general revenue had 
farlecl, but it lms done nothing of the sort, 
bec:tuse we find that in addition to the 
£2,3li, 000 derived from the new tarifi, there 
has been a further increace over the previous 
yn1r of £180, ·)G7, which makes a total excess over 
the revenue of the previous ye· tr of £437,134. I 
nw~· not be correct as to a few pounds-I am 
taku;g round numbers, :tnd would point out that 
of tins £-131,0(;\J only £11G,OOO remains ; therefore 
I contend that the Government have spent 
£320,000 over and above wh:tt was srent in the 
previous yc:tr. Th·tt, looking at the general 
st~te of the fimuJCes, certainly does not show 
ev1denc<: of duo care and rec;-arrl for economy. 

The COJ~ONIAL TimASUHER: What 
about the increase in the interest on the public 
debt-£88,000? 

Mr. UNM \.CK : That is a comparatively 
~mall item., Against th:tt yon may put th'e 
mterest rece1ved from municipal bodies and local 
authorities, which amounts to over £30,000. 
But the more we look into the''e matters the 
worse they appear. The Colonial Treasurer told 
us in reference to the \Vorks Department that--

'"rhe lat.e Treasurer pla.rcrt the sum of £175,£)()5 as the 
probable expenditure of tbis department.. bnt referenf'e 
to the retnrn:~ of cxpcndiinl'e will show tl:at the amount 
r'x:pen(led falls short of tllc e-.ti~11ato hy the snm of 
£!1(~.3~:3. This mnonnt, no doubt, <'an b011.crmmtcd for, 
mamly by a unrr.bcr of the works not havin; been 
earried out." 
I E<ay this is 1naking n1atters worKe and worse. 
Here we find that in face of the drmwht, and in 
the face of extra taxation, the Gover~ment has 
been absolutely starving the country by not 

going on with public works which were intended 
and required-and then they call this saving 
money. I contend that if they had managed 
things properly this 1::00,000 should have been 
spent among-st the people to t>rovide labour for 
them and help them. That would have been 
the proper \Vay to encourage industry. The 
Treasurer also told us that in connection with 
the Defence l<'orce ther·e is a saving of £13,753, 
but the Estimates show an increase of £7,000 in 
this department. l<'urther, we find in the Mines 
and \Vorks Department £G,OOO more for various 
purposec;, so that there is an increase of about 
£13,000 for the Defence .Force. I am really begin
ning to fear that this force is nothing more than a 
cancer that is rapidly growing and eating into 
our revenne. There appears to be no limit to 
the expenditure for this pnrpo:;e. Look where 
:vuu like, you find votes for the Defence :Force 
hidden a\vay and cropping up in all dir0ctions. 
I think the time has come when we should know 
the limit to which the country io t~bout to be 
pledged for this force. Year after year we find 
the expen:-;c increa c:.ing, n.nd the sooner we know 
tLe extent of our liabilities in this direction the 
bett01·. Another subject to whic]j I desire to 
refer is the rnoRt al:1nning rednctioii in the per~ 
centage retnrns frorn our rail \vays, according 
to the tables furnished to us, and I must say 
that the state of affairs disclosed surpasses all 
reasonable belief. The returns from our rail
ways only amount to £1 Ss. Gd. per cent., 
and I really cannot understand how this has 
been brought about, I may here point out that 
there are some very inexplic:tble figures in Table 
Q, to which I wish to direct attention. :For 
instance, in the \Vide Bay and Bnrnett district, 
I notice that there has been an incre:tse of only 
seventeen miles of line; the traffic receipts upon 
these seventeen miles have been apparently 
£2,217, whilst-and here is the most extra
ordinary part of the business-the expenditure, 
presumably upon these seventeen mile' has been 
no less than £18,G39. I cert:tinly think figures such 
as these ought to have been explnined to ua by 
the Treasurer. How can we possibly arrive at 
any conclusion from them as to whether the 
1nann,gmnent of this line is such as it onght to be. 
No wonder that the percentage of receipts on this 
line has been reduced to 5s. 5d. per cent. On the 
next page of the same table I find the l'\ orthern 
Railway in almost the r-ame extraordinary condi
tion. There ha" been no increase in the 
mileage since 1877-8, the figures being 2GO 
miles; the receipts h:tve decreased by £1,G21; 
there has been an increa'·e of £3,352 in the 
expenditure, and the rate of the percentage 
of receipts has been red need by !Js. lld. per 
cent., from £G 4s. '1d. in 1887·8 to £4 Hs. 5d. 
inl888-D. These are things th.<.t want explaining. 
On the Macka~· Railway there are thirty·one 
miles in existence, the same as in 1887·8. The 
receipts have been reduced by £2,814--

An HONOU!lABI,E MMIBER: No sugar to export. 

Mr. UNMACK : If there is less sugar to 
export the expenses ought to be less, but instead 
of that, while the income has decreased by 
£2,814, the charges ha' e increased hy £379, 
making a total difference of nr,trly £3,1()3 on this 
line. Those are figures that the Treamrer should 
have explained in making his Financial State· 
ment. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: They wilt 
be explained in due time. 

Mr. UNMACK: I maintain that they ought 
to have been explained when the :Financi:tl 
Statement was laid before us, so that we should 
be enabled to judge of how these lines are 
managed. Of course we all expect and hope 
that the new system just inaugurated under the 
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Rail WiLY Commi, .ioners will bear good fruit, and 
po'·sibly some of these di:;crepancies will be 
altered. I contend that, with such discreJoancies 
before us, especially those I have pointed out in 
connection with the \Vide Bay and Burnett 
Railway, it would be far better to clme them at 
once rather than rnn them at such enormous 
loss, or to char~;e the lo,;s to the districto con
cerned. 'l'he next item I desire to draw attention 
to is the new arrangen1ent which we arc evi
dently about to have in connection with the 
Colonial Stores. I am very plused to see that 
such an arrangement is about to be made, but it 
itppears to me that it will be of considerable 
cost to the country, because, on looking at the 
items, I find that they are exrAssively heavy. 
First of all there is a reduction in the amount of 
stores of £15.000, mHl we are told that there is 
nothing to he supplied to the departments but 
stationery, except to the Post Office and the 
Railway Department. Now, if the'htbour of the 
officerc in the Colonial Stores is to be decreased, 
how is it that not a single officer is being taken 
away from that department? vVe are told that 
the amount of work is to be reduced, as they 
are to supply less stores to the various depart
ments ; but on going through the Estimates I find 
that this £15,000 is replaced by £21,000 di.stributed 
among the different depltrtment:; for stores, so 
that there is a direct increase in stmes of over 
£5,000. I do not know whether that is a R;) Atem 
which will answer the purpose. vVe haYe had 
no information yet how this is to be managed, 
although no doubt it will he given by-and-hy, 
when the .Estima.tes of the particular depart
ments are under consideration. "\V e ha Ye bad 
no information yet as to whether each depart
ment is to buy its own stores, or whether 'they 
are to be under some supervision. No doubt the 
Colonial Treasurer will sup:Jly the information. 
I wish to point out that there is a great increase in 
the expenditure, for reasons not explained, whilst 
the same staff is to be kept to do less than half the 
work which they are now doing. The remarks 
made by the Colonial Treasurer in reference to 
the boring for artesian w ,1.ter-that the charges 
should in future be paid by the different boards 
and municipalities concerned-I quite agree 
with ; but I certainly consider that the actual 
works themselves should be retained in the 
hands of the G m-ernmf;nt, because they are 
best able to do that work with advantag·e to the 
country, and certainly with advantage' to those 
immediately concerned. I quite believe in that 
system, and think that those who are to have 
the benefit of the water supply ought to bear the 
burden, and not the general taxpayer. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : I haYe 
said that, as you will find if you read the 
:Financial Statement. 

Mr. U,NMACK: I vas saying that I quite 
agree w1th the hon. g·entleman in that opini<m. 
'!.'he <jue,tion of \Vays and Means has cert':<tinly 
been most lightly touched upon by the Colonial 
Treasurer, and, according to my idea, it has been 
de:tlt with in a most unsatisfactory manner. 
The hon. gentleman says that we are to remain 
as we are-in other words, there is to be no 
change of any kind-and he gives this as his 
reason:-

"The Government, after devoting the most careful 
attention to the question of \V~tys and :Jieans, have re
solved to continue the pre.sent tariff, at, least for the pre
sent financial year. One oft he mainreasonswhythey have 
arrived at this conclusion is that it is not arlvi<;;'lblc at 
so early a period to mak0 any alteratiOn that wonld 
result in disturbing the scttic<.l arrangements of trade 
and cornrnerce, t<uch as ·would rr.,ult from a revision uf 
the taritf at so early a stage of its operation. Even if 
the state of the reYcuue permitted it, I think the 
tariff should be allowed to Tun a :-;ufficicnt time 'to 
enable hon. members and the country (generally to see 
the effects of it in good seasons." 

Now, up to a certain point, I agree with the hon. 
gentleman. I agree that it is not desirable to 
disturb the tariff, but I give a different reason 
entirely. It ought not to be rlisturbed beca:me 
the result i~ not goocl, ouly we want something 
n1ore. Sn1ely there are other sources frmu which 
the Colonial Treasurer can obtain extra taxation, 
bece~use the sooner we wipe out the deficit 
the better; hut, at the vresent rate, it will 
take five yettrs at least tu wive it off. I 
say the tariff could be readjusted in some·way 
without disturbiug com1uercbl relations, but at 
any rate there are two sources of revenue which 
might be ttdded to the tariff, and which would 
have given immense satisfaction to the public 
generally, and which would not have interfered 
with anyone, had they been added before, as they 
arc both sources upon which large profits are made 
by those dealing in the articles. At the same 
time the price would not he increased to the 
consumer. If the tariff has been proclaimed 
obnoxious, certainly the remov':'l of the excised uty 
on beer has heen more obnoxwus to the general 
public than anything ever done hefore by the 
1\Iinistry. Taking the figmes which we1e supplied 
in the paper mol'ed for by the hlm. member for 
lp>nvich,~d\Ir. Barlow-bnt of which I doubt the 
correctnesR, although I_ ~-un not in a po::;it.ion to 
prove it-I find that the exci~e duty on beer last 
year would have been £34,279 4s. Gd. Now, I 
believe it would have been t40,000, taking into 
account the increase in the vrocluction of the 
article. The amount received on hops and 
malt was £1G,OOO, and d0ducting that, there 
would have he-en increase to the revenue of 
£18,000 had the excise duty on beer continued; 
and I think that duty might fairly be put on agttin. 
It would give greatsatiHL1ction, while it would not 
interfere with the profits of the retailers, and it 
certainly would not increase the price of the 
article to the consumer. Then the other source 
of revenue I refer to iR an additional tax of 2e. 
a gallon on spirits. T>tking the consumption 
which ha> been given us, that would produce a 
sum of £54,2GL Kow, £54,000 in rouml num
bers on thcct and £20,000 on beer is a total 
of nearbt £7ii,OOO, which would easily slip int<J 
the coffers of the Treasury, and relieve the 
general taxpayers to that extent. No one 
would ohject to that taxation, and it \Youlcl 
relieve the Colonial Trea-,urer of a great deal 
of anxiety. "\V e should be doing a good 
thing if we did nothing else with this money 
than de1·ote it to useful works to give employment 
to those in need of it in these bad times. I shall 
not detain the Committee any longer, and I 
"shall now conclude by saying that I am not 
satisfied with the financial operatJOns of the 
Go.-ernment during the past year. The amount 
of taxation imposed upon the people has not 
been applied as it was intended it should be 
applied. About five-eighths of it has been spent 
in general charges and general administration, 
which I think was a breach of faith. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. 
M. H. Black) said: Mr. Jessop,-I am not 
at all surprised that the hon. member for 
Toowong is not satisfied with the Treasurer's 
Statement. It is quite evident that the leader 
of the Opposition also is not satisfied, and it is 
extremely doubtful if any hon. gentleman on 
that side is satisfied with it. The peculiar posi
tion those hon. gentlemen occupy is that of 
severe critics ; and I can hardly expect them to 
otherwise than honestly criticise the statement, 
and at the same time exprc,s the most extreme 
dissatisfaction with anything which emanates 
from this side, including, of course, the general 
financial pvlicy of the Government. I must say 
the speech of the leader of the Opposition did not 
have that hearty ring which some of his criticisms 
ha\'e. I think he knows perfectly well that the 
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Government in, their efforts to retrieve the finn,n
cial position of the colony and place the finances 
on a rnore satisfactory footing than h" "as 
nnfortunately compelled to leave them in, has 
resulted in so much success that he does not 
think he can hom tly criticise what has been 
done, There is no intention on the part of 
the Government of altering the t.triff. If the 
sugge:tiou of the hem. 1nernLer for Too\vong
were carried out -if c, duty were pnt on 
bed, 'and the duty on spilits increased l1y 2s. 
per gallon-it would lead to a revision of the 
whole of the tariff; and we lmve no intention of 
doing that. I think the hriff lms -.vorked s''ltis
factorily up to the present time, \Ve are qnite 
satisfied on this side, at all e"ents; and as the 
public becorne nwre and more f::uuiliar with the 
canses which brought about the present tariff-
chiefly the gross extrava~arw' of the previous 
Govornment-I think they will admit that this 
Governn1ent have done Aomething at all events 
in the direction of putting the financial atinirs of 
the colon:· in a far better l""ition thfm we found 
them. It is not the first time that the previous 
Government have left a deficit ; and they will do 
it again tJ-,s first opportunity they have, especially 
if we leave them a ,,urplus. , 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: There is 
no immediate probability of that, at any mte. 

The JYH:;\fiSTER FOR LANDS : I think if 
this G overnrrF~nt snccw:d in con veTtiug the 
r•re.,ent def'icit into a surplu,; they will have the 
good sense to sp ·ml it before their succe8Sors 
take office, or at any rate appropriate it in 
snch a manner tlmt they will g-et the credit 
of rt. If hon. gentlemen refer tn Table K they 
will find 1'50lTie extrmuely intere;-;ting information. 
In the year 1878-9 there was a deficit of £21G,OOO; 
in the next year that rleficit was reduced to 
£G1,000. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. G lUFFITH : Including 
£129,000 transferred from the Hllilway Reserves 
fund. 

The l\IIKISTER FOR LANDS: I will g-ive 
the hon, g-entleman credit for all those little 
amonnts. I aw r,-ferring to the general principle 
carried nut nn thi8 side, in contrndi:stinction to 
the principle the leader of the (\pposition has 
inv.·ria\Jly carried out when he has had the 
opportunity-that is, to l-·.nd the colony in debt. 
That deficit of £()1,000 \\ •,- in the next year 
convertecl into a surplus o£ £Zt)G,OOO, 

'fhe Hox. Sm S. W. GULF.FITH : How? 
The l\IINISTJm I<'OR LAKDS: I leave the 

hon, gentleman and his fl'iemlo to explain thllt, 

The Hox. Sm S. IV. GRIJiFITH: Look at 
the fOotnote. By borrowing 1noney. 

Tlw ?viiXISTER FOE T~"~:;\l"DS: In 1b80-l 
we h"d a surplus of £2(iC,OOO; the next ye.1r 
there wa,; a surplus of £21_8,000 on the year's 
tranBnctinnr.;; in 10?2-3 there wa:s a further sur~ 
plus of .£Gfl,lB4; and in 1 R83-4 there was again a 
surplus o£ J:3D,70G. At all events in those four 
years there was a surulus of £GO,l,307. The 
leader of the Oppoeit.ion, when he took othce in 
1884, hachsurpluwf £310,000. The very first ye:tr 
o£ the administration of his Government they 
converted, that surplus into a cldicit of £'"9,1D7; 
the next ye>tr the deficit on the year's transactions 
was £221,865; in 188G-7 the deficit on the year's 
transactions was £455,88~; and in 18cl7-8 the 
deficit on the year's tran,.actions was £191,3Gil. 
On those four years they had a d.eficit of £96-~,313. 
And what was the result? An indignant country 
would not have their financing any more. Yet, 
JYir. Jessop, those are the cl'itics who find fa.ult 
with us. \Vetookofficeundera mostunexampled 
difficulty-that of facing a deficit of not less than 
£602,000 left us by our predecessors; yet we have 

not only in one ye::trsucceeded in stemming-the tide 
of financial disaster into which our predecessors 
had led the colony, bnt have produced a surplns 
on the year's transactions of £llG,8-iG, and that 
aftPr paying- £88,000 additional in the shape of 
interest on our loans. I have no doubt that, 
corrnnencjng, ar;; \Ve h'tVe done, with a sul'plus 
of £11G,8-Hi on the first year's transactions, 
we shall, year by yc.tr, reduce the deficit, 
without unduly ]'l'essinp; on any class of the 
commnnity; and I maintain that we have no 
rip;ht to be severely criticised by onr opponer::ts 
when we are endeavouring to remedy the dis
aster in which they hncled the colony. The 
leader of the Oppo··ition asked, '·How is the 
bulk of this made up?" and he answered, "By 
auction sales." I have not the slighte-t hesita
tion in saying that I am a firm belie<er in auction 
,,tles as a part of our lam] system. I do not 
believe in auction sales to the exclusion of other 
land settlement, but,'" l say, as a part of our 
land system, and there is no g-reater proof of the 
popularity of auction sales than the readiness 
with which the people responded to the auctions 
of the present Government, sLimving- their decided 
preference for freehold as tcgainst leasehold. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIF:B'ITH: You only 
sold town lands. 

'fhe J\IIKISTER FOR LANDS: We have 
only power to seil town lands; but I trust that 
those h<m. members who hold \vith us as to the 
wisdom of auction sales "ill, in view of the snc
ce,, of these sales, give us power to sell increased 
quantities of country lands. 'What wn,s the 
cause of the finftncial depression in which the 
prerious Govennnent left the colony? It wa,s 
the Land Act of 1884, which was supposed not 
only to settle the people on the land but to 
leave an overflowing Treasury. \Ve know that 
fine~ncially that /cct was a mistake. I will not 
severely criticise the len,der of the OppositiOn, 
"ho was one of the chief ,pii·its who pitooed that 
Land Act. That has been done so often that it 
would be almost cruel to heap coals of fire on 
his head. I hope that, in the g"neral intere->t 
of the country, and seeing how abwlutely 
necessary it is that the financu of the country 
should be put in a better position, the Commit
tee will come to the conclusion that it is only 
rip;ht that g1·eater revenue should be derived from 
th-e l;cnds of the colony than is derived from 
them at the present time. The actual state 
of the auction sale; dnring the past yPar was 
this : \Ve estimated to sell £100,000 worth of 
land, and in addition to that, as stated in the 
Estimates, we had to the credit of the delJart
ment, a" b:-~lanceof sales made by our predech, cors 
in office, the sum of £14,000. That made£114,000, 
which it was anticipated would come into the 
Treasury during the year fron1 auction sales. 
\Vhenever the people of the colony communicated 
with the department ""'king for certain lands to 
be thrown open to auction, I met their wishes. 

The Ho:'!. Sm S. W. GHIFI•'ITH: Yon mean, 
antici1Jated their wishes ! 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: As the hon. 
gentleman says, I anticipated their wishes, and I 
will always anticipate their wishes if I think it 
is a desirable thing to do, and it is in accord 
with my ow11 idea>'. \V ell, we received £124,G87 
from auction sales last year. The credit, when 
we took office, was £14,000, which leave'l 
£110,687 as the amount that hac actually come 
into the Treasury during- the vear, so tiNt we 
excte led our estim:tte of £100,000, by £10,000. In 
a<ldition to that, I am plea,ecl to inform the 
Committee we have a credit of £65,000 yet 
unpaid. In other words, owing to the system of 
deferred payments for auction sales, we have 
£65,000 to the credit of the Lands Department, 
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on .a?count of sales for the current year, and I 
ant!CJpate a further revenue from this source of 
£100,000, making the total revenue for the current 
year £1G~,OOO. And I contend that it ought to 
bethreetm1esasmuch as that. I contend that the 
land revenue should Jl'IY the interest on the loans 
expended on our r,dh, a vs. \Ve are borrowinu 
~noney fortheimproverne1~t oft he public c Jtate, th~ 
lmproven:ent of the lands of the colony, <tud it 
ls only nght that those lancl.s should provide a 
revenue sufficient t" pay the interest on our 
loans, and that was always the case until the 
Land Act of 1884 came i{, force. I ::~d rnit tint 
we have been extremely active, 8.nd I intend to 
continue to be active in bringing forward lands 
for auction. If hon. members could point out 
that by doing so we hltve retarde,! other settle
lllent-grazir~g fanns, hon1estead, or village 
~ettlement-m llny w_ay, then they mig·ht have 
Just cause for complmnt. But it is quite the 
contrary. Land Helection lms not at any time 
since the commencement nf the Act of 1SS'1 been 
nwre gener.~.ol, or 1nore ad v Ltnced in the interest::~ 
of nll cla~· Bs of selectors than it ha· brPn dm·in~ 
the past year. 'l'o ohow this I will take th~ 
figures for the last year of our predecessors- the 
year 1888. 'What do we find? There were 
selected in that ye8.r !)S! hmnestead farms 
of 1GO acres and under, comprising an area of 
132,071 8.Cres, and yielding an annnal rental of 
£2,2.'5!) 3s. 4d. That is a class of settlement 
which should be encouraged and is being 
encouraged. There were 249 agricultural fm·ms 
of over 1GO. a?rcs, embracing an area of 113,512 
a"-res, and gr vmg an 8.nnual rental of £1,547 3s. 4d. 
'fhis was the mnount of selection that took place 
when the L8.nds Department was presided over 
by a gentlem8.n who h8.d th<~t class of settlement 
thoroughly at heart-! rueltn the hon. member 
for South Brisbnne, ::\fr. Jordan. The tot<tl 
number o! farms of the•.e two cl:t.sst''' was 1, 233, 
represent1ng an area of 245,584 acres, and an 
annn8.l rental of £3,ROG Gs. Sd. Of grazing 
farms there. _were 111, comprising 513, 7ii!l 
acres, aml f11Vmg· an mmual rental of £2,727 
l"ls. 10d. 'l he total nnmber of farms of all 
cl a' "es selected during that yeal' was 1,3H, the total 
ar<'-' selectecl W8.s 7il9,342 acres, and the total 
annual rental was £G,5-l3ls. Gel. That is that threc
qnarters of a million of acre, actuallY alienltted 
h1 \ arious ways, only Lrought in to 'the country 
a revenue of £6,543, 8.n utterly insignificant 
amount. I contend, therefore, thllt it is :tb'-o
lutely neces,.ary that some means should be 
adopted to obtain additional revenue from our 
lands. Row I will point out what has been done 
during this ye8.r. There h8. ve been selected 1,241) 
homeste8.rh f8.rms of lGO acres and under as 
against G-!4 the previous year. representing an 
area of 1.')9,022 acre,, an cl producing an annual 
rental _of £2,()23 Gs. ; and 26G agricultnral farm', 
as against 240 the previons year, cmnprising an 
area of 134,147 acres, and yielding an annual 
rPnt of £1,9:50 4s. lld. The total number 
of f8.rms of these two classes selected durin~ 
the past Yeat' is 1,512, total area selected 293,1GD 
8.~res, an<1 total annual rent £4,875 10s. lld. 
But it is in the direction of grazing farms that 
the greatest in~re8.se has taken place. The 
nutnber of g~azing farms selected is 204, as againRt 
111 the prevwus yellr, 8.nrl thefle comprise an area 
of 1, 3HO, 038 acres, as aga.inflt 513 750 acres for the 
previous year, and give an ~nnual rent of 
£7,819 O.s. Gd., as against £2,127 14s. 10d. The 
total num!Jer of farms of all classe' taken up last 
yea~r iR 1, 7Gl), co1n pri~ing; an aggregate area of 
l,G83,207 acres, and y1eldmg ltn annual rental of 
£12,734 lls. 5d. I mention thhe facts to show 
that notwithstanding that auctwn sales h;we been 
held to .o, greater extent th8.n previou:;ly, yet 
other settlement, the alienation of land under 
other clauses of the Act, has not been retarded. 

There is another reason showing the absolute 
necessity of looking upon this matter from 8. 
mtional point of view, and seeing that our land 
should contribute to a greater extent th8.'n it has 
been doing hitherto to the revenue of the colony. 
I tln not kno\V if hon. nlenlbers are aw~1re of it, 
]Jut onr land order li.JJi!itics alone up to the 
present time 8.mount to no loss than £37,Gi50. 

The Ho:-r. Sm b. W. GHIFFITH: I wish 
they "·ere a great de8.] more. 

'fhe MI:\ISTEH 1'0R LA:NDS: The hrm. 
gentleman ~":vs he wishes they were 8. great deal 
more. I dare S<ty he dne···· I wish they were more, 
if at the same time we could ensure settlement, 
and also ensure a reasonable revenue to the 
State. Hon. g- ntlemen must underst8.nd that 
that £37,1)50. worth uf bml means more than a 
whole yc·ar'8 bnd revenue at the present time 
under the Act of 188-1. \Ve do not know to 
what extent thE'·e bncl orders may be availed 
of for the selection of bnd during any year, 
and it will be a 1no~t nonfiicting element 
for any I\Iini.·~t0r for Lands to consider in 
making an estimate of antieitmtecl revenue; and 
it will ahn1ys have the same tendency to UJmet 
the Tremmrer's cr,_culations. The hon. TYwn1l1er 
for Toowong made 8. renmrk which I could not 
help taking a note of at tbe tjrne. J-le 
suggested, I believe in 8.11 sincm·it.:~·, that all 
non-p8.ying milway lines should be closed up, 
becalme they were non-paying. 

HO:I"Ol:RABLE c\IEMBERS : He did not me8.n 
that. 

The MINISTER FOR I,1\J\'DS : Th8.t is 
what he said, and I wonldlike him to a.;sure me 
that he did not me8.n that. If he meant that he 
should carry the principle a little further, and 
suggetit the shuttiu~ up of our t~legraph lines 
and pn ·,t-office. \v !Jat alJOut the Hcubours and 
Hivcr.:-; l)epartment? rTho~e departn1ents are 
not returnimx any revenue fot the n1oney ex
pended upon them. I think the hon. gcntlenmn 
made 8. mistake when he said that. I do not 
think it is possible he could mean it, because 
thl'l'8 arc a great nutny line:-3 in the Southern 
part of the colony the1t. are not paying a great 
axnonnt of interet1t upon the 1none~~ P-cpended 
on their con,truction. I do not 8.ttach very 
rnuch irnportn:1ce to rn:ihv.tys paying a heavy 
rn,te of interest, 1H I believe thP indirect 
good they do, by enabling· people to settle 
upon the lands of the colony, where they 
would be other\Vi1:le unnhle to get a reason-
8.hle return for their bbour, is 8. sntfic \ent induce
ment for this country t0 go on 'Cith railway 
extension for some years to cmnr.,, Our raihY:tys 
must be extended. \V11n.teYer financial condition 
we n1ny be plaC'ed in fron1 time to time, one thing 
is certain, al'!'"d that is that if we wish to de,·elop all 
the industries of this enormous territory, it will 
have to be clone by railway extension chiefly, 8.nc1 
the country must be prepared to make sacrifices 
from time to thne tc, lneet tbe DE'CCfiSf.Lr~;· BX})endi
ture. I think the Comruittee should adopt the 
principle that whatever inte1est it is necessary to 
pay upon onr raihv_tys, it is only a fair thing that 
the lancl.s of the colony, being especi:.IIy benefited 
by railway constrnction and extension, should by 
sorne n1ean~ he rmvle to contribute the interest 
upon the cost of railv .. Ly con8tl'nction. 

:Hr. GllOO:'It said: Mr .. Je,sop,-I am not 
snrpri ,~d at the J\~ini~}._,er for Land.:;; rising thus 
em·ly in the clelxtte to intimate to us wh8.t is 
evidently to be the policy of the c-:::.overlnnent in 
the future wLh re~;.crd to the land. The h<m. 
gentlmn:tn says that heiR ~ thorough believer in 
the auction system, "ncll tell the hou. gentleman 
that I am qniteasfinn a disbeliever in tbatsystem. 
I say that if we proceed to sell our lands in the 
m8.nner enunciated by the Minister for Lands, it 
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will simply mean ruin to the country. We 
have already, by former land legislation in 
that direction, assisted in the aggregation of 
large estates, more than has been the case 
in other colonie<, almost to the same extent 
at all events. In some cases the estates 
so formed are as large as those in New South 
\Vales, thoug·h there are a few cases in New 
South \Vale, of estates much lttr"er than tho.;e 
here. I think I Inight pnt rny finRer nnw on one 
larg·e freehold estate here containirw about a 
quarter of a million acres of land," and that 
e~tate is entirely unproductive, except for the 
depasturing of a few sheep, whilst it blocks 
settlement and obstructs the real progress of the 
country. The hon. gentleman says thc.t that is 
his policy ; he is going· to assist in the aggrega
twn of large estates. 

The MINISTER FOR LANVS : I did not 
say anything of the sort. 

Mr. GROOM : That is undoubtedly the policy; 
no other cmJCllF,ion can be drawn from his 
speech. The h<m. gentleman must se,y one thing 
or the other. I have closely watched the land 
s:tles which h:we taken place already under the 
h?n. g:entleman, and they hm·e not been in that 
drrcctron ~1p to the present time, I must so,y. I 
maymentrnn that the hon. gentleman did not take 
credit for one sale which took plac'l at Cctirns. 
In ,January h;t there was a sal~ of ten acres 
of land at Cairns, which brought about £41 000 
and I do not believe the purchasers will eve~ se~ 
that £41,000 again. I s:tw some of the allot
ments which have been sole! _under water, though 
they may be dry when the tide goes out. Some 
of those, a:llotrnents brought as much as £2,000 
e:tch. Evrd,,ntly, the hon. gentleman's policy, 
as enunciated now, is in the direction of large 
auction ~ales, and I shall certainly oppose any 
such polrcy, as I have always done in the past. 

The HoN. Sm T. MolL WRAITH: No. 
Mr. GROOM: Yes; I have alw:>ys done so 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: What 
about the Railway lleserves Act? 

Mr. GROOM: I voted against it, and was 
one of the strongest opponents nf that measure. 

'l'he HoN. Sm T . .i\IciLWRAITH: In talking. 
Mr. GROOM: In talking and in votin~. 

There is no use in the hon. member tryin~ to 
fasten inconsistent conduct upon me. 'r have 
been a consistent opvonent of auction sales, and 
I voted against the Rail way Reserves Act. I 
attendecl,the first sale of land in Brisbane under 
that Act, and so anxious were those who had 
charg-e of it in the matter, that they were not satis
fied with the ordinary land court room, but the,
hired the School of Arts in which to conduct the 
sale. The Government of the day expected to have 
lmge numbers of persons from the other colonies 
and it was even said that half-pay officers frorlt 
India would come here to purchase the land. 

'l'he MINISTER FOR l\HNES AND 
IVORKS: \Vho were the Government of the 
day? 

Mr. GROO::YI: The head of the Government 
of the clay was the Hon. John Douglas. 

The PHEMLER : Who was the ~\.ttorney
General? 

l\Ir. GROOM: I neerl not go into that. There 
is no u:.:;e in raking up those n1attcrs

1 
and I 

would not have referred to it now if the hon. 
gentleman, the member for North Brisbane, had 
not mentioned it. The result of that auction 
was that tho whole of the land sold was bought 
by four purchasers, and I believe I am right in 
saying that the Scottish Australian In vestment 
Company purchased the bulk of it, 

The PREMIER : They were bailed up by 
bushrangers, in the shape of the Government of 
the clay. 

Mr. GROOM: I am speaking of the principle 
of sales of land by auction, and I say it is a 
vicious principle ; and l think the sale of that 
lanrl in tho neighbourhood of Henna has l>een 
regretted by no one more than by the senior 
member for North Brisbane. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH: I spoke 
very strongly against it then. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: And the 
hon. gentleman goes in for the same thing him
self now. 

Mr. GROOM: I was strongly opposed to it, 
and I am still strongly opposed to the principle; 
nor do I believe, no matter what some hon. 
members may say to the contrary, that there 
is that desire, which some hon. members say 
there is, for the acquisition of a freehold by the 
auction system. I believe that there is a desire 
for the acqnioition of a freehold by leasing. 

The PREMIER: By leasing? 

Mr. GROO~.'[: Yes; I daresa;' the hon. 
gentleman understands plain :Eng:ish. I say 
the acquisition of freehold by lea"e. 

The PREMIER : You mean by conditional 
purchase. 

Mr. GHOOJ\1: Exactly. One reason for what 
I mav call the non.success of the Land Act 
of Ui7G was that you compelled eelectors to 
go to an auction sale, where they often had 
to bid against each other, and up to a price 
far in excess of the value of the land. 
Thus their annual payments became a positive 
burden to them, and instead of a man devot
ing his earnings tu the in1provernent of his 
land they had to go towards paying his 
annual rent. Under the present syi5tem, 
where a selector has only to pay 3d. per 
acre per annum, he is able to devote the 
whole of his eotrnings to the improvement of 
his land; ancl in the course of ten years he will 
be able to save as much as will make his selection 
a freehold without having to go to a usurer and 
borrow money from him at the rate of 12 or 15 
per cent. There is a desire on the part of the 
public to obtain a freehold in that way. I do 
not believe th>tt such an enormous reYenue 
should be derived from land as the Minister 
for Lands indicated, while there are so many 
other sources of revenue opeu to us. Suppose 
we v.-ere to put " 5 per cent. duty on the 
dividends of banks and public companies. How 
much would th::tt rvtlise in the course of a 
year? \Vby, Mount l\1organ would, at our esti
mate, yield £GO,OOO a year; and no one will 
say that Mount l\Iorgan is not able to pay 
that £GO,OOO. Is not such a tax a better 
way of raising lL revenue than the whnl~,;ale 
alienation of the pulllic lands? And why 
should not we have a land tax and carrv out 
the Minister for Lands' own principle, that. those 
who are deriving most benefit from our railw:tys 
be made to pay something towards the interest on 
the cost of construction? \V e find this to be the 
case now, that in most of the large pastoral dis
tricts where railwZ<ys are extended, wool is in the 
London marktt at a period when formerly it 
would hardly have left the station. . \.nd we not 
only give them the facilities of railway com
munic"tion, but we are absolutely sn\Adising, 
at a cost to the country of £55,000 a ''ear, a 
line of steamers to carry that wool home to 
l'ngland at a very reduced rate. 

l\lr, MURPHY: Not at a reduced rate. 
Mr. GROOM: Will the hon. member tell me 

that the freight would not be higher but for that 
subsidy? 
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Mr. 1\IURPHY: We sent it cheaper by sailing 
vessels before. 

Mr. GROOM: But how much more expe
ditiously is it sent by steamer? 

Mr. MURPHY: They only charge the Orient 
Con1pa.ny's rates. 

J\Ir. GROO:\I: The hon. member mav enter· 
tain thttt opinion; but my opinio11, whicl1 is Yery 
largely ~bared in by the public outside, it> that 
with the facilities we are affording by our rail
ways, and by subsidisiug a line of steamers to 
carry wool to England at a much cheaper rate, 
those for whom that is done ought to pay some
thing towards the interest on the cost of construc
tion of those rail ways. \Vith regard to auction 
sale<<, it should be remembered that th~ lrmd you 
sell is the prim est and the best, not the worst; and 
that cannot go on for ever, or even for Yery long, 
without impeding settlement, more particularly 
in the neighbourhood of large towns. There 
are various ways by which re \'enue can be 
obtained without resorting to what I may 
call the ruinous policy indicated by the 
Minister for Lands of selling- areas of land by 
auction. The Vice-President of the Executive 
Council gave us a list of branch railways 
which at the present time are working at a loss. 
I go entirely with what the Minister for Lands 
sairl just now, that in building railways in a 
colony like this there is a very strong objection 
to what has been called building them on com
mercial principle-,. This is borne out by the very 
fact that the ""'ew South \Vales Commissioners, 
'vithin six rnonths of their assuming office, have 
been obliged to report to Parliament that the17 
require £2,000,000 for rolling stock, and £1,000,000 
of that at once, in order to put the rolling stock 
into a safe condition. That, judging from the · 
opinion of people in that colony competent to 
give an opinion, ha" been brought about, not from 
any rni~nnanagmnent by the late Co1nmissioner 
for Railways, or the Ministers who have had 
charge of the department, but "imply from the 
desire of the pnblic and of the Parliament that 
the railwavs should be constn1cted and con
ducted on 'commercial principles, and be nH1cle 
to pa.y. For that reason, the Commissioner, 
in his annual reports, kept the expenditure 
down as much as possible, and showed his receipts 
as large as possible, in order to show a snrplus 
and a profit. \Yhen the report of the Commis
sioners was read in the House it was pointed out 
by Sir Henry Parker; that for the last ten years 
there OUf'ht to haYe been expended on rolling 
stock in that colony at least £100,000 each year, 
but that such "·as the cry to have the railw::tys 
worked on commercial principles that the Com
missioner wa·' absolutely afraid to recommend it. 
It would appear that there is a marked feeling 
in this colonv that we should conduct our rail
way3 en that principle. If we do we shall find 
hardly one of our railways working at a profit. 
I believe theN orthern Railw,1y and the Sandgate 
line are the only two which are giYing anything 
like a return of the interest on the cost of con
struction. 

The 1\IINISTER FOR MIKES AND 
\VORKS: The country owes money to the 
N orthem line. 

1\Ir. GHOOM: vVith r'·gard to branch lines, 
the loss on working last ye>tr was: High fields, 
£2,144; Beamraba, £4fi3; Kilhrney, £2,092; 
IRis, £24G; Kilkivan, £1,219; Springsurt', £3,8]·±; 
Clcrmont, £2,644; :\fackay, £2,498; and lbvens
wood, £3GS. But that is no rea."m why the con
struction of bmnch rail ways should be abandoned. 
I hold that we shall never promote settlement, 
nor haYe the land properly utilised unless we 
comtruct branch railw>tys, whether they pay or 
not. The difficulties of brinf'ing produce to 
market are so great, and the competition with 

the adjoining colonies is so keen, while freights 
by sailing vessels are so low, on account of so 
many of them lying idle, that produce can be 
brought to Brisbane at a price which renders our 
import duty npon it a mere bagatelle. I was m
formed a "~eek or ten da;·s ago that a merchant 
went down South to m·der· a qnantity of produce 
for Brisbane, and it was anrrng-;ed tlmt it should 
be brought het'e by sailin,; ships, and bn:Jed at 
a price which woul<l quite C<l\:er. t?e Import 
dutv. \Vhen that can l1e done 1t 1s 1dle to say 
that the tariff affords any protection to the local 
producers. 

The MH\ISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS: \Vould you increase the duty? 

Mr. GROOM: Certainly I would. I do not 
mal<e any secret of that. That is one of the 
reasons why I ask for the constructim~ of branch 
lines. If you do not build them yon might almost 
as well stop railway construction altogether. 
If von take many of these lines, they ha Ye been 
nseful to the extent that they haYe Opened Up 
the country, and that connterbalances anything 
representing the deficiency on them. They have 
undoubtedly promoted settlemen.t. Take the 
Highfielcls Branch Railway, fm: m:stance .: t):w 
prof'ress of settlement in the Hwh~elds dJStrwt 
is entirely due to the cm1structwn of. that 
line; and in the district known as the pansh of 
l\lilton, a scrub that originally formed a par~ of 
the Rot>:·..lie run, which was thro\vn up as being 
altogether unavailable for grazing purposes, has 
now been opened up, and has proved to be most 
valuable ao·ricultur;,l hnd. That has nearly all been 
selected a~ agricultural farms, and it certainly 
would not have been selected if the railway had not 
been com:tructed. Those are points that we have 
to take into consicleration when we look at the 
branch railways of the colony. The Mackay 
Railway is probably ono of the poorest that we 
have, b.nt yet, at the same .tim.e, I have no doubt 
that the membere for the dJ'tnct would say that 
it has been u,eful in many respects in opening 
up cquntry. I '"oulcl cer'tainly say that if we 
are to work our railways on what are called 
commercial princi!lle.q then we mig-ht as well stop 
constructing milwaysaltnt;ether. 1'he advanta17es 
which are reali,;ed by those railwnys, and whiCh 
they >tffnrd to the co'untry genero,lly in the che~p
enilla of goods and in varion ~other ways, are 111-

calc~lable, and far outweif'h the burden which the 
leacler of the Opposition has staterl amonnts to 
£'3G9,000, when we take into con,;ideration the 
counterbalancing advantages. I can re1nember 
Yery well when flour conld not be tvJ<en from 
Ipswich to Dalhy under £20 a ton, and now 
vih"t iN it taken for; It is the same with every
thing, so that in R'1Ving PLrriage on goods and !n 
cheapening the food of the people our rml
wavs have been extrmnely useful. 1\1oreover, 
che'Lp r>tilway communication is t?c only >tdYan
tacce which is conferred on the L1rmmg commnmty 
at the present time. I sincerely wish our Treasurer 
was in the gratifying position of the Treasurer of 
Victor:a, who is able to come down and propose 
to give £250,000 as bonuse~ to the farmers, 
for the encoura«emcnt of a~Sncultnre. One part 
of his plan is ';,ntirely novel. He !s going to 
give bonuReR for improyed cultlvat.lon,, to en
cmn·age what IS caller] mtense cultiVatwn, by 
givin" £2 :111 acre for the first year and £1 an 
acre for the second year fur the' best cultivated 
land, so that farmers" nw.y be induced t<; till the 
soil, >tnd cnltivate it to it,; his·best capacity. 

The Ho'!. Sm T. J\IciLWRAITH: Why can 
the Treasurer of Victoria do that? 

J\Ir. GROOM: J3ecause he proposes to sell the 
Kew Asylum site. 

The Hox. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH : Because 
he has sold Victoria. That is the reason, 
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Mr. GROOM: No; the hon. gentleman must 
not say he has sold Victoria. He certainly has 
not sold all the bnd. He proposes to sell the 
site on which the Kew Asylum now stands, and 
expects to realise from £800,000 to £1,000,000. 

The Hox. Sm T. ::\fciLWRAITH: Why did 
it re<tch that v ,Jue? 

J\I r. GROOM : By the expansion of the City 
of I\Ielbourne. 

The HoN. Sm T. :VIciLIVRAITH: Because 
he had sole] the arljoining land. 

Mr. GHOO::II: The hem. gentleman interjects 
observations to favour hi8 own land policy, and 
he is not justified in doing so; but I am only 
referring now to the policy which Mr. Gillies 
proposed to carry out for the purpose of encourag
ing agriculture, and I "ay I wish our Treasurer 
was in the same position and able to do the same 
thing. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
'.VORKS: Mr. Gillie< has a surplus of £2,7GO,OOO. 

Mr. GROOM: I qnite admit that he has a 
ln.rge surplus, and that iR owing to the vigorous 
protective policy which the colony of VICtoria 
hns pursued, and. to the general encouragen1ent 
whieh they have given to agriculture a~ a whole. 
It is not only now attracting their attention, but 
they fortunately made a start long "'go. 

The MINISTim FOR MINES AKD 
IVORKS : The land is out of the hands of the 
Gillies Government. 

Mr. GR001\1: Not to the extent that the hon. 
gentleman thinks. There are still large areas of 
unsold land in Victoria. I only wish that our 
Treasurer was in the same position that Mr. 
Gillies is in, in being able to encourage agricul
ture in tl'e way he is doing. I do not concur in 
the dockhe promulgaterl by the Minister for 
Lands a frmr evenings ago, that Qneensland is 
only fil; ;~or grazing and dairy fanning. I :::un 
not of that opinion. It iil no use the hon. 
gentleLlan Eaying tlmt Queensland is in any 
such a position. vVith se LiC>llS such as we are 
hrtving just now, the colony can grow anything 
which can possibly be grown in temperate or 
tropinl climates. \Vith proper seasons :,nd fair 
and reasonable facilities for carriage, we can 
produce anything. Up to the present time, I 
am very sorry to sa;<', we have scarcely done any
thing to encourage agriculture. Of course the 
travelling dairy is a step in the right direction, 
but what else have we done? 

The Ho::;r. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: The 
t;-,,riff. 

Mr. GROOM : Ye" ; the tariff to a modArate 
e:: tent hrr~ been useful, but it has not realised 
expectations. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLIYRAITH: It was 
very oppressive ag'ainst the working- man, and 
now you want to make it a great de,;l more so. 

Mr. GHOO::\I : I am quite prepared to accept 
my responsibility so far as that is concerned. 
If it werP in my power to increase the duties on 
hay, mrtize, and chaff for the assistance of the 
agricultural interest I would do so, no matter 
how unpopulox it might make me ; because I 
believe it is a step in the right direction, and 
until we do it, and until the gentleman in charge 
of the Treasury, whoever he may be, comes 
down with a comprehensive protHctive policy-a 
thoroughly protecti \'G policy such as they have 
in Victoria-you will never see local in(1ustries, 
nor will the far·ming, community be, in anything 
like a prosperous condition, I am very sorrY to 
see things as they are now. It is no use hon. 
gentkmen shutting their eyes to the fact. I have 
been here for thirty-three years; I was here 
during the financial crisis of 1866, and I say that 

the extent of depression in the colony now is far 
in excess of what it was then. There are more 
working men now out of employment than I ever 
saw before. 

The HoN. Sm T. Mcii~WRAITH: No. 
Mr. GROO:VI: I say it is so. At the same 

time I am not going to say that it is the fault of 
the gentle1nen now in nffice. A Yariety of causes 
have brought that rcbout. \V e were told that if 
we gave the Rqnatters twenty-one year leases we 
would offer large inrlucemeuts for the expendi
ture of money on improvements; and now, after 
the twenty-one year leases haYe been granttd, 
have those improvements been carried out? 

Mr. MURPHY: \V ages have gone up 10s. a 
week. 

The HoN. Sm T. M oiL IVRAITH : In no 
places more than on the stations ha\ e improve
ments been carried out. 

1\Ir. GROOM: Then all I can say is that I have 
been very much rnisinforn1ed as to what is going 
on. IV e were told that if the twenty-one year 
leases were gTanted there would be more employ
ment afforded to those nut \Vest, and th~ informa
tion communicated to me by men on the spot IS 

that those improvements have not been carried 
out. 

The Hox. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH : The 
information i• wrong. 

Mr. GROOM: If I am wrong the oppor
tunity is now given fur that statement to be 
contr'adicted, and I am glad to hear that it is 
wrong; but, at the same time, that information 
has been supplied to me. I was stating that 
there were a very large number of unemployed 
at the present time, and they are not confined to 
one district. As I sccid before, I am sorry to see 
it, hnt that has arisen from circnrn:::;tances over 
whi8h theGovernmenthavenocontrol. \Ye cannot 
overlook this fact, that fen; nearly two yee.rs, in a 
very large number of the agricultural districts, the 
farmers and selectors have had nothing to sell. 
'l'hey have nothing to sell now. It is perfectly 
true t.hat we have had a favourable season this 
year, since !\larch, but the season was then 
practically over, so that although we have had a 
good season lately, it must be remembered that 
in part of 1887, the whole of 1858, and the early 
part of this year, it Wc1S nothing, but drought, 
drought; crop after crop was sown and resulted 
in failure, and the farmers ha\ e nothing to 
sell even now. That has h~d a very material 
effect. not only in throwing men out of employ
ment, but in injuriously affecting the revenue 
to a very considerable extent. The depression is 
felt by all branches of trade. Vv'hen the,~e en
gaged in a particular industry have gone on year 
after year proclncing nothing, when they have 
been obliged to go to banks and other monetary 
institutions and mortgage their deeds in order 
to raise means necessary to carry them on until 
they get some return from their crops, hem. 
members can verT well understand the position 
of distress in ,vbich a great tuany persons are 
placed at the present time. It is no use shutti11g 
our eyes to those facts. I am not using this as 
an argument against hon. gentlen1en opposite, 
because this condition of thinh:l has arisen frorn 
circumstance;; over which they had no control, any 
more than hon. gentlemen on this side had any 
control over them. It is very brgely due to a 
succession of bad seasons. I :,till wish that more 
could be done than has been clone to assist agri
culture. On looking at the Estimates we find 
that only £3,GOO is nroposed for the Depart
ment o( Agriculture, -and out of that £2,000 
iR for salaries, leaving only a very small 
sum indeed for the support of agriculture 
generally, and the carrying on of agricultural 
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experiments. There is another matter to which 
I wish to direct attention, and although it is 
only a question of detail, still it illustrates my 
argument. .,Whilst the endowment to schools of 
art is incrpased from 10s. to £1 for £1 a~ricul
tur~l societie,,-which are really s~ho~ls of 
~gr!Cul~ure, that a~e doing a great amount of good 
m a qmet way, bemg c:trried on as a labour of love 
by those connected with them-are onlv endowed 
as before, to the extent of 10s. in the £1. I think 
I am justified ip saying-the hon. gentleman 
can correct me 1f I am wron~-that the Vice
President of the Executive Council stated not 
very long ago that he thonght the time had come 
when the endowment to those societies should be 
increased to £1 for £1. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: When? 

Mr. GROO;\f: I think I recollect reading 
something to that effect in some remarks he made 
at one of ou; recAnt shows. Perhaps he said he 
hoped the time would soon arrive. I t!Jink it 
has come. I think when the Treasurer produces 
a statement showing a surplus of £116,000 more 
tha':' last year, ~nd expects to receive a surplus 
durmg the ~on;mg year of £119,000 more, agri
cultural soCietieo should receive £1 for £1 endow
ment. Thcct, at all events, would be evidence that 
h'?n· gen.tlemen opp<?si~e !Jave some sympo,thy 
w1th agncultural soCieties, and with the people 
en~a&ed in agriculture gener:tlly. I am perfectly 
satisfied that unless we give ITreater assh;tauce 
than we are doing at present f';,r the encourage
ment of agriculture in various direction:, it 
will not progre:ss in such a satisfactory way as 
we shoul.d desire ; and certainly it will not 
ad.vance m the same magnificent ratio as it has in 
VIctoria, where the Government lay themselve3 
out to encourage agriculture in every possible 
way. Because not only are they goino- to vote 
a quarter of a million of money for the e~courao-e
ment of agriculture bv wav of bonuses <but 
they give every protection" to farmers.' For 
example, finding that their farmers could not 
compete against New Zealand oats which could 
be imp_or.ted.cheaper ~han they could grow them, 
Mr. G1lhes 1s proposmg to raise his tariff to 3s. 
per cental in order to assist the Victorian farmers 
In additio:1 t.o th.at, they propose to expend lar:;~ 
su';lls for Irr1g·atwn and water SU{Jply, and are 
domg all they can to advance the ao-ricultural 
interest. I say we should follow in their foot
step~, and that if we wish to settle people on the 
pubhc lands, we should give them every facility 
for doin.g so, and every encouragement. rrher'e 
are yarwus ways in which it can be done. I 
adm1t that the present :Minister for Lands has 
shown that he is imbued with a desire to encour
:'ge the agri~ultural industry, and 1 am sure that 
m that he Will be backed up by a large section of 
this .House, and also by the Under Secretary for 
Agnc.ulture, because I kr:ow that that gentleman 
has h1s heart thoroughly m the work, and will do 
all he can to promote the industry, especially as 
he well knows the difficulties of those en•>ao·ed 
in it. Of course, I Rhall not attempt to oe;ter 
into the figures so ably touched upon by the 
leader of the Opposition and the hon. member 
for Toowong. I think I have said all I wish to 
say, and I will conclude by again c <pressing a 
hope that we are not Foing to revert to the 
system <;f salPs of J?U bhc lands by rmction. I 
opp?sed It strongly m the past, and I shall do 
S? .m the future. I contend that it is a most 
vrcrous systerr1 of raising reveuue, a:nd thnt 
there are other and better means of doiniT 
so. If more revenue is required, let those wh~ 
derive benefit_from our railway" pay something 
towards the mterest on the cost of their con
s~n:ction ; let those ':"ho are drawing large 
~1v1dends fro;n the sml, for which they pay 
literally nothmg, be called upon to contribute 

1889-3 Q 

something to the revenue of the country ; let 
the large foreign companies doing business here, 
drawing large dividends, be called upon to pay 
somethmg to the Government of the country. 
\Ye 'up ply them with police, post and tele· 
graph offir~s, and every pos,ible protection 
for property, and why should they not be called 
upon to pay something for these advantages, 
the cost of which has now to come out of the 
pockets of the people who are here. There 
are various ways in which the revenue can be 
increased without reverting to that most per· 
nicious system, the sale of our public lands by 
auction. 

Mr. POWERS said: Mr. Jessop,-In rising 
to addre'~ myself to this subject, the first thing 
I wish to do is to congratulate the Treasurer for 
having come before us, the first time after five 
years, with a statement showing that the receipts 
exceeded the expenditure; and that that statement 
shows that those receipts had been received 
under a tariff, approvc,d not only by the repre
sentatives of the people sitting on the Minis· 
terial side of the Committee, but also by a L1rge 
number of those sitting on the other side. If 
the people in the country wished to see how 
that tariff was made up, they could easily 
do so by referring to the divisions that took 
place npon it. I shall refer to one. There 
was a f[Uestion about the item of boots. A 
great cry was raised in the country against the 
impo•;ition of a tax on boots. Of course that 
was one of the best protective duties that could 
poc,sibly have been proposed to give employment 
to labour, and to use up the leather we have so 
mneh of in this country. ·when the division 
took place, l find the members who voted against 
it were thirteen freetr:ulers on this side and 
ten on the Opposition side. That minority of 
twenty-three was composed of nearly the same 
number of members sitting on either side, and 
man~ other duties were levied in the same way. 
In that way the people can easily see how the 
tariff was passed. I would also like to point 
out that if any elector likes to go through those 
divisions he will find that if they had all been 
carried against the Treasurer, taxation would have 
been raised; that is to say, if the proposals against 
the Treasnrer's tariff had been accepted, if he had 
not fought against them, the taxation would have 
exceeded what it is now by something like £30,000. 
I know tlmt it will be said that there were 
divisions upon other articles. The Colonial 
rrreasurer opposed, among other things, increased 
duties upon butter, bacon, hams, hay, chaff, 
maize, aml timber, all of which are necessary 
things, and some of which affect the working 
man's table, which is so mnch talked about. Those 
who opposed the tariff, rlivided the Committee 
upon the following articles :-Tobacco, candles, 
pearl barley, shot, oatmeal, bran and pollard, jams 
and jellies, and boot,, which I have alread~ stated 
many members on both sirles voted against. I 
fin~ now that this tariff has not only realised the 
t ;tnnate of the Colonial Treasurer, but exceeded 
it to a slic,ht extent, and that it has exceeded 
it by a little is attributable to the drv weather. 
In a fair season the estimate would" not have 
been exceeded on the tariff. Then, we must 
take the remarks marle by the leader of the 
Opposition, who has not proposed any other way 
of getting out of the difficulty, and by the hon. 
member for Toowong, who says-and I should 
like to point out to the country what he says
" Do not interfere with the tariff, but put on 
morq dutie",." He considered that the present 
tax:.tion is not sufficient, and we know that the 
hoD. member for Toowong is an influential mem
ber of the Opposition. 

Mr. UNMACK : Spirits and beer are the 
only articles I mentioned, 
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Mr. POWERS: The hon. gentleman pro
posed writing off the deficit, but the £54,000 he 
proposes to obtain from. the duty on spirits will 
not wipe off a deficit of £600,000. 

Mr. UNMACK : Beer and spirits are what I 
referred to. 

Mr. PO\VE.RS: Hansa1·d will show what the 
hon. gentleman said; but he did say, "Put on more 
taxation, and wipe out the deficit." The oppusi
tion against the tariff last year was to put on 
more taxation, and if the tariff had bc.en accepted 
as hon. n1en1ber8 wished, as againnt the wi~hes of 
the Treasurer, the taxation would have been 
heavier than it is at present. It is well for the 
country to know this. I intend to refer to a few 
matters in the Financial Statement. Be;;ides the 
£2,000,000 loan, soon to be put on the market, 
we have nearly £2,00p,ooo in the banks in the 
colony, making a total of nearly £4,000,000. 
There is actually about £1,600,000 deposited in 
the banks in the colony, and it forces the con
viction upon us that a new loan must be provirled 
to continue our present works in order to develop 
the country; and when the new Loan Bill comes 
on we must approve of it as an absolute nece,
sity for the purpose of carrying on onr public 
works. "\Vith regard to the money deposited 
with the local banks, if it were to be ea lied up at 
once it would u.use a great amount of tronhle 
throughout the colony. 'rhe Tre"surer referred 
to the loans to local bodies, and ]Jointed out 
that the amount proposed to be given wa.' the 
largest granted for some timR, and he also cluw 
attention to the fact that he has not been able to 
advance ail that has been applied for. I hope 
that provision wili be made in the next Loan 
Bill to aiiow the local authorities to go to the 
Government and get what they want for the 
works approwd of by the ratepayers. The local 
bodies have no power to go elsewhere to borrow 
money, and the Government should be in a 
position to advance the money. As to the boring 
for artesian water, I think the Government have 
done wisely and well in boring as they have, and 
I also c?nsider that it is only fair that the 
local bod1es benefited b~- the boring should bear 
the expense. Then, coming to the exports and 
imports, it is shown conclusively to those believ
ing in protection, that it is owing to the bad seasons 
that the imtJort duties we imposed have not 
been sufficient to keep out imports. As to 
putting on h»avier duties, so far as protection 
is concerned, on those things which we find we 
are now importing, I think the duties are suffi
cient if we had fair seasons, and that there is no 
use in increasing the taxation until \ve get a fair 
season, and see whether the present duties are not 
sufficient to keep the articles out. vVe have had 
such a bad season that we ha Ye been c·.>mpelled 
to import all kinds of agricultural produce 
except sugar, and that has been exported to a 
less extent than formerly. Last year we only 
exported sugar to the value of £384 375 which 
is much lower than in a good season: Had the 
seasons been good our export' would het ve been 
as large as usual, and probably a little larger; 
so that I do not think the Treasurer's remarks 
were unwrtrranted when he ruferred hope
fully to the outlook as promising wcii for 
the coming year. As to the land revenue, I 
think we muot make the best of a bad 
job. It is admitted on both sides that the 
revenue from land has fallen off. After the 
speeches already made it is not necessary for me 
to say anything except that I believe in tlw 
settlement of the land, and I think the :\Tinister 
for Lands is imbued with the same idea of 
having settlement on the land in order to get 
revenue, and I am sure that we shall pass the 
Amending Land Bill in such a form that it will 
assist in getting revenue as well as in settling 

people on the land. We should make the people 
taking up selections settle on the land, which 
they are not compelled to do under the present 
Land Act. Referring to the railways, I think 
that when the Commissioners take the work in 
hand things will be considerably altered. I am 
anxious to hear some explanation on the ex
penditure on the \Vide Bay and Burnett lines 
already referred to by the hon. member for 
Toowong. 

The MINISTER JfOR MINES AND 
WORKS: It is the cost of laying the Gympie 
line with 60 lb. rails; it has been paid out of 
loan previously. 

Mr. POWERS : I understand now that it is 
a different thing altogether. It appears that 
this is an expenditure for relaying the line with 
heavier rails. and therefore the 'Wide Bay and 
Burnctt lines will stand second on the list, tak
ing receipts and actual working expenses. This 
charge is put down as expenditure on the lines. I 
am glad to know what the facts are, as the figures 
threw a damper on my intention to ask for further 
railwav extensions. The rails taken up will 
be use(l on other lines, I suppose, but it is not a 
fair charge as compared with other lines, ~ nd I 
find that if the expenditure on the Wide Bay 
and Burnett lines were taken in the same 
way as that on the Northern and Central 
lines, the return would be sometloing- like £2 Ss. 
per cent. on the cost instead of 5s. iid. per cent. 
I believe that a proper estimate will show that 
the Charters To" ers line, the Maryborough and 
Gympie line, and the Sandgate line are the best 
paying- lines in the colony; and I am glad to ~ave 
had the explanation that has just been gn·en 
with regard to the Maryborough line. Now 
the Commissioners have taken over the manage
ment of our railways, I think we can look 
forward with confidence to the next year'• 
returns, showing that our lines bear favourable 
compariwn with the lines in any other part of 
the colony. The question has been raised as to 
whether we are taking the proper means of 
raising rw;enue by taxation ; but no other form 
has been suggested, except for the purpose of 
condemning the Government. In connection 
with the £206,558 raised by increased taxation, 
I have taken out some things on which protec
tionists on both sides, and all people who believe 
in taxing luxuriee:, would like to see the duty 
on-namely, spirituous liquors, beer, tobacco, 
cigars, cigarettes, silks, opium, tea, hops, con
fectionery, butter, cheese, bacon, hams, candles, 
dried fruits, pork, rice, shot, oatmeal, gal
vanised iron, coal, hay and chaff, potatoes 
and onions, malt, maize, bran and poiiard, 
bottled fruits, pickles and f'auces, preserved 
meats, jams and jellies, boots, and timber. 
On these and the goods made to carry a duty of 
15 per cent. ad wdo1·em, purely protectionist, 
the extra taxation amounts to £232,1G7. Those 
are simply luxuries and goods on which pro
tective duties ehould be placed; and, therefore, 
the extra taxation whieh has been derived from 
exports which protectioniRts approve of taxing, 
would ~mount to £232,1C7, leaving only the extra 
taxation raised on imports, which all protectionists 
do not approve of taxing, at £24,3()1, or 1s. 3d. 
per head, or 10s. per year for a brnily of eight 
persons. Then, taking the tariff from a pro
tectionist point of view, the extra taxation by the 
Government tariff was £256,[);)8, and the extra 
taxation, according to all the divi,ions in Com
mittee of \Vays and 1\Ieans, would have produced 
an additional £33,237. Then, from a freetrade 
point of view, I ask how would taxation be 
raised if we left luxuries alone? There are 
only two other ways. One is by means 
of an income tax, which must be the tax 
of the future, but it cannot be adopted at 
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present, because the leaders on both sides do 
not approve of it. Then we come back to 
the land tax. Taking a calculation on the 
annual ratable value of the lands in the colony 
in 1886, when everything was taxerl to 8 per cent., 
I find that the lands of the colony, including 
both municipalities and divisions, are t,,xed at 
an average of 2s. in the £1 on the annual value ; 
and the raising of this £256,558 by means of a 
land tax would mean a tax of about 2s. in the £1 
in addition to what is now paid. An arlditbnal 
tax of 2s. in the £1 would only produce .£277,190. 
Every country member knows that there is a 
howl of indignation from every brmer and 
selector if the rates are raised even 3d. in 
the £1 ; and if they were raised 2s., ptcople woulrl 
simply refuse to pay the taxes-they would 
repudiate them altogether and turn out the 
boardsmen who ventured to impme such a tax. 
That tax of 2s. would be on land and improve
ments as well. If you took the land v;c]ue only 
as against the improved value there would have to 
be an increased rate of 4s. on the annual rental 
value of all the propertic-; within municipali
ties and divisional boards throughout Queens
land to raise the extra .£2i\G,ili58. And if we 
took Henry George's idea, which is to raise ;ell 
revenue by means of alaml tax, it would require the 
whole of the rental of all the lands in the colony. 
Some will say that all this extra taxation 
ought to come out of the land, but I say 
it is a thing that the country will not stand. 
They would not have it in America, where 
Henry George preached his idea, and they will 
not stand it here. Reference has been made to 
the endowments to local authorities. I think it 
is absolutely necessary that they should be con
tinued ; bnt I think the time has come when 
some limit should be put on the amounts paid 
to municipalities with small areas. Th<e sum of 
£37,000 paid to the Brisbane Municipality, 
which has only a small area, and the sum of 
£17,000 paid to another municipality, are very 
large amounts; on the other h;cnd, there are 
divisions in the country with miles for every 
hundred yards which the Brisbane Munici
pality has to look after, rec8iving insignificant 
amounts compared with those large endowments. 
I think the country will support a scheme of 
that sort. As tn public instruction, I hope there 
will be no curtailment in the expenditure in that 
direction. I think our educational .;ystem has 
met with the approval of the people in every 
electorate in the colony, and that any fnrtber 
expenditure in the wav of technical education 
will be also grc,ctly approved. In regard to new 
loans, I know, of course, that the Vice-President 
of the Executive Council has done his level best 
to let the people of England know that the 
basis of population should not be gone upon 
respecting the amount of our loans. It should 
be impressed upon capitalists there that the 
resources of this colony are really wonderful, and 
that >tny question >ts to the security we offer 
them is absurd. Look >tt the Government property 
around Brisbane, and within thirtv miles of it. 
~ook at our railways. Those things ought to be 
Impressed upon the people of England, to show 
that their lo>tns are secure. \Vhen our industries 
langui,h, as they do languish in all young aml 
rising con1n1unities, :-tnd now that the indn:;try 
of the North appe;m; likely to langni, h, we ha Ye 
to face the question of raising leans. Our rail
way system is not complete. Railw;cys taken 
part of the w>ty towards their ultimate destina
tion are useless. Look >tt the Cairns-Herberton 
Railway. That Le doing nothing at lH'Hent, 
and the only way we c>tn see it through is by 
mising a loan. I think that the Committee 
will agree with the Tre;csnrer when that matter 
comes on. Now, I listened very attentively and 
with great pleasure to the speech of the leader 

of the Opposition, but it re>tlly came to this : 
that no new remedy w>ts suggested, >tnd in fact it 
pointe<l out how bred things would have been if the 
tariff had not been reconsidered. 

The HoN. SIR S. vV. GRIFFITH: Or some
thing else done instead. 

Mr. POWJ1;Rs: There was nothing else 
mentioned. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: We were 
not to propose an alternative scheme. 

Mr. PO\VERS : The b.riff was approved of 
by a very large portion of protectionist members 
on the Opposition side, and those members are 
still protectionists >tt heart, and therefore, I say 
the hon. gentleman has pointed out how bad 
thing; would have been if there had been no 
revision of th~" tariff at all. Then the hon. 
gentleman referred to the Estimates, and said 
they were wrong. But even if they were as 
wrong as the leader of the Opposition said, we 
should still be p>tying our way, which is satis
factory, as we should still have a surplus, 
and th<ct is better them a deficit. I think 
we can have grP.1t confidence in these Esti
mates being correct. The Estimates of bst year 
exceeded the 'tmount expected in revenue, and 
the expenditure was les,, so that the country 
will be sati,fied that the Colonial Treasurer 
has brought in " fair estimate of expendi
ture and receipts. This Financial Statement, 
to my mind, could not have been more f>tirly 
put to the country. and I do not think the 
speeches made so far have shown that anything 
better could have been done. Things seem to 
me more hopeful, and I have very much pleasure, 
therefore, in congratulating the Coloni>tl Trea
surer on producing such a statement to the 
House and to the country. 

Mr. BARLOW said: Mr. Jessop,-It has 
been stated that the Ethiopian cannot ch>tnge 
his skin, nor the leopard his spots, and I think 
it may well be s>tid that the present Govern
ment ha,·e shown that they c>tnnot change their 
belief in reg>trd to the policy of land aliena
tion. Although last session was so short that 
we '·carcely had time to shake down into our 
places, they came down with their old policy, 
the one old crv-land alienation-and in that 
one case, at any rate, they h>tve been eminently 
true to themselves. Now, we have been told 
that taxation proposals shoulc; have come from 
this sicle of the Committee. My hon. friend, 
the leader of the Opposition, has been invited 
to state wh>tt he would have done under the 
circumst>tnces. I think it is <]uite enongh for him 
to find the law for the other side, without find
ing finance. He is under no obligation to sug
gest schemes of taxation, or to do anything elffe, 
but wait the' course of events, until the present 
tariff, which has been so much eulogised by my 
hun. friend, the hon. member for Bmrum, shall 
have extended itself to its ultimate conclu
sion. There is, perhaps, a little story which 
may enliven the debate, and throw a little light 
upon the subject by w>ty of a parallel. I believe 
there are a number of persons who are wait
ing open-mouthed to seize the lands of the 
colony, and who will spare no time or trouble or 
expense to uphold this tariff. They feel and they 
know that this tariff is a b>td saddle which has to 
be adjusted to the backs of the people of Queens
land, >tnd it is making their b:wks tolerably sore, 
and they are in hopes tlmt they will cry out for a 
morewho]e,cale system ofland alienation. We may 
all have heard the story of the miner's boy who 
took a fancy to a bull pup, and this bull pup was 
progressing very favourably with itA education. 
One day it seized the old father by the nose, and 
the boy did not pull it off; he sooled it on, and 
s>tid, "Bear it, father, bear it, it will be the 
making of the pup." That is exactly what the 
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tariff is doing now. It has seized the people of 
the colony by the nose, and it is holding on to 
them, and, unless the people get thoroughly 
roused to a sense of the situation, I believe it will 
lead to a great deal of land alienation. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWHAITH: We can 
make the pup let go. Take the duty off coal 
for instance. 

Mr. BARLOIV: The hon. gentlrman may 
threaten whatever he likes; with the majority 
he ha-=; at his cornmnnd he rna.Y ruin whatever 
industry he likes. At present lion. members on 
the other side are absolute ma;;ters of thi-< 
country, and I feel that we can do nothing 
else but try to do the bbt we can for the 
people, and cultivate a reactionary feeling. The 
hon. member for Burrum was very strong on tbe 
subject of a land tax ; but he entirely forgot to 
mention what the land tax, as proposed by my 
hon. friend, was. It was a tax of 1d. in the 
£1 on the unimproved capital value of the land, 
with an exception of values up to £500. A 
man who had a holding worth £1,000 wo11ld 
pay a tax upon £500 of that amount. The 
hon. member for Burrum, in speaking of the 
ad 1•alm·e;n duties, mentioned the quautity of 
taxation laid upon the people, and the share 
which we had in imposing it. I am very 
happy to say I voted for a great many of 
those duties, and should certainly do so again. 
But I votecl for them for a very different reason 
from that for which they were imposed. With 
reference to the remark as to the Raih1 ay 
Commissioners and their working the railways 
upon commercial principles, I certainly do not 
envy the position of. those gentlemen v:·ho have, 
to a great extent, to make bricks without straw. 
They have got a large number of disjointed rail
ways to manage, and I think tlrey will find a 
difficult~· in pleasing everybody, and still more 
difficulty in retmning a profit upon the capital 
invested in those railv;ays. vVe were told by the 
hon. member for Toowoomba something about 
the commercial principles upon which the :t\ew 
South \Vales railways are being worked. I 
have heard nf son1e railway engines in New 
South \Vales that have been running for G·!O,OOO 
running miles without any renewal, and I am 
informed that 300,GOO mik; is cm"idered very 
large running in England, and 400,000 miles is 
out of the question. The con,,quence of work
ing their railways in this \v.ty in :0: ew South 
Wales is, that they have now a demand made 
upon them for a quarter or half a million of 
money for rolling stock. 

The Hox. Sm T. J\lciLWRAITH: That is 
caused through working their rail ways on non
commercial principles. 

Mr. B~'\.RLO\V : I think if the hon. gentleman 
knew the source of my information he woulcl be 
surprised. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: You got 
it from the Cmtrier this morning. 

Mr. BARLO\V: I got it from a very intimate 
friend of the hon. gentleman. The hon. 
member for Toowong has been charged with 
wanting to increase the taxation. But did not 
the hon. member last session plead for an increase 
in the dutv on spirits? Did he not point out 
what the Government were losing by not cloing 
that, and by neglecting to assimilate the duties 
un spirits to those which prevailed in the other 
colonies? Did he not also object to the repeal of 
the beer excise duty? I do not think he can be 
charged with attempting to increase the burdens 
of the people. He only attempted to improve 
the financial scheme submitted to the Committee 
on that occasion, a scheme which we hacl to 
swallow, and which nJl members on this side of 
Committee endeavoured to put in a l'osition to 

do as little harm as possible. We could do 
nothing against the majority which carried that 
tariff. Something has been said about the unre
munerative branch lines of the colony. No doubt 
there are many unrernunerati ve branch lines 
which do but act as fetclers to the main lines. 
It is impossible to tell exactly where the traffic 
on a line ceT3e8, where its benefits begin, and 
where they end. All we can do is to take the 
broad grneral re~mlts of the ra,ihvay traffic, and 
they show a deficit of £400,000. The quarrel 
hebveen hon. gentlcnwn opposite and n1en1bers 
on this side is as to who shall pay that deficit. 
None of us denies that in a country like this, 
which is deYoicl of rivers, and in which internal 
communication ie an absolute condition of exist
ence, railway communic:.tion should not be 
established. \Ye on this side say that the 
interest on cost of this should come from the 
property or the lands benefited by the railways, 
but hon. n1embers opposite have resolved that it 
shall be paid from Customs duties levied on the 
general body of the people. A reference has 
been made to l\Iount JVIorgan, and a tax upon the 
dividends paid by ::\fount Morgan. Let anybody 
imagine what Mount 1Iorgan is. It is a com· 
parati vely small area of land, chiefly held, I 
believe, upon lease, and out of that incalculable 
wealth is got. But when a proposal is made to 
tax an:·thing of that ldnd, it is met by the same 
argument as the Vice-Pre·,ident of the Executive 
C·-nmcil met my argument about a land tax last 
year. The hon. gentleman said, "VV e cannot 
get hold of the original owners," and that i8 the 
ans>v er the hem. gentleman gi Yes to every pro· 
posal to tax property or income and to make 
people contribute a fair share of their means and 
their substance for the benefit8 which they 
receive, and the expense to which the country is 
put on their behalf. But this question of taxing 
property is one that sooner or later will have 
to he faced, and in spite of the opposition of 
the hon. gentleman something will have to be 
clone. The Vice-President of the Executive 
Council also stated that when he was member 
for :Y1aranoa he 01 •posed the Railway Reserves 
Act. I believe he did, when the Scottish 
Australian Investment Company were called 
upon to stand and deliver. \Ye were told that 
the then Government, in passing the Railway 
Reserves Act, and selling land to make rail ways, 
acted the part of bu.;hrangers, aDd when they 
wanted to sell the htnds at Mount Abundance or 
Bungeworgorai, or some other such place, the hon. 
gentleman, in the interests of his constituents, and 
in the interests of the district, very properly with
stood that measure, and I daresay that had any 
other hon. member been representing l'v!aranoa, he 
would have done the same. But now the 
Government of the hon. gentleman have turned 
bushrangers themselves, and under the guidance 
of my hon. friend, the Minister for Lands, who 
spoke so strongly on the subject of land aliP;na
tion, they propose to do the very same thmg. 
:i'l'lention has been made about the surplus in the 
Treasury, when the Jeader of the Opposition took 
office os head of the late Government. I will 
not go into the whole matter now; it was 
fully raked up an<! discussed at. the general 
election. But I have a strong idea that 
there were claims on beh<tlf of pre-emptives, 
moneys which were returned immediately after
wards, which had to be paid out of that surplus, 
which the leader of the Opposition has been 
accused of having inherited, wasted, and dis
sipatecL I say that against that surplus there 
were very serious claims. I know I fully 
satisfied my constituents, from the investigations 
I macle, that the surplus was not really a bon<t 
fide affair. I have not looked up the matter 
lately, but later in this debate, perhaps, I 
can furnish particulars to other speakers, which 
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will show very clearly that there were serious 
claims which interfered with the efficacy and 
efficiency of this surplus in the hamls of the 
leader of the Opposition. 'l'he present Govern
ment took credit for having added a surplus at 
the time they were in office, but they forgot to 
mention the good se·1sons and the ver,· small 
railway deficit they had. It is useless to we,uy 
the Committee by reference to these. table ., 
which have been read over and over n..gain, but I 
contend that the deficit on the railways has been 
the real came of the disarrangement of the 
finances of this colony. People may say what 
they like on the subject, but that is my opinion. 
The deficit was very much smaller in those 
days than now, and it is a continually in
creasing quantity. Good season~, of course, 
promote settlement, and enable the revenue to 
be obtained, and set all the streams of commerce 
t1nd life flowing; and the leader of the Opposition 
has bePn singularly unfortunate in having in he~ 
rited, with this so·called surplus, which v. as to a 
considerable extent, in my opinion, mythical, 
seasons which prevented him developing the 
resources that were in hi" hands. 

The HoN. Sm T. :MciLWRAITH: What 
about lnst yet1r? 

Mr. BARLOW : That wt1s a better year. 
The PREMIER : Providence is kind to his 

own. 
Mr. BARLO\V: There is another person who 

is said to be kind to his own. The power of evil 
is genemlly credited with being good to his own. 
The tariff has produced, I notice, an extra amount 
in Customs and Excise of £241,944, and there is 
an apparent reduction of £116,846 in the deficit. 

The UOLOXIAL TREASURER: A real 
reduction. 

Mr. BARLOW: I will deal with that presently. 
The HoN. Sm '1'. MaiL WRAITH: Have you 

gone in for Table I? 
Mr. BARLOW: Yes; I have dealt with 

ta,ble I, and I think the hon. gentlemt1n must 
very much regret that he ever framed Table I. 
\Vitbout these extm duties the revenue would 
have been £125,098 to the bad at the end of the 
year, and that would have to be ,,deled to the 
deficit of £()02,012 for 181:i8. If this Government 
ht1d not put a check upon extravagance and 
waste, and had not shown the House their idea 
of what the expenditure of the country should 
be, and had not framed their tariff and put that 
ill-fitting saddle on the backs of the people, and 
imposed that additional taxation, the deficit for 
188\J, as I make it out, would be £797,110. It is 
a matter of simple addition and subtraction. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: That is 
all. 

Mr. BARLO\V: It may be very palpable to 
the hon. member for North Brisbane ami to mv
self; but it is not so palpn.ble to the people ;,f 
the country. 'What I wish to show is that the 
finances were on"' down grade, and that whether 
the leader of the Opposition or the hon. gentleman 
opposite bad been in power, the result would 
have been the sarne, unless son1e vigorous measure 
of extm taxation was resorted to. There 
has been some complaint of misrepre,entation of 
the Vice-President of the Executive Council, 
and I have taken the trouble to look over his 
address to the electors of North Brisbane, and 
I have taken a few notes of it. I may st1y 
tht1t the hon. gentleman has been slightly 
ill·used in the nmtter, when it ht1s been said 
that he promised to do without extra taxation. 
I do not find any promise 0 f that s:)l't in his 
addre:;s ; but I find a very clever and, if the 
expression is parliamentt1ry, I may say, a very 
artful insinuation that that would be the result 

of affairs. 'That is the gist of that document to 
any person who does not construe it with legal 
accuracy. The words of that t1ddress are:- · 

"X a one co,,n study the :Piuaucial Sta1ement"-
That is the stt1tement of the present leader of 
the Opposition-
" with ant sceino· in it throughout that tbc Premier 
can discover I:othing in the future, as inevitable, but 
additional taxation.'' 
\Vhat has the present Govemment discovered? 
Have they discovered anything or tmy wn.y out 
of the diiliculty, other than that of additional 
taxation ? One of the first things they did wt1s to 
introduce " measure of taxation, though by 
inference they profeHed to be able to do with<:mt 
it in this very carefully worded sentence which 
I' have rpote<l. Then the hon. gentleman 
found great fault with the estimt1ted expendi
ture for 188G-7, exclusive of supplementary esti
mates, of £3,175,787, and said in very str':'ng 
bnguage that it was totally unnecessary and an
proper expenditure for this colony to nndert':ke. 
Well, what do we find? In 1887-8, Mr. Dlck
son's e,;timate of expenditure was £3,180,302, 
and in 1888·D, when the hon. gentleman opposite 
brought down his Budget, his estimate of 
expenditure wt1s £3,5G1,3!J7, involving a deficit 
of £132 :oD7 so that the estimated expenditure of 
£3,175,787 'was a crime in 1887·8, while the 
estimated ex]'enditure of £3,5G1,3!l7 was a .sc?r~ of 
virtue in 1888-9. That ":ts the sort of crrtrcism 
the hon. gentleman made in his :Hldress to the 
electors of North Brisbane. Another charge 
n~ttde against the present leader of the Opposi
tion 'vas-

" Th"t the Land Act had ignorantly destroyed the 
best source of revenue," 
I doresay it did from the point of view of ho!1· 
gentlemen opposiGe. It was the best source m 
the sense of being so easy and manageable. 
'rh ere is nothing so eaey as to make revenue by 
the sale of land if you can only get purchasers, 
and there is nothing which could pnt a Treasure1· 
rnore at his e'1se. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH : If he 
is a thriftless person. 

Mr. DARLOW: Yes ; if he has no resource 
beyond selling land, and has no regard for future 
conseq uencr"i, nothing is so easy as the sale of 
land. So thr~t my hon. friend the leader of the 
Opposition "ignorantly destroyed the hest source 
of revenue." I dares"y he did, but he saved 
the life of the bird that laid the golJen eggs, and 
will lay then' for centnries to come. I stand by 
the Land Act of 18ti±, no matter what the 
Government or anybody else may ~ay. I 
belieYe its principles are correct, and s1;rcer:ly 
trust that while hon. members on this side 
have any i)o,ver left, and can exercise any conw 
trol over the affairs of this colony, they will 
not allow t1ny seriou,o interference w~th the pri;r
ciples of that Act of 188·1. .I thmk that m 
bi'inging in thst Act and puttmg a stop to the 
reckless alienation of Lend, instead of "ignor 
antly destroying" "':ything, the present leader 
of the Opposition did one of the most . states
manlike actions that have been clone m any 
country. Another charge that was made against 
the hon. gentleman, was that he was in doubt 
whether additional tt1xation was necessary, and 
the hon. gentleman opposite said in his address:-

"He is even in doubt "Whether addi.tion::t.l taxes are 
required. 'rhat depends on. wheth~r he and t?-e party 
retain pmver. If so, you Will requue to consider not 
only a land, but many other taxes." 
V erii'"' tht1t prophecy ht1d been fulfilled, and 
tlmt \vithout my hem. friend the leader of the 
Opposition remaining in power. Now, I wis~ to 
say a few words t1bout this Table I.. It I~ a 
curious coincidence that a great mmd like 
that of the leader of the Opposition and a 
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small mind like my own, running in the same 
channel, should arrive at the same result. I 
h:J:ve not had the slightest comumnication 
'':Ith t~e. hon. gentlem:.n, and I did not know 
his opmwn upon the Financial Statement 
but. I have arrived at exactly the came con~ 
clnswns from these figures in Table I, and if 
the hon. gentleman had had my paper to read 
from, he could not lmve given a more ex.wt 
account than he did of wh[1t I imauine to 
be the right way to view this Table I. The 
main argument is that these figures o-ivina
the liability in excess of assets, do rr:{Ily re]~ 
resent the true financial position of the colony, 
\Vhat do we find? The heading of this tab!e'is 
as follows :--

.. "Statement, s~o~ving t~hc amount of Unexpended 
Votes, together w1tn the Ba1anee of the Consolidated 
Revenu~ Pnnd on the 1st July, 1887, l8:3S, aud 1889, 
respectively." 

Now, _I contend upon my own and upon the 
autho:Ity of other members of the Committee, 
that If the Treasurer was required to have a 
suspense account-if he v. as required to put in a 
box and ~ock l!P ~t:fi;icient money to meet these 
outs~andmg habJhtws, then the liability and 
~efimt of the yolony would stand as it is stated 
m the lower row of figures in Table I. 

The HoN. SIR T. M oiL \VRAITH: But he 
is not required to do that. 

Mr. BARLO\V: No; because he is allov;ed in 
the Estimates to ask for certain sums of money to 
be srent, and then, when he has got hlxation im
posed upon the basis of this spendin·', he is allowed 
to recall this money in the shape of lapsed votH. 
That is just what it amounts to. \Ve find that 
there is a liability on the vear 1888-9 of 
£263,418 7s. 8cl. Of this there" was paid from 
1st July to 30th September, 1888, £173,990 4s. Sd., 
and the remainder of the amount, under the 
authority of the _\udit Act, is carried forward. 
I _do not c!'re what the ler;c~er of the Opposition 
did or said when he was 1 reasurer. I contend 
that the sum of £332,009 14s. represenss the 
amount for which the revenue is liable, which 
ought to be spent, and whiCh if not spent was 
asked for under a misrepresentation when it was 
voted. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: It will be 
spent. 

The HoN. SIR T. MaiLWRAITH : It will 
not be spent. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRili'FITH: Then 
the table is untrue-one or the other. 

The Hox. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH : Your 
construction is untrue. 

Mr. BARLOW: I do not bring- cbllr~es of 
untruthfulness against the Govern~nent j';, the 
sense of telling a blsehood, but I say that if thiil 
tabl_e does not r~present what it says it must be 
a misrepresentatiOn. 

'l'be Ho:-~. Sm S. W. GRLFFITH: It is 
correct within £20,000. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : I do not 
believe it is correct within £90,000. You set me 
a bad example. 

The HoN. Rm T. MciL\VRAITH: The hon. 
member knows it quite well. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: Yes, and 
so do you; but you don't like to aclmit it. 

Mr. B_'\.RLO\Y: As to the prolmbility of the 
a~solute necessity of this money being spent, I 
will refer to it afterwards, but I contend that it 
is quite possible contracts may have been entered 
into for which the country would be li>tble. \V e 
have an instance of that in this contract at the 
back of the P>trliamentary Buildings. A con-

tract has been entered into for a large sum, 
£13,000, which was voted for the purpose last 
year, and against which I protested. 

The PllE:\IIER : It is going on all the same. 

Mr. BAH.LO\V: Yes, and I know the reason 
why, but I am not gning to tronble the Com
mittee with that. I contend that this balance 
relJre,ents a real reduction, as stated hy the 
lee~der of the Opposition, of the liability of the 
consolidated revenue fund of only £28,255, 
and therefore the deficit-the apparent deficit
inst' .1(] of being £485,165, is reallv £573,757. 
The hon. gentleman is perfectly correct; no 
doubt every penny has been honestly brought to 
account, and thif, £485,165 does repre·sentthe debit 
balance of the con,olidated re''enue fund. At the 
same time, that has been arrived at by pushing 
into next year the excess cf liability for expendi
t;;rerepresentecl by the difference between£263,418 
and £302, OOD. I believe the practice in the 
Rouse o± Commons is that every vote lapses at 
the end of the financial year and h·as to be re voted, 
so that the Ch .. ncellor of the Exchequer knows 
exr~ctly what his Budget is. He is not troubled 
with these questions of the posRibilities of spencl
ing-s, and htpscd vote', and writings off, and all 
th:ct sort nf thing. He goes to the House of 
Commons and says, "You voted £20,000 last 
year; we have only sp.ont £10,000; we ask ,-ou for 
a renewed authority to spend the other £10,000." 
In that way the Budget is a! ways made to a pound. 
I believe the reason why that system was net 
adopted in New South \V des-from whom we 
got the principle--at the time responsible govern
ment was started was that there was such a 
system of log-rolling that they could never depend 
upon these re-vote;;, They never knew when a par
ticular work might not be chopped in half by the 
refusal of the Parliament to give the re-vote. 
Therefore they adopted this principle, which has 
led to infinite confnsion in that colony, of carry· 
ing those votes forward, treating lapses in the 
manner described in Table I. ·with respect to 
the vVorks Department, we were told that 
there is nothing pushed forward into next 
year. What do we find in Table J? \Ve find 
that the balances of votes brought forward in 
that department were £13,000, that the Esti
mates-in-Chief for 1888-0 were £166,000, and 
Supplementary Estimates not yet voted, £8,000, 
the total appropriation being £188,413. Of that 
has been spent £85,582, leaving a balance unex
pended-and I assume that when public works 
are asked for there is some intention to carry 
them out-of £102,831. That principle is carried 
out through Table I; it is the foundation upon 
w hi eh the table is based. As I said before, I 
never spoke to the leader of the Opposition on 
the suhject, and yet we have arrived at exactly 
the sarrw conclusion. 

The Ho:-~. Sm T. MaiLWRAITH: You 
both tumbled into the same hole. 

l\Ir. BARLOW: It is all very well for the 
hon. gentleman to sit there and t'ell us we both 
tumbled into the same hole ; but he is not the 
only financier in the Committee ; he is not the 
only person who understands the subject; and I 
may tell him that we have not tumbled into any 
hole at all. I ha Ye no doubt we shall find, by 
reference to the practice of the other colonies, 
that this liability is always treated as the real 
and true balance of the consolidated revenue 
fund against the colony. It is not the cash 
balance, but the true balnnce setting forth the 
liabilities of the colony. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH : They 
hrtve not the slightest notion of Table I in 
New South Wales. 
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Mr. BARLOW: They have something quite 
c(juivalent to it. I will now say a few words 
about the revenue and expenditure as shown in 
Table K. I find, reckoning from 1883-4, that 
the revenue went to the bad during those six 
years to the e>:tent of £79G,7GO. But what do 
we suppose the deficit on the milways \Vas at 
that pdiod? It was £1,710,009. So that if our 
railways had paid their fair share of interest on 
cost of construction, or if that amount had been 
received by taxation or in some other form, there 
would have been £914,150 to the good. And th"t 
shows, what I stated C~t the commencement of my 
remarks, that the railway deficit is the re<lol cause 
of the disarrangement of the finances of the colony. 
The contribution per head of the population, 
shown by Table L, is a very considerable increase, 
and there is a very considerable increase in the 
Customs Department. Now, I was faYoured 
with a return on the beer duty which I asked 
for, and I must say I cannot agree with the 
conclusions of that return, and I will endeavour 
to give my reasons. The return states that the 
amount of excise duty on beer which would 
have been colLeted, if the Excise Act had not 
been passed, would have been £34,279 4~. Gd., 
and it says, "The actual amount of excise duty 
on beer collected to 30th ,Tune, 1889, or for four 
months while the Beer Duty Act was in opera
tion was £10,H3 s,. 9d." It is very true that 
that amount W[IS collected, but if hon. members 
will look at the statement of revenue for the 
year they will find that something like £4,000 of 
that was given back again. It was held in 
suspense pending the completion of the tariff 
arrangements, and then all the duty from the 
12th September was refunded. Now, the true 
amount collected was £G,813 3s. 9d., to the 12th 
September. I find by the report of the Chief 
Inspector of Distilleries that the amount that 
was brewed for the ye.n ending 31st March, 1889, 
was 3,014,62.) gallons. The increase of the beer 
brewed on the previous year was about 500,000 
gallons, and the population of the colony as 
going on at mnch the same ratio, so that 
we may safely infer that there was a yearly 
increase of 500,000 gallons. \Veil, rejecting 
the first three months of the year, and snb· 
stituting the remaining three months, April, 
l'lfay, and June, 1889, we are entitled to add a 
fourth of the increase-namely, 125,000 gttllons. 
As in the £6,.313 3s. 9d. we had received dutY on 
545,055 gallons, that leaves a product of 2,594,570 
gallons, and taking off 5 per cent., which is the 
allowance granted for "spoil" on beer, we gn,in 
2,464,812 gallons as the amount of beer which 
was brewed and did not ]'ay excise duty from 
the 12th September, 1888, to the 13th June, 
1889. The equivalent of that at 3d. a gallon 
was £30,811, and the gain to the revenue on hops, 
according to this statement, and a dissection of 
the figures I have made independently, was£4, 118, 
and on malt £12,079, making a total of £1G,1!!7. 
Suppose that all the hops paying the increased 
duty were used in the manufacture of beer, 
entirely exclusive of those hops used for 
other purposes- such as the brewing of 
drinks, and for bread-making purposes-granting 
that every pound of hops were l!Aed for 
the manufacture of beer, I contend there 
is an amount of £14,614 which has gone into 
the pockets of the brewers or the publicans, it 
does not matter which. They settle it amongst 
themselves, because, as I stated in my remarks 
·made last session, I believe that the ruho which 
regulate the '~le of intoxicating drinks are quite 
distinct from those regulating anything else. I 
do not think anyone has got a larger glass of 
beer, or a cheaper glass of beer, by the repeal 
of the excise duty, and we find now that 
there is an agitation going on for an increase 
in the price of beer. That proves conclusively 

to my mind that they are brewing from sugar, 
and that the increased price of sugar is causing 
the clamour for the increased price of beer. We 
all know that in country towns that is regulated 
by usage. In son1e coUntry to\vns drinkH are one 
price and in other places a different price, while 
there is no cause why they should be clearer in 
one place than in another. 

The POST:UASTER-GENERAL: They are 
1s. out \Vest. 

Mr. BARLO\V: There are many places to 
which the cost of carriage is a great deal more 
than to other places, and yet the drinks are 
cheaper. There is no rea8on for it. It is custom, 
and when competition becomes a little keen the 
pric·JS go down. But I contend th>'t, whether it 
has gone to the brewers or publicans, the sum of 
£14, lil-1 in excise duty on beer has gone out of 
the country into someone's pockets. Now, I 
have contended ever since I have had the 
honour of being a member of the Liberal party 
that taxation can come but from three sources. 
'l'he sale of land, which is applying the proceeds of 
capital to pay interest; increased Customs duties 
whi~h have been adopted; or taxation of property 
in some form or other. There are only three 
"etys for the country to meet the continually 
increasing deficit which is brought r,bout by the 
operation of our railways. I have not the 
slightest hope that the Hail way Commissioners 
will make any impression on that deficrt. I 
sincerely hope they may. If anything I could do 
or caY would a.~sist them, I would most cheerfully 
say or do it, but I believe it i.s an incubus 
which we cannot get rid of, but which we 
have to face. If they can grtpple with it 
they will be wonderful men, but I am sure 
gentlemen coming here from the old country 
with large experience will never consent to 
any system of starving the lines or doing 
anything to bring about accidents, for w~ich 
we shall have to pay heavy compensatron. 
If they are successful in reducing this great 
and continually increasing burden in the 
shape of railways, they will well deserve their 
salaries and the thanks of the public, but 
I have very little hope. Now I believe that 
people do not know what taxation is here. 
In this country the rate of interbst is so high. 
The Premier may laugh, but I say that the 
wte of interest is so high and the means of 
living so comparatively easy, that people do 
not know what taxation is as compared with 
the United Kingdom or America. The special 
rates that are levied in some parts of England 
and in many parts of the Sttttes of America 
are quite equal to the whole of our taxation, 
and a very large part of our taxation is not 
raised except from the public estate. It does 
not come directly out of the pockets of the 
people in any way whatever, and therefore 
the plea of extra taxation is a fear which 
only exists in the minds of those who 
hear it, and as for capitttl being frightened 
away, there is no likelihood of that happen
ing so long as it can secure a high rate 
of interest, ·when a country is in such "' 
state that there is no employment for capital, 
and the ·rate of intere't is extremely low, 
then it is that capital runs awfLy. Hon. mem
bers may laugh, but they will not laugh wh~n 
these matters are brought forward at the next 
general election. They will not laugh when 
thc,e speeches, which we are making against 
all hope, are quoted. There was a time in 
the history of Holland when the rate of 
interest was as low as 1 per cent. Of course, 
anything like considerable taxation of capi
tal which is earning only 1 per cent., will 
cause that capital to go somewhere else where it 
will not be taxed, or where it will be taxed to a 
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lesser degreP. There is no fear of anything of 
that kind in this colony as long as taxation is not 
of an outrageous character. It is all nomense for 
people to say we shall drive capital away by any 
moderate system of taYation which will put 
upon those interests the taxation which thev 
ought to bear, and which the'' should be:cr in con
sideration of the benefjts they receive from the 
public works which ha,·e caused the deficit. 

The POSTMASTER - Gl<~NimAL: And 
which the peopk will have to pay for. 

Mr. BARLOW: Yes; which they will have 
to pay for. The difference between the bon. 
gentleman and myself is, what portion of the 
people of this colony will have to pay? Shall the 
persons who derive the direct benefits from these 
works pay for them, or shall the Mtxation 
be levied upon those persons who have large 
families to support, and who have to earn 
their daily bread by the labour of their hand;;?
that is the whole point of difference between us. 
This railway deficit must go on, in my humble 
opinion, for years. It carmot-I will not c.ay it 
shall not; in the face of an oYerwhelming power 
such a word cannot be used-I say it cannot, 
and if the people are true to themselves, it shall 
not be paid by the alienation of land. It is 
almost always assumed, in connection with auction 
sales, that the alienation of land is the same thing 
as settlement. It is something like the story about 
Napoleon Bonaparte, who created desolAtion an<l 
called it peace; there is about the same distinc
tion. I am quite willing, consistent with my 
views, to giveencouragernent to native industries, 
but I do say that this hybrid tarifi- because 
it is a hybrid tariff-has pleased no one; and 
that it has produced as much as it has, is only due 
to the fact that the drought has c•tused the taxa
tion to become operative upon a larger number 
of things than it would ha Ye heen operative upon 
otherwise. If it had not been for the drought 
the tariff would not have produced what it has. 
It is no use, at this hour of the nig·ht, to go into 
columns of statistical figures to show how the 
revenue has increased, and where it has incrnsecl 
and decreased. The broad general principles bid 
down by my hon. friend the lt>ader of the 
Opposition are as clear and distinct as ever they 
were. It is, capital t'ei'S1JS the many ; land 
alienation above all thinf's a, a me;,ns of revenue, 
and land alienation at almost any price. I do 
not blame hon. gentlemen opposite for being 
consistent advocates of their principles, but .ls 
far as I am concerned I shall resist to the 
utmost any attempt at sanctioning, or making 
possible, any larg-e alie1mtion of land; because 
I believe, with the hon. member for Toowooml>tt, 
that it is tlw very worst thing that could happen 
to this colony. I hope that the :Estimates and 
expectations of the hon. the Colonial Treasurer, 
will be realised. Certainly the tariff, which was 
to do such wonderful things, is not paying- off 
the deficit very rapidly. I have never regar.dcd the 
deficit-£602,000- as something very alarming-; 
and I say that those politicians who lmve made 
this deficit a bugbear, who went about the 
country crying out about the deficit and the 
deplorable state of our finances, did a g-reat 
deal of harm to the colony. I should like to 
know what would be thought of any commercial 
man engaged in business, with large con1n1and 
of capital and unbounded resources, going about 
the country whining and crying because he had 
been obliged to incur a temporary oYerdmft? I 
believe that if the ordinary revenue had been left 
alone, and judicious taxation had been imposed 
upon the lines I have indicated, the deficit would 
have been liquidated without the oppre,sive 
measures that have been adopted to liquidate it, 
and that have only partly liquidated it; because, 
as far I can understand, the liquidation will go on 

for years. And if with that there had been that 
strict control over the expenditure which every 
Government should bold, I believe the deficit 
would very soon have disappeared. As to paying 
a trifle of intere·,t on the deficit--

The PREMIJ~H,: Oh! you are a political 
J.\Iantilini. 

Mr. BARLOVv: \Vhat about paying a trifle 
of intere,,t on the deficit? Is there any urgent 
necessity that it should be squared up; that the 
whole country 8hould be thrown into confusion 
by the c;quaring up of this deficit which does not 
:'lhHmnt to more than ono-sixth of the yearly 
reYcnuc ? It was nothing more nor less than a 
cry, fl" good cry; it served its purpose. 

The COLOifiAL TREASURER: Only one
sixth? 

Mr. BARLO\V: About that. I will make it 
one-fifth if it pleases the hon. the Treasurer; it 
is quite immaterial to me. I ask what did New 
South \V ales g-ain by the cry raised about her 
deficiency of £2,000,000? Is not that colony in 
as good a position now as ever she was? 

The PREMIER: No. 
Mr. BARLO\V: She is not in the boob, but 

she is in relatively as good a position as ever she 
wad, notwithstanding the terrible outcry raised 
at that time about her deficit of £2,000,000. 
And I say that the political cry raised here 
about the stat<" of our finances, when our deficit 
amounted to only one-fifth of the annual revenue 
of the colony, was a very poor thing indeed to 
publish to the world, and that the indictment 
n,g-ainst my hrm. friend the leacler of the Oppo
sition, of running into extravagance and creating 
difficulties, was wholly unsupported by facts. 

On the motion of the COLOi\fiAL TREA
SURER, the CHAIR~IAN left the chair, reported 
progress, and obtained leave to sit again to
n1orrow. 

MESSAGE FROM THE LEGISLATIVE 
COUNCIL. 

HEALTH ACT AilmxDiiiENT BILL. 

The SPBAKER announced the receipt rf a 
messnge from the Legislative Council returning 
this Bill without amendment. 

ADJOURi\fMENT. 
The PREMIER said: ~fr. Speaker,-I beg 

to move that this House do now adjourn. The 
first business to-morrow will be Supply; and 
after that the further consideration of the Ci vi! 
Service Bill. 

Quc·;tion put and passed. 
The House adjourned at 10 o'clock. 




