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1000 [[ASSEMBLY.] IntJ•oduction of Javanese. 

LEG-ISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Wednesday, 7 August, 1RS9. 

Introduction of Javanese into Queensland.-Supply
rmmmption of committee-financial statement
Adjournment. 

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

INTRODUCTION OF JAVANESE INTO 
QUEE:\'SLAND. 

The PREMIER (Hon. B. D. Morehead) laid 
upon the table of the House a return moved for 
by the hon. member for Enoggera in reference 
to kanakas in Queensland; and moved that it be 
printed. 
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The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-In connection with this return, I take 
the opportunity of mentioning that there was a 
return laid upon the table of the House some 
titne ago containing correspondence concrrning 
the introduction of J ava~nese into Queensland, 
and that correspondence, from my recollection, 
was incomplete. A great de'll of important COlT€S· 

pondence wai left out; it did not contain the 
correspondence that I remember at all. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I was 
not aware that there was any .further corres
pondence in the Colonial Secretary's office. If 
there ie, it will be laid upon the table of the 
House. 

Question put and passed. 

SUPPLY. 
RESUMPTION OF CmcD!ITTEE. · 

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

FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 

Question-- That there be granted to Her 
Majesty for the service of the year 1880-90 a 
sum not exceeding £300, to defray the salary of 
the aide-de-camp to his Excellency the Governor 
-put. 

Mr. DALRYMPLEsaid: :JI.fr. Jessop,-lrise 
to express the satisfaction I feel at the Financial 
Statement delivered by the Treasurer. }from 
that statement it is apparent that the downward 
progress which we observed in the financial 
affairs of the colony for some years has been 
arrested ; and the pcmi tion of affairs having been 
altered, we may be said to have taken the first 
step towards the restoration of financial health. 
Hon. members on the 0 pposition side seemed 
disposed to grumble, first of all at the 
taxation adopted by both sides, and then at 
the fact that the deficit has not been further 
reduced. I sav it is most unreasonable to 
grumble, in the first pla.ce, because we have 
put on additional taxation and in the next 
place because, apparently, the taxation we 
put on was not sufficient-because in no other 
way could a further reduction have been made 
in the deficit. That goes to show that the 
Opposition are rather sorely put to it to fincl 
grounds for condemning the financial policy of 
the Government. The hon. member for Ipswich, 
Mr. Barlow, pointed out that the deficit would 
have been greater but for the drought, because in 
consequence of the drought many dutiable >trticles 
had to be imported, which would otherwise have 
been produced in the colony. He also attributed the 
deficiency to the loss in rail way rev en ne. Though 
it is quite true that some produce was introduced 
in consequence of the drought, had it not b•_en 
for the drought a very much larger sum would 
have been received from the railw2tys; and I am 
sure that so far from the Trc"asurer having to 
congratulate himself on the drought adding to 
the revenue, to the drought is attributable the 
fact that the deficit has not been diminished to a 
gre~ter extent. I do not share the pe~simistic 
views which some members opvosite take
though the leader of the Opposition said he was 
not a pessimist at all. Of course our railway eX
penses cannot be reduced below a certain rate 
-we must keep up our supply of trucks Rnd 
carriages whether the~' are loaded or empty
but in a good season the traffic will grtatly 
increase and the greater portion of the receipts 
will be net profit. \Ve must also bear in mind 
the change in the management of our rail ways, 
the result of which will be the elimination of 

many elements which now add to the cost of our 
rail ways. Considering that fact, together with 
the improvement in the seaoons, and the adminis
tration of the affairs of the colony by men of 
good business cajlacity, I think we mc1,y look 
forw"u·cl with confidence to the yearly diminution 
of the deficit. 'fhe hon. member for Toowong ,•.cid 
last night that if the present tariff had not been 
imposed, the country would have hten £140,000 to 
the bad. There is no doubt about that; and it 
is only another way of saying that if the lc.ctder 
of the Opposition had been in power the country 
would have been £140,000 to the bad; that is to 
say, this .-ery tariff, of which the Opposition 
complain, has been the means by which the 
country, instead of going to the bad, has greatly 
improved its po>,ition. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: \Ve would 
have raised that much by other mer.~ns. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: You did 
not disclose ~hem. 

~ir. DALRYMPLE: Another cause of corn
plaint on the part of the hon. member for 
Toowong.iq that the Government spent £320,000 
more last year than was spent in the pre
vious year. The question, however, is not 
the total amount spent, but whether the 
amount spent was necessarily spent-whether, 
in fact, the expenditure was a voidable or un
avoidable. There is no donbt that the country 
was committed to a certain amount of ex
penditure by arrangements made before the 
present Government came into office. Then 
we have to' remember that the railwavs of 
the colony are continually increa,ing, ai1d in 
this country, where the Government rnn the 
railways, every additional mile of railway must 
add to the expense. That expense might of 
course be balanced by the returns of the rail
ways. Nevertheless increased expenditure must 
go on and increase the public accounts of the 
colony. It is the same with public buildings 
and other works, so that it is inevitable that 
every year, a~ the colony is continually growing 
and settlement expanding, there must be an 
addition to the cost of governing the colony. 
Another thing we have been told-I have no 
doubt with correctness-is that a year or two 
ago in consequence of difficulties in connection 
with the finance> of the colony, the Government 
of the day, which was led by the prc~ent leader 
of the Opposition, were endeavouring, so far as 
they possibly could, to govern the colony in
expensively; and we have been also told that 
in consequence of the endeavours which were then 
made to economise, it was found afterwards that 
we had to p:1y for that economy, and spend more 
than would have been necessary had the expen
diture been spread over a term of years. There 
has been no attempt made by any member of the 
Committee to prove that the ext;enditure of this 
sum of £320,000, which the hon. member for 
Toowong has pointed out as being excessive
tha.t is to say, in excess of the expenditure of the 
year before- conld by any means whatever 
have been a\'Oidecl. The hon. member further 
went on to say that the finances showed a want 
of care and economy in the expenditure, and 
almost in the same breath, certainly in the next 
sentence, he stated that the Government should 
have spent£90,000 more on public works-that is 
to say, he complains almost at the same time, both 
that the Government is not spending money and 
thr.~t it doe" spend money. The hon. member said 
he was nnable tu understand how it was that 
the returns from the Southern railways were 
only £1 Ss. Gel. per cent. I think it is very easy 
to understanil. In the first instance I will 
mention the drought, 'which would nndonbtedly 
diminioh the returns. But the most important cir
cumstance to remember-whether the Committee 
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approves of the remark or does not-is that 
it is .a fact th~t milways are given to consti
~u~ncies for political reasons. \Vhichever party 
IS m power, that party increases their influence 
and increa,; 'S the hold they have upon any 
electorat~s by giving those electomtes railways 
or granting thmn :<nno other expenditure of 
public money, and v"·hat we find is this that in 
the Southern portions of the colony the' average 
returns fro tu the rail m~ys is £1 Se,. Gd. per cent. 

Mr. UN:\1AOK : That is the averao·e return 
from all the railways in the colony. 

0 

Mr. DALRYMPLE : At any rate 'Ye find 
that the railways in the Northern portion of the 
colony give a considerably larger return and I 
think that is very mnch to be <\ccounted' for by 
the fact that the people in the Sonth are nearer 
to the seat of Government and c.1n exercise more 
influence on the Governn1ent. I believe, ho\v
ever, that it would have been better for the 
country had more railways been 'built in the 
North, which would have retnrned a higher mte 
of interest, but I have no doubt that th~ Govern
ment have been unable to relieve themselves of 
certain pressnre. I trust this very low return 
from the railways will not be permanent and I 
sincerely hope that the appointments n;ade of 
late will go some way towards enabling us to 
show an increa~e in the earning~ of onr raihvays. 
The hon. member for Toowono stated that he 
desired certain information with regard to the 
\Vide Bay Itailway. That information was 
given to him, and it was shown that the low re
turn for that r.tilway, which was npparently only 
5s. 5d. per cent., \vas o\ving to the Governn1ent 
having, very wiselv I think, charged to revenue 
what they might have charged to capital account, 
and what I am afraid in many other cccses in the 
past has been charged to capital. \Vith reo;ard 
to the Mackay R;,ilway, the hon. member stated 
that the expenditure bot year had incrensed by 
£379, while the income decreased. It is a 
fact that is well known that the crop of sugar 
la::;t yE':::tr wets exceedingly low, and the passenger 
traffic also was exceedingly low. Alterations 
will, no doubt, be made in the present state of 
affairs, but they cannot be made immediately, 
nor can the expenses of any given line be reduced 
beyond a certain amount. But I am in hopes 
thnt this ye,,r the loss on that line will no 
longer exist. I should like to point out that 
although this line may appear to have been 
unwisely constructed, it would undoubtedly 
have paid exceedingly well had the leader 
of the Opposition not got mto power. In 
making this statement I am not actuated bv 
any animosity towards the hrm. gentleman, 
whose talents arc re;,pected exceedingly; but 
the moment it w.cs known that he had come 
into power, that moment a very great number of 
people who were prepared to erect sugar mills 
determmed not to erect them. The cause was a 
wo.nt of confidence on their part; they may 
have been mistaken or they may not, but the 
direct result was that a lot of exceedingly fertile 
country, which would have been opened up, 
remained, and still remains, in a state of nature; 
and whilst at the time the railway was con
structed there was every prospect of its paying, 
looking at the reasonable expansion of the sugar 
industry, which was apparent, the line has not 
been profitable to the extent to which it "as 
hoped. That certainly is uwing to the altera
tions in the political conditions. I observe, 
too, that the hon. member complained that 
increaRed ta,xes were not put on beer and 5pirits ; 
that the excise duty on beer was repealed, and 
that for it was instituter! Onstoms duties which 
have macle up the loss to the State. I notice al~o 
that almost every hon. member who has spoken on 
this question expressed the same opinion. l\Iany 

members on this side, myself included, were in 
favour of adding to the duties on spirits in the 
same way as some members on the other side 
proposed, but when we found at the close 
of the debate-I am "peaking of the debate 
on the tariff-that the Treasurer had obtained 
a sufficient sum of money to meet his require
ments, we, of course, did not press that matter. 
It is one thing to s:ty that we would put a certain 
amount of tax<1tion upon the people in order to 
avert financial dbaster or to pay our ay, and it 
is quite another thing to say that e_ven af~er V~'e 
have got what we wanted we wtll persist m 
bking money from the pockets of the people. 
That course of action is really putting unneces
sary burdens upon the people. I observe that 
there is a tendency on the part of the mem
bers of the so-called Liberal party to put on 
tax,.tion apparently for taxation's sake, and I 
should call them perfect gluttons for taxation. 
\Ve frequently he:n them srcy, "\Vhy don't 
you put on a land tax or an income tax ? \Vhy 
don't you tax dividends, and so on? \Vhy 
don't you keep on drag,;ing money fro';\ the 
people ?" I will tell you onc reason. I hose 
members are, I believe, somehow under the 
impreoc<ion that by taking money out of the 
people's pockets, and putting it into the '.rrea
sury, they can double the money.. But the 
money disbursed from the Treasury Iil not dJS
tributed entirely in the colony. That money is 
got from the pockets of the people, and put by 
the State to the building of public worb, but it 
is done at the expense of the people from whom 
it is taken, and who, if left in posseesion of it, 
might apply it themselves to some ?seful P?rpose. 
It semns to 1ne a monstrous th1ng to 1mpose 
taxation unless it is absolutely required. The 
State cannot do any good by taking money from 
the country at large, and expending it on any 
particular railways, and if it does so, _it ~s at the 
expense of those persons from whom It IS taken. 
\V hat appears in one direction does not appear in 
the other. In one case you see what is done, 
and in the other case you do not see what is lost. 

Mr. BARLO\V: It is to cover the railway 
deficit-the lo,s on the working of the railways. 

Mr. DALRY::YIPLE: ::'low the hon. member 
for Toowoomba, in the course of an interesting 
speech, said, with respect to the Minister for 
Lands, that in consequence of that gentleman 
having said he was in favour of sales of land by 
auction, he was, therefore, in favour of the 
ag-gre:xation of large eHtates. Now a ma1;1 n1ay 
be in favour of sales of land by auction, without 
being in the least in favour of the aggregation of 
large estates. It is perfectly evident, by the 
context of the remarks of the ::VIinister for 
Lands, that when he made the statement that 
he was in fa VOllr of sales of land by auction, he 
me:tnt on the lines existing at the present time. 
That was perfectly obvious, and the hrm. gentle
man has told us the same thing repeatedly. He 
has told us that he is in favour of selling 
what the law permits to be sold- small 
quantities of land--and that he considers the 
quantity nllowed to be sold at present might be 
added to to some extent with advantage. At any 
rate he only proposes to sell land in small 
quantities. It is well known to hon. gentlemen 
opposite as well as to ourselves that the Land 
Act has been thoroughly well administered, that 
every effort has been made to carry it out in its 
integrity, and that settlement is being pushed 
on; and I do not think there are any reasonable 
grounds for charging the Minister for Lands with 
a desire to cause the aggregation of large e~tates. 
The h on. member for Toowoomba further said 
that these auction sales of land meant ruin to 
the colony, and he instanced a case immediately 
afterwards of a ~ale of land at Cairns. That 
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case would not at all strike me as one in which 
the country was likely to be ruined. If anyone is 
likely to be ruined hy that sale it would appear that 
it must be the purchasers of the land sold on that 
occ:tsion. Some of that land, the hon. member 
says, is under water every now and then, and 
probably the buyers never saw it. If the State 
has been fortunate enough h get rid of that 
land, which is occasionally under water, and 
which it will probably require a considerable 
amount of money to reclaim ; and if, as has 
been said, the t\ta,te has got £1,000 for some 
allotments of that land, I say that by "process 
of that sort we are much more likely to a vert 
ruin than to court it. '£he hon. gentleman also 
said he was in favour of a hnd tax if it could he 
fairly impose'!. If it was possible to impose a 
land tax so that its incidence would fall fairly, I 
would be in favour of it myself, but there is the 
great difficulty. \V e will sav tha,t it is ri;sht 
to make those people pay it whose property 
has been benefited by the expenditure of 
public money; but that statement is held by some 
hon. members opposite to justify a general land 
tax all over the colony. I may point out that a 
great deal of money spent by the State does not 
benefit all land. It only benefits some land; 
and, further, I will point out that rrioney which 
is spent by the State, in many cases, absolutely 
depreciates the value of property. I will take 
the case of Bowen-and I can take the cases of 
Mackay and of Ipswich-to show that the ex
penditure upon public works for the benefit of 
the colony a,t large does not confer any benefit 
in particular insta,nces. Take the case of Bow en, 
and I say thRt, if the rail way ha,d not been con
structed to Townsville, Bowen would have stood 
a good chance indeed of obtaining the Charters 
Towers trade. Gladstone would have stood 
a bett0r chance than it cloes but for the construc
tion of the Central line to Rockha,mpton, and 
lYiackay could expect to secure the Clermont 
trade but for the r'mstructiou of that line to 
Rockhampton. The same thing is the case with 
respect to Ipswich, and it is by the expenditure 
of public money in the continuation of the 
Southern and \Vestern line from Ipswich to 
Brisbane that Bri·,bane has succeeded in extin
guishing Ipswich as a rival. So that it is by no 
means easy to put a land tax on in such a way 
as to charge thooe people who receive benefit by 
the public expenditure with the amount they 
ought to pay. Then, as a general consensus of 
opinion on the other side, it is held that 
if the land is sold the country is going 
to be ruined; that if you put up a cer
tain amount of land by auction, and get a 
certain amount of money for it, somehow or 
other it is said we are going to ruin the country. 
I fail to see it. I defy anyone to take the land 
away, at any rate. The bnd remains, and this 
sicle of the Committee maintainerl-sensibly, I 
think--that it wets not the policy of the country 
to put a land tax on at present, for the simple 
reason that it is "kind of article that we are 
dealing in at present, and which we want to get 
rid of. If we put a land tax on, it is quite evident 
that the purchase of the land will discount that 
tax to some extent, and we should not get so 
much for what we want to sell. That would be 
the consequence (Jf a land tax. I am positive as 
to what would be the effect if a land tax was only 
threatened, as it has been in " shadowy way, for 
it has never been directly threatened. 

The HoN. SIR S. \Y. GRIFFITH: The reso
lution- was carried in Committee of \Vays and 
Means in thi, House. 

Mr. DALRY:NIPLE: I was not awareofthat. 
Apparently this tax was shadowed forth, and a 
resolution affirming its desirability, I suln·ose, 
was carried. There has since that time been a 

~ 

considerable amount of money-perhaps £200,000 
or £300 000-paid for the sale of land by the 
::ltate; ~nd I am certain that this fem· of the 
probability of the imposition of a land tax has 
knocked off at least 10 per cent. of the value of 
all the land th:tt has been sold. \Vhen a man 
goFS to invest his money in land he do~,, so with 
the hope of making a profit out of Jt-Just as he 
would do in any ordinary commercial transac
tion--and if he sees a certain risk, he charge'l 
for that risk by giving- a less price for the 
land in consequence of it. And when he does 
not know how much that risk is likely to be, he 
is a.pt to ma,gnify it, and consequently the State, 
even in the sales which have been nmde, has, 
I believe, lost a great deal more than it ought 
properly to have lost had everybody been qmte 
scttistierl that a land tax would be imposed of 
a certain definite amount. 'IVhenever you pro
pose to put a land tax on, the purchaser con
siders the tax, and probably magnifies it, in the 
price he pays for the land. The hon. ge;1tlem~n 
also said he was in favour of constructmg rall
ways, even if they did not pay dil'ectly, be
cause the indirect advantages arising from them 
were more thnn sufficient to counterbalance 
any loss which might be sustained. In '':Y 
opinion it is not justifiable to construct rml
ways at " loss when you can construct them 
at a profit, because all you can say :1bout the 
indirect advantag-es to the State of milways 
runnino- at a loss applies equally to railways 
running at a profit-that is, where the traffic 
pays "reasonable interest on the cos~ of construc
tion ; and when you have a chOice between 
the two, I certainly should say construct the 
latter, be01use it gives yon both the direct and 
the indirect advantages. It lms also been said
and denied-that there are more working men 
out of employment at the present time than 
there ever were before. On that I ,imply say 
that it is an endorsement of a certain opinion I 
uttered myself not very long ago, a,fter raading 
the reports of the labour councils in val'ious 
parts of the colony ; and it is cerbtinly a 
reason why we should not imprudently risk a 
very much larger number of people being thrown 
out of emplovment by any want of con,ideration 
to the sugar industry in the J'i orth. T.he same 
hon. member also complained of the agncultural 
depression. That depre"''ion is, I believe, mainly 
owing to the drought, and the most serious part 
of it undoubtedlv, if we consider the thousands 
affected by it, is the depression in connection w_ith 
the sue ar industry, which depression not only 1s a 
bad thlng for those engaged in it, but is especially 
bad for many a~ricultm+,ts in the South, who 
look to the N m~h for one of their principal 
markets. There is no question as to what j, the 
best encouragement that can he given to agricul
ture and the only one that can ever put it upon a 
sou~d basb; and that is to imbue the agricul
turist with the belief that he is going to make." 
reasonably good profit. The moment the agri
culturist can see his way to make a profit, you 
will cease to hear those complaints about the 
unwillingness of men to engage in agriculture. 
Perhaps the most important factor in that 
succBss is a good market. The hon. member for 
Ipswich, in the course of his speech, in which he 
introduced the leopard and the Ethiopian and 
a whole menagerie of animalH, said he did not 
believe in the tariff, ond he did not believe in 
selling land. He said that the tariff was a 
bctd r..addle to place on the people-a saddle 
which would give the people a sore back. 'l'lmt 
is quite possible, but I can only say that the 
hon. member wa,s one of the persons who would 
endeavour to put the saddle on; but instead of 
a comparatively light riding saddle, he wanted 
to put a very heavy stock sa,ddle on t.he peoJ;le. 
And that reminds me of what was smd, I thmk 



io04 Supply. [ASSEMBLY.] Supply. 

by one of the Kings of Israel, that his father 
had laid whips on the b;1Cks of the people-that 
he had scourged them with whi!Js; that, it may 
be said, is wb,tt we have clone; but the uti~ er 
side, if they lwd been in power, woulcl have 
scourged then1 wit~ scorpions. 'l'he hon. lnmn
ber for Burrum "bowed, in tlmt very clear and 
lawyer-like .,tyle for which he is celebmted, 
that during the debate>< on the trcriff which took 
place in con1n1ittee b,st ye;_u, it took u.::: on this 
side of the Honsc all we could do to prevent the 

·other sicle from aclding to the duties. I cannot 
understand how any hon. member can possibly 
hope that the people of the colony should have 
uncommonly short memories, or that Ifanscwd is 
no longer in existence. It is well known to every 
lwn. member of the Committee that on a very 
great number of articles there was the strongest 
desire on the part of certain hon. members of the 
Opposition to add to the <luties, which nothing 
but nece:,sity compelled many of us to support. 

Mr. BARLOW: That was for protective pur
lJoses. 

Mr. DALRYMPLE: It does not matter in 
the least for wl:)at pm-pose you wanted to put the 
saddle on. That does not matter to the horse 
which is going to g-et the >'ore back, he does 
not want to know what 1t is for. I heard in 
the North a gentleman of some intelligence say 
that a tariff wa.> not injmiuus to the people, 
because the duties were so high that nobo'ly 
would buy the articles. But if people will pay 
a duty on any article whatever, no matter how 
high the duty may be, the fact th:tt they are 
payi~1g it shows that it is bnt a limited injury. 
I fml to see how hon. members can possibly 
congratulate themselves and say that they were 
not taking money ·:mt of the pockets of the 
people, when, as a matter of fact, they put on 
taxation to such an extent that the people had 
no option, while if they had t,ut on less duties 
the people would have exercised their option 
and paid the duty. But no matter what 
motives these hon. gentlemen may have had, 
the fact remains that while they complain 
of this side of the Committee for putting
burdens on the peoples' backs, they were the 
very ones who struggled their very hanlest to 
put hertvier burclens on the hacks of the people. 
It was pointed out also by the hon. member 
that the deficiency on railways was very much 
smaller when his side of the Committee were in 
office. \'1 ell, I say that is extremely probable, 
and, further, that as long as the general average 
returns of the rail ways of the colony are only 
£1 Ss. Gel. per cent., it follows that the more raii
ways are constructed the greater will be the deficit. 
It has also been said that it "as made a charge 
against the hon. the lettcle1· of the Opposition, 
that he had destroyecl one of the best ·,ources of 
revpnue in the colony, and whatever else 1na,y be 
said, there is no doubt of this fact : That the 
present Land Act, however salutary it may be 
in some re,pects, up to the present, so far as 
being a source of revenue is concerned, it has 
been an abject failure. The effect, so far as I 
understand it, is this: That although we receive 
a certain sum of money for the land which has 
been take': up under the "\et, yet that money is 
only nomuml, because the e'i:penses of dealing 
with the lands are so much that it would be 
cheaper for us to tell the pnblic to cut it up and 
help themselves. 'rho whole of the money which 
ha,; been derh·ed under the Act is, I believe, not 
sufficient to pay the mere e-·:pen· •Js of clericd 
\Vurk, survey~ anU otherwiHe, in connection \Vith 
it; so th:1t there is no cloubt that one of our chief 
sources of re venue has certainly been destroyed. 
It is baid also that it is easy to sell land without 
regard to the future; but, with or without regard 
to the future, there are cases in which it is easy 

to sell land. ·what I wish to point out is, that 
when you do sell land the people cannot take 
it away; it is open to anyone, whenever the 
necessity occun, to put a tax upon that land. So 
that the fact of it being easy to <ell land, and that 
people are selling lancl, does not in any respect 
take away from the people uf the colony the 
ri·"ht they have got to impo.se a tax of that 
ki~d. lt is merely a 'lUestion whether you will 
get the money in ;me way or in another, but you 
do not sacrifice the lands of the colony. It is 
merely a question whether it is acl visable or 
desirable to pnt the tax on first of all, and 
prevent the land being sold,' or sell the land first 
and !Jut the tax on after. :From my experience, 
I do not think hon. members on the other sicle, 
however apprehensive they profess themselves 
to be with regard to the alienation of land, 
need trouble themselves on that point, for this 
very goocl reason. At present the position is 
this : A man buys a piece of land at, say, £1 
per acre, he pays the State that money, and 
what happens to him is this: that the rates he 
would have to pay on the land for which he paid 
the State £1 would come to more than what 
he would have to give as rent if he leased 
the land from the State. If he gave £1 for 
the land he certainly gave it in order that he 
should not have to pay rent, and the result 
is that he pays about double as much in rates 
as the State would charge him. The conse
quence is that he has practically made the State 
a present of £1, and that is not a state of 
things which I think the country at large has 
any reason to deplore. But I am certain that, 
however desirous the :Minister for Lands may 
he of selling large areas of land either \'fpst, 
or on the coast, or np North-I speak of that 
because I know something about it-he could 
not possibly sell it. No one will be so foolish 
as to say, "I will give you £1 an acre first 
of all, and pay you a great deal more in :ent 
afterwards." 'rhe Government, in the dealmgs 
which they have hitherto had in connection 
with land over a large portion of the colony, 
have every reason to congratulate thernselves 
that they have got the hest of the bargain, and 
that it is the people who have bought the 
lands who have been victimisecl. The State 
need not trouble about making bargains of that 
sort. They have got the purchase money; that 
purchase money returned them about three times 
as much interest as they would get if they leased 
the land to the people. I think they have done 
remarkably well. 

An Ho"ouRABLE ME>IBEH : The money has 
been spent. 

Mr. DALRYMPLE: If the State chooses to 
spend the £1 per acre, it must suffer from its own 
extravagance. If it sells an acre of land for 
£1 and invests that money properly, it can 
get !Jd. per acre per annum in perpetuity. 
If, on the other hand, it lets the land at 3d. 
per acre, it will take a very long time before 
it will overtake the 9d. which the investment 
of the capital amount will bring. 'rhen, again, 
the hon. gentleman says that we do not know in 
this colony what taxation is ; that we should go 
to America and the United Kingdom and learn 
what it means. If we do not know what tax
ation is, I certainly cannot understand why the 
hon. member shoul~i be so exceedingly dissatisfied 
with the taxation that has been imposed. He also 
stated that the taxation comes particularly hard 
upon people in towns. I cannot follow the hon. 
gentleman 1n that statement, nor do I think it is 
correct. I have yet tu lmun that people in 
towns have larger families than those who live 
in the butih. In fact, my impression, from my 
observation, has been that if there is any 
difference it is the other way. 
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The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Did any
body say so? 

Mr. DALRYMPLE: Yes. This was stated, 
and I infer the other-that the operation of the 
tariff is particularly hard upon the people in 
towns, and I shall be glad of any other explana
tion that can be g-i ,·en of that statement than the 
one I have given. Of cm.n·He, from that I assutned 
that families were mostly in town,, and the in
ference wonld be that people wholi vein the country 
do not pay as mnch as people who live in the 
towns. I do not think that is a fair inference, 
and there is one thing I should like to mention. 
The people in the bush are precisely the people 
who will get the least good out of the tariff, if 
any good is to be derived from it. One of the 
results predicted or hoped for from the tariff was 
that it would build up certain manufactures. 
Now those rnnnufactures, if they are established, 
will be established in the towns, so that the towns 
will get whatever ad vantage ill derived from the 
tariff. So far from the country people being 
favoured, they will suffer unduly, as they nearly 
alwa:;·s do in such ea <es. In conclusion, I shall 
merely say that it is a puzzle to wiser men than 
either the Premier or the Colonial Treasnrer how 
to devise means of taxation which will be popular. 
I do not know in what way they can go to the 
country and take any portion of those small 
coins which occrtsion<tlly some of us s~e, out of 
our pockets so as to ph .3,se us. Taxation must 
nece~sarily be a disagTeeablecircumstance. Every 
effort has been made by hon. gentlemen to show 
that the t<>riff unduly presses upon the poor mo,n. 
I should be very sorry indeed to press unduly 
upon the poor man, but I believe that every man 
in the State, whether he be poor or whether he 
be rich, should have to bear his share of the 
general burden. A huge portion of the increased 
taxation has been derived from the ad vahrem 
duties. Now, I do not think that presses unduly 
upon the ponr man. It comes to this-th:~.t if 
a man spends £1 in clothing, fancy goodJ, 
or furniture, he pays a cert;::,in anoount of 
duty, and if he spends £20 he will spend twenty 
times as much in duty. The ad valoreat 
duty was increased by the leader of the Oppo.-i
tion frmn 5 pPr cent. to 7~ per cent., no 
doubt under pressure, but still very pl'operly, 
and the present Government have been com
pelled to increase it still further to· 15 per cent. 
Hon. members opposite may endeavour to show 
tlmt the burden ha:; been put upon the poor 
man by this side, bnt I deny tlmt. However 
this taxation ho,s been brought abont, nothing 
is jJlainer than that the cause which has led to 
the incree,sed taxation was due to this Govern
ment being merely the inheritors of a very 
deplorable state of things which was owing 
to the other side of the House. The Colonial 
Treasurer has inherited a deficit caused by the 
late ~overnment, and the making good of tlutt 
deficit must be borne by all classes nf the com
munity. If the deficit were to be allowed to go 
on, it would cause a serious diminution in the 
credit of the colony, and great difficulty would 
be experienced in getting money in order to 
carry on our public works. I merely wish 
to refer to this, beco,use two or three lwn. 
members on the other· side have been talking 
to the pnblic for a long time, and have done so 
in the hope that they have not got good 1nenwriF ~. 
I say that if the taxation has been placed UJJon 
the people of the colony, it has been done reluc
tantly, and we find that bv means of it we are 
gradually able to r<rapple with the terrible evil 
that year by year the finances of the colony were 
showing a b<>lance on the wrong side. If that 
were allowed to continue, the colony would soon 
be in a state of bankruptcy, and that is what we 
do not want. \V e also wish the people of the 
colony to remember that when hon. members 

opposite talk of us putting a saddle upon them, 
the saddle they would have put on was a heavier 
one, and one which would have wrung their 
withers far more than the one we put on. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said: Mr. Jessop,-The 
speeches made by hon. members on the Govern
n1ent Ride on the l•~inrtncirLl Staten1ent, so far, 
cannot be particnlm-ly commendecl. On our side 
I must admit that <tble spe•;ches have been 
delivend, critid.-;;ing the figureN of th0 Htt1te1nent. 
I con~ider the Go\'ernmeut h~l/-'G not cmne ont 
brillin,ntly in this debate,.but none of the speakers 
have yet l!Ot to the root of the difficnlty. The hon. 
gentlema'i.i. who went nearest to it ,was the hon. 
member for 'l'oowoomba. Hon. n\,mbers h>we 
l1een straining at a gnnt and swallowing a camel. 
'I'h8 incre<tsed taxation ,.imply amounts to 13s. 9cl. 
per head of popubtion; but the c~ief yoint 
which ha,; been left out of the questiOn IS the 
question of imports and exports. \Ve find that 
the balance of trade is on the wrong sir le to the 
extent of £1,;il7,39.'5, or at the rate of £3 13s. 2d. 
nearly per head, and not £3 8s., as lws been stated. 
Here lies the difficulty, and it clearly shows that 
the amount of that balance on the wrong side, is 
tnac1e up by the rn0ney we have been bc~rro\ying 
to construct our raihva.ys. I hnve ma1ntau1ed 
for years, and I still hold t~e opinion, tha~ so 
long r"'s the baJance of trade IH not on the rrght 
side, so long is our horrowing policy an n.ct :)£ 
insanity. It is silnply H1rtki11g a rni~take 111 
political economy. The babnce of trade should 
be in fa\-our of ourselves by the amount we have 
to pay annual!)' in interest. 

:Mr. PHII,P: Wh,,t about Victoria? 
Mr. ISAMBERT: It will affect them yet. 

The brilliant times they have at present will 
come to an end. Instracl of the increased 
taxation of 13s. Hd. per head l>eing an argument 
in fa\ our of the Government, it is rather a 
condemnation of theit' revi,ion oi the tariff, and 
show- that their tariff is simply a revenue tariff, 
and does not protect anyone. The country IS 

being dminc 1 of its metallic treasures by 
this injurious system of trade ; our industri~s 
are affected injuriously by it, and there 1s 
no wonder that the times are depressed. Those 
millions of nwney that are dmined out of 
the colony Ih ver return ; but the t -.xes that are 
rai:;;ed here are spent ar:,,tin; and if \Ve put on a 
little more tax:ttion by mettns of protective duties 
the money would remain in the colony and be spent 
agflin; anrl every time it ~hanged handL it would 
help to produce its value m ~oods. I cannot con
gratulate the Government either on therrremarks 
about the Libeml p>erty having landed the colony 
in debt, or on taking credit to themselv~s for 
having wiped out the deficit loft by the Libeml 
party on variOUS O(;Cfl..;iOllS. rfhe fiL-..t tirne, they 
simply transferred money from the Rmlway 
lleserves Fnncl t0 consolid,ited rev0nue. Anyone 
could finance in that way. The last time they 
simply increased taxr~tion. \Vhen the present 
Government were in Opposition they said tlmt 
increat::ed ta;"-ation was not nLC8N8ary, bnt ·when 
th~y got into power they found that it was 
necessary; and the present Opposition, instead 
of retaliating, ::ts~it;ted the Governn1ent to ilnpose 
incre.; ,eel tr~xation; so that the Opvositinn 
dr•erve much er, :lit as the Government for 
reducing deficit. fhen it has been stated 
a~ain that the btc Grl\"ernment were extravagant. 
Thn,t argnn1ent has been RO often refuted that it is 
about time it was dropped. It is chilrlish to 
reiterate that statement in condemnation of the 
Liberal partv. It is proposer! to increase the 
revenue by ;ellin·,·land, but anybody conld clo 
that. And the Govermr:ent may be cure that if 
they persist in their injurious policy of sellin~ 
land in large areas, as they propose, they will 
only hurry on the time when the country will 
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turn round and impose a land tax. Then it 
is said that the Land Act of 1884 does not 
give sufficient revenue ; but it must be re
membered that the revenue derived under that 
Act is a constantly increasing re":renue, and 
that every five years the rents can be in
creased. Of course the falling off in our rail
way receipts is only a natural consequence 
of bad seasons. The chief cause of the unsatis
factory condition of our finances is the fact that 
the balance of trade is on the wrong side ; and 
if the Treasurer would shift his office to the 
Custom-house and watch our trade, and put the 
balance on the right side, he would soon have 
an overflowing Treasury. But he need not 
reckon on an overflo\ving Treasury so long as 
our industries are in a depressed state, so long as 
they have to compete with the cheap lttbour of 
other countries. ·with such duties as are imposed 
here, we are bound to tax the productive energies 
of our citizens to the highest degree ; and if we 
pit them against the cheap labour of other 
countries, we cannot expect them to pay taxation 
at the rate of £9 or £10 per head, because it will 
be an imp)ssibility. 

Mr. FOXTON said: Mr. Jessop,-'rhere are 
one or two points in connection with the finan
cial condition of the colony which cannot be too 
frequently emphasised, and I propose to bring
them under the notice of the Committee; but I 
wish first to say a word in reference to some 
remarks made by the hon. member for l\1ackav. 
That hon. gentleman appeared to question the 
statement of the hon. member for Toowoomba, 
Mr. Groom, that the intention of the Govern
ment, as enunciated by the l\linister for Lands, 
to sell lands by auction to a very considerable 
extent, was a distinct leaning on the part of the 
Government towards the aggregation of large 
estates ; c•nd he instanced the fact, as he put it, 
that it was evident from the speech of the 
Minister for Lands that it was proposed to con
duct those auction sales upon the present lines-I 
presume he meant the lines on which auction sales 
have been conducted since the present Government 
have been in power. But he must have forg·otten 
the fact t.hat there i• a Land Bill before Parlia
ment by which it is proposed to increase the area 
which rrmybe submitted at auction to 320 C~cres. 
Now, that practically means that though it 
cannot be submitted in one lot, still an area of 
1,280 acres may be submitted in one block with a 
road all round it. At the present time four 40-
acre lots are put together in one block, with a 
rmtd all round, each lot having two frontages. I 
do not know that those blocks of 160 acres have 
been sold in that way by alwtion, though they 
may have been; but I understand that it 
was in contemplation to do so in one instance. 
I do not say that wets improper in that 
case, bee mse there were special circumstances ; 
but the ability to do so in the case of 40-acre lots 
shows the possibility of the same thing being 
done in connection with 320-acrc lots. J<'onr ~f 
those lots in one block amount to 1,280 acres, 
which may pmctically be purchased by one 
person at one sale. 

The MIJ\'"ISTER FOR RAILWAYS (Hon. 
H. M. !\'" elson): Is that a large estate? 

Mr. FOXTO:Y: It is part of a large estate; 
and a few of those 1,280-acre blocks would make 
a \'ery fair estate. 

The MINISTRR FOR RAIL \Y A YS: But 
there are roads all round the 1,280 acres. 

Mr. FOX TON: The hon. member for l\Iackay 
also referred to a statement made by the hon. 
member for Ipswich, 1\fr. Barlow, who iikened the 
tariff to a saddle fitted on an unfortunate horse
the taxpayer-in such a manner as to gall his back. 
Some hon. member on the othzr side suggested 

that it was put on the wrong horse. I certainly 
think it was put on the wrong horse. The 
question at issue between the two sides of the 
Committee is not whether the deficit should be 
wiped out or not, but what are the means by 
which that desirable end should be attained. 
In connection with this, the hon. member for 
l\Tn,ckay made one great point of the fact that 
the late Government had, by their utter mis
management, left a legacy of a deficit for the 
present Government to inherit. But if it had 
not been-as has been pointed out by hon. 
members of this side, and cannot be too often 
reiterated-that the present Government placed 
additional burdens on the people the deficit 
would have continued to grow, so that really 
it is absurd to say that it was through the 
Inismanagement and extr.1vaganee of the late 
Government that the deficit was created. It 
arose simply from the fact that the late Govern
ment did not impose burdens on the people 
which have now became necusary, and which 
must be imposed on somebody. But the late 
Government did propose a method by which 
those burdens should be borne, not by the galled 
jade which now bears it, but by a horse which 
was very much better able to bear it. Several 
hem. members have referred to the increase in 
taxation >ts shown by T>tble L. Taking the 
year ending- on the 30th of June, 1888, aml the 
year ending on the 30th of J nne, 1889, 1t will be 
seen the increase of taxation per head is 10s. 10d. 
That is, of course, the taxation from all sources. 

The COLON"IAL TREASURER: No; that 
increase is from Customs duties. 

:Mr. FOXTON : I take the hon. gentleman's 
own table, which shows that the increase is in 
taxation from all sources. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: No; it is 
the increase from Customs. 

Mr. rroXTON : I should like very much to 
know where the other taxation comes in. 

The COLOXIAL TREASURER : If you 
look at the tables, you will find where it is. 

Mr. FOXTON: I merely take TableL, which 
ha,s been submitted to the Committee by the 
Treasurer. In that table the taxation is 'given 
under the following heads : "taxation, land 
revenue, railways, other public works and ser
vices, and miscellaneous services." The hon. 
gentleman says this increase of 10s. 10d. per head 
arises under the bead of Customs only. If that 
be so, this Table L is entirely inadequate for the 
purpose for which it is intended. 

The PREMIER : The increase is due to Cus
toms. 

Mr. FOXTON : Is that what the Colonial 
Tren,surer means? 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: The in
crease in Customs duties is 10s. lOd. ]Jer hearl. 

Mr. FOXTOX: I will show the hon. gentle
man that that is not so. The increase of l Os. l Od. 
per head, I reiterate, not-withstanding what the 
hrm. gentleman says, is the increase shown by 
taking all sources of taxation into consideration. 
The increase in Customs is over 17s. per head for 
a whole twelve months,-as I will show the hon. 
gentleman by the figures before the Committee. 

The COLOXIAL TREASURER: I do not 
wish the hrm. member to mislead himself, and I 
think it is only right to point out that the 
taxation through Customs for last year was 
f:3 lSs. Sd. per head, and the amount for this 
year is £4 9s. 6d. 

Mr. FOXTON : The hon. gentleman does not 
understand hid own tables. I regret to say that; 
but really it does seem that the hon. gentle
man does not understand the tables. In his 
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desire to set me right-and I appreciate his 
desire, as he has acted very courteously-'-he is 
entirely in error in what he has stated. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: I repeat 
what I have already said, as I do not wish to see 
the hon. member mislc<td himself; the Customs 
taxation is increased by 10s. 10d. per head of the 
population. 

Mr. l<'OXTON : If the hon. gentleman will per
mit me to proceed without further intern1ptiou, 
I shall be glad. I am quite prepared to rely 
upon my own view of the matter, without the 
asc;istance of the hon. gentleman. If he will 
allow me, I think I shall be able to show him 
that my view is the correct one. I see the 
l\Iinister for Railways is going over to instruct 
the hon. gentleman. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said : Mr. 
Je<sop,-I rise to a point of orrlcr. I must 
protest aiiainst the rude remarks of the hon. 
member; I want no instruction from the Minister 
for Railways and no impertinence from the 
hon. 1ncmber f1lr Carns,rvon. 

Mr. FOXTOR: I submit, Mr. Jessop, that 
I am in possession of the chair. If the hon. 
gentleman ri~e~ to a point of order, I am willing 
to retire; but I do ask you, Sir, to protect 
me unlus a point of order arises. I will not 
he interrupted, even by the Colonial Trea,urer, 
except in a le:~·iti matP- way, and in accordance 
with the rules of the Hou.<e. I again repeat that 
the increase of taxation by 10s. 10d. per head is an 
increase in thetaxation from all sources of revenue 
by taxation. I will quote now from a table issued 
by the hon. gentleman, by which he shows very 
clearly that the net increaoe in taxation under the 
tariff for 1888, is no less than £256,558 for nine and 
a-half months, that is to say, from the 12th of Sep
tember, 1888, to the 30th June, 1889. This quota
tion is from a "return showing the amount of Cus
toms revenue collected in the colony of Queens
land, from the 1st July, 1888, to 30th ,Tune, 1889; 
also the amounts which would have been collected 
if the tariff had not bPen altered, laid up<m the 
table of the Legislative Assembly by command, 
and ordered to be printed." That increase has 
simply to be divided among the mean popula
tion during that nine and a-half months. On the 
30th of June, 1888, the estimated population of 
the colony was 3GG,940 souh', and on the 30th 
of June, 1889, the estimated population was 
387,463. I think if we take 375,000 as the mean 
population for the nine and a-half months we 
shall be doing a very fair thing, and dividing 
the increase of £256,558 amongst these 375,000 
people, we get for nine and a-half months an 
increase of no less than 13s. Scl. per head in the 
Customs duties, instead of 10s. 10d. as stated hy 
the Treasurer. I will make the hon. gentle
man a pre,ent of half a month. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: Don't be 
too generous. 

Mr. FOX TON: I can afford to do it. There 
is an increase of 13s. 8d. per head of the popu
lation in the taxation through Customs in con
sequence of the new tariffo£1888. Add one-fourth 
to that-I take it at one-fourth, though it should 
really be five-nineteenths for the other two and 
a-half months to make up the twelve montho in
crea~e-I say, add one-fourth and we get 3s. 5cl., 
makmg a totalmcrease of 17s. 1d. in the Customs 
revenue per head for twelve months ending on 
the 12th September, 1889. There is no gaimay
ing those figures. 

Mr. l\IURPHY: Nobody wants to. 
Mr. ]'OXTON : The Treasurer has done so, 

and the hon. member for Barcoo could not have 
been present in the Chamber or he would not 
have made that remark. Departing from that 
for one rnoment, let us take the alternative 

scheme of taxation which was proposed by the 
leader of the Opposition when he was in power 
-the land tax-and let us consider the principles 
of that tax. It "as proposed to impose 1d. in the 
£1 on theunimproved value of lanclsoverandabove 
the sum of £:)00 of such unimproved v>elue. To 
give ac01nnwn instance frequently ocr;nrring in the 
colony-I will bke the case of a man with a farm 
or other bnded property of the value of £2,000, 
represented by £1,000 unimproved value of the 
land, and £1,000 for improvements. That man 
would have been taxed 1d. in the £1 on the 
second £500 of the unimproved value of his 
land, and that would have amountecl to £218. 8d. 
A man in such a position might fa.irly be con
sidered to be in a position to poty his fair share 
of bxation. He would have had to pay £2 ls. Qd, 
under the lar:d tax proposed hy the leader of 
the Opposition. Now, let u~ take the same 
man, and as:~un1e for the sake of ttrgu1nent that 
he has a wife and four children to support, 
and let us see what he has to pay per annum 
under this tariff in the w>ey of extra taxation. 
He has to pay no less than £5 2''· extra. He 
has six mouths to fPed, and six bodies to 
clothe, and the consequence is he has to pay six 
times 17s. in additi,mal taxation under this 
tariff, or altogether £0 2s., asHuming, of cour.;e, 
that the average conditions will apply in his case. 
I took four children as an averag·e family; but 
supposinJS that thi;:; 1nan was not in pnsseBsion of a 
farm or landed property worth £2,000, but was a 
poor working labourer workin~ for a day's \V age, 
he would still have to pay under this tariff the 
sarne ainonnt of extra taxation, bPcause, af; has 
bt:en pointed out, it is in the nature of a poll-tax. 
If he happens to hw.·e a family of eight to ten 
children, he willlmve to ]J'1Y an <tdditional amount 
of something like £10 under this tariff. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. M. H. 
Black): How much, if he haR twenty children? 

Mr. FOXTON : I will let the hon. gentleman 
make th,ct c •• tlculrttion for hi1melf if he is able to 
mctke it. I am not the h<m. member\; school
master, and ctm not sent here to teach him 
s,rithmetic. I quote instances m so f.tr as they 
are useful for my own purpose, and if the hon, 
member de,ires to <rnote instances let him make 
his own calculations. The difference between 
the principles enunciated by the late Govern
ment in the Land Act, and the principles pro
posed to be adopted by the present Government in 
the proposal to increase the area of country lands 
thctt m<ty be sold by auction to 320 acres, is that 
in the one case it is proposE l to pay the interest 
upon the public debt, so far a· the rent will go, 
out of the annual income derh ed fr,,m the land, 
while in the other case the proposition is to pay 
the annual charge for intere,,t on the public debt 
out of the capital. 

Mr. MURPHY: You cannot take the land 
away. 

Mr. I'OXTON: \Ye have heard th>et said over 
and over again, and it has been frequently urged 
that having once alienated land, a lan<1 tax will 
reduce the value of alienated land, and also the 
value of the bnd which still remains in the hands 
of the Ste.te. 

JI!Ir. :\iURPHY : That has never been our 
argument. 

Mr. FOXTON: I beg the hon. gentleman's 
pardon. The hon. gentleman who immedie,tely 
preceded me on the other side nsed that 'ery 
argnrnent, and the hon. 1nen1ber for Barcoo 
n1ust ha,ve been out of the Chnn1her again. 
\Vhy the argument that is a! ways cheered to the 
echo on the other side is that a land tax will 
lessen the value of the public estate left in the 
hands of the Government. 

Mr. MURPHY: Hear, hear! 
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· Mr. FOXTON: If it lessens the value of the 
public estate left ir. the hands of the Crown, it 
will ~urely lessen the value 0f all land in the 
colony, whether alienated or not, in exactly the 
same way. I hi! to see the distinction the hem. 
member for Barcoo seeks to draw. In this con
ne,-,tion I hold that no matter under what 
tenure land is held, it should be taxed, and that 
the leaseholds of the far interior should be taxed 
as well as any other land. ·I see no roson why 
they shoulrl not bear their fair share of tctxation 
as well as land parted with in fee-simple. It is 
simply a matter of tennre, and one is a little 
better than the other. I have asked before in 
this qhamber, why a man who has paid, say, 
a capital sum of £1 pPr acre for his land, 
should be taxed when the annual interest charge 
he has to meet in respect of the capital he 
has invested may be very much greater than 
the rent paid to the Crown by a Crm1 n lessee 
-why should the freeholder under such cir
cumstances be taxed, and not thE) leaseholder? 
Why should that be the case, more espncially 
when it is considered that this taxation is imposed 
principally for the purpose of meeting the 
interest upon the public debt incurred for the 
construction ofmih\.Lys, which doubt!e,s benefit, 
to a brge extent, a great portion of the colony, 
especially places in the immediate vicinity of the 
railway", but which certainly have increa"ed to 
an enorrnous extent the valne of the la.rge pro
perties held under lease in the far west? That 
is shown by the fact, as has been already pointed 
out, that the wool from those places now arrives in 
the Englbh market long before the day on which 
it would have arrived at the port of shipment in the 
old days before thnse rail ways were constructed. 
I know of an instance where, in 186G, a very 
large clip of wool for one of those railways lay 
and rotted on the station, and was never removed, 
because it would not pay to convey it to the port; 
and an enormous sum of money was lost in con
sequence. Such things do not occur now, simply 
because those properties in all parts of the 
interior have been brought within very reason
able means of communication with the ports to 
which they desire to send their produce. I do 
not know that I have anything more to say. I 
do not pro]JOse to enter into any serious 
di,cussion of the Financial Statenient, that 
having been already ably done by hon. members 
sitting on this side. ·what I desire is to 
bring into greater prominence certain points in 
connection with the position the Government 
are occupying towards the taxpayers of the colony, 
more especially when it is rem em be red that two of 
the leading members of the Government-the 
seniormunberfor North Brisbane and the Premier 
-c.tme into office after having enunciated the 
principle that no additional taxation was necos
sary. I leave it to the taxpayers to say whether 
they have had to meet any further taxation or 
not. 

Mr. MURPHY said: Mr. Jes,op,-It may 
be true enough, as stated by the last speaker, 
tht~t Sir Thomas :Yiciiwraith, the senior member 
for Nor~h Brisbane, did sa:. :;;omething abo~t its 
not bHng neces~ary to i1npose any further 
taxation; but if he did, he said it before he was 
aware of the state the finances of the colony were 
in vv hen they c tn1e into his hands. 

The HoN. Sm S. \Y. GRIFFITH : He said 
it because it 'vas a convenient thing to say. 

:VIr. MURPHY: _\s statements have been 
made duriuz the debate that the working man is 
heavily ta':ed under this tariff, it is as well to let 
him know at once that whatever burdens he has 
to bear-am] he has no more than his fair share 
of the burdens of the country-they have been 
put on his back by hon. ·gentlemen who sit on the 
opposite side of the Committee. It was owing to 

the maladministration of the late Government 
that we on this side have been obliged to put 
additional taxation on the people. 

Mr. BARLO'\V: You put it upon the wrong 
shoulders; that is the trouble. 

Mr. MURPHY: It ,,-as said a few minutes 
ago by an hon. nu--mber opposite, that an hon, 
member speaking on this side might hA taken to 
be expressing the ecntiments of the entire party 
to which he belonged. For the same reason, I 
may assume that any hon. member on the other 
side who speaks is speaking the sentiments of 
that side collectively. It is not so long ago that 
an hon. member on that side wanted to put a 
tax on flour-on the working man's staff of life. 
That was the hon. member for Toowomnba, 
lYir. Groom. Did not hon. members on the 
opposite side try on every possible occasion to 
increase the taxlltion upon all classes of produce? 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS of the Opposition: 
No, no! 

.Mr. MURPHY: I say they did. Thev asked 
the hon. leader of the Governn1ent, Sir Thonuts 
lYicii wraith, over and O\ 0r again, during the 
debate on the t<uiff, to increas~ the burdens on 
the necessaries of life 1 hold in my hand a 
paper '.-\ hich be~ins as follows :-

"}Jr. Groom to proposD the following amendments in 
the tariff :-Flour, 20.-s. llOr toli." 

Mr. SA YEilS : 'rhat is only one member of 
the Opposition. 

Mr. ::\iURPHY: I am going on the assump
tion which we were asked to accept just now that 
when a member on this side speaks he is supposed 
to express the sentirr.ents of his party, whether 
we agree with all he says or not ; and I now say 
that a certain number of members on the other 
side of the Committee were in favour of increasing 
the burdens of the people to a very much g'l'eater 
extent than we on this side were anxious to do. 
If ever the party riow in Opposition come again 
into power the unfortunate people will find that 
the sndclle will gall them very much more than 
the saddle they have on them now. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GlUF:FITH: Some 
people will. 

Mr. MURPHY : To return to the hon. mem
ber for Toowoomba, :Mr. Groom: that hon. 
member wa; desirous to put additional burdens 
on the people--to tax nece ,saries of life which 
thio oide wi,hed to absolutely exclude from 
taxation. He wanted to put a tax of 20s. per ton 
on flour, ·id. per lb. on butter, 4d. per lb. on hams, 
4d. per lb. on bacon, 4d. per lb. on salt pork 
rmd mess pork, 5s. per dozen on boots and 
shoes under a certain size, 7s. per dozen on boots 
aud shoes above t-hat size, and 4s. on every 
dozen pair of goloshes. That shows what bur
dens would have been placed on the working 
men if some hon. members on the other side of 
the Committee had had their way. I believe 
the majority of hon. members on that side 
were in faYour of putting very much heavier 
burdens on the people than we had to 
do by the tariff. I am a protectionist my
celf, and I do not think that protection is 
a burden. To follow up the illustration of 
the hnn. member for Ipswich, I will say that 
protection is a saddle, b•1t you mnst teach the 
horse you are going to saddle to we:1r it gradually. 
If you put a burden of this kind upon a horse's 
back suddenly he will buck-he will tr,v to get 
rid of it. Protection is a s,,ddle that presses a 
little at first upon the animal that has got 
to wear it. In the same wa,v it galls the 
community that has to wear it a little at 
first, but the more they get u>ed to it the 
better they like it; and I think it showed 
the wisdom of the hon. senior member for 
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North Brisbane that, when he brought this 
tariff before the House, he did not put the 
whole weight on the hor~e's back at once. He 
had to bring in a tariff partly for revenue and 
partly for protective purposes, so that the tariff 
was really a compromise, and I hope before the 
hon. gentleman cc::tses to be a member of the 
Government in this colony, that he will drive the 
wedge he has now started in this direction right 
home ; that we shall have a thoroughly )Jl'O· 
tectionist tariff, and that all the necessaries of 
life, all articles re'luired for consumption by the 
working man will be entirely relieved from 
taxation, except ininstance.s where it is absolntely 
necessary to protect them, in order to en<·ourage 
their manufacture in thi, colony. \Ve have only 
to look abroad, to other colonies, to see the 
success that has attended their efforts in the same 
direction 8os we 8.re now travelling; and why I 
like this tariff is that it is gradua.lly educating 
the people up to protection. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GlUF:B'ITH : I am 
afraid no( 

Mr. MURPHY: The hon. gentleman inter. 
jects, but I do not think he disagrees with me in 
this : that it is absolutely necessary that pro
tection should be brought in slowly, until the 
people are educated up to it, and when they are 
educated up to it the time will have come when 
we can drive this wedge right home. I think the 
present Government, or, at all events, the late 
leader of the Government, the hon. senior 
member for North Brisbane, deserves every credit 
for having had the courage to tackle this que:;tion 
when there was nothing to guarantee to him that 
it was one the country would accept. I have to 
congratubte the hon. the Trea"uer upon this one 
great fact. Ever since I have had ~he honour of 
being a member of this House a budget pro· 
posal has been brought up annually showing a 
deficit, and this is the first time I have had the 
pleasure of listening to a Financial Statement 
showing a surplus. I congratubte the conntry, 
and the hon. gentleman, and the Government, 
and this Committee, upon that fact. :!<~very year 
since I have been in the House fresh taxation 
has been imposed upon the country, but it has 
always enderl in producing no beneficial result. 
There has always been a deficit when the 
next budget was brought forward ; and it is 
another very pregnant fact that the Govem
ment had the courage of their opinions, took the 
bull by the horns, and brought forwarrl a scheme 
of taxation which has produced the n'ult 
desired-namely, it has put the finances of the 
conntry into the condition that it was necessary 
they should be in. I would like to glance at the 
retnrn showing the amount of Customs revenue 
collected from the 1st ,T uly, 1888, to the 30th 
June, 188\J, so that the working men of the 
colony, when they read our speeches, may 
understand that the things they imagine are 
taxerl are not taxed, and that the otatements 
which have been made to them to the effect 
that certain articles have been raised in price by 
the operation of this tariff, are not true-that 
nothing of the kind is the case. 

Mr. BARLO\V : I know it from experience
from my own house-keeping. 

Mr. MURPHY: That may be; but the hon. 
mernber is not a working uutn. 

Mr. BARLO\V: The artic!eJ I use are used 
by both. 

Mr. MURPHY: The hon. member is not a 
\Vorking 1nan; he lives in a luxurious n1anner, 
and ought to be taxed. 

Mr. BARLOW: No, I do not; you are 
mistaken. 

Mr. MURPHY : I am very glad to hear from 
the hon. gentleman that he has felt the tariff in 

188\J--3 I\ 

his householr!. That shows that it has touched 
the rich. I shall now go through a few of the 
articles in the tariff which are necessaries of life 
in order to show where it presses on the working 
man, and how mnch the taxes have been 
raiS<-d by this tariff in comparison with the old 
tariff. The first things which are necessaries of life 
arA tea, Rngar, fionr, and meat. There is no tax 
on meat, but still it has been raised in price to the 
working In en owing- to the drought, though 1nany 
pc ·'Jlle were tu le! that it was through the tariff. 
I have seen articles in the newspapers, complain
ing that the tariff had raised the price of meat. 
Tea is not raised in price, because the duty is 
exactly the same as it was under the old tariff. 
Coffee has not been raised in price, being exactly 
the same under both tariffs. 

2\lr. UNMACK: No; it is not. 
Mr. ::YlURPHY: Cocoa and chocolate have 

not been raised in price ; they are, to some extent, 
necessaries of life. Butterine, butter, and cheese 
have eaeh been raised slightly by the tariff, but 
tlutt was done in order to protect the farmer. 
Do hon. gentlemen opposite say that we were 
wnmg in putting additional duty upon those 
articles? 

2\fr. SA YERS : Yes ! 
::\Ir. :MURPHY : The hon. gentleman repre

sents a ruining conRtitw=mcy, hut will hi.:; ban. 
friends sitting along.side of hin1, ,vho represent 
fanning constituencies, say whether or not 
they object to this increase of duty upon 
bntterine, butter, and cheese? Of course they 
do not; and if the hon. gentleman who leads 
them had his way, I take it-if he is the 
thorough-going protectionist he says he is
tlmt when he gets into power he will raise those 
duties very much more th8.n they are; so that I 
cannot see what objection hon. members opposite 
can raise to the increase in these items. Bacon, 
ham-;, and honey, which are also to some extent 
nece>'"ll'ies of life, havr~ been raised from 2d. to 
3d. per lh. That has been done in the interests 
of the farmers. It was a moderate increase, not 
such as I should like to see imposed for the 
henelit of the f<nmers, because I am a protec
tionist. Still, the working man has been told 
tlutt he is suffering under great hardships 
on account of this tariff. I am not able 
to ascertain how it inflivts .my hardship upon 
him in any shape or form. It has been 
done for his benefit, because protection of the 
farmer means prot~cting the working man. It 
me8.ns increased wages to the working man, and 
increased prosperity to the whole colony. 9th~r 
things, Ruch as pork, rnaccaroni, vermwelh, 
and cornflour have been increased for the 
purpose of deriving revenue from them. They 
are not actually necr ssaries of life, but they are 
u.;ed very largely in households, and may be 
considered as next to being necessaries of life, 
and the tax_ction put upon them cannot hnrt 
anybody. Hice has not been raised. That is a 
necessary of life, as it is used largely when flour 
is dear, and is abo used in the western districts 
as a vegetable. 

Mr. COWLEY: It is as highly taxed as 1t 
ought to be--1 d. per lb. 

Mr. ;yiURPHY : Sugar, of course, has not 
been altererl ; and potatoes and onions, which 
also enter largely into the working man's diet, 
ha.ve been increased, bnt for the purpose of 
protecting the farmer. I have now gone throui\h 
all the items in the tariff which are necessaries 
of life. 

Mr. SA YERS : What about clothing? 
J\Ir. MURPHY: I thank the hon. gentleman 

for his reminder. Boots and shoes, and made-up 
clothing have been taxed, no doubt, but that has 
been done with the evident intention of encourag-
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ing their manufacture in the colom· as has been 
done in Victoria. If hon. members go to Melbourne 
they.will see thousands of yonng men and women 
turnmg out of the boot and clothin" factories at 
5 ~'clock. Hon. members, and the people of 
thw colony generally, would be convinced by 
that that the duty placed upon those m·ticles wiil 
ultimately have the effect of giving eh1ploymcnt 
to them and their children. 

An Ho"Ol:HABLE :\IEMBER: How is it there are 
so many unemployed in JYielbourne? 

Mr. MURPHY: There are no unemployed 
in Melbonrn<'. There are loafers nbnut 'the 
streets there, who will get up meDtings in front 
of the Bnrke and ~Vil~s statue any day, but;\ ou 
can see the same thmg m the streets of Brisbane
!oaferswh.owill not work, bntwhowillgetupmeet. 
mgs to agrtate for work, while they are praying· to 
God that they rm1y not find work. That is the 
class of men who are clamouring in Victoria 
and how many of them are there? Had th~ 
unemployed movement in ~Melbourne ever been 
sufficiently important to induce the Government 
to give way in any_ one particular, except to give 
such men fre: ra1lway pas.ees up country, in 
order to get rrrl of them, or to send them over 
the border to K ew South \Vales? So far as the 
labouring man is concerned, there is a very hn
portant item here which has been freed from 
any duty, and that i,; tools. That item em
braces r;e>trly <tll the ordinary tools required 
by work1~g men, whlCh cannot be eas1ly manu
factured m the colony. Blacksmiths' tools and 
other tool~ w hi eh can easily be made in this colony 
were not mcluded, in order to protect the smiths 
of the colony. I think 1 have shown conclusively 
that the necessaries of life to the workin" man 
are not more heavily taxed than under the old 
tariff, so that all the claptrap which has been 
spouted from the other side of the Committee 
about the burdens imposed upon the working 
man. falls to the ground. Long before this 
Parhament expires the worki1w man will h;tve 
found ~1ut that this sadclle wbi~h has been put 
upon h1s back was put there for his own benefit. 
Talking on the subject of railways, the hon. 
member for Toowoomba made the following 
remarlm last night :-

" tVe tind this to br tile ea!'e now. that in most of the 
large y}~storal di&.tricts where ritihvays nre extended. 
~wool u; In the Lonllonmarket at a period \VlJen formnlv 
I~ 'vonld hardly have left the station. And we not on1\· 
g1ve 1hem the fa(•ilitics of rail'iYay cmmnnnieation. hu't 
we are ahsolntely snhsidisdng. at a cost to the country 
of £55,01)0 a ~rem·. a lin1~ of ste.amP-rs to earl'\' that woOl 
home to Englanrt nt a vr:ry re(lnced rate. ~ 

"1Ir. 1\luRPTIY: )Tot at a rcdw~ed rate. 
'~ J1r. GRoo~r: \V ill the hon. membrr ten me that the 

frmght wonld not J)e lli·: her but for that o;;;nb~iflv? 
"l\'Ir. l\luRPHY: \Ve sent H cheaper by sailill'~ vessels 

before. "" 

b;'s~~~1~:~~?::\I: But how much more speedily is it sent 

"::Ur. l\luRPHY: They only charge the Orient Com
pany's rates. 

"1Ir. Gnoo:\I: The hon. member mar entertain that 
?Pinion; but ~1y opil?ion~ whidl is vc1:y largely shared 
m by the pnbllc outs1de, 1s that "\Yith the fncili1 ies "\VC 
are a.ffording by our railway~, and by snlr-.idis1ng a line 
of steamers to un·ry"\vool to England at a much cheaper 
ra~e. those for who~1 that is done ought to pay I'Omc
thmg tmYards the Interest on the cost of construction 
of those railways." 

I shall ']note another pas~age from the same 
speech. The hon. gentleman says :-

" \i\-ith regard to branch lines, the loss on working 
la~t year was: Highfield;;:, £2,l,t±; Bcmaraba. £1C3,; 
~1l~arney, £2,092 ; Isis. £2.J.6 ; Kilklvan, £l.Zl9 ; 
Sprmgsure, £::1.814; Clermont, £2,644; ::\lackay, £2,-198: 
and Ravens,vood, £368. But tl1at j,s no reason whv uu:; 
constnlCtion of bran<'h railways shonl(l be a1Jand0ned. 
I hold that we shall never promote flcttlemcnt, nor 
have the land properly ntili~:;ecl unless ,vc consrrnet 
bra~ch raih~"a~s. whether they pay or not. 'l'he Uifli
Cttlties of brmgmg produce to market arc 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 upon it a mere bagatelle. I was informed 
a wc~k or ten days ago that a merchant went down 
Konth to order a. llllantity of prodncn for Brisbane, and 
it wa.._; arranged that it slJOnld_ b\- hrougllt here by 
Railing ships, and bndcd at a price which would qnite 
ern-er the imp0r1. dnt,v. 'Yhen that (~:111 be !lone it is 
idle to sa~- that the tariff afl'ords any proteetiou to the 
lOC',al producers. 

"'l'he ~IIXISTER }'OR 111.:-i.:ES AND \VORKS: \Yould you 
illCl'i LSC the dnty? 

"Mr. G1wmr: Certainly I wonld. I do not rnalm any 
~,~cret of that. Tllat is one of the reasons whY I ask 
for the construction of lJra.nch lines. H YOU ~do not 
builrl them you 1uight almost as well stop r~Lilway con
struction altogether. If yon take many of th~se lines, 
they have he~n n:·,eful to the extent that they have 
OlH'lkJ np the country, and thnt counterbalances any
thing l'··pre~enting the deficiency on them. They ha Ye 
nn(1oubtedly promoted get t.lement." 
I wi'h to show the utter selfishness of the hon. 
gentlem~m. Speaking entirely in the intereHts 
of one clasH, l1e says that the railways which 
ha,~e been ext nded to the \Ve·,tern districts 
should be JALid for by the residents of those 
diHtricts-that they should pay the interest on 
the cost of construction ; but almost in the same 
brea~h he i;ayi:'l, in the nwst jncor1;-;i:-;tent Inanner~ 
that we should go on making Lranch railways 
through the agricultural districts, although they 
do not pay for the grea,,e uoed on their wheek 
That is an utterly selfish view. Is it the policy 
of this country to encourage one class of settle
ment and rlestroy another? Or is it our policy 
to encourage all classes of settlement according 
to the various districts concern eel? The hon. 
mernber for Toowoomba wa.s referring rnore 
especially to the pastoral industry, which is at 
present the only producing industry of this 
Ct)lony that i,s in anything appro .. :whing a flourish
ing condition. It is not so flourishing as we 
would like, or as it might be; hut it is 
in a more flourishing condition than the 
sugar indnstry and the farming industry. It 
is in as flonri>lhing a condition as the' gold 
industry; and the export of wool is greater 
than all the l'est of our exports put together. 
The remarks I have quoted show how the 
hon. m<'moer for Toowoomba would like to 
cripple this indmtry by putting on such heavy 
raih; ay freights as to check it' expansion, or by 
taxing it to such an extent as to drive ont 
capital, and pn·vent the lands in the far 
\Vest frnm being utilised by the only persons 
who can utilise them. The repre~mntatives of 
the pastoral interest in this Commit.tee have 
never been hostile to any other industry ; they 
have always been willing and anxious to assist 
other industries; and they feel it very hard 
when an hon. 1nen1ber representing an in
dustry they have always beBn willing to benefit 
turns round and says, "I will do all I possibly 
can to cripple the industry to which you belong." 
'I'he pastoral induscry has been keeping the 
colony going up to the present time; it is 
keeping the colony going now ; and it is the 
industry to which we must look for many years 
to keep the colony going. As much valuable 
settlement results from the extension of railways 
into the far \V est as from the construction of 
branch lines. I do not object to branch lines, and 
I agree that we should not expect them to pay 
immediately, and that if they promote settle
ment their construction is justifiable. 

Mr. G LASSEY : Hear, hear ! 

1\Ir. :MURPHY: I hope the hon. gentleman 
who "Hear, hears" that \vill also "fiear, hear" 
this : I am in favour of these railways being 
extended to the far vY est for the purpose of pro
moting settlement there in exactly the same way. 

;}Ir, GLASSEY; Hear, hear! 
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Mr. MURPHY : I will now refer to a few 
remarks made by the hon. member for Ipswich, 
Mr. Barlow, who, as the hon. member for 
1\[ackay humorously remarked, introrluced a 
perfect menag-erie into his speech. He spoke about 
killing the bird that laid the golden egg. What 
hon. members on this sirle want t" do in selling 
lanrl by auction is to get the golden r•c;g-. The 
hon. member fnr Ipswich wants to hcwe the 
goose, but he does not want the eggs. The 
Treasurer and the JI!Iinister for Lands \<'ant to 
ha vu some of those golden eggs from the bird. 

Mr. BARLOW: And kill the bird. 
Mr. MURPHY : They are not going to kill 

the bird. The bird in thi." insbtnce is the land ; 
and the land we alway3 have with us. And I am 
sure that hon. members on this side will not object 
to taxing the land when it will produce sufficient 
revenue to make it worth while to impo.<e a land 
tax, and when it is absolutely necess11ry to do so. 
I am thoroughly in accord with the Government 
in their wish to sell land by auction · at the same 
titne, I am jm~t as 1nnch oppns;erl as 'hon. (~·en tie
men on the oth~r side to selling land in large 
blocks, or in such a way that capitalists r>r 
syndicates can ac~uire large eshtcs. \Ye are 
jus~ as much opposed on this side to the aggre
gatiOn of large est11tes 11s hon. mmnhers on the 
other side-I am sure that sentiment will be 
endorsed by those who sit on this eide. But that 
the quick acquisition of freehold is a good thing 
for the community io proved by the colony of 
Victoria, where nearly every acre of land worth 
selling has been sold. 

Mr. BAHLO\V: Thousands of farmers there 
are now paying high rent,, for land which mwht 
to be their O":Il freeholds. n 

Mr. MURPHY : I thought the hon. member 
did not believe in freehold. At all eventF, those 
farmers are men who have made their money in 
the colony 11nd are able to pay those high rents 
and still flourish on the land. The owners of that 
land are men of c 1.pital who put the land to its 
best use ; and no man can po"iblv put land to 
its best use unless it is freehold. No man would 
spend money on a leasehold in the same 
way as he would on a freehold. Besides, as I 
pointed out when the Land Bill was under 
C?nsideration, by selling land by auction you 
g:tve people following other occupations in the 
cities an opportunity of acquiring farms which 
they may amuse themselves with improving. 
Tha~ has been done very largely in Victoria, 
and 1s part of their l11nd law, eopccially intro
duced to encoumge that kind of land settlement. 
A great deal of the most scientific farmin~ that 
has been done there has been ce.rried out by 
these men. ~aving the money they were able 
to make expenments, and thev have tatwht their 
neighbours m::ny lessom in farming that they 
would othennse have been a very lnn" time 
k1rning; they have al.·;o introduced' fresltbreeds 
of stock, dauying appliances, and things of that 
kind, which all tend to the prosperity of the 
farming community. I believe in sales hy 
auction, and hope they will be conducte.l in snch 
a way a~ will 11(Jt tend to the aggregfl.tion of 
large estates. If sales by auction should tend in 
that direction, I hope the Gove~nment will put 
a stop tn them, or so alter the svst.nu that it 
may not have that effect. The senior member 
for Ipswich, ~Ir. Barlow, in speakin~ abnut our 
m·er•irt:tft, treated it in a light and airy way. 
He is the only banker I ever came· "cross 
who has looked upon an overdraft in the 
light and e"sy manner the hem. member 
doed, and I have had many dealings with 
bankers 11nd many overdrafts. But I wonlt! like 
the working men of this country to thoroughly 
uuderstand th11t if the finances of this country 

were not by some meang or other balanced, if we 
had not a babnce on the right side, and we had 
to go to the London market to borrow money for 
the purpose of c11rrying on public works in the 
colony, and our loan failed-because, of cour.;;;;:e, 
cqpitalists in EngLmrl know as much about our 
finances as we do-that would mean a terrible 
di~;a,~tc.r to the working 1nen, because it would 
mean a ce;s>ttion of public works in the colony, 
which would throw a va•.,t number more men 
out of employment than are unfortunately out of 
employment now.· The hon. member also said, 
and this is a very curious argmnent in regard 
to the tariff, that the r!t·onght had made the 
tariff more productive than it would otherwise 
have been. 

Mr. BARLOW: So it has on articles that 
would otherwise not have been imported. 

1\fr. :MURPHY : I contend that if we had 
had no drought, ancl the people of the colony 
bar! been in a more prosperous state, more men 
would have been employed in the agricultural 
and pastoral districts than have been during the 
clrong-ht, and very much larger quantities of 
dutiable articles wouhl have been consumed. 
I will show the hon. member how that would 
have come ahnnt. In the first place, if we bad 
had no drought, there would have been more 
selection than there has been, and there would 
have been a very mnch greater demand for 
fencing wire 11nd other article' of that kind. In 
the second place, if there h11d been no drought, 
the p11storal ten11nts woulrl have improved 
their holdings to a much greater extent than 
they ha,·e done. They have been crippled very 
much finaneially, 11nd having no water on their 
rnns they were unahle to go on to their country 
and improve it. Had the seasons been more 
favourable they would have imported a much 
larger quantity of wire and other things, and 
have employed a gTeater number of men. The 
hon. melllber for Toowoomba, 1\Ir. Groom, refer
ring- to this matter, said the House w11s informed 
when hrm. members were granting the twenty
one years' leases to the squatters, which the 
s~natter•' had no hand in passing except to oppose 
it, that squatters would emplov a great many 
more men than they were doing, because 
they wonld h11ve greater security of tenure. 
I hold that that h~s been done, so far as 
theo have been able to do it, considering 
the had seasons, 11nd as soon as we have regular 
good ~eaE<ons, such as we ha Ye now-we are now 
having one of the best se11sons known in Queens
hnd for many vears-and confidence is re-estab
lished, exactly what was stated wjll come to pass. 
It must be remembered that since we have had 
the twenty-one years' leases we have passed 
through seasons of uninterrupted dronght; and 
sr1uatters have not been .tble to go on to the dry 
portions of their nms and improve them, but they 
are now putting clown artesian bores in different 
parts of their runs, anfl going 6n \vith fencing and 
other improvements which give employment to 
lalHmr. Although it may not be due entirely to 
the twenty-one years' le11ses, still, as 11 matter of 
fact, wages ha,·e incrl'.:tsed very largely in the 
\Vestern portion of the colony within the last 
twelve months. Twelve months ago I only paid 
25s. a weok 11nd mtious to the ordinary working 
man 11hont woolsheds, and this year I p11id 30s. Of 
course I do not say that is entirely due to the 
security of tenure or good seasons. It may be 
due to ;oome extent to the unions; still squatters 
have paid the increase without grumbling, because 
they have the prospect of a good seltson in front 
of them, 11nd they are verfectly willing that the 
men should share in the good time. :i'\o strike 
occurred, an cl there w~s no dbagreement between 
the squ11tters and the men, so that the working 
man has benefited by the twenty-one years, 
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leases to some extent, and will benefit very much 
more in the near future. I will not stty anything 
more except to agttin congratulate the Govern
ment upon havim; succeqfully grappled with 
the affairs of the Trea"uy, as they were left to 
them by the late Government, and upon having 
f(Ot the country out of verv serious financial 
difficulty, and once more landed us on good, safe, 
dry ground. 

Mr. HY~E c.aid: Mr .• Tessop,-The hon. 
member who has just sat rlown hid great stress 
upon the fact that the hon. memberforToowoomlJa 
was desirous of increasing the duty on flour. 
The hon. member was very desirous of fixing 
that upon this side, and ttrgued that members 
on this si,de of the Committee have been per
sistent in >tdding to the burdens of the working 
man. Vv'hile the hon. member was arguing in 
that way I took the trouble to turn up Hnnsr11·r.l, 
and I found that the then Premier also coincided 
in that view, with respect to the putting of a 
duty upon flour. I may say, first of all, thttt I 
decline to be bound by the views then expressed 
by the hon. member for Toowoomba, and I do 
not think there are" tv·o members on this sir le 
who held the '"me views on the sul1ject of the 
duty upon flour as that hon. member. I was 
strongly opposed to it, ancl I repudiate thnt hon. 
member's views on that subject. I find that the 
then Tmnsnrer, Sir T. J\Icllwraith, in speaking 
on the subject, said:-

"In the first place, he mig-ht sav that he had had 
numerous commnnicatiom< from nii11C>rs. not onlv in 
this eolony but in thn other colonic~. who statt-d. that 
if a dnty of £1 per ton were pnt on flour they "\Vonld 
start mills in all the t';entres of population right off; and 
he believed. they would have done so. JioweYcl', 
gauging public opinion on the qm•stim1, he thonght he 
should have made a mistake if he had proposed a duty 
of £1 per ton on flour. That the effect of such a tax 
woultl have been for the good of the colony he 
believed, but, at the same time, he nc1mittcd that 
public opinion was againsthiln on that matter." 

That is all I want to refer to in answer to the 
argument of the hon. member for B:ucoo, that 
this side was always doing its utmost to add to 
the burdens of the working rmm. I shall not 
attempt to criticise the figme.s of the Financial 
Statement, and I ma.y as well admit at once that 
I an1 not Citpable of ~loing so, as fig;Jres are not 
my forte. Last night after the leader of the 
Oppo~ition had addresser! the Committee it 
looked for a time as if our citadel wa,; to be 
demolisher! by the heavy guns on the other side. 
From the forcible way in which the ex-Premier 
put his arguments it looked as if that was to 
be the result ; but I am happy to say that 
good arguments, were brought forward on 
this side, anrl when our Gatling guns were 
brought into action, we complete]~? repelled the 
assault of the other side. I a.sk hon. members 
opposite if the expectations of the ex-Premier 
and hon. membe-rs on that side have been 
realised ? I say certainly not. \V e were tnld 
over and over aga,in, not only in election 8peeches 
but in the House when the tariff was g·oing 
through, that certain things would happen.' The 
ex-Premier said that the tariff was to be the 
means of transferring the debtor balance of the 
colony to the credit side, and I ask now, has it 
done so? ·with actud receipts from the tariff 
of £241,941 the deficit is only wiped out to 
the extent of £11G,84G, and I maintain that 
that result completely refutes the arguments 
of hon. member, opposite, that the tariff was 
going to do such wonders. I do not accuse the 
opposite side for not having done more because 
I do not think they could hrtve done a;w more 
but I claim that' the excuses they nuke a~ 
arguments should also be allowed from this side 
of the Committee. It is well known that we on 
this side, went through such terrible seasons that 
the colony~was never in a more depressed state, 

and industries of all kinds were stagnated; but 
the other side will not allow us to bring these 
things forward as arguments, though they are 
used as arg-n1nents now by hon. members 
opposite. The party to which I have at
tached myself has over and over again been 
accused 0£ extravagance in the adrninistra
tion of the affair.3 of the country, but what do we 
see this year ? Has the expenrliture been re
duced ? On the contrary, the present Govern
ment have actually increased the expenditure. 
'.Vhere, thm, does the charge of extravagance 
cnrne in ? I n1aiEtain that we were not extrava
g.,nt, although now, though the expenditure has 
increased in some of the departments, in certain 
places it iR par.simoniouR anrl carried nut in a 
reguhtr pig ancl cabin style, of which I am 
ashamed as a Queenslander. Several speakers 
who have spoken before me have laid stress upon 
the arc:ument that when the tariff was going 
through, this side of the Committee especially 
assisted in increasing- the burdens upon those 
least able to heccr them by incrdsing the 
burden of taxation upon thA necessaries of life. 
If anyone will take the trouble to turn up 
Hanscml, he will see what that side of the 
House did on that occttsion. On page 21G it will 
be seen that the ex-Premier said the tariff he 
was about to introduce should transfer the 
balance of the consolidated revenue fund from 
the debit side to the credit; and when the first 
proposal came from the hon. member for Too
wong- to reduce the duty on articles of consump
tion, what was his reply? He said he was not 
goin~ to allow anyone to interfere \Vith the 
tariff-th<~t the tariff must be carried out accord
ing to the Government scheme. The Oppo~ition 
were simply powerless to alter the tariff. 
\Vhcrever the Treasurer put his foot down every
one of his proposals was carried out. A\ page 
447 of Hansrml, we find the bon. member for 
Enoggera, Mr. Drake, saying :-

" \Yhat he wanted to know wn.s, what were the 
bnrdens that were going to be pnt on the pcon1e through 
the cn~tom-honse for the pnrpose of introdneh 1g a 
protective tariff? He was Rnxions to sec the tarifl' as 
p1'otc~ctionist ns poflsilJ1e, "\vhilr, at tho smne time, he 
did not want to flf\C a gTt'at bnrrlen thrown on the 
·working classrs. \Yith rcp;a1'd to the pal'a;:rraph tbey 
were now <li~ ·ns~in:;r, the tariff on gnnpmvder and shot 
wn~ C'C';'tainly' not of a protEdionist nature. and wonld 
not a"si~t. for a long time to come. in cstab:ishing the 
Iocaln1annfacture of those artielc ... " 

Every hon. memher on this side was desirous of 
relieving the burdens on articles in daily nse. 
At page 448, the hon. member for Toowong, 
while discnssing the question of jam, is reported 
to have said:-

"Those articlr-. were verv extensively usccl bv rich 
and poor, and the dnty ·won id amount. he belieVed, to 
something like £11,000. He 1uight take that opportunity 
of ::;ay-ing that whatever reductions he ]ll'Oposecl he also 
jutendcd to propose a full Cfptivalcnt for them in the 
shape of jucrea ·.es on other articles." 

I make those quotations to show that the aRser
tion that this side "· a.s particularly an:xious to 
put burdens on the working man is not founded 
on f>tct. 

Mr. POWERS: \Vhat about the votes? 
l\fr. HYNE : The til·st division that took 

place on the tariff was <>n pearl barley, and that 
was 3(} to 23. The Government side voted solid, 
ancl we were left in a minority. The next was 
on split peas, the result being 38 to 27, the whole 
of the Government supporters being again on 
one side. I am not bhming the 01 •posite side 
for voting· that way; I only wa.nt to rebut the 
argument that we assisted in increasing the 
burdens on those least able to hear them. I nm.t 
turn to page 449. A charge had been made by 
the ex-Premier against the leader of the Opposi
tion thatlhe was assisting as much as he could in 
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increasing those burdens, and this is what the 
leader of the Opposition said in reply to that 
charrre :-

"The hon. Treasurer evidently di<l not understand the 
{'theory of protection. He was only a vrotcctionist in 
nanw, \vithout knowing the meaninp; of the \rord. He 
!SirS. \L Griffitll) had nm 0r lward that i:._. \Ya::; part of 
the duty of a protectionist to rai:;:e the 1n·ice ot' food. 
1.'hat \Vas not p:trt of the theory of 1n·otection." 

In the debate on tobacco, great stress was laid 
by the hon. member for Toowong ou the fact 
that although tobacco was a luxury·, it waH a 
luxury that the working man enjoyed, and he 
was very desirous of reducing the duty on it 
instead of imposing an extra duty. \Vhat was 
the result of the division? IV e were beaten by the 
Government supporters by 43 to 34. Tobacco, 
although a luxury, is a luxury which the working 
man enjoyo almoot as much as he enjoys his bread. 
Indeed, I have heard some say that they would 
as soon be without bread as without tobacco. 
Then if you take the next important item, spirits, 
it will be in the recollection of hon. members that 
most of us on this side urged and supported the 
amendment introduced by the hon. member for 
Townsville, lVIr. Philp, to increaNe the dutv on 
spirits. I remember I interjected, "Put it on 
spirits, and take it off tea," although that does not 
appear in riansw·d. But the then Treasurer, Sir 
T. lVIcii wraith, would not allow any interference 
with his tariff, and the division that took place was 
3D to 20, all the Government supporters, with the 
exception of the hon. member for TownsYille and 
the hon. member for Herbert, voting together. 
I think that division clearly shows that we were 
in favour of imposing additional taxation on 
luxuries and reducinf( it upon articles required 
by the working man. These quotations prove 
beyond doubt that the statements that we on 
this side assisted in increasinf( the bnrdens upon 
the working man are not based upon fact. I think 
I ought to ruake.son1ereferenceto raihva,ys, because 
I noticed the merry twinkle in the Treasurer's 
eye when he alluded to the lines in our district 
returning only 5". 5d. ver cent., and I can 
im<1gine his thought to be, " That is one 
for you, old fel!<Jw ;" but I think the hon. 
gentleman should have given some explana· 
tion of the exceedingly low return of last 
year. \Vhen the late Treasurer was making his 
Financial Statement he stc1pped and explained 
that the very low return from onr railway was 
due to the 'ery small traffic on the Bundaberg 
"'nd Mount Perry line; and I think it would have 
been very much better if the Treasurer on this 
occasion had explained that the low return for 
last year had been caused to a certain extent by 
rehtying the line with 60 lb. rails, and the comtruc
tion of three very expensive sidings. I do not 
know exactly what they cost, but I know that 
two-one at Aldershot, the smelting works, and 
one at the saw-mills-are Yery expensive works. 
If the hon. gentleman had made that state· 
ment, it would have been much more satis· 
factory, because virtually it amounts to a 
misstatement that the \Vide Bay and Burnett 
bunch of rail ways are paying such a poor return. 
I am always delighted to see our rail way returns 
increasing; hitherto they have always shown a 
good return and I believe they will a! ways do so. 
I maintain and always have maintained that in 
constructing railways they perform a twofold dnty 
-they provide means of transit and open up the 
country. I am not discouraged if we do not see 
a large percentage returned on the outlay, 
because I contend thn,t wherever railways are 
constructed the Crown lands of the colony 
are increased in value to such an extent that 
it almost compensates for the loss of interest on 
the amount expended in the construction of the 
line. Therefore I think it is our duty to push 
out railways into the country. "Make railways, 

and the r>tilways will make the country," is the 
argument of the great rail way engineers and others, 
and it cannot be refuted. It is carried into practical 
effect in all civilised countries, and we ought 
to adopt it here. The ?.linister for Le,ncls laid 
great stre,,s on the fact tlmt no settlement had 
taken place during the administration of hon. 
gentlemen on this sidE' of the Committee, but I 
would ask him how wa' it possible for settle
ment to take ploc0- during tlH1,;e years? \Vould 
any sane man think of taking up land and 
settling down upon it when the country was 
suffering as it has been until recently from 
drought. I do not think there is any argument 
at all in that-to attribute t.he deficit to the mal
adrnini::;tration of hon. n1em bers on this side. 
Hon. members opposite lmve had two good 
seasons, and what result::; do \V8 see frmn 
them? I do not say that they could have done 
morP than they have done, but, at the same time, 
I rlo not think they should make charges against 
this side which they are not willing to bear 
themselves. \Vhen I see the immense amount 
of land that was sold last year, compared with 
what was sold by the late Administration, and 
the great exlra taxation that has been imposed, 
I !Haintain that the Government show a very 
poor return-that they ha Ye very little to boast 
about. I am not blaming them for not having 
done more, becauBe tmde and commerce have 
not recovered their elasticity since the depres
sion brought about by the droughts of the last 
four or five years. 

Mr. CO\YLEY said: Mr. Jessop,-I do not 
intrnd to reply to the arguments of the hon. 
member who has just sat down, because, like all 
the arguments from the other side, they are very 
we-,.1< and feeble indeed. 'l'he hon. member 
tried to prove that it was members on this 
side who imposed hettvy dntieB on the work
ing man, and the articles he referred to were 
split peas, pearl barley, and tobacco. Now, I 
would like to know if any of these articles, 
barring tobacco, are used to am' great extent by 
working men-split peas and pearl barley. There
fore, I think the hon. gentleman's argument 
hardly worthy of notice. \Yhat I rise for is to 
say that I can hardly agree with the hon. mem
ber for Maclmy in the satiofacti"n that he 
expre>sed with the Financial Statement. It is 
shown that the net increlhe of revenue has been 
£116,84G lSs. Gd. K o doubt it is very satisfactory 
to see that we have at last come to the turning 
point, when w~ take into consideration how that 
revenue has been raised, I think it is a very 
deplorable st>~te of things, indeed, for the 
countty, and especially fnr theN ortbern portion 
nf it. If we turn to the tables supplied by the 
'rn .. -.;umrer, showillg the increa~e of Custon1s 
duties over what would have been collected 
if the tat·iff had remained as it "dS, we 
find that it amounts to £256,558 ; add to 
that proceeds of sales of Crown lands, £119,485, 
which is an increa,,e on the previous year of 
£6G,2U4, it makes a very large sum indeed. Had 
it not been for this, it is quite evident that 
there would have been a very gre.ctt deficiency. 
I would ask how has this money been raised, and 
who have been the principal contributors to it? 
I nnhesitatingly affirm that the people of the 
Northern portion of the colony have contri
buted an undue amount of it. In propor
tion to popnlation they are by far the largest 
con 'umers of dutiable products, because most 
of the things which 'ue imported to the 
X orth cannot be grown there. Therefore they 
derive no corresponding benefit by the employ
ment of producers, whereas in the Southern 
districts they can produce articles which we 
cannot, and therefore do not pay such high 
taxes. I maintain that if we had a return 
showing the amount of produce that has been 
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introduced into the North during the last 
twelve months it would be found that it ex
ceeded very considerably, per head of popula
tion, the amount introduced into the Southern 
portion of the colony. Tt is also well known 
to hon. m em hers that dming the laot twelve 
months there has been a very large amonnt 
of land sold in the N ortlv rn pmtion of the 
colony. In Cairns aloue £40,000 worth was 
sold in one day, w that I say the ]'; orth is l.Jeing 
robbed of its valuable Crown bnds a11d is paying 
excessive Customs duties, and for what? To pav 
for the looses on the Southern ancL Central Rail
ways. If we turn to the report of the Commis
sioner for Railways for the vear 1088, we find the 
following :- " 

"There are now- eight distinct systems of raihvays 
opeu for traffic, comprising t\\ro cli visions :-

The Southern awl Central Division includes tlle 
Southern and ·western, the 1ri(lc Bay, alHl 
Central lines. :Jlile~ open fo1· traffic 1,5H2; and 

The JS" orthern and Car1Jentaria Divi-sion includes 
the ::nackay, Northern, Cnirus. and Cooktown 
lines. ::\liles open for traflic, i:FJB. 

"The follmving table gives iuterr<:.ting statistic':c 
relating to the two divisions:-

Southern and Central Division-namely, Soutrjeru, 
\Vide Bay, and Central lincs.-'l'oLtl ("qlital 
expenditure on opened and unopened lines, 
£11.3!9,385; total eapital CYpeuditurc on 
opened Unes, £10.-137,418; revenue earnings for 
year 18:;8, £G82,58"1; revenue exJwndit nre for 
year lt:l.S8, £ H9, 160; net enrnings for year 
1888, £263,128; percentage of net t' trnlngs to 
capital CX}Jenditllre on opcnt.>i lines, 2·GU9. 

Xorthern Division-namely, Mackay and all lines 
north thereof.-'l'otal capital exp(·ntliture ou 
opened and unopened lllles, £2,16),472; total 
capital expenditure on openc"11inrs, £1,GSl,t!::. I; 
re\·enne earninr>·.; for year HiSS, £l\l0,-1·1~-l: 
revenue expenditure for year 1 S~d. £8~.501; net 
earnings for year 18'38, £71,9±8; p01 ecntage of 
net earnings to capital expenUiturc ou opened 
lines, ·.±' 278." 

K ow ta,king that table as aceurJ-te-aml I 
presume it is-it shows that theN orthern lim' 
during the year 1St;8, and, I believe, in previous 
yea.rs as well, have paid interest on the capital 
expended on them ; and I therefore maintltin 
that it is unjnst that the K orthern portion of 
the colony should be called upon to pay extra 
Customs duties for the Imtintenance of the 
Southern linos of railway, from which they 
derive no l.Jenefit. I see no provision made in 
the Estimates, nor any mention ruade in the 
Treasurer's Statement, about the I<'inancial Dis
tricts Bill. If the colony is to be divided into 
financial districts, I presume it will cost a 
considerable sum of money to initiate the scbeme, 
and I think before our rail ways are redurcd to 
the state that the Southern railways are in, if we 
are tohavefin<tucial separation at all, it is high time 
that it should take place, while we have still :;ome 
revenue remaining, wbich we way utilise to tbe 
best of our ability. Ii we <1re to go on, and our 
rail ways are to be rnisrnan<.~ged, and lines built 
where they will never pay, financial separation 
will be of no use to us. The greate:;t detriment 
to :;eparation are the political lines which are 
being built in the North. '.rhere i' no doubt 
whatever, in reference to the Cairns line, that, 
taking it as it now stands, "ithout any ackliti"nal 
expenditure on it, and even if it were finished 
at the expenditure set clown for its construction, 
it is very questionable whether it would ever 
pay interest on the cost of cunstruction; but when 
we come to consider the vast amount which has 
yet to be spent before that line will be opened for 
traffic, no sane man will attempt tu a"ert that 
it will pay interest on the ccmt ,,f construction 
within the memory of any man here. I say that 
line is a political line, pme and simple. If 
this is the state of things which is to continue, 
and if the Northern members are not to have 
the sole control of their_ revenue, and are not 

to have the right to decide where their railways 
are to go, a.ml whether they shall build rail
ways which will pay or railways which will 
not pay, then I say nothing but separation 
will ,mtisfy the K orth. I am sure hon. members 
on the other Kille, representing :i\orthern con
Htituencies, will side with us, throwing aside 
all lucal differences and jealousies, and join 
hon. rrwmLm on thi.-; side in g-oiug in heart and 
soul for separation. If they do not, then I say 
they have not the good of their constituencies 
at heart, and aru un \vnrthy of representing the 
di:;tdcts w!Jich have sent them here. 

?vir. DHAKE said: ;\Ir. ,Tessop,-I should 
like to nuke a few ol.Jservations, more particu
larly npDn the operation of the tariff. I do not 
intend to pobe as a critic of the expenditure of 
the Government, either past or future, and 
I abstained frorn doing so last session. \V e 
hear a good deal about the extravagance and 
the parsimony of the late Govemment, and it 
appears to me that as a rule the policy of the 
G,,vernments of Queensland- not any parti
cular Government-appears to be a mixture of 
extravagance aud par~i!nony. The worst of it 
is that the' are extravag,~.nt in cases where they 
might very well be parsimonious, and they are 
pltrsirnonioas in cases. where they might be 
excuoed for being· a little extravagant. I am 
a! ways in favour of liberal expenditure for any 
object which would seem to be beneficial to the 
colony g-enerally, such a/Sin schools and collE,Jes, in
cludinl!: schools of art, schools of mines, and agri
cultural colleges. I have alwaysspokeninfavourof 
the extension of rail ways in order to develop and 
open up the cc,unt.ry. I think it would be very 
i11consistent in me to raise objection to 
taxation in itself, and I also thi<~k that the 
majority of the people of the colony do not 
object to the omount of monev which is raised 
by taxation. I am -ure the working classes are 
not the class to raise objections to the amount of 
money raised by taxation. '.rhey would have 
no objection •,dJatever to it if all classes were 
being taxed equally, l.Jut the troul..ie up to 
the present time has been that, when ever any 
more money is wnnted to make up a deficiency 
in revenue, t.he first clas,, taxed is the work
ing class, and it is from them that the whole 
of the money required to lllake up the deficiency 
i> being looked for under the new tariff. I say 
that is unfair. It is not as though that were the 
only s:mrce from which revenue can be derived. 
I clo uut want to raise the que,tiun particularly 
about the different modes in which wealth can 
be taxed, but I think there ib no member of this 
Connnittee who will say that wealth should not 
be taxed. There is no difficulty in doing that if 
the Government is willing to do it, but it is 
always more easy tu go to the Custom-house to 
r11ake up the deficiency in revenue. ri,he Wj,Y in 
which protectionists have ],een attacked in this 
Chamber is certainly most unfair, hecause what is 
this tariff 'I It was only introduced as a revenue 
tariff, and it was not ad vocatecl as a protectionist 
tariff, nor has it ever been recognised as a pro
tectionist tariff. It is true that when it was 
going through Connnittee, when particular iten1s 
were under discussion, the Vice-President of the 
Executive Council occasionalLy used the argu
ment, " 'fou pretend to be protectionists, and 
yet you oppose this or oppose the other ;" but 
never was this tariff put forward as a pro
tectionist tariff. As far as I am personally 
concerned, n1y vote wa~ always given in favour 
of vrotection. I always voted for any duty 
which appeared to nre to be juo;tifiable from a 
]'rotectionist point of view. lf there were any 
excevtions. at all to that they would be three. 
I voted against the proposed duty on bran and 
polim·d, because I thought the circumstances 
of the colony at that time were such that 
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it would operate harshly upon a cerhtin class. 
I vo~ed against the proposed increase on tobacco, 
and m_fa,our of the proposal of the leader of the 
9PPnsitiOn to put a 6 per cent. clnty on machinery 
nnvorted in. the North, which, I thought, was a 
farr conceosl'.'n to that part of the colony. \Vith 
tho-se exceptwns, n1y Yotes were either in fa.nmr 
of protection or in favour of cuttincr ont a.ltoo-ether 
duties which simply incl'eased th~ cost of li vin" 
and hac! noprotecti veopention whatever. In ord~,'. 
to show clearly that this tariff w<ts never intended 
as a protectionist tariff, I shall quote a short extract 
front .a speech delivered by the Treasurer on the 
occaswn of his unoppuserl return after takin" 
office, as reported in the Cap>·icornian of the 15th 
December, 1888 :-

" ~~o doubt the ~re~ent tariff did press hardly on the 
consumer. He behcved, as a matter of fact, that 1t 
diU--but one; again he told. them it 'vas a n ~-en ne 
tariff, imposed to save the financial honour of the 
conntry." 

It has never been represented as a protectionist 
tariff by any member of the Government. It 
was simply designed to raise revenue and wipe 
out the deficit. That the tu·iff ha~ not answered 
expectations, even from a revenue point of view, 
there can he no doubt; and I think I shall be 
able to show that the probability is that it will 
be still less satisfactory in the future than it has 
been in the past. The Treasurer went on to say 
on the occasion to which I have referred:---, 

" Thl figures before him were of a very intere~ting 
character. lie did not know whether he ought to use 
them m:" not, bnt they were ccrlainly very 1Jlea~ant to 
look over. rrhey showed that the balance was on tlJC 
right sitle of the ledger, and that it was likely to grow 
month by month. It was a very great lllm~-:m·e for 
him to state this, and to sa:v that the revenue or tllC 
eolony for ~he first five months of the prc~ent year 
showed an mcrease over the. revcrnlG for the ('OlTcs
ponding period of last year of £260,7,•n 5s. 9d. lapplau::;e); 
anL1 the ;overnment anticipated th~tt by the end of 
December they would have bceu able to -.,...-ipe out more 
tha~. bal.f the deficit he lmd spoken of, and their 
antlcipatwns had been verified bv the results of the 
last few months." -

Then he went on to say that he would not 
prophe,:y too much; so that he honestly believed 
that the result of the operations for the year 
would be _very u:uch more satisfactory from a 
revenue pomt of vtew, than they have been up to 
the pre,ent time. \Vhat )Jrobability is there 
that the tariff will have a protectionist opera
tion? Some hon. members do not seem to 
grasp this fundmm·ntal principle in connec
tion with a protectionist tariff--that in the 
first place, you require to have ,;, certain 
import dnty on certain articles to check their 
import; and, secundly, thcct you must ha'.e the 
ta_riff so fra;ued that. the general cost of living 
\V~ll not be ulCreased, 1 or else :vDat you are giving 
with one hand you are takmg :\way with the 
other .. It i':. of no use putting on a small import 
duty !tke lo per cent. to encourage mcl!lnfac
tures, if you clap on a duty of 13 per cent. on 
everything else so as to raise the cost of living; 
because it stands to reason that in order to 
beco:rne a rnanufacturing or producing country, 
you want to have the cost of li vina o·cnerally 
reduced. I. conte1_1<l that the natural ;;peration 
of a protectIve tanff has been to reduce the cost 
of living all round, and I think that is shown in 
the case of Victoria. 

The PRK\HER : Then you don't kriow much 
about Victoria. 

Mr. DRAKE: I know something about Vic
toria, as I will show later on. Speaking of the 
~roaning th::tt has been .going on in the colony, 
m consequence of the mcreasecl cost of livin•cc 
the Vice-President of the Executive Councll 
quoted figures, from the Treasurer's tables to 
show that the increase had only been so m~ch 
per head. The amount per head is disputed, so 

I will not state the amount, but I can assure 
hm1. gentlemen that the actual increased cost to 
the individual bas been very much more than 
the amount stated. I am not bhtminl'( the 
'rreasurer or the Goverument for that. People 
C?,n see that their ·,o,·eekly bilh are increased by a 
certain n,mount, and, to a great extent, that has 
been caused by a circnmstn,nce which has been 
overlooked. \Vhen the new kwiff came into 
operation, the retailers increase<! their prices out 
of allpruportion to the increaseJ duty. 

The PREl\liEH : Thcct has been said a hun
dred times. 

Mr. DRAKE : Not in this Chamber. 

The PRE:\IIER: Yes, I said so myself, last 
session. 

Mr. DRA.KE : It might have been sairllast 
session, nnd, no doubt, it is a fact. But the Vice
l'resident of the l£xecuti ve Council also said-and 
he spoke as though it vva"' a great enorrr1ity-that 
somebody or other hacl said that even the prices of 
head and meat hccrJ been increased throul'(h the 
tariff. As a m<ttterof fact they have been incre:tsed. 
The baker:; and the hutuhers had son'e sort of 
ground for doing it, and though it rr:ight have 
lJccn simvly an excuse, ancl not a good reason, 
still there was Romething of TE'ftsnn in it. The 
lmker said, "I have a wife and family to support, 
anclmeu to employ, and if the cost of living. is 
increased all rouud, I 1nu~t clutrge a h1gher prlCe 
for bread." That wa,, the reason put forward for 
increasiug the price of bread; and thn price of 
meat has been increased also. That is the reason 
why you sec it stated in the papers and else
"•here, that workmen', weekly bills have increased 
by 4s., 5s., and e1·en 10s. a week. I heard 
a man say his weekly bills were 13s. 6d. more 
than before the tariff came into operation. If 
the tariff had been framed so as only to put 
special duties on particular articks that could 
be produced in the colony, and hac! made no 
increa'"?-r:;, or even remit~~ions, on other articleR, 
there would have been no opportunity for small 
traders to increase the prices all round, and there 
would have been a prohability that the general 
cost of !i.-ing \\·ould not hctvc been increased to 
the extent }t has beEu incre.tsed. I referred to 
Victoria just now, and I want to shr~w the 
Treasurer another rwson why I thmk he 
cannot look forward to this tariff bGing snc
ces .ful from a revenue point of view. I have 
taken the totccl receivts throngh the Custom
house for the year, and divided that by the 
population as stated in 'Table :B'. The result 
is £3 15s. Bel. per he_,c] of the 1 H>pulation; fn 
Victoria, they have a really protecti<;mst 
tariff that has in operation for a long time, 
the amount taxettion tbrongh the Custom· 
house for the year lSSG-7, the btest d':'te for 
which I have been able to get partiCulars' 
was, according to the "Victorian Year Book,' 
£2 ls. Qd. per head of the population. If 
the mriff of this colony ha~ a protectionist 
operation at all, the result will be that there 
will be a continually falling revenue. That 
some hon. members do not understand that I am 
perfectly sure. The hem. member for Burrum, 
when speaking on this subject, said: " Look 
here, nearly the whole of this ammmt of 
£268,000 comes from articles which are subject to 
a protective r,.luty, and the smaller part comes 
from duties which are ··imply imposed for 
revenue purposes," and he asked protectionist 
members on this side to admire that state of 
affairs. That in itself shows the absolute failnre 
of the tariff from a protectionist point of view, 
because if it had a protectionist operation it 
would prohibit the import of these particulat· 
~oods, and there would be no more revenue, 
or only a diminished revenue, received from 
them. 
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Mr. POWERS : I said that if those goods 
continued to be introduced the present duty wccs 
not sufficient, and higher duties would have to 1Je 
imposed. 

Mr. DRAKE : At all events the hon. mem
ber asked us to admire that state of things. 

The POST:\IASTER-GENERAL (Hon .• J. 
Donaldson): \Vhat about the cost of livi1w 1Jeing 
taxed in Victoria? o 

Mr. DRAKE: I did not say the cn-.t of living 
was not taxed, but I say the onh· tax through 
the Customs amounts to £2 1s. Hd. per head of 
the population. If the hon. gentleman wishes 
to know the other sources of revenue, I can tell 
him some of them. I know that auout £12},000 
is raised by a land tax. I also desire to point 
out to the hon. gentleman at the head of the 
Treasury that the returns from Customs dutie.s 
in Victoria have been steadily falling. In the 
"Victorian Year Book'' for 1H87-8, page 188, it is 
stated that-

"The greater portion of the Government tnxation iA 
derived from Customs dntks. The lll'Oportion irom 
that source, hO\VCVCl', ha"l gradnally clfercased from 89 
per cent. in 187·1-5 and 87 per cent. in 1875-6, to as low 
as 72 per cent. i!l 1881-2, and behveen N~ and 76~ per 
cent. in the last five years." 

So that from any point of view I do not scv how 
this tariff can be beneficial in the direction of 
protection. 

The MINISTER I<'OR MIXES AND 
'WORKS (Hon. J. :NI. 2'dacrossan): It is. 

Mr. DRAKE: Very little indeed. Perhaps 
the hon. gentleman is referring to the duty on 
boots. That "-ppears to me to be one o( the 
best of the duties, and it is ono duty that is of 
a protectionist character. It was a duty on 
which I voted in favour of the proposal of the 
Governrnent, aga.inst a good xnany hon. 1ne1nbers 
on this side of the Committee who thought it 
would be very oppressive in its operation. But 
as far as I have been able to learn, that dub' 
has operated very 1Jeneficially up to the present 
time. 

Mr. CROMBIE: It has come harder on the 
working men than anybody else. 

Mr. DRAKE : I disagTee with the hon. mem
ber entirely. In the first Ihce it was a great 
improvement in substituting a fixed for an al 
valorem duty, and in the next it bets had the 
effect of keeping shoddy out of the colony. Cer
tainly there was a much larger amount derived 
from that particular source than there is at the pre
sent time. I believe the duty is now bein« collected 
on a higher class of goods, and that the imp<mi
tion of the duty on boots haJ not raised the pt·iee 
of the colonial manufactured article, and those 
are t?e boots that me !Jrincipally worn by the 
workmg classes. I also believe that the effect of 
the duty will be to give the local manufacturer 
the command of this market and enable him 
from time to time to produ~e a finer class of 
boots until the tariff on that particular article 
has the effect of keeping foreign goods out of 
the market altogether. This, I scty, is one case 
in which the Ltriff has a protectionist opcr,,tion. 
In a great many cases, however, the duty upon 
goods that can be manufactured in the colony is 
not sufficient to counterl>alance the increased cmst 
of living, which has resulted from the general 
increase of Customs duties. In one respect I 
think the tariff has been a matter for re«ro:t ~nd 
that is this: An idea has got abroad, in~ spite of 
the fact that this tariff was brought forw ,trd for 
revenue purposes, and advocated for revenne 
purposes, that it is protection; and a great many 
people _wh_o before had been inclined to adopt 
protectwmst v1ews, when they found their bills 
lDCreaoed, turned round and said, "If this is 

protection, we won't have any more protec
tion." Of course the free traders were not at 
all olow to take advantage of this and repre,,ent 
that it was so, and advise people that they 
had 1Jetter go back to freetracle. I should be 
very sorr.' if the tariff had that effect, because 
I tind!y believe in a protectionist tariff, and 
chn·ing la't session I supported every proposal 
In-ought fm·ward to make this tariff really pro
tActioni:.:t in it;; operation; and if at any future 
time the present Governrnent or any other 
Governrneut :.:;lwnld introduce a really compre· 
hen si ve protectionist scheme, I shall certainly 
snpport it most heartily. In another respect I 
think the tariff i,; teaching a good lesson. There 
i' no doubt that the last general election was 
fought upon these lines, that there should be a land 
tax or no tax at all. If any hon. member h,>s any 
doubt about that, he may look up the records of 
the laet seosion of the laot Parliament, when 
the present leader of the Oppositson proposed 
a land tgx of a 1d. in the £1 on the unim
proved value of land of the value of £500 n.nd 
upwards. The hon. gentleman also proposed to 
mise a small amount-auout £15,000, I think
by an assessment on stock, which was very much 
objected to. The position taken up by the Opposi
tion was that the country wad just emerging from a 
serim~c, dronght; that it had had all sorts of 
troubles and trials to contend with, and that it 
was not the right time to pass additional taxa
tion. The first member who followed the leader of 
the Opposition was the then ex-Colonial Trea
surer, 1\-Ir. Dickson, and he objected to the pro
posal ahnost in the words I bave 1nentioned, and 
that vie\Y was adopted by members of the then 
Opposition. All through the general election-I 
arn not going to quote frmn any one SlJ8ech-the 
geneml position taken up by members of the 
then Opp<"ition, who are now ,.upporting the 
present Governnwnt was this) "Are you going 
to have a land tax or no tax at all?" The 
result of the operation of this tariff has been 
to sho\\ the people of the colony that that wao a 
wrong pooition altogether. It has ;hown them 
that the po,ition io simply this : Are you going 
to have a land tax or a tax of some sort to fall 
upon property-wealth, or a purely revenue 
scheme of taxation through the Customs? The 
position is open to thelli now, and I told my 
constituents the true position all along. I told 
them some taxation was necescary, and they had 
only to choose between two eYils. They are 
beginning to see now that it would have been 
very much better for them to have accepted the 
]Jroposition of the leader of the Opp<mition, and 
lmve lmd a land tax, and not taxation through 
the Customs. 

:Mr. AG~E\V: So :vou are not a protectionist 
at all ! 

Mr. DRAKE : The hon. member forgets that 
this is a revenue tariff, and I have quoted from the 
Tre.'tsnrer himself to show that. I have quoted 
ttl"' from the speeches of hon. members opposite, 
and not one of them advocated this as a pro
tectionist tariff. \Vhat the country had then 
to choose between was taxation by means 
a land tax or property tax, and the taxa
tion of the working classes through the Customs. 
:!'-row th.it the people see that that really was the 
position, they are beginning to come to the con
clusion that it would have 1Jeen much better for 
them to have accepted the proposed land tax. I 
know this very well, because I had to fight the 
qmcstion in my own electorate twice, and men in 
that electorate were told over and over again 
the~t if they returned the present leader of the 
Otlposition to power they would have their little 
freeholc!s taxed. 

The POSTMASTEE- GENERAL : Who 
made that assertion about the little freeholds? 
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Mr. DRAKE : It was made far and wide all 
over the country. It was broadly stated that 
all the frceholds would be taxed. What they 
find out now is that the amount of taxation 
which they would have had to pay under the 
scheme suggested by the leader of the Opposition 
would be very much less than thev h<1ve had to 
pay through the Customs by thrs tariff. The 
hon. member for Carnarvon anticipated me in 
this arg-ument, Lut he only dbalt with figures 
adduced from the tables submitted by the 
Colonial Trea,urer as to the increased amount 
of duty per head payable under the new tariff. 
The hon. member showed that in the case of 
a man having a freehold of the unimproved 
value of £LOOO, under the scheme of the leader 
of the Opposition he would only have had to 
pay £2 ls. 8d. per year in t<1xes, while in duties 
under the present tariff the same man would 
have to pay more than double that amount, or 
something over £3. That was only taking the 
Treasurer's tables, but I can tell hon. memberH 
that such men would not come under the tables 
which the Treasurer gave as to the increased 
amount, but they would really have to vay 
between 4s., 5$., and Gs. per week more. The 
conclusion they are coming to now is, that they 
have to pay four, five, and six times as much as 
they would have had to pay in the shape of a 
land tax. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: I\o l 
Mr. DRAKE: I say that is freely stated. I do 

notknowwhetherthe Postmaster-General has any 
constituents of that class in his electorate, but he 
can verify the statement if he has. I can verify 
it all over my constituency. It appears to me that 
wherever you may go it will be nececsary before 
very long to come upon property to bear some 
share of the burden of taxation. Even if the 
Customs tariff remains as it is I think the 
TreasurPr will rlnd, in consequence of some 
industries springing up under it, he will have a 
falling source of revenue instead of an increasing 
source of revenue. 

Mr. AGI\KW: Then it is a protectionist 
tariff. 

Mr. DR.\.KE : In some respects it will no 
doubt have a protectionist effect to a slight 
degree. It is re,llly neither one thing nor the 
other, because it wili not increase the manufac
turing industries of the colony to any great 
extent, nor, at the same time, will it prove to be 
a good tariff from a revenue standpoint. From 
a revenue standpoint you want the taxation just 
so low that it will not in any" ay check the inflow 
of goods in order to get revenue, and so far as I am 
able to judge this tariff promises to be a failure 
from either standpoint. It will be neces,ary, I 
think, before long to fall back upon property 
taxation in some form or another. I will just say 
a word with resp~<ot to an m-gument that has 
been W!ed on the opposite side concerning a 
land tax. The Vice-President of the Execn
ti ve Council has used the argnment that it is 
unwise anrl unstatesmanlike to put a tax 
upon the comparatively small amount of land 
that haB been already alienated, because by 
doing so we diminish the value of the bulk of 
the land. That never appeared to me to be a 
very sound argument ; but there may be some
thing in it if the Governmt>nt are going to adopt 
the policy of sales of land by auction, as 
advocated by the Minister for Lands. It 
occurred to me the other night there was some
thing in the argument from that point of view, 
because when a man has alternative means 
of investing hi~ n1oney and gom; into an 
auction room to buy· land, no dou!Jt he 
makes himself aware of the burdens there 
may be upon it, and if he finds there is 
a land tax upon it he will pay less for it than he 

would otherwise pay. So that a little less would 
be derived from the sales of land by auction, if 
the land had to bear the burden of a tax. The 
hon. member for iVIackay, l\Ir. Dalrymple, how
ever, entirely cut away that argu1nent, and goes 
further than I do in dealing with it. He says 
there is going to be a land tax, and the uncer
tainty as to how mucb it is going to be b W'orse 
than the imposition of the tax itself. So that 
,,,ccording to the bon. member at the present time 
the unsold lands of the colony are already dis
counted to a greater extent than the 'mount of 
the tax, by the knowledge th~t a lam! tax is 
coming. That, of course, entuely nullifies the 
argument so often used, that the im!Josition of a 
land tax will reduce the value of the unsold lands 
of the colony. The assurance that there will 
be a land tax is extending, and everyone 
who buys land now knows that if he has 
not to pay a land tax now be will have 
to do so before very long. I can assure you, Sir, 
that so far as my experience goes, the people 
would now l>refer a land tax that will fall upon 
wealth, whether in land dividends or property, 
to a scheme of revenue taxation that falls 
almost entirely uvon the working classes through 
the Customs. 

The PREMIER: 'Would you have a land tax 
and protection as well ? 

l\Ir. DRAKE: Certainly. 
Ivir. ADAMS said: l\Ir. J essov,-I desire to 

say a few words on this question, and in the first 
place I must congratulate the Colonial Treasurer 
upon bringing in such an :Pxccllent Budget. 
Some hon. members have expressed their dis
appointment, because he has not g-ot so large a 
snrplus as was expected, but in my opinion we 
ought to be thankful that we have come to the 
turning point in our finances, consideri11g the 
seasons the colony has had to pass through. 
The hon. member for Ivswich goes in a contrary 
direction to every other hon. member by ,;aying 
that it w~s mainly owing to the drought that 
the Treasury has been revlenished to the 
extent it has. It has always been oaid before 
that it was owing to the severe drought that the 
deficit had accrued. I cannot reconcile those 
two statements, especially became when the 
present Opposition were sitting on the Treasury 
benches they always blamed the drought for the 
increasing deficiency in the Treasury. There 
might have been something in it if the drought 
had not prevailed over the whole of the colonic,;. 
But there were, for instance, no votatoes to be 
got; there were none in any of the colonies, and 
the consequence was that they could not import 
them into Queensland. On the other hand, if 
the seasons had been good there would have 
been plenty of potatoes in the colony, and, 
therefore, no need to import them ; and 
that fact would tell in exactly the oprosite 
direction to what the hon. member tried to make 
us believe. \Ve have heard a great deal about 
the working man. I am proud to s:q I am a 
working man myself, and have been all my days; 
and I am pleased to say that the working man's 
food is not taxed to the extent that hon. members 
on the other side would have us to believe. His 
flour is not taxed, nor are his beef and mutton. 
In fact, there is hardly an article of food 
which the working man consumes that is 
taxed, and whatever is taxed is taxed in such 
a snmll degree that be never would feel it. I 
saw lately in the Co111'ie1· a long list of 
the taxed articles, and it was stated that the 
v,rorking man-it 'vas not said how many there 
were in the family-bad to pa~· something like 
10s. 6d. a week more, than hefore the tariff was 
passed. I have never known potatoes so cheap 
in Queensland as last year. In 1853 I paid as 
much as 2'is. 6d. per 100 lb. for them, and since 
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that year I have never paid more than 12s., and 
frequently mnch less. Beef was raised in price, 
but that was not because of the tariff, but simply 
because the weather was so dry that cattle could 
not be procured. .hms ee~n be purchased now 
as cheaply as before the tariff was Jl'tssed, if not 
cheaper. I know I can buy jam retail by the 
single tin at 5d., or fis. the dozen. As to boots, 
thanks to the tariff, you can buy boots cheaper 
th'm ever. I have a ]Jair of boots on me now that 
I paid 10s. for, and for simihtr hoots last ye.cr I 
had tn pay 1ils. \Ve have many more !llanufac
tories in the colony than we had before, with 
the result that there ic; a great retluction in the 
cost of the boots which the working· men wear. 
You can buy in Brisbane, a. I have done la~ely, 
American-grown tobacco for 3s. 6d. and 3s. 9d. 
per lb. by taking· .1 case. The manufacturers here 
employ, I wppose, abont seventy hands in the 
two places I visited. . '!'hat has all been brought 
about by the tariff. The same rmcy be said of 
many other articles, I mn perfectly ,,atisfied, as 
a working man myself, that the tm·iff does not 
press hardly on the working men of the colony. 

l\Ir. WBIBLEsaid: :VIr .• Jessop,-It was not 
mv intention to haYe addressed the Corruuittee 
during this debate, but I feel cctl!ed upon to do 
so on account of ~everal hon. rnentberi:l having 
cctlled in question matters which appertain to 
the district I represent. I theref'lrP feel it 
nece..:;sary to endeavour, if posJible, Lo remove 
what i::3, to 1nycertainknowledge, a want of correct 
information on the matters about which they 
luwe spoken. There l1<1S been a great deal of 
discussion about Cairns, its land sales, its railway 
and other matters, and remarks have been made 
thereon which are at variance with the true facts. 
The hon, member for Toowoomba, ::Vlr. Groom, 
speaking about the land sale at Cairns, said he 
thought the unfortunate individuals who had 
bought there would never be able to realise the 
amount they paid for the hnd. I do not think 
the people of Cairns are more foolish in their 
purcha ·es, either of land or anything el"e, than 
the people in other parts of the colony, and 
I am quite certain thn,t although the hon. member 
may have been there for a few days it is 
in1possible, even for an intelligent ~entleman like 
him, to acquire complete information about the 
place in that time. I m:ty tell you, however, 
that I know of two inst'ances where that land 
has exchanged hands at a slight increase on 
the price at which it was original!:;· purchased 
from the Govemment. I need not remind the 
Comlllittee of the reas•m for the high value of 
land at Cairns. It i" on account of the numerous 
resonrce.s \vhich Cairns pos1-1e.sses at itt'l back. 
Now these resources arc very little understood 
by the peo]Jle here in Brisbar::e, I fine! that in 
my everyday in t,., course those whom I come in 
contact with, that some of them talk about Her 
berton in the vaguest manner, and if true infor
mation was better disseminated I am certain that 
they would alter their opinions about Cairns and 
its district. I will just quote a few figures from 
the Herberton Ad~·ertiso· of 19th ,Tuly, which show 
the return of tin and silver bullion for the last 
two quarters in that district. 

":Por the quarter endecl 31st 3Iarch:-
STo:'iE Ouusnl<;u. 

London )fill, Irdnebank ... 
Oberlin .\JilL n-lcn Li.nednJc 
II. T. C. C'0. :Yiill, IIerberton 
Bisclwff Jiill, \Vab;onvillo .. 
Bischoff :Jlill, }~nrcka Creek 

Tons. cwt. qrs. 
1.4.17 9 1 

600 0 0 
478 2 3 
317 :J 2 
626 16 0 

Total 3,210 11 2" 

That gives a total of 287 tons 3 cwt. 1 'lr. 15 lb. 
of black tin, and with stream tin 4li5 tons 10 cwt. 
0 qrs. 5 lb. 'l'hen in silver-

" 1,356 tons of ore ,,-as smelter! for a yield of 236 tons 
of lead bullion) containing 53,3SS oz.'' 

For the quarter ended !lOth June, the total stone 
crushed at the same mills was 4,404 tons 12 cwt., 
for a yield of black tin uf 402 tons 0 cwt. 1 qr. 
12 lb.,' and strf%m tin 28 tons G cwt. 1 qr. 18 lb., 
or a total of 430 tons 6 cwt. 3 qrs. 2 lb. The 
silver yield for the same quarter was 1,632 tons 
of ore, yielding 2-t:-l tons 4 cwt. 3 qrs. of lead 
bullion, containim; u\J, D28 oz. of si! ver. The 
total production for the quarter was 622 tons 
10 cwt. 2 qrs. lead bullion and sulphide ore, con
t11ining 10.),170 oz. of silver. The total of both 
productions for the half-year was 8!!5 tons. 
11) cwt. 3 qrs. 7 lb. of tin, and bullion an::J sul
phide ore, G22 tons 10 cwt. 3 qrs. Speakmg of 
the prospects of the district, the paper says:-

" \Vith a fair seasor1 to enable crushing and smelting 
to go on without interruption and allow stream tinners 
to 'vash up, the yield for the year should not be far 
short of 1,900 tons of tin and 3511,000 oz. of silver.'' 

]'\ ow those are the present mineral resources 
which are being developed in the Herberton 
district which this railway is to serve, cmd which 
it will serve immediately the present section is 
completed. Besides this, there are new finds 
being· daily made, not onlv of tin and silve:, but 
of copper also. The latter, unfortunately, IS not 
at this time of the same value as it was some 
six months ago, bnt it will lJecorne again a 
valuable article of export. Then, again, the 
rail way will serve the old Hodgkinsor: G?ld 
Field, which for want of coastal commumcatron 
is languibhing. .AtJart fron1 tho:se resources, 
immediately the railway ascends the top of the 
range it will tap one of the finest agricultural 
districts in the whole colony-the Barron valley. 
The timber which abounds in that valley is 
si m ply inexhaustible, and will serve this colony 
for a very long tirne to come. There is cedar, 
ebuny, and lancewood, which will be valuable 
article" of export. Besides that, we have all the 
building tin1bers and fancy woods, s'-:ch as 
walnut, bean-tree, and many other timbers 
which will furnish freight to the railway, im
mediately it tapB this district. K ow, I conld 
not help thinking that when the hon. member 
for Herbert, ::VIr. Cowley, spoke of the Cairns
HerbertonHailway as being a politicalline, there 
wa~ something of the story of the fox and the 
gra]Jes in his statement. Probably the hon. 
member would have preferred to have seen the 
rail way extended fmm Townsville to Ingham. 
I have not the least desire to prevent him 
obtaining that line, if possible. No one in the Com
mittee would be more ple:osed than I should be 
to see that line built am! the coast line generally 
extended, becanse it i., by connecting_ the coastal 
to>cns that there wtll be a better feelrng created 
and more confidence established between them. 
At the present time, I know that the North is 
affected by a conflicting feeling of jealousy on 
these same matters, and I f.lllC) that the hon. 
member for Herbert has exhibited that spirit 
when he spoke of the CairnB-Herberton Railway 
being a political line. The merits of that route were 
well discussed at the time it was before the House. 
The advantages of Cairns were fully laid before the 
country, and I do not hesitate to say that it was 
the merit of Cairns, with its harbour, that deter· 
mined the present route of the line. Cairns is 
the harbour of Queensland, and there is no 
harbour to surpass it this side of Sydney. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS: We are making it now. 

Mr. WIMJ3LE: The "Platypm" dredge has 
finished about a mile of dredging, and when 
the other three-quarters of a mile are com
pleted, any of the steamers that are ~rading 
on this coast will be able to steam m and 
anchor alongside of the town at all tides ; 
not exactly at low tide, because I understand 
the depth dredged is only 13 feet, but there is 
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no difficulty whatever in dredging to 15 or 
even 17 feet, because the texture of the 
dredging is soft alluvial mud, and it will not 
require re-dredging, becauoe the wash will keep 
the channel open once it is drerlged. As soon as 
the dredging is comvletecl, Cairns haruour will 
be the finest harbour in Queensland. That 
itl the universal opinjon of com1nercial ruen 
in this port, and of all the naval men 
trading on our coast. \Vith reference to the 
tariff, it has been said that it is not a protectioni:st 
tariff, and in a seHse it is not; but I cannot help 

· believing th,tt a great deal of the complaint 
about the tariff has not been directed so much 
gainst the tariff itself, as against the depre,sed 

state of things arising from the drought and 
the inevitable consequences which all 'Gr;vern· 
ments are liable to suffer from during their 
term of office. I believe that with a return 
of t:>ucceRsful seasons .:m eh aR we are now enjoving, 
a~ cl the improvement in affairs genemlly · th;t 
w1ll follow as a matter of course, there will not 
be so much feeling against the tariff as there is 
at the present time. But just now, I must say 
that in the l'\orth it is a very heavy burden upon 
the people. I should like to have seen something 
in the Treasurer's statement about decentralisa
tion, but I suppose we shall have to wait 
some time before we are enlightened on that 
subject. I shall feel very much s><tisfaction 
when I see some scheme devi:sed which will 
give local control over revenue that is raised in 
the Northern districts. I have little more to 
say. I have endeavoured to explain some mi:s
appreheusions; and I must say that, although 
the Cairns line is a very hPavy undertaking, I 
have not the shghtcst doubt that when it taps 
the resources to which I have referred it will 
pay the interest on its construction. If those 
mineral fields can be so successfully developed as 
they have been under the gre:ct di:sadvantacces of 
high co.rriage, which rules from £8 to £l5 per 
ton, I maintain that with railway communica
tion not only will the mines in existence be 
further developed, but new claims will be taken 
up, which cannot be touched at the preoent time 
on account of the difficulties of transit and the 
cost of carriage in that mountainous .district. 
So soon as we have the railway, I have no 
hesitation in 'caying that Cairns and the \Vootha
kata district 'Vill prove one of the wealthiest 
and most prosperous parts of this colony. 

The :YIINISTER lcOR RAIL\L\YS sairl: 
:Mr. J essop,~-I do not rise to go through the 
whole of thJS financial delmte, but only to cor
rect a few miscalculations that appear to me 
to have been made with regard to some of the 
items of revenue and expenditure. First of all 
I may remark, with reference to the speech 
of the la"t speaker, that the Cairns-Herhertou 
Railwa.v is hardly a subject to be dealt with 
in a firrancial statement. If every hon. mem
ber was to bring Uf' the rail\; ays of his 
own district on a night like this, the debate 
would never encl. I know a great deal more 
about the Cairns-Herberton Railw.•.y than the 
hou. member for Cairns does, and I think it is a 
benefit to the public that they do not know as 
much as I do. However, before the session ends 
we shall probably have ttn opportunity of giving 
the House full information with regard to that 
rail way. \Vith respect to the tariff I shttll say very 
little. It seems tJ be a matter of doubt ,'m the 
other side whether it is a revenue tariff or a pro
tectionist tariff, and it is a mtttter of very little 
consequence to me by what name you call it. 
I do not like taxation in any form, but when the 
hon. ruernber for Jl~noggerct say~ we put before 
the country the question whether it was to be a 
land tax or no taxation, I think he went far be
yond the real facts of the case. I do not think any
body wa~ in a position to go to the country and 

say the finances were in such a condition that no 
taxation at all was neces"ary, and I do not think 
anybody ever attempted to make such a state
ment. \Vith regard to the opemtion of the 
tariff in connection with farmers, there can be 
no doubt that if the season had been anything 
like a normal one, it would have operated 
very mttterially to their advantage. If any
one looks at the revenue derived fro>n imported 
produce that might have been produced by 
farmer., in the colony they will find that it 
amounts to over £50,000 per annum. That 
£50,000 has gone into the 'freasury. According 
to protectionist principles it ought not to htt\·e 
gone into the Trea"ury but into the pockets of 
the farmers, and the reason why it did not go 
where it ought to have gone was simply bec::tuse 
the farmer,;, through no fault of their uwn, per
https, but through the visitation of Providence in 
sending such bad seasons, have not been able to 
produce the articles that are there enumerated. 
I do not say that the whole of this would have 
gone into the pockets of the farmers. Sur~ly 
nobody supposes that this tariff was framed for 
the express purpose of fostering farmers at the 
expense ,,f the poor cabruan or clrayrnan, who 
has to make his livinf' and keep his horses while 
doing service for the public. The fact of the 
matter is, that through the seasons being 
so bad the whole of this produce has been 
necessitated to be imported from the other colo
nies, because we could not produce it our se! ves. 
If we had been able to do so, the effect of the 
tariff would have been much more favourable ; 
but even assun1ing that we are going to have 
some good seasons now-and we need not 1neet 
misfortunes until they arrive--it will not alto· 
gether be a loss to the Treasury, because we 
know very well that. as soon as our farmers pro
duce this stuff which we consume, the railw.ry 
receivts will then compens_,te the revenue for 
the loss which will be sustained through the loss 
to the Custom,;. It is a matter of indifference to 
the Treasurer where the revenue comh from-or 
rather it would he a matter of cone;rat.ulation to 
him if he got incre<tserl receipts from the rttil wnys, 
instead of from the Ctmtoms. It would, n.t any 
rate, be a rnatter of congratulation to rne. 1-iany 
calculations have been made with regelrd to the 
tariff, which I have no doubt are very interest
ing, but I am sorry to say that I am not able to 
appreciate them, as I am very slow at figure,, 
t1nd it takes me a considerable time to grasp 
them; and as to those which have been adduced 
to-night, I cannot say that I have got hold of them. 
I look upon all these generalisations at the pr ecent 
time as, if nnt absolutely, at ]f'.li't almost, worth
less, for the simple reason that the tariff has not 
been sufficiently lung in operation to make any 
genera.lisations fron1 it. Before we can arrive at 
conclusior.s we nnu;t haYe a certain nurnber 
of ascertained facts from which to dednce some 
logical conclusion, but this tariff has not been in 
operation very long--some parts of this tariff 
having been in operation only six months, and 
some of it not that long. Yet it has been 
persistently stated on the other side that the 
tariff commenced some nine or niuu ancl a-half 
months ago. ·when we are dealing with a tariff, or 
with anything else, we must take it as a whole, and 
there is one po.rt of the tariff that.-has been most 
persistently ignored by the other side, and that 
is the free list, which only came into force on 
the 1st of January last, whibt anotlwr vortion 
of the tariff did not come into overation till 
the 3lot of March last, and how can hon. mem
bers come to anv solid conclusions from a tariff 
which has only i)een in operation for that short 
period? It seems to me to be r.tther stretching 
a point, and it is lialJle to lead us to con
clusions which are not reliable. The idea fo 
producing revenue from the land seem,; to 
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have troubled some hon. members, and more 
particuhuly the hon. member for Toowoomba. 
\Vhenever that hon. gentleman hears the words 
"n.uction sale<:",," he is so1nething like an old war~ 
horse who, when he heccrs the trumpet, is up at 
once and ready for the fray; but, when the hon. 
gentlemA.n ck;cribes graphically, as be always 
w1ll do, and a! ways can do, the had effects 
which resulted from indiscriminate auction sales 
in years gone by, it does not follow that the 
same thing is going to be done now, because 
the auction bales 'vhich are no\\r prop1sed 
are going to be carried out on entirely new 
lines. :First of all, the areas sold in those 
days would astonish people who were not then 
in the col\lny, hut the public would never 
allow such large ure,ts to be sold nowadays. 
That ~e are perfectly satisfied of. Moreover, 
there 1s a safeguard against that provided 
by the late Government, which they do not 
seem to take the least credit for, but which 
I consider a great safeguard. Unless the Land 
Board recommend or approve of the land to be 
sold, and unless they fix the npset price, the 
Minister for Lands is not in a position to put up 
any land fnr auction. 

Mr. HYJ\'E: Th<tt does not refer to town 
lands. 

The 1\IINIST:ER FOR RAILWAYS : I am 
now referring to country lu,nds. 1.,here is no 
alteration propnsecl with regard to town lands. 
As far as the acf[uisition of large estates i' con
cerned, I am not so very much frightened as 
some people appear to be. I think that the 
harm, or alleged harm, which has bePn clone to 
the colony by thc'e large estates has been greatly 
exaggerated. If we could calculate the benefit 
derived by the colony in the way of the expendi
ture _of n1oney, and providing laJ)Our for the 
workmg men of the colony, we should fincl that 
on the whole they have be1n of benefit to the 
colony rather than an injury. That is my individual 
opinion, ancl an opinion I have held for many years. 
I have no fear \vhatever of any danger arising 
from increasing the arr<t to 320 acres. I would 
just as soon increas-J it to 3, 200 acres, or 10,000 
acres, or an~7 area \vhich Parlian1ent n1ight 
agree upon, and if I were dictator of Queens
land, and could do what I like1, and could sell 
50,000,000 acres of land at 10s. an acre, and pay 
off our natione~l debt, I think I :;lwuld be doing a 
very fine thing for the colony. However, that is 
a very cheap thing to say, because there is no 
likelihood of my ever being in that position, 
and eHn if I were I am afraid I should fin<l 
some difficulty in getting buyers. I "ish to 
refer to one or two things tlie leader of the 
Opposition touched upon in the very able speech 
he made upon the Financial Statement. The 
first thing I wish to point out is with reg,trd to 
the loan fund. The h<m. gentleman made out 
that there was a difference in Table ]) between 
the total on the one side of the page and the total 
on the other side of the page, and the conclusion 
he came to was this:-

"The amonnt not borrowed is abont £i00,000, so 
that a sum of about £1,70t>,OOO has beeu expended upon 
public works d1ft'ercut from those for which the money 
'vas borro\ved!' 
I daresay a good many hon. members believed 
that statement Bearing that statement in mind 
we will go a little further down :-

" 'rhe rcsnlt h; that during the past t\vche months 
£1,700,000 of loan money has been ~pent." 

The HoN. Sm S. \V. GRU'FITH: I said 
"the last year or two." 

The l\IINISTJ~R :FOR RAILWAYS: As I 
have it here, the bon. gentleman ,,ays that-

" During the past twelve months £1,70 ',000 of loan 
monpy has been spent, and there are no means of 
ascertaining how it has been spent." 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH : I said, 
"\Ve have no means in our hands." 'l'hat part 
of my speech is reported in a very abbreviated 
form. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: At any 
rate the dominant idea is apparent all through. 
He went on to say:-

" 'l'he only semblance of an authority is the Loan Act. 
It is quite dear, ho\vever, that this ::-~tnn of one null ion 
and threFH]_nctrte:r ~has brc~u expended out of loau \Vit.h
out cve11 that shadowy !luthority." 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: That is 
quite correct, unfortunately. I said afterwards 
that £600,000 of it was voted in Committee of 
Supply. 

The MINISTER J<'OR RAILWAYS: It was 
altogether unnecesf,ary, however, for the hon. 
member to explain the figures, because the 
explanation appe"rs in the Treasurer's Financial 
Statement. 

The Hox. SmS. W. GRIF:D'ITH: No. 
The MINISTER FOR HAILW AYS: It is 

thus explained on page 4 :-
"~'he balance of the £111,000,000 loan of 1884 yet to 

be pnt on the market amonnts ronnclly to £709,000 in 
addition to which the folloVi ing I.oan Estimates have 
since been pas~ed by the Leghdative .As::-:..:mbly." 

Then he recites the various Acts. There were 
two Ai;ts passed when the hon. member was 
leader of the Government-Treasury Bills ~"-cts
to provide for this money, and give authority for 
the Government to expend the money. One was 
passed iu 1886-7, and the other h l887-8; one 
was for £123,000, and the other for £340,000. 
And there was one passed last session by the 
present Government for £802,000. The differ
encP, between them essentially wets that the Acts 
passed when the hon. gentleman was in power 
were passed after the money was spent, and the 
Act pas·,ed by the present Government was 
passed before we spent the money. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: That 
does not account for the money that has been 
spent-the balance of the £1,700,000 after deduct
ing the £123,000, and the £34!.!,000 provided for 
by the two Acts to which you referred. 

The MINISTJm FOR RAILWAYS: The 
hon. gentleman haR been in the Trea,ury himself, 
and he ought to know about that. The •rreasurer 
in his J<'inancial Statement goes on to say-

" These amounts are covered and made m ailable by 
the 'l'rcas1u~· Bills Acts of 1886, l8tj7, and 1~88, pending 
the passing of the next Loans Act." 

Surely that is parliamentary authnrity. 
The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFJ<'ITH : A 

Treasury Bills Act is not an Appropriation 
Act. 

The MINISTER FOR HAIL WAYS: It is 
an Act authoriRing the expenditure of loan 
money. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFl•'ITH: It is an 
Act authorising the borrowing of money. 

The 11Il'\ISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Then 
the Treasurer says :-

"The unexpended loan bala11CCS total up to £1,840,952 
ls. 7d., of which £2,416.511 is represented by cash on 
hand, and the balance by the uuncgotiat.ed securities 
above referred to." 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRII<'FITH: There is 
a misbke of a million in that calculation-a 
mistake made in subtracting one amount from 
another. 

The MINISTER FOit RAILWAYS: The 
farther I go the more convinced I am that the 
leader of the Opposition has not studied the 
Financial Statement at all, because the thing is 
so palpable. I will admit that when you add 
the balance of £700,000 to the £1,364,000, it does 
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not make up the total balance now remaining ; 
but surely the hon. gentleman knows how that is 
accounted for. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: You are 
assuming that the sum of £1,3(H,OOO is included 
in the loan balances, but I d" not think it is. 

The J\II"'ISTEH :!<'OR RAILWAYS: Is not 
an Act of Parliament sufficient authority to raise 
the money? \Vas it not intended, when we 
passed that Act, that the money should be raised 
in the way it was raised? \V as there any other 
intention when those Acts were passed? And 
were they not carried out in the way intended? 
I was about to say that there is a slight difference 
in the calculation, but it is accounted for by the 
fact that the cl:mrges connected with floating the 
£10,000,000 loan, which is not all floated yet, do 
not appear. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH : That is 
a small sum. It does not amount to m0re than 
£50,000. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It 
amounts to over £1i\O,OOO, as hon. members will 
see if they refer to previous tables. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH : That 
is not included in the tables. 

The J\IINIST:B~R FOR RAILWAYS: At 
any rate the Treasurer's Statement is sufficiently 
plain to me, and I hope hem. members will take 
the trouble to examine the figures for themHel vcs. 
They will then be sntisfied that this criticism of 
the leader of the Opposition wa ~. altogether 
uncalled for. The next matter I wish to refer to 
is the hon. member's criticism of the schedules. 
Upon that point the hon. gentleman endeavoured 
to make out that the Colonial Treasurer was 
trying to mislead the Committee and the country 
by making the amount of the schedules not that 
which it ought to be. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIIcJHTH: I did not 
say he was trying to miRle:td the Committee. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: He 
iminuated that the Treasurer had made a 
mistake. I do not mean to say he insinnated 
that the Treasurer was doing ·it pnrposely, or 
with the object of misleading; but he certainly 
led the Committee to believe that the Treasurer 
had made a great mistake in thi., respect. The 
matter he particularly referred to was in regard 
to the endowment, to municipalities. \V ell, the 
amount put down in the schedule' for endow
ments to municipalities is £85,000. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: It was 
to divisional boards I was referring-to the 
endowment of £2 for £1. 

The MINISTER FOH. RAILWAYS: The 
hon. gentleman sa.id the Treasurer told us he 
was going to pay all local authorities full endow
ments upon their rates. The Colonial Treasurer 
interjected, "\Vith the sanction of Parliament." 
Then the hon. gentleman said that was part of 
the Treasurer's scheme, but there was no pro
vision made for it in the Estimates. Then the 
Colonial Treasurer said, "In the Supplementary 
Estimates." And the lPader of the Opposition 
said-

" But that is not a matter that should be proYidcd 
for in SnpplementmT D:;;;timates; it is a mntter for the 
Estimates-in-Chief. It is expenfliture contemplated for 
tllP current year, not expenditure the ncecs~ity for 
whieh \vas not d:"rovered until nftr-r the J<~stimates-in
Chicf were framed. Snpplcmcn tary Estimates a, e to 
pro vi ~le for unfore ,ePn exppnditnre which is praYed to be 
necP~~<try after the ]}, timate<;-in-Chief have bt >::>n 
framed. The hon gentlenum might see that, HS i.t has 
often been referred to, but jndging by the schedules for 
last year there is an omission of about £3~1,0:~0." 

\Vhat are the facts of the case? They are 
simply these: That for the last year the amount 
of endowment in the schedules for divisional 
boards was Sl.l!fident to meet the whole demand. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: Look at 
the tables. You will find an excessive ex
pemliture of £30,000 in the schedules of last 
year. 

The MIRISTER FOR RAII,WAYS: You 
are giving the totals. 

The Hox. Sm S. ·w. GIUFFITH : I spoke 
upon the materi"J I httd. 

The MINISTER :FOR RAILWAYS : 
Surely yoll have a copy of the Estimates. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: I have 
Table J. 

The :MI~ISTBH. FOR RAILWAYS : That 
is referring to the schedule,. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH : That 
does not say on what works the money is ~x
penrled. U nfortunatcly the tables do not g-tve 
that information; they ought to. 

The MINISTER Ji'OR RAILWAYS : When 
we criticise statements we are supposed to take 
a little trouble, and dwell upon them. If the 
hon. gentleman will refer to the tables, he will 
find thcct for divisional board.; £1G5,000 will be 
required this year, the same as last year. If he 
refers to the Tre"snry returns he will find that 
the actnRl endnwmer,t paid last year up to the 
30th ,Tune ''"-S £1G2,19i5 Hs. lOd. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: \Vhere is 
the extra ±:30,000? 

The MINISTER :B'OH RA 1L WAYS : That I 
will show. The amount provided in accordance 
with the Act for municipalities was £85,000, and 
the amount actually expended in endowments 
to municipalities 1 according to the Treasury 
returns up to the 30th ,June lw;t yea.r, was 
£111 784 13s. Snrely the hon. gentleman could 
have' discovered that for himself? The whole 
argument was in regard to the endowment of 
municipaliti!:'<, and yet the hon. gentleman 
insulted the Treasurer for paying an amount he 
,_,.-as compelled to p:lN bv an Act ot Parliament. 
\Vhat are schedules·? Do hon. gentlemen know 
what schedules are? They are amounts that 
have been aJ>]Jropriated by statnte. They are not 
submitted to the Committee. The vote we are 
on now is not under the head of " schedules.'' 
The schedules are provided for by statute, and in 
order to alter tlwm, it is necE'sary to alter some 
Act of Parliament. Yet the Treasurer is now 
blamed for having paid an amount which he is 
compelled to pay by _\et of Parliament. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: What is 
complained of is that when he intends to spend 
£30,000 more he doe' not say so. 

The :\IINISTER FOR RAJLWAYS: We 
willuot argue the point any more. \V e will 
take Table I. 

The HoN. Sm S. \V. GRU'FITH: Do you 
understand it? 

The :\IIXISTJm VOR RAILWAYS: I con
fess at once that I do not, snrl I will saY fm·the;-, 
that I do not think the hem. gentleman does. It rs 
a most useful table for throwing dust in the 
eyes of the people. I have often looked at that 
tab1A, and no observation Rnrprised 1ne so n1uch 
as when I heard it said that that table had been 
in previous sessions qt,otecl from. To the best of 
my recollection I never hearrl it referred to before. 
I ·have attempted to criticise the tables in the 
Auditor-General's report, and have heard the 
hon. gentleman say they were altogether mis
leading, and so forth; but I think he ca.n make 
anything out of Table I. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GJUFJ<'ITH: If it is 
properly compile<..[ it is a plain statement of 
facts. 
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The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS : So far 
as I am concerned, I think it would be a very 
good table if it Htopped at the last column, at 
the amount named there, £-H2,00D 14s. 

The Ho~. SIR S. W. GRTFJi'ITH: It would 
not give so much information. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: All 
ths rest is Jnne inmginn,tion. \Yhen you Hee a 
lump "''m of £90,000 put down as an estinmte, 
the table cannot be of very much use. 

The Ho~. SIR S. W. GRH'FITH: I did not 
Ruppose the Treasurer was giving us in1agination; 
I thought he was giving us facts. 

The MINISTER li'OR RAIL \Y A YS : The 
table is no doubt a very useful one for the hon. 
gentleman~:, purpoFe, but I will give up these 
tables and refer to the matter of railways. The 
criticism of the leader of the Oppmition 
with l'egard to the estimated receipts from. 
railways for this year was very fair on the whole, 
but there are one or two things that he over
looked. The hon. gentleman said he did not 
think theamountstatu1as the prob>thle earnings of 
the Southern >1ncl \Yestern lines would be realised. 
Of course that is a gre>tt de:d a rmttter of opinion, 
!Jut he forg-ot to mention that there is at le-.tst 
one line besides thn. e he referred to, and it 
hc.s only been in operation comparatively speilk
ing a few rnonths ; frmn it we expect to get :t. 

fair amount of receipt~, that is, the Southpnrt 
R>1ilway. That line w .. s not included in b,;t 
Y<'"tr's accounts for the full perio<l, as it has 
only been opened during- the pre,ent year. 
Then, with regard to the J\Iaryborongh and 
Gym pie line, I think the matter referred to 
by the hon. meml'er for Toowong has been 
sufficiently explained, and does not require any 
further explanatior1. If the hem. member had 
only lo"ked at the appropriation for last year 
he would have seen how he was led into err0r. 
The h'm. m ern ber forgot that he himself, as a 
mernl!er of the Committee of Supply, asqistecl in 
passing a special appropriation of £20,000 for 
rebying a considerable portion of that line. 
That, to a certain extent, io; an almormal expen
diture, and it-1 not going to occur every year. 

The Ho~. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: H is 
ch~.rged to loan. 

The MIXISTER FOR R_ULW A YS: No. 
The Ho~. SIR T. MaiL WRAITH: Only a 

portion of it. 
The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: £20,000. 

The HoN. SIR T. M oiL \VHAITH : Where? 
The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: It is pro-

vided for in the last Tre_csury Bill, Act. 
The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: That 

was reckoned to provicle for the expenditure on 
renewal, and if we had been renewing the line 
with the same stvle of rails we might have done 
it for £20,000 pe'i·haps, but the rails are double 
the value of those taken aw(l,y, and one part of 
the expense is charg-ed to ioan, because the 
capital value of the line has been so much 
improved, anrl the other part is char"ed to 
revemu·, I think that is a system the hon. 
gentlemrtn is not accustomed to. 

Mr. UN:\IACK: Laying rails is not working 
expenses. 

The HoN. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH : Renewals 
are. 

The ::UIXISTER I<'OR RAILWAYS: We 
can never :;;atisf~~ the hon. rne1nber for To'Jwong, 
I know. But I will now le<1ve that matter. 
\Vit.h regard to this railway, I may, however, 
also remark that there are two branch lines just 
opened that will come into operation this year. 
One is the line from Gympie to Cooran, 

which will form part of the North Coast rail· 
way when No. 4 section is completed, and the 
other is the first section of the Mung-ar and 
Gaynda.h line. I may state in connection with 
this, for the information of the members for 
Maryboroug-h district, that this is one of the 
cnuses that rednce.s the percentage of earnings 
from their lines, be can-e these rail wa,ys h:we been 
charged to the r."Lpihl acwnmt for those railways, 
and though they are now finished we h<tve had 
no earnincss from tnem as yet. The account, 
therefore, ought to appear very much better next 
yew than it does now. 

Mr. HYNE: The Gyrnpie and Coomn section 
is charged to the North Coast milway, is it not? 

The MINISTER FOR HAIL WAYS : It is 
charged to that vote. \Vith regard to the 
Central Railway, there is j;he Emu Park exten
sion which h~td only been in operation some five 
or six months when the returns were made up, 
and from this extension I think we are entitled 
to expect a little more next year than what 
appe•r,.:;; in this yrar's accounts. But over n.nd 
nbove all these things, we are reckoning that the 
season will be a better one next y< ,tr. \V e have 
not formed very Hanguine expect~Ltions, hut there 
cannot he any donl!t at this time of clay, that 
the tmffic on the Contra! line. which is improv
jng every dn,~r, will v::tstly increase fron1 the 
carriage of wool alone. lT nle'Js sorne disa~ter 
happens, there can scarcely be any doubt that 
the traffic will be largely in excess of what it 
was during the last unfortunate season. i\fore
over, we know for a fact that the Lake's Creek 
works >1re likely to be in full operation for ne><rly 
the whole year; we know that the company 
have entered into large contracts, and the 
Goverrnnent are, I think, justified in assurning 
that the traffic in live stock will be larger on that 
line than it has been before. 

The Ho~. Sm S. IV. G RIFFITH : These 
are real argurrwnts. 

The l\UNISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Of 
conrse they are. The hon. g-entleman went on 
further to make inductions and not arguments. 
For five years he, with his colle:1gues as he says, 
have al1~·ays gone on cutting down the railwa,y 
estimates, and even after he had cut them down 
they in variably came out wrong; consequently he 
thinks thatthe,,e estimates must be wrong, but that 
is a paljmble non sequitur, because these estimates 
were not mane by him and his colleagues, but by 
quite different people. However, I do not say 
the Tre>tsurer will get the total amount of these 
receipts; the,;e ectimates are always problenm
tic_tl, and depend a great deal on the seasons. 
At the same time, I think they am very moderate 
and I have a lively hope that they will be realised, 
and I hope for the sake of the colony that they will 
be. The real point is, as I have tried repmttedly on 
former occasions to put before the Committee, not 
what our receipts are. The lender of the 0]Jposi
tion himself, when he had the honour of making a 
Financial Statement, drew particular attention to 
that. After years' experienc'' he discovered that 
with regard to rail way matters it cost.s us an 
expenditure of £500.000 or £GOO,OOO to make 
£200,000. The hon. gentleman put that pointedly 
before the C•nnmittee, 'md that really is tbe 
pro]JCl' w:ty to look at m>ltters. Looking at it 
from that point of view, I woulc! like to direct 
the attention of hon. member,, to what the Esti
mates for last year were, and what the results 
turned out to be. Last ye.,r the receipts from 
railways were estimated in the gross at £819,000. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GlUJi'FITH: What 
table are you quoting- from? 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: l<'rorn 
my own tal!les. You will not find it in the 
Treasurer's tables, 
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The Ho!'!. SIR S. W. GRJFFITH: Yes; 
Table A gives it. 

TheMIJ'\ISTERFORRAILWAYS: Yes; I 
see Table .\. doe~; give it. You will find that 
we estimated the railway receipts at £819,000, 
and the result unfortunately was onl.v £7SO,G2:?
bearing out the hon. rr1e1nber's l:itateinent so far, 
th:tt the milway eNtimates are always wrong. 
If you look at Table Q you will find the result 
given. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: It is 
nearly £30,000 less than the estimate. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 
J;;xactly. That looks bad, doesn't it? It only 
appe·ns now to hon. members opposite, hut it 
was clectr to me twelve months ago, and every 
month since that time. You do not suppose 
that we are ~wing to conduct the railways with
out looking at our receipts. They are published 
every \veek, and if we n1ake a \Veekly average 
we can tell pretty well whether we are going to 
gain or lose. It was evident to me from nearly 
the etart that v, ~ were inclining to leeward. 
What would an ordinary merch:tnt do in a case 
of that sort? \fhat would the head of a house
hold do-to take a mnre familiar instance-if he 
fonnd hi:; expenclitnre \V::tf.l exceeding his incnme? 
There are only two connes open to him. He 
must either take some course that will increa~e 
his reve11ne or income_, or he i~ forced to accept 
the other alternative and reduce his expenditure. 
·well, look at the result in the case of the Railway 
Pepartment, and see whether that wise, and I 
may say common-place policy, was adopted. 
If you look at the expenditure returns, according
to the Estimates, you will find thttt we provided 
for an expenditure of £G18, G31, and we actually 
expended £572,182 Gs. Fid. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: That is 
nearly £30,000 more than the year before. 

The MINISTER :FOR RAILWAYS: The 
hon. member forgets that construction has still 
been);;oing- on, and there was tnore maintenancE to 
be provided for. But that is leading- us away from 
the point. The point before us particularly just 
now is this : I will dmw the attention of the 
Committee to the amount the R"ilway Depart
ment promised the Treasurer as spenditble in
cmne, ,tfter paying the working OXlJenses of the 
railwayJ, and which he might use for the general 
purposes of the colony. If you deduct the esti
mated expenditure from the estimated recei]Jts, 
you will find that the Rail way Departrn8nt 
promised the Treasurer £200,3()(), and if you look 
at TaLle Q, you will find that they actually gave 
him £208,441 5s. 2d., or £8,000 more than they 
engaged to g-ive him. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIFFITH: That is 
very good. 

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS : Yes ; 
and if that state of affairs had been carried on in 
pa't ye""Lr~, the colony would be in a different 
position to wh>1t it is in now. Then it is worthy 
of mention, though it has never been noticed by 
any member on the other side-and probctbly if 
they had noticed it they would not have 
mentioned it-but I will mention it-that that 
wholesonw state of affairs never occurred during 
the Jlrevious five yeilrs. Every year of that 
period the llailway Department, bearing out 
what the hon. gentlemen opposite says about 
their Estimates, undertook to give the Trea
suret a certain amount of 1none"~:- for the 
g-eneral purposes of the colony, and ·they failed 
to make it up. I have got the figmeo from 
the beginning of the period, and I will quote the 
worst of them. In 1885-G the Railway Depart
ment promised to give the Treasurer £:JG4,301, 
and all they did give him was £201,278. The 
same thing followed in the next year; they 

promised to give him £191,779, and they actually 
gave him £129,000, as will be seen from the 
tables. The vear before we came into office the 
department u'ndertook to provide a net revenue 
of £234,11fi, and they actuallv providecl about 
the same as we provided this yectr-£208,000. 
If we can take the Railway Department as 
a sample of how the other departments were 
worked, I think that affords a key to the ol'ig-in 
and development of the deficit we incurred. 
\Vith regard to the percentage of interest re
turned from the railwitys which hon. mem
bers have drawn attention to, it was £1 10s. 
2d. l>1st year, and it is £1 Ss. Gd. per cent. 
this year, making a rlifference of b. Sd. per 
cent. That is not a large difference after all, 
and it is easilv accounted for. It is accounted 
for by the undue haste in expending- capit>tl, and 
the conseqnent drain for intere,,t upon the 
rcvenne. In that connection I may explain to 
the Committee that a great manv of the railways 
I arn now carrying out a.re not raihvays that we 
are responsible for. JYI:tny of them are railways 
I was opposed to myself. But we cannot repudiate 
contract-,, 'ive rnuRt carry out our contnwts, and 
see that onr engag-ements are fulfilled. If the 
House will in~i~t upon spendin~ ca,pjtal before 
the lines h:tve time to earn their sHlt, then they 
must expect the ]Jt>rcent·ag·e of interest to be 
reduced. There are some lines I ha v'e already 
;;nlnnitted tu the House, and some I will be com
pelle l still to submit to the House, and the 
best argument I shall be ahle to bring before 
the House in support of them will he that 
you n1ust spend ~mne rnore nwney, and in n1any 
cases a considerable amount of money, ''imply 
in ordm that money that has heen already sunk 
shall not be entirely lost. And that is abrmt 
the poorest argument a Minister for Railways 
can put before Parliament. Bnt such is the 
fact, and I am only sorry that it is so. I 
do not think I need add anything more. I am 
sorry the railway returns are not better than 
they are; but, considering· that the season has 
been an exceptinnally bad one, I think I may 
ask the Committee for some considemtion in 
having- been able, a;; I have shrnvn, to return to 
the Trensury the amount of money the Hail way 
Department undertook to provide. 

:\fr. SALKELD said: Mr. Jessop,-Hon. 
members on this side have found fault 
with the Treasurer's Statement because they 
thought he had received too much money from 
taxat.wn. At the smne time they complained 
that he hnrl not reduced the deficit to a greater 
extent. Tlwse hon. members who objected to 
the incre1,sed taxation did so on the ground that 
the taxation pressed unfairly upon one part 
of the cornnmnity ; that the incidence of the 
new tlXrction was unfair; that it fell mainly 
upon the poorer clasi\ of pen-1om, and made them 
contribute rnore to the revenue than they ought 
to be called upon to do. It has been pointed 
ont, and very correctly,, that the Treasurer's 
Statement must be regarder1 by the country as 
very diso ppointing, frmn one point of ;;ie\V only, 
on account of the ar tion taken by the present 
Government when they occupied the Opposition 
bench''"· \Vhen the then head of the Gnvern
ment read his Budget Speech in 1887--

'l'he Ho:>:. SIR S. W. GRII<'FITH: Re did 
not read it. 

The PREMiloR: He did not want to leave 
anything- on record. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GIUFFITH: I de
livered it ; I did not read it in 1857. 

The OOLO;'\IAL TllEASUllER: It would 
have been read but for the change in the 
Treasurership. 
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Mr. SALKELD: I am not finding any fault 
with the Treasurer for reading his speech, because 
I think it ig a very so,fe thing to do. The Treasurer 
at that time, in making his Budget Soeech, 
showed the revenue to be falling off, and not 
keeping pace with the expenditure, anrl certain 
prnt>OSals wpre made to repleni.oh the Treasury. 
The principal of these was a land tax. Other 
111£\l..DR of obt:tinin~ re\· ~nne \Vere pointed out, 
but no definite action was taken with rego,rcl to 
them. I refer to this becml'·'e it wo,s on the bith 
of sto,tements then made tho,t the present party 
got into office. I will not t:tke up the time of 
the Committee nndul.v; one or two 'JUOtations 
are as good as a hundred to show the position 
which the then Opposition took up in connection 
with this question. The present Premier, who 
was then leader of the Opposition, speaking on 
this matter s>ticl :-

"The deficiency in this colony can be c'lsily made up 
withont taxation, simply by judicious retrenchment and 
moderate sales oE land." 
And he concluded his speech bv ·moving the 
following amendment :- -

"In the opinion of this Committee the financial 
p0;:,ition of the colony, as disclosed in the Premier's 
statement, floes not 'varrant the impost of any fresh 
tax~Ltion on the people of Queensland." 
All the arguments that were adduced by the 
Oppo,ition were to the effect that no additional 
taxation w>ts neceesa.ry, and that tbe stCtte of the 
finm1ces was entirely due to the extmvaganc9 Ctnd 
over-expenditure of the Government in adminis
tering the affairs of the county. I can speak 
freely on this subject myself, because at the time 
I thought th>tt up to a certain extent the Govern
ment had not been o.s economical as they ought 
to have heen; hut I always bore this in mind, 
that they had not been more extravagant than 
previous Governments. I will now quote from 
the speech deliverer! on the same occasion by the 
present Minister for Mines and \Vorks. That 
hon. gentlem'm said :-

" I will show him (the Premier) how the deficit might 
be met within the next three yell!'S withont imposing 
one single penny of adrt_itionaJ taxation on the people of 
the colony. anrl ·without selling a single acre of agricul
turalland fit for settlement by auction.~' 
A little further on he says :-

" rl'hey ha'\'8 made ducks and drakes of the revenne.JJ 

And then the hon. gentleman goes on to say:-
"I am certain I conld. in less than threL Years. wipe 

ont thn deficit 'vithont imposing a singlC penny of 
additional taxation, and without selling a single acre 
additional. I sa:v that withont fear of contradiction. 
. . . I sav there is n11thing in the Government 
dcpartment1i, \Vith the p,xception of the schedulf's, 
which the hon gentleman cannot control." 
Thr~t htst remark was mr~de in reply to an inter
jection about incre>tsed endowments. In com
menting upon the rem>trk of the then Premier 
that the :Estinmtes had been framed with 
economy, and could not be reduced without 
seriously hCtmpering the efficiency of the service, 
the present Minister for J\1ines >tncl \Vorks 
said:-

" That is a statPment in which I havp not the 
slightest belief. I honestly say that whatever care the 
hon. gentleman may think these E:.;timatc . .,; have been 
frame(t with, he is lnistaken in his views. for I believe 
that they cn.n he rPdurcd, and the public service be 
carricrl 11n as effieicntly as it has hcen at anv time in 
the pa.st." ~ 

And the advice that the hon. gentleman gave to 
the Committee was that they should return the 
Estilnatp::.; to the Governrnellt and say, "You 
must reclnce your Estimates of Expenditure still 
more." I will not weary the Committee with 
further ']UOk1.tions from those speeches; but this 
is the keynote of the whole contention of the 
then Opposition in 1887; and when that party 
went before the country they directed their 
attack ag>tinst the extm vagant administration of 

the Government-their want of financial ability in 
administering the affairs of the colony. Th>tt was 
their real contention. I do not know whether the 
Vice-President of the Executive Council attaekecl 
the Government on that ground, but it was the 
general burden of the attack on the Govern
ment. They said : " \V e will show you how 
it is clone. It is thr.mgh want of financial 
administration th"t they have failed." The fact 
is that the Oppnt>ition then saw the position so 
clearlY that they abandoned seveml of the views 
thej held on matters of public policy, and con
cen.tratecl their whole attack on that point. 
There is no don bt that they were going to 
reh>tbilit>tte the Treasur.v without any additional 
taxation and wipe out the deficit, and it was on 
these grounds that they succeeded in attaining 
to the 'Tre,snry benches. But what has been 
the result? They gave up their pledges and 
brought in " tariff. They clisc>trded the land 
tax and brought in "tariff. Despite all that has 
been said about it, there is no doubt that it 
presses unduly on the poorer classes of the c?m
munity. I am not one to set class >tgamst 
class, but we must recognise the fact that the inci
dence of tax>ttion in the tMiff presses upon those 
who already pay quite enough. >tncl those who 
are most benefited h.v the expenditure of Govern
ment money get off practicall.v scot-free. \Vho 
are the persons benefited by the construction of 
milways? The owners of property. If yon 
take a milway to a place you increttse the value 
of land, in some cases 200 per cent. ; but there 
is " limit to the increased value put on other 
things by railw,1.y construction. Yon cannot 
increase the v>tlue of a building beyond the cost 
of a new bnilding. I do not intend to go into 
the Treasnrer's figures in any way, because 
other hon. members hr ve clone that. The last 
spe>tker has said th>tt he could not follow the hon. 
me1nber for Cn,rnar\·on's figures, but I am not 
<Juite sure that I can follow his, and I do not 
know whether he thoronghl.v understands them 
himself. I rather fancy not. He said, when speak
ing about the tariff, that hon. members on this 
&icle in deb>tting the Cu"toms tariff of 1SSS forgot 
the articleq which lmd been placed on the free 
list which were not there before. \V dl, I find in 
this return, showing- the quantity of articles 
imported duty free, from J anuat·y 1st to June, 
1880, which f•Jrmerly paid duty, amounted in 
value to £11,130, and I find that bas been 
deducted from the incr~aso in the tariff, and 
has reduce1l that increase frcw1 £2G8,000 to 
£25G,OOO od,], but the hon. gentleman has most 
carefully avoided mentioning that. Now, the 
Minister for R>tilw>tys has also snicl that the 
rail ways returned to the Treasury last YE':W 
more than they had been estimated to return. 
Of course, if you take one side of the figures 
th>tt will be shown, but then this wonderful 
Table I comes in again. I find that the balance 
of unexpended votes on the 1st July, 18SS, in 
the 'Vorks Dep>trtment, which then included 
railways, was £118,000. The bahmce of votes 
unexpended on the 1st ,July, 1889, amounted 
in the \Vorks Department to £102,831, and in 
the Railway Depintment to £111,448. The 
:Minister for Railways, if he was o,ware of that, 
was ctreful not to nutke anv reference to it, and 
I would like him to explain' how there was such 
a very large amount of unexpended votes in that 
department-a l>trger increase than in >tny otber 
department-and an abnormal increase. In 
regard to tbis Table I, I think if the contention 
of the It occler of the Opposition is not strictly 
true, yet there is a very l>trge amount of truth in 
it. \Ve are told tbat it makes no difference 
whether there is a large amount of unexpended 
votes or not. \V ell, the cnly element of uncer
tainty in it is as to how much of that £442,000 this 
year and the next year wil!lapse. That is the point. 
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What proportion of the lapsed votes will come 
out of it? All the rest without any doubt, is 
really liability as shown by the Estimates. The 
money might not have been expended, but the 
liability is there. and the money has to be spent. 
I come back again now to the question of the 
extravagance of the late Government and the pre
sent one. After such speeches as were made in 1887, 
and the amendment which was moved, one would 
really have thought that the present Government 
would have made some attempt to carry out and 
give effect to the views they then expressed. But 
what do we find? We find that they spent in 1888-9 
£12G,OOO more than had been spent in 1887-8; 
and if we leave out the £88,000 spent in interest, 
there is still £34,000. If we look at the J~stimates 
for the two years, which ought certainly to be a 
considerable guide in the matter, especially in 
connection with Table I, we find that in the year 
1887-8 the Estimates by the previous Government 
were £3,723,000; and those for 1888-!l amounted 
to £3,930,000 odd, an increase of £216,000 over 
1887; and if they spent only £38,000 more, we 
must bear in mind that that might be explained 
to a very large extent by the large unexpended 
vote between the two years. Now, how has this 
£117,000 which has been wiped off the deficit 
been obtained? By the return I hold in my 
hand there was a net increaRe under the new 
tariff of £256,000, and we find the money 
received from gales of land by auction amounted 
to £76,165 more than in the previous ye'tr; 
and yet the deficit was only reduced by £117,000. 
That shows that the Government have com
pletely belied the pretensions they put for
ward in 1887. They obtained office entirely 
through the attack they made upon the late 
Government for extravagance, but they have 
shown no abatement of extravagance in any way 
whatever. If we look through the Estimates we 
see no indications of abatement. I know some 
members of the present Government think 
that no economy can be practised in the depart
ments. I differ from them on that point. I 
know that the Minister for Mines and \Vorks 
held the same views as I do in 1887, but now that 
he is in office he thinks differently. I think 
the Opposition would not be doing th·ir duty to 
the country if they allowed these things to pass 
over in silence, and did not call attention to the 
fact that the Government had not been consistent 
in any way. It has been s.tid that there is no 
cry in the country against the tariff, but I hear 
it in all directions ; I hear Government sup
porters declare that they have been sold; that 
they had been led to expect that the Government 
were going to administer the affairs of the 
country in such a WitY as to wipe out the deficit 
without additional taxation, and yet they were 
taxed up to the eyes. 

Mr. MURPHY : The Government are not 
magicians. 

Mr. SALKELD : The hon. gentleman says 
the Government are not magicians, but I believe 
there was a sort of suspicion in the public mind 
that there was something of the magician about 
them~that they had only to wave the wand and 
money would come rolling into the Treasury; it 
was not to come out of their pockets ; they did not 
know where it was to come from. Bd, as the hon. 
the leader of the Opposition saicl, you cannot take 
any more out of the Treasury than you pnt in; yon 
must put the money in before you can htke it 
out. \Ve hnve he'lrd a great deal nbout the 
blame attached to the late Government for the 
loss of land revenue durin,; the lao,t few years. 
Certainly there has been a falling off, but it is a 
falling off which must be expected from the very 
nature of the Act of 1884. 'l'he principle of that 
Act was not to kill the goose that laid the golden 
egg, but to keep and preserve it, That Act was 
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an honest attempt to carry that principle into 
effect as far as it was possible to do so. They 
tell us there is no settlement going on, but 
people are taking upjustas much land as ever, only 
they arenotpayingasmuch rent for it as formerly. 
·where is that money? It is in the pockets of the 
people, or put ont at interest to enable them to 
utilise the land they have taken up. To hear 
hon. members <iln the Government side of the 
House talk in the way they do, one would 
almost think th"t the late Government had 
embezzled the money or sunk it in the sea, or 
something of that kind. As I have already 
said, that money is in the pockets of the 
people who have taken up land, and if they had 
paid for that land at previous rates the Treasury 
would have been overflowing; that is, if, instead 
of paving 3d. an acre for it, they had paid ls. or 
ls. 6d. an acre. And the land that the late Go
Yernment did not sell b,· auction, where is it? It 
has not run away; it is still in the colony, and 
available whenever it mity be required. If the late 
Government had sold £iSOO,OOO or £600,000 worth 
of land, and put the money into the Treasury, 
people would have thought they were magicians, 
from the way in which they kept the finances. 
I say that land is still here, and that, if they did 
not sell it, the present Government are going in 
for selling it as hard as they possibly can. 

Mr. PHILP: What has become of the land 
that has been sold? 

Mr. SALKELD: It is here still. Some of 
the speculators got it at 5s. an acre, and 
sold it for pounds, and the people who paid that 
enhanced price feel the burden of it on their 
shoulders. That is one of the principal secrets 
of the cry in regard to the sugar industry--that 
the people paid too much for their land to the 
speculators. The second, or perhaps the third 
or fourth buyer paid far too much for their land ; 
so much, in fact, that, they cannot make work
ing expenses and interest out of it. Of course 
there are tt great many causes for the depression 
in the sugtu industry, and that is one of them. 
The Minister for Lands took exception to some 
remarks made in rderence to large estates. I 
give that hon. gentleman all the credit due to 
him for honestly endeavouring to administer 
the Land Act. I am very pleased indeed to 
see it, and I am pleased also to be able 
to say that, whenever any grievances are 
pointed out to him, he really considers them. 
I have one to bring before him again, when the 
EBtimates come on. I hope to persuade the hon. 
gentleman to see my view of the case; he does 
not see it at prese.nt, and I believe that when he 
does, he will do justice. I am also pleased to 
bity that, as far as I am able to judge, he has 
been trying to administer the Land Act so as to 
settle people on the land. I believe in that 
respect the hon. gentleman is following in the 
steps of the late Minister for Lands, a man 
whose whole heart and soul was wrapped up 
in settling people on the lands of the colony. 
Of com'se he h<cB different views on some other 
matters in connection with the lands ; but he 
complained at the remark that he was in favour 
of large estates. RiB remarks amounted to this: 
that he was desirous of selling more land, but 
if we may take the Amending Land Bill as an 
indication of his intention he intends to increase 
the amount which can be sold by auction. An 
hon. gentleman sitting behind him is going to 
bring in an a.mendment increasin£ the area 
to Le sold by auction to 640 acres. I 
cl,, not know ";hether the ::\finieter for Lands 
is prepared to accept that proposition, but 
it appenrs that the Government are going to sell 
as much land as they possibly can. Yet they 
always tell us that they do not want to impede 
settlement by selling land by auction. I maintain. 
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that our good land which is accessible is scarce, 
and it is only when railways and roads are 
made that our good land is' taken np. Now, 
what land are the GoYernment going to sell in 
320-acre bloeks? Are they going to se 11 the poor 
ridges? Men will not buy that. The men who 
have money must have' the lwst land and 
that is the kind of land we wi,;h to settle our 
farn1;ers on, and the more land we sell by 
auct10n the fewer von/i fide settlers we shall get. 
Hon. members talk about the Acts of liiGS aml·of 
187G settling people on the land. U nderthose Acts 
large areas of bnd were alienated, hut there was 
little real settlement. The amount of land settled 
and cultivated is a mere fle.c1Jite compared with the 
total area alienated under that Act. That show-: 
!hat alienation does not mean settlement, except 
m a very small degree. If the Minister for Lands 
wants to get authority to sell blocks of 320 
acres in order to raise revenue, and fill the coffers 
of the Treasury, he will block the settlement 
of the country by bon·1 tide agriculturists. 
Objection has been taken t<; the f'aet that the 
late Government did offer land for auction sale in 
larger blocks than 40 acres. It is a well-known 
fact that the auction clauses v. ere bron"ht in to 
meet the case of small blocks of lancl in the 
settled districts that no one would take up or 
put a bailiff on, as it would not pay them, so 
they w:re offered m small blocks at auction, and 
by paymg £1 per acre the settlers ohtained those 
blocks. I have never heard that the late Govern
ment ever used that right for any oth• r purpose 
than that. Of course they sold town and suburban 
lots, as that was contemplated in the Act 
of 1884 all along. I must say that, whatever hon. 
members may roay, the Treasurer's 1\ndget 
Speech-;-and by that I do not mean only the 
speech Jtself, but what he has disclosed about 
the state of the finances of the colony on the 
1st of July-was a disappointment to the 
country, in view of the fact that £256 000 
additional has been raised by increased taxation 
from the Customs, and £76 000 more from 
auction sales, while the deficit has only 
dee1:eased by £117,000. ·what great adminis
tratiOn has the Government shown ? They 
have not economised in the departments in 
any way whatever, bnt we see that in the future 
in several d_irections they are going to increaRe 
the. expend1ture. The headquarter staff of the 
R:'1lway Department is going to cost about 
£G,OO? ~nr;re t~mn we ha.ve pre\ iously paid for it; 
our CIVIl !::lervJCe Boal'd 1s toco"t somewhere about 
£3,000 more ; a Parliamentary draftsnmn will 
give a further increace of £1,000, and payment of 
m em hers will be increased by the difference 
between two guineas a day and £300 per annum. 

Mr. MURPHY : Y on voted for that so yon 
are responsible for it. ' 

Mr. SALKELD : I did vote for it and I am 
willing to take my share of the resr;onsibility, 
but I am not responsible for the others I may 
point .out tllat the Government, almos.t withmit 
exceptwn, do not believe in it. Then how could 
they consistently vote for it? Ever since I 
have been in the colony I have been in favour of 
payment of members, but not in favour of the 
principle of the payment of members' expense". 
I felt that so strongly that I did not vote for 
the Payment of JVIembers' J:;;xnenses Bill, because 
I believed in payment of n;embers · hut I do 
not believe there is one man on th~ Treasury 
bench who belieYes in it. 

Mr. MURPHY: Not one, I hope. 

Mr. SALKELD: I consider the Government 
have failed to _carry out the principles on the 
strength uf whJCh they obtained ·office-that is 
economy in the administration of the Government 
of the colony, and doing without any additional 

taxation. They have raised this extra money, 
and yet the result has been only to reduce the 
deficit by £117,000. Where is the financial 
alJility shown in that? I am sure that thousands 
of people really believed that the Government 
w•1re going to be the Govemment of all the 
talents, and especially in finance. They have 
been in oflice fourteen months now, and what 
result do we find ? 

The PllEMIER: We are on these benches. 
Mr. SALKI~LD : The Premier says that we 

sec the result in their sitting on the Treasurv 
benches. He has always been the wit of th"e 
House, and we know he has had to restrain 
himself since he has been on the Treasury benches, 
though occa,ionally he cannot help letting it out; 
but we do not see the results of their clever ad
ministration. 'l'he Yerdict of the country will 
be that they h:we failed. People will see that 
they are not the magicians they pretended 
they were, and a revu!Kion of public feeling 
will take place. I am not disappointed, becau~e 
I always f qJected that the result would be as it 
has turned out. I contended during the last 
general election that the late Government had 
administered the finances as well as any previous 
Government-but not as well as they ought to 
have done-and that the gentlemen then <tspiring 
to poh er, with all their pretensions about ad
ministering the affairs of the colony so much 
better than the Liberal Government, would be 
at fault. Exactly what I thought would take 
place has taken place, and when I again go 
before my constituents, as I intend to do after 
the session is over, I shall quote from some of my 
speeches to show that what I said has all come 
true. 

Mr. SAYERS said: Mr. Jessop,-Before the 
debate closes I should like to say a few words. 
It seems to me that the whole or' the discussion 
has heen on what the preYious Government did, 
what the present Government intended to do, 
an~ what they have, done. Nothing can be 
plmner than that if the present Government had 
allowed the tariff to remain as it was when they 
took office, they would have had a deficit 
this year of £110,000. I remember when the 
prc«ent lec>der of the Opposition stated that 
additional tax1ction was required, hon. members 
on the other side cried out against it, and so did 
a large section of the public outside; but as soon 
as the present Government got into power they 
found that they were unable to carry on without 
extra taxation. They have said a lot about the 
drought; but I think it would have been 
hononrable on their part if they had admitted 
that the past year has been the best of the hst 
fiye ye.crs. 

Mr. MURPHY : '\Vorse than any. 
Mr. SAYERS: I am satisfied that what I 

ha\ c stated is the fact, and that it is also the 
opinion of the country generally. It has been 
stated that on acconnt of the drought the 
revenue from the rail ways "as less than was 
expected, but I say that' in some parts of the 
colony, the drought caused a larger revenue 
from the rail ways, because goods had to be 
imported to ,upply the deficiency of produce 
caused by the drought. In more favourable 
seasons that amount of produce would nCJt have to 
be carried over the rail ways. That is a fact, so 
far as the Northern lines are concerned, at any 
rate. I know that, two years ago, a. gentleman 
who was elevated to the Upper House last week 
had to bring to his station hundreds of pounds 
worth of imported hay tu feed his cattle and stud 
stock; but that had not to be done last year. 
So I take it that last year was a better season for 
the pastoralists than previous years. 

Mr. OASBY : The worst season ever known. 
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Mr. SA YERS : The hon. gentleman is of one 
opinion and I am of another opinion ; and I 
will leave it to the country to decide who is 
right. A great deal has been sctid about the 
action of the Opposition in connection with 
the tariff. I am ctware thctt when the new 
tariff was introduced we divided the Com
rnittee on certain items, but we were g-iven 
to understand by the then Treasurer that he 
intended to carry the tariif as it stood; 
and we could see that it would be useless 
to waste t1me, in dividing over every item to 
which we objected. The hon. member for 
Herbert referred to Northern members being 
opposed to the tariff. Last year that hon. 
gentleman voter'! for certain items in the tariff 
and he told me himself that the tariff brought in 
by the Government would assist the cause of 
separation. He said that the tariff would assist 
separation, and that the Northern members 
should be prepared to go in for separation. But 
we on this side are not prepared to go in for 
separation at present, though Northern mem
bers on the other side are prepared to go in 
for it. \Ne all know the reason why the,y 
are prepared, and that is the re:~son why other 
Northern members are opposed to it. I shall 
not introduce that reason into this debate because 
it has nothing to do with the discussion. I mnst 
say I am greatly dis<tppointed that there is only 
a very small sum provided in the Estimates for 
the mining industry. 

Mr. MURPHY: More coddling! 

Mr. SA YERS : We do not want coddling ; 
we want what is fair and right. In Victoria, the 
colony which the hon. member for B>ercoo is a! ways 
holding up as a great example, the mining\ndustry 
has always been eoddled, as he would call it; 
and at the present time more is being clone there 
for the mining industry than ever was cdone before. 
I stated in my speech upon the Adr'lress in Reply 
that the Government should >~ssist the mining 
industry to a larger extent. If such an >emount 
as £20,000 was offered for the discovery of a 
goldfield that would carry a population of 2, 000 
people twelve months after it was discovered it 
would be an inducement to people to prospect. 
The discovery of a fi~ld such as that would pay 
the Government very well, because it would 
bring people into the colony. Last year the 
Government paid about £112,000 in bringing 
about 7,000 people to the colony, whereas if a 
goldfield such as Gyrnpie, or Charters Towers, or 
Croydon were discovered, thousands of people 
would come from the other colonies who had ex
perience of the colonies and who would settle with 
their wives and families and become permanent 
residents. If money is in vested bv the Govern
ment in th>et way, they will receive a large return. 
But what do we find? In the Estimates of 
expenditure, we find that £2,000 was offered 
in >eid of deep sinking last year and nothing 
this year, and lower down the page we find that 
£3,000 is to be offered for prosp~cting; last 
year £2,000 was spent in this direction. I 
do not believe in the system under which the 
Government have spent this money, either this 
or any other Government. That money has 
been frittered awav, and the colony re~eive; 
no return, because in all c>eses the persons 
appointed on these prospecting e'<peditions have 
been ap]'ointed through politicnl influeuce. If the 
Government offered the reward I Fmggetit, privn,te 
enterprise would step in, >end instead of one or 
two prospecting rmrties, there would be hun
clreck If a goldfield was discovered the reward 
would he claimed, while if they failed the country 
would lose nothing. There >ere hnndrerls of men 
in the colony who would be only too happy to 
spend their own money if any inducements were 
held out or a prospect of a reward. The reward 

that is offered at present is merely a nominal 
sum. The hem. member for Barcoo, in a joking 
mmmer, spoke abont the country being saddled 
with a certain kind of saddle, and s>eid the more it 
galls the more the people will get used to it. But 
those who represent populous districts, who 
have to stand contested elections, will find the 
country is not satisfiPrl with the tariff, and the 
dcty wrll come wht•n those hem. members. will see 
that what we on this side of the Comm1ttee are 
saying is correct. It is >ell very well for some 
hem. gentlemen to say that the country is satisfied 
with the tariff, but 'they are members who will 
not have to st>end contested elections. Their 
seats would be secure if an election took place 
to-morrow; but I fancy other hon. g:ntlemea 
will not be able to say so when the trme does 
come. A great de>ei has been s>eid about 
the sa le of bnd, and I believe the hon. 
Minister for Lands and others have stated that 
they intend to sell the lftnd. I, for one, am not 
in 'favour of selling land, >end I shall oppose it 
with my voice >end vote. \Vhen land has been 
parted with, though it may stay here, the value 
of thttt land to the State will be gone for ever. 
Under our present law, when onrA we sell the 
land it is gone from us, although we may put 
a tax upon it. I believe the hon. member for 
lhrcno said thrtt when the time came, the 
20,000->ecre homestead selectors will be so strong 
that they will bring pressure to br.1r upon any 
Government, and no Government will be able 
to resume land. But if the number of such 
persons who hold land can bring pressure to bear 
upon the Government, what will the large and 
small free holders be able to do? They will 
ha\ e ten times the influence, because in the 
western country there will be only one whom 
the tax will not affect to twentY freeholders 
whom it will nffect. That cannot "be disputed, 
and it will be impossible to impose a land tax. 
\Vhen once the land is parted with, the Govern 
ment will have no control over it. All those 
who do not believe in the sale of land contend 
that if the Government retain the land in their 
hands they will get the enhanced value 
which will accrue to that land through people 
settling in the colony. If the Government 
h>ed retained three or four acres of land 
in the city of Brisbane, look >et the enormous 
price they would be able to obt>ein for it now. 
Land they sold for £10 or £15 is now worth 
£50,000 oi· £60.000. Therefore, if the Govern
ment retainecl the land, even with a deficit 
of £2,000,000, in " few years the enhanced 
v>elue of that land would wipe out that deficit. 
L:tnd in Victoria >end New South \V ales is worth 
from £1 to £5 ]Jer >ecre in rent, and who receives 
the benefit? Not the people of the country. 
The people of the country have, in some 
instances, to pay rent to men who do not stop 
in the country- what they would call in 
Enghtnd or Ireland absentees. What do the 
Government get when they part with the 
land? Very little indeed, and the value 
of that land is increased a hundredfold. 
Another thing we on this side of the Committee 
believe in is this, that the Gov'ernment should 
h>eve brought in a property tax instead of the 
t>eriff they did. Everybody in the colony should 
be t:ued according to hi.s property. The Go
vernment have to find po!rce, >end armaments to 
defend our coasts, and a defence force at a cost 
of something like £100,000 a year to the colony. 
\Vh>et is th>et for? It is simply for the defence 
of property. In all countr·ies the milit>ery and 
police are maintained principally for the protec
tion of )'roperty, and in the event of any descent 
on our coasts, such as the hon. member for Barcoo 
s>eid he wonld like to see, because it would cement 
the colonies to<:ether, it is the persons who have 
property who would reap the most benefit from 
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our defence force and our armaments along the 
coast. If Brisbane were bombarded to-morrow 
it is the property owners who would suffer. There 
has been a great deal said about rail wavs in the 
courseofthisdebate, and the Minister for Railways 
made a very good speech in defence of the mil
ways, but I must say that in some cases, although 
the traffic decnmsed last year, the expense did not 
decrease. I think the hon. gentleman in manag
ing the milways ,,hould do the Rame as any 
man would do in his private busines,, and 
that is, when thr· work is light decrease the 
staff, and then when the earnings increase the 
staff might be again increased. If worked in 
that way, the railways would not be the loss they 
are now. I am not going to rept'at what has 
been said so often about the Northern Railwavs 
being paying lines, or quote any £gures on the 
subject. But I would ;,ay here that we have 
asked for a railway from the coast to the Gilbert 
and Etheridge country. That, we have every 
reason to believe, fron1 our experience in con
nection with railways made to other goldfields, 
would be a good paying line, and I think the 
Government should make lines that have a good 
prospect of being payable, before other lines the.t 
are undertaken. I do not object to branch rail
ways being constructed to open up the country, 
but I contend that those which have an imme
diate prospect ,,f paying, should receive the first 
consideration. As the hour is late, and I do not 
wish to delay the reply of the Colonial Treasurer, 
I will not further take up the time of the Com
mittee. 

Mr. HUNTER said: Mr. Jcssop,-I am very 
sorry indeed that more Northern members have 
not spoken on the other side of the Committee. 
A great deal has been m fide by tbe people of the 
North, especially the separation party, of the 
additional taxation that has been imposed on the 
people by the prc,,ent Government, and I am 
surprised to find that onlv one Northern member 
on the Government si'de of the Committee 
has spoken on this question, but I was phased 
to notice tlwt that member had the courage 
of his opinions. That the North is unduly 
taxed must be admitted by every member 
of the Committee. The principle sources of 
revenue in the North are the railways. Then 
we have the large land sales that were held 
at Normanton and Cairns, and the very large 
revenue on the machinery that has been imported 
into the North. This machinery has not been 
of the mixed character of the machinery 
imported in former years, but has been mostly 
mining- machinery, because we know that 
very little sugar machinery has been imported. 
A proposal was made during the discussion 
on the tariff to have differential rates for 
North and South Queensland. There is a 
differential tariff f<>r theN orthern Territory and 

·"South Australia, and why should we not have a 
differential tariff in Queensland ? The reason 
why we have not is that a certain class of people 
in North Queensland want separation, and they 
are prepared to see measures as bad as can be 
introduced passed to further the objects of their 
agitation. They are prepared to receive a tariff 
which will impose on the people three times the 
burden the present tariff imposes, in order that 
they may accomplish their object. \Ve have 
been invited this evening by a Northern 
me!'Jlber to join together and go in for terri
torral separation. \11 e do not want territorial 
separation. \Vewantdifferential duties and finan
cial separation, and then we ,,hall havd all we re
quire for mo,ny years to come. I think the time 
will come when Queensland will have to be 
divided, but I am sure the majority of the 
people will never consent to separation while it is 
advocated by the party who at the same time 
advocate the extension of the period for the 

employment of Polynesian labour. I would like 
to see the Government giving some encouragep 
m~nt to the introduction of new machinerv that 
is being adopted in other parts of the world, 
especially in America. But what are they doing? 
If a person mnkes any discovery in connection 
with machinery for the tre~,tment of minerals, 
instead of encouraging him to come here and 
test it, they put a duty of 15 per cent. on the 
machinery. It would be far better for the coun
try if a bonus were offered to persons who w<mld 
introduce any machinery that would eclipse that 
already in use in the colony, than to tax such 
machinery. I quite endorse the remarks of the 
hon. member for Charters 'l'owers with regard to 
offering a bonus for deep sinking. Instead of 
placing obstacles in the way of mining, we should 
try to keep the industry in that flourishing condi
tion in which it is now, and I believe the Govern
ment wonl<l have the support of this Committee 
if they put a sum on the Estimates for the 
necessary rewards for the discovery of goldfields 
and for bonuses for the invention of golrl-minin~ 
machinery. There has been a great deal said 
about taxation in one form or another. vVhen 
the present tariff was before the Committee, I 
advocated a tax on dividends. I do so still. I 
believe that such a tax is the best we could pos
sibly impose, and that it would really fall on 
those people who could best afford to pay it. 

The PREMIER : On widows and orphans ! 
Mr. HUNTER: In many cases widows and 

orphans who are in receipt of dividends can as 
well afford to pay a tax as those men whom 
the Government would like to see working 
twelve hours a day. Nearly every industry 
in the colony is now being worked by public 
companies. It is so in mining, and also in 
connection with land transactions. The greater 
part of the land speculation is carried on by 
public companies, Our banking companies are 
well able, and are, I believe, willing, to pay 
somethingtowaTds the revenue in the way of taxa
tion upon dividends. So much business is being 
clone by public companies at the present time 
that I think the Government could not do 
better than to propose a tax upon dividends, and 
I am sure the mining community would welcome 
such a tax. Hon members may laugh at that, 
but I am sure the statement is correct. I do 
not know whether the brewers are prepared 
to be taxed, but I think they could well afford 
to pay a tax upon their dividends. There is 
another thing to which I have referred before, 
and that is the administration of the Stamp 
Act. It might be made to bring in a great 
deal more to the revenue than it does at the 
pTesent time, because it is well known to any 
man who has much to do with dealing in shares 
in this colony that that Act is evaded to a great 
extent ever~' rhy. I have before advocated an 
alteration in the Act, but while it is the law it 
should, at least, be thoroughly administered. 
I was very 'orry and surprised to hear to-night 
that the policy of the Government in the future 
is to sell D.s much land as they can possibly find 
purchasers for. 

Mr. MURPHY: Who said that? 
Mr. HUNTER: It has been said by more 

than one member on the Government side and 
they have said that they are sorry there are not 
more purchasers to be found than can be found 
at the pre·,ent time. I am very sorry to hear 
that that is to be their policy, because I do not 
l1elieve in selling the lands to a great extent. I 
believe in kee1,inf( them, getting rents from 
them, and letting the Government still be the 
landlord. The Government, Imnsure, must have· 
had a very severe lesson in the chopping up of 
the lands. Surely they cannot yet have for
gotten their Tr«nscontinental railway scheme, 
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by which it was proposed to give away the pick 
of the lands of the colony to a syndic.tte prepared 
to construct that railway. If such a proposal as 
that had been brought forward by the present 
Opposition party they would never have been 
allowed to hear the end of it. 

Mr. :MURPHY : They [ISsisted in passing the 
Act. Read your history. 

Mr. HUNTER: Surely that h[ls been [I lesson to 
the Government on this subject of throwing away 
the lands of the colony, and I hope the!' will not 
carry out their expressed intention in this respect. 
I do not believe they will. I do not entirely 
agree with what has been said by the hon. mem
ber for Charter,, TowerB about the rail way to 
the Etheridge, a' I think we have no re.:tson to 
grumble about it. I think we o.re getting 
justice from the Government in that matter, and 
it is their intention to push that rail way on at 
the earliest possible day; and I firmly believe 
that as soon as it is completed it will give a 
return of 5 per cent., if not more. I am sorry 
that more of the Northern members have not 
spoken, because even if those of them on the 
Government side spoke, I think they must 
endorse what I have said. 

Mr. PHILP said: Mr. Jessop,-I will not 
occupy your time very long, but after the last 
two speeches I must rise, because the last two 
speakers have stated that the reason Northern 
members on this side assisted to pass the last 
tariff was to bring about territorial separation all 
the sooner. I remember distinctly stating that 
Northern members on this side, supporting the 
Government, would not take advantage of the 
increased tariff in any way to make theN orthern 
people dissatisfied, and, as a matter of fact, 
we tried to do what we could to modify the 
tariff. It is, therefore, all nonsense for the 
member for Charters Towers to say that we 
assisted to make the tariff press unequally 
upon the North and the South. "\Vhao I 
have to 'ay io that I feel more than satisfied 
with the returns put in our hands by the 
Treasurer. This is the first time during the 
last five years that we have been able to pay 
our way and have a small bahtnce in hand, and 
I think the balance shown is very satisfactory. 
During the previons four years we were getting 
into a most deplorable condition, and notwith
standin'i the fact that the present leader of the 
Opposition brullght in additional tariffs every 
YP~r, he could never meet his expenditure, 
and in four successive years he was behind
hand about £9G8,000. Here we find the 
present Ministry, after their first year in 
office, able to bring forward a balance of 
£117,000 to defray the deficit which accrued 
under the administration of the leader of the 
Oppo-'lition. -~s to the tariff, I do not suppose it 
pleases one member in the Committee alto
gether, hut it was passed by the majority, and 
we must submit to the majority at all times. 
"\V e cannot be continually brinf(ing in new 
tariffs, year after year, as that would dis
arrange trade all over the colony, and we must 
be content, Ithink, to have this tariff in operation 
for some years yet. I had hoped that, perhaps, 
in the following year, we might be able to 
reduce some of the taxation; but I do not see 
much chance of doing it now for the next 
three or four years, and I may say that 
I do not believe it would be wise for the 
Government to wipe off a deficit of £500,000 or 
£600,000 in one or two years. I think it is better 
that it should be gradu:tlly taken out of the 
people of the country. Like the :Minister for 
Hail ways, I do not like taxation at all, bnt we 
cannot carry on public works without it. If the 
Treasurer keeps Table Q before him when he is 
framing the fresh loan expenditure, and is 

guided by the tables placed in our hands, I 
hope there will be no occasion to get so far 
behindhand as we have done in the past. I 
hope he will take care that the charge upon 
the consolidated revenue fund for rnilwavs 
shall never exceed the ,;um of £39G,OOO. "If 
he keeps this Table Q before him, and looks 
out for districts in which there is a probability 
of railways paying interest upon their construc
tion, I feel certain he will not increaoe that sum. 
I think it is quite time that members on both 
sides of this Committee should assist the Go
vermnent in keeping down these obnox_ious 
politic<tl railways, which have been the curse of 
the country. if we are careful to be guided 
by the reports which will be submitted 
by the Railway CommiS'-ioners, after careful 
inspection of the various lines of route sug
gested, we shall certainly not be likely to be 
led away, as we have been in the past, in the 
mcttter of railway construction. A good deal 
has been said to-night about freetrade and pro
tection. One of the strongest protectionist 
members, the hon. member for Enoggera, I 
helieve, made one of the be"t freetrade speeches 
that has ever been made in the House to-night. 
His contention all along was that if we had 
not increased the tariff, but had adopted a land 
tax instead, we should have been in a better 
position. I am one of those who do not believe 
in a land tax, and I had the conra>;"e to vote against 
it when it was proposed. I think the lands are 
tax0d more than sufficiently at present. through 
the taxation of divisional boards and munici
palities, and I think, instead of the Government 
bringing in land tax proposals, it would be better 
if they tried to see how they might reduce the 
enclc)\\rment we are now giving to divi'3iona] 
boards and municipalities. According to the 
schedules for this year, the amount of en
dowment to divisional boards reaches £270,000. 
Nearly the whole of that money i" spent about 
Brisbane ; and you must remember that when 
the Divisional Boards Act came into force all 
the roads about Brisbane had previously been 
made by the Government, while the outside dis
tricts had never had a shilling spent on their 
roads. Instead of getting £2 for £1 they are in 
many cases entitled to £4 to £1. ThoMe boards 
have machinerv for the collection of a land tax, 
hnt if these endowments cease they will not 
collect more than the people who own the land 
can afford to pay. They would, however, be much 
more careful in their expenditure, whereas 
if they find the Government are willing to 
go on giving them this £2 for £1 they will 
go on increasing in extravagance. Instead of 
revenue it is more important that we should look 
after expenditure. "\Ye should try to keep it as 
much as possible within reasonable limits. The 
exiBting public debt cannot be reduced. Now 
that our railwn,ys are placed in the hands of 
three Commissioners I hope their efforts will 
be devoted to keeping the expenditure on the 
rail ways well within bounds, and make them 
pay in some cases more than they are at present 
doing. Some classes of produce are carried at 
one-fifth and one-sixth less than other classes of 
produce. That should not be the case. I do not see 
'' hy maize should be carried for 25s. a ton when 
wool has to pay£,) or .£6 a ton. It is now rather a 
late hour. and I understand the Treasurer wants to 
finish the debate to-night. I can only say that I 
am gratified, as a member of the Committee, that 
we are now living \vithin our rneans. \Ve want 
to have a good name in the London market, 
as we shall have again to borrow money there. 
It is almost a necessity that we must go on 
year after year spending a certain amount of 
money, but I trust the amount will not be 
increased. In 1883-4 the amount of loan ex
penditure was £1,600,000; in the following year 
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it was £1,500,000; in 1885-6 it. was nearly 
£2,000,000, and a simibr amount in 188G-7; in 
1887-Sit was£1, 700,000; and last year, c;l,GOO,OOO. 
There is no doubt it is owing to the exce'
sive sum< spent in time" past that placed ""in 
the position we were in twelve month-- ago, and 
for?ed us to go the country, and incrn-oe our 
tanff. Now that we have got our fimwces into a 
sound position I trust they will be kept f o, and if 
we only spend monev on rail ways where ther0 
is a probability of their paying 'I feel satisfied 
we shall not make the lee-way we have been 
doing during the last five or six years. \V e could 
w~ll afford to stop some of the' railways now in 
exrstence. 

Mr. MURPHY : Such as the Cairns to Her
berton Railway. 

Mr. PHILP: That is not the worst rail\'. ·W 
now being built in the North, because there is 'a 
good district when you get there; but there are 
other railways in the North which might be well 
stopped altogether. As to the Northern Rail
way, there is £250,000 owing to it by the 
Governrr:ent, which might be well spent, as it 
would gr ve a return of at least 3 per cent. or 
4 per cent., and what better interest could the 
~overn.ment get .for their money than that" It 
Is not hke the vV1de Bay and Burnett line, which 
only paid 5s. 5d. per cent. last year. 

Mr. HYNE : 'l'hat is not a fair quotation. 
Mr. PHILP: Here are theflgures :-In 1883-4 

it paid £1 4s. 9d. ; in 1884-.5,' £1 13s. 11d. ; in 
1885-6, £15s. 1d.; in 188G-7, 9s. 5~d.; in 1887-8, 
£1 9s. Sd.; and last year, 5s. 5d. per cent. It 
would be far b~tter to spend money in bnilrling 
railways to mming districts, than in equipping 
prospecting parties in the Northern !--ilrt of the 
colony; and I belieYe that if the Croydon Rail
way was extended from Croydon to the Etherid"e 
the Treasurer would obtain a very mncb larg~r 
sum from the Customs. He would settle there a 
population of at least 10,000 miners, who are the 
biggest taxpayers in the country. Per hc,d, I 
believe, they arc the largest consumers of dutiable 
articles in the colony. I hope the 'freasurer will 
bear that in mind when he is framing his next 
Budget. 

Mr. MURRAY said: 1Ir. Jessop,-I ha>e 
only a few words to say on this question. \V e 
find that the export of gold for 1888 amounted 
to £1,662,()39, of silver ore to £5,G72, of copper 
ore £4,562, of tin ore £230,3GO; or a total of 
£1,903,233. To show h<lW our mininu industry 
is increasing, I need on1y state that during the 
first srx months of the present year the outpnt 
of gold has been £1,400,000. At the same rate 
for the whole year the amount would be 
£2,800,000, which, 'dth our silver, tin, and 
copper ores, will make up a grand total of 
£3,040,394. How much have the miners con
tributed to the State for extracting this amount 
of wealth from the country? The vast sum of 
£29,042; and I believe the whole of that sum is 
swallowed np in the working expenses of the 
department. So that really the mining- cmn
mumty extract wealth from the countrv of the 
annual value of over £3,000,000, and actually con
tribute nothing to the State. 

Mr. SA YERS : That is nonsense. ·what 
about Customs duty ? 

:Mr. MURRA Y : That is the amount rec0,i ved 
for miners' rights, license fee.,, and other direct 
sources ; and I nsk if that is a fair contribution 
to the State for the right to extract this enormous 
wealth from the country? 

Mr. SA YERS : Tax Mount M organ ! 
Mr. MURHA Y: I shall come to that pre

sently. Contrast this with what the pastoral 
interest is doing for the country. The export of 
pastoral produce for 1888 was;-\V ool, £2,258,305; 

precerved meat, £70,187 ; tallow, £57,Hl3; hides 
and skins, £30,217; ami live stock, £3,089, or a 
total value of £2,4c1G,031. Now we find that the 
pastoral lessees alone contribute to the State, in 
the form of rents, £318, 7D5, and it must lJe borne 
in mind that the product of the pastoral 
interest is an absolute product. vVool is an 
annu tl product, and twelve months ago had 
no existenc~. Gold, on the other hand, is 
extracted from the State, and cannot be con
sidered a product at all, and though it is 
extracted from the State it contributes nothing 
to the State. Now, I think that statement 
ought to put the mining members of the Com
mittee on their guard when they talk about what 
a little is done for the mining interest as com
pared with other interests. 

lYir. :iY1UHPHY: It wants bolstering up. 
::\Ir. MURRAY: We have one mine in this 

colony extracting gold to the value of £1,250,000 
per annum in the form of dividends, and it con
tributes to the State only £52 per annum. 

The COLONIAL TREASUREH: You do 
not know what you are talking about now. 

:\'fr. MURlc;A Y : I know that at the present 
time that mine is yielding annual dividends of 
£1,250,000, and contributing to the State £52 per 
annum, and I think these little facts will show 
hon. members when they talk about taxing split 
peas and barley, the necessity for turning our 
attention to these large sums, and see if we 
cannot get Rmne 1nore revenue from those 
sources. I think that a tax upon the dividends 
of mining and other companies would be a very 
fair tax. 

Mr. SA YEHS: vVe will support you. 
Mr. MURRA Y: I think that the mmmg

intcrest should be encouraged to this extent, that 
companies should be allowed to carry on opera
tions until they are paying dividends equal to 
li'i per cent. upon the capital sum invested. 

:VIr. SA YERS : There would be very few 
taxed. 

:\fr. JY.LURRA Y : I would not propose to levy 
a tax on tnining cmnpanies until they were 
doing that; hut after that, taxation should go 
O'l in an equal ratio with the dividends. By this 
means the :State would receive ,,omething like 
a fair proportion of the unearned increment. 
It is unearned increment, and it would be a fair 
thing to the ~tate to tax it. vVith regard to 
the eale of land, I am a great believer in its sale. 
I believe it would be less trouble for the Govern
ment to deal with freehold than with leasehold 
land. I believe before the expiration of the present 
leasra that wLre granted under the Land Act 
of 1881, we shall have such a body of tenants 
under the Crown, that it will be impossible for 
any Government at that time to dell! with 
them. I think, then, the hest policy is for the 
Crown to sell it,s laud, and then when sold 
to put a tax upon it; but not until it has 
doubled in v due. That would giYe very fair 
encouragement to the pastoral intere,t, and then 
the tax could be cc.Jculated, as it is under the 
Local Gm ernment Acts, according to the annual 
value of the land. The tax would become, as it 
were, a burden on the property ; it would be 
part and parcel of the property, and would go on 
increasing with the value of the property, and be 
payable to the State. Thus the State would 
secure snmo contribution from the unearned 
increment. I do not think I need detain the 
Committee longer. I would not have spoken, 
but for the remarb that have been made about 
the mining industry, and I have spoken to show 
the Committee aud hon. members the exact 
position of that industry-what it does for the 
country and what tho State is doing for it. 
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Mr. HYNE said: Ji!Ir. J essop,-I rise to 
protest against the hon. member for Towns
ville, :Mr. Philp, using those figures in the 
revenue table, showing the returns of the 
\Vide Bay railways. I think it is unjnot, 
because those figures htwe been sufficiently 
explained bv the }1inister for Raihntys, and 'r 
should h:we thought that that would have been 
sufficient for any hon. member. It has a very 

.damaging effect on our district, and I must protest 
ar:(ainst it. I am surprised that the hon. member 
for Townsville should h<eve usRd those figures. 
He is always giving us nasty jars about our rail
ways-forwhatreasoni do not know. Heisamern
ber of a firm that draws thousands a year out of 
Maryborough, <tnd why he should give us thos€ 
nasty jars I cannot understand when he knows 
that these figures do not represent the returns of 
the \Vide Bay rail way. I rise to protest against 
the hon. 1nen1ber'~ action, as one of the 1nembers 
for J\Iaryborough, and one very much interested 
in the return of our railwo,ys. 

Mr. PHILP: I quoted the figures for six 
years, fl'orn 1883 to 188\J. As to drawing money 
from Maryborough, I do not draw a shilling. I 
send a great deal into l\Iaryborough and get 
nothing in return. 

The lVII~ISTJm JWR JVIINl~S AND 
\VORKS said: The mistake occurs through the 
two districts of \Vide Bay »nd Bnrnett being 
joined together. If they were •eparated the 
Wide Bay railways would show a good tetnrn 
but they are joined on with thP Burnett railways 
and so show a bad return. The lVIaryborough and 
Gym pie Railway I believe pays 5 per cent. 

Mr. HY:c\E: \Ve should have had th~t 
exphnation before. 

The COLO::.IIAL TREASURER said: Mr. 
Jessop,-It is rather a late hour at which to 
reply to the criticisms that have been made on 
my Statement. I think I may cay that, .cm 
far as I can judge, and I have listened most 
attentively to the debate all through, there 
is very little damage clone to the Statement 
as. delivered. That Statement, together with 
w1th the tltbles and a few remarks that may 
be made by me, may be taken as a very fair 
account of the financial position of the col<iny on 
the 30th June last. The hon. the leader of the 
Opposition has said that he was very much dis
appointed with the statement, and the same 
remark has been made by the member for 
Toowong and the senior n1em ber for Ipswich. 
vV ell, I should be surprised if it were otherwise. 
Of course, the functions of the Opposition, 
and especially of the leo,der of the Opposition, 
who was Treasurer in the late Government, 
are to criticise closely anrl carefullv the utter
ances of any member on this side of the 
Committee, and more especially does it devolve 
upon him to criticise the :Fimwcial Statement. 
He began doing so by Uisputing n1y I~sti1na,tes of 
receipts, and notably those of the Railway 
Department. Supposing the hon. gentleman;s 
figures were correct, there is no doubt that I 
should be very seriously out in my calculations; 
but the hon. gentleman knows full well where 
t~e '{re.asurer derives his figures from in framing 
h1s ]<,stlmates. They are furnished by the head 
of each department, and after consulting in 
Cabinet, and also with ectch individual Minister, 
the Treasurer arrives at a conclusion whether 
there is an over or an under estimate of the 
department. In each case that has been clone, 
and I am condnced that the Minister for Rail
ways made a very safe estimnte of what the 
receipts wi l ]be during the coming year. The 
hon. the leader of the Opposition further doubted 
the figures of the probable receipts under the 
Stamp Act. 'There I confess I have some 

littl"l doubt myself, or rather I had, but, 

after thinking the matter over very carefully, 
I think the amount put down will be fully 
realised. I think the h<m. gentleman stated 
that at ab<mt £15,000, and the gross total which 
he arrived at as being the amount tlwt the 
Estimates "ill fall short was about £152,000 or 
£133,000. That was without considering the 
Estimo,tes of land, I think the :\rinister for 
Ra.i!ways has satisfied the Committee this 
evenini as to the justness of hicl opinions, 
and has shown that he has got a thorough 
grip on his departmen.t and understands exactly 
wbttt he is talking about when speaking of 
the milways of the colony. He pointed out 
clearly and honestly where railways failed, 
the reasons for their failure, and why he 
anticipates that some under construction, and 
others which he will have to submit to the 
House, will not pay. This is a melancholy fact, 
l)ut \Ve cannot get over it ; we have to a<;imit it 
to ourselves, and there is n:o doubt that it does 
contribute enormously to the amount of interest 
we hcc ve to pay ye:cr after year- a fast 
gTo\ving amount, as has already been very 
forcibly pointed out by the hon. the leader of the 
Opposition, and the :Ministry were cmtainly 
not blind to the fact. I have called marked 
attention in my statement to this fast growing 
amount, which has now reached something like 
£3G, 000 ovAr the million, an cl I see an early prospect 
that it wili be larg·ely increr,sed. The Ministry 
arefullyaliveto the questionastohowfuture loans 
should be expended. I quite agree with the hon. 
the leader of the Opposition in saving that Loan 
Estimate·, slwuld be passed by this House, and 
I think he will have no difficulty in convincing 
himself that, as far as the Government are con
cerned, that comse will be carried out. It is to 
me a mrttter of very much regret that, in the 
past, the hon. gentlemccn did not adopt that 
course. If he httd, I think many of the railways 
now in existence would never have been under
taken, but the £10,000,000 loan was forced 
through, including- railways, necessary and un~ 
nece.1s:1ry, political and non-political. The hon. 
gentleman referred last night to the apparent 
disnppeanmce of a million and three-quarters 
from the loan fund. To some extent that has 
been dealt with by the :'IIir,iet.er for Railways, 
lmt not fully so. There is an apparent deficiency 
in the fig-ures, as pointed out l•y the leader of the 
Opposition, of about £:)30,000, but it admits of 
ver} easy explanation, and possibly the thought 
may have occurred to him as to how it has been 
brought about. 'fhe charge,, for floating the 
£10,000,000 loan, and the depreciation thereon 
was £324, 7G8. If that sum is added to the 
amount already accounted for on the tables, I 
think it will fully explain how the total amount 
is n1ade up. 

'fhe PREMIER: What was the cost of floating 
the loan? 

The COLONIAL TRJ:ASURJm: £324,768. 
Perhaps there is lees occasion now for me to 
refer to Tabk I than there was last night; but 
some hon. mcmben appe:1r to think, and I con
fess that it is a very confusing table even to 
mvself. I had neYer studierl. it until preparing 
my statement, and now I can quite realise the 
confusion that may arise. It is very easy to 
understand that up to the 30th September 
there will be unexpended balances, but we can 
only guess at what those unexpended balances 
will be. I believe I am quite safe in saying-it 
is not very long to wait-that instead of there 
being £90,000 unexpended b.cclances--· 

The Ho:-!. Sm S. W. GRU'FITH: Lapsed 
votes. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER : That in
stt.td of ther·e being £90,000 lapsed votes, there 
will he fully £180,000, or double £90,000. I say 
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so. upon the authority of a gentleman whose 
opmwn I know the hon. gentleman values as 
being very reliable. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: The table 
should have said so. 

The COLO:;\I"IAL TRlMSURER: Well, the 
table must sal something, and really I do not 
see the necess1ty of httving such a table at all. 
I co?fess that it is misleading, and I consider it 
a mlStake to have a table which is misleadino- to 
any individual member of this Committee. And 
if it misleads hon. gentlemen who are familiar 
":'ith finance, gentlemen who pose, and I believe 
nghtly so, as men who are well up in finance, 
such as the hon. member for Tuowono- and the 
hon. senior member for Ipswich-- b 

Mr. BARLOW : It does not mislr.ad me. 
The COLONIAL TREABURER: Well, I 

rather. think the hon. gentleman's remarks 
last mght gave some slight indication that 
he had been somewhat misled, as I think many 
other hon. members of the Committee were. 
I do not know whether the hon. member knows 
too mucb. I have listened to him with a 
great deal of attention, but sometimes he rather 
m!sl.eads ~imself. .However, I am perfectly 
w!llmg to hsten to lum on questions of fi~·ures, 
as he is a banker of some eminence, I believe. I 
think that he, and many other hon. membm·s of 
the Committee were somewhnt misled by that 
Table I, .and should I again have to appear in 
!h~ capac1ty of ?'reasurer of the colony, I think 
It IS more than hkely that such a t:1ble will not 
be presented-at least, not in its present shape. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GlUFFITH: It is 
furnished in the other colonies. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: There 
may be some trifling errors in the Lbles 
presented to the Committee, but I pride myself 
they are moderately accurate. Some little 
dispute has arisen as to some of the ~alculations, 
but I am quite prepared to justify every 
calculation submitted to this Committee hy 
myself in the statement. In reference to the 
estimate of receipts from the lands of the colony I 
think I need say verv little about thttt, nor do 
I think that ~stima;t<: it; sufficient to justify any 
hon. member m arri vmg at the conclusion that it 
is the intention of th<' Government or of the 
Minister for Lands, to sell lands la;gely, or in 
such a way as many hon. members have con
tended. I do not think I am going too far, or 
usi_ng too strong a term, when I say they have 
twisted the utter.tnce of the :\Iinister for Lands 
when they stated that the m,ult of the proposed 
sales by auction will be the aggregation of 
large estates. If the Minister for Lands 
were in favour of such a scheme as tlutt
and I know he is not-I think that the rest 
of the Government would obj•lct in a body 
to his doing so; and therefore h(m. members may 
rest assured that it is not the intention of the 
Government or the Jl.linister f"r Lands to do what 
is suspecte~ J::y members opposite. The only thing 
that the Mm1ster for Lands will ask is that the 
land may be sold in blocks of 320 acres, instead of 
in 40-acre blocks. Surely that is not a very laro-e 
area, and it will take a large nu m her of sn~h 
blocks to create a large estate. A block of 320 
acres in bad seasons is not enough to keep 
half·a·dozen milch cows, and even in the best of 
seasons it would not keep very many. If a man 
is anxious to settle upon the Jnnds of the colony 
surely you must give him land enough to mak~ 
his living out of it, and I think the .Minister for 
Lands is quite justified in asking br an altera
tion of the law to that effect. The revenue he 
expects to get there is not much doubt will be 
realised. l\1any hon. members seem to think 
that the lands will produce too much revenue. I 

shall not unduly press him to get money for the 
Treasury beyond the fair requirements of the 
Treasury. As regards the tariff, it is no use 
at this late hour endeavouring to discuss the 
question whether it is a freetrade or a protec
tive tariff. The hon. member for Enoggera has 
called the att mtion of the Committee to the 
speech delivered by myself in seeking re·election 
in Rockhmnpton in December last. The hon. 
gentleman has fairly qnoted me, and th<1t is not. 
the only occasion when I gave utterance to that 
opinion. The leader of the Opposition, hstnight, 
called attention to the fact that when the Vice
President of the Executive Council and myself 
were in Rockhampton at a banquet we expressed 
ourselveo in different terms to some extent. It may 
appear strange, but I contend that our ideas 
are the "'me upon that question. Y on may call 
the thing protection, while we may call it free
trade. If we attempt to define where freetrade 
ends and protection begins, it is a very difficult 
question, and I very much doubt whether the 
leader of the Opposition, with all his great talent 
and ability, could exactly put the pe" down in 
thP proper place. But it is no time now to dis
cuss whether it is a fre0trade or a protective 
tariff. I contend that thfl question of protection 
had nothing "to do with the framing of the 
tariff. It is well known that I am a free
trader, but I do not go so far as to say that 
ne~e·:sity might not compel me to support a 
protectionist ::'\Iinistry if I found it for the 
benefit of the colony, or if I wished to keep 
a bad ptuty out of power. On those grounds 
I might become a supporter of a protective 
policy; but I say the qnestion of freetrade was 
never considered in the framing of the tariff. 
Hon. members say that the tariff has done little 
or nothing, but it has created a surplus of 
about £11G,OOO. I was rather disappointed, 
as I said in my statement, that the resnlts 
were not greater, and I think I was quite 
justified in speaking as I did at Hockhampton 
about the amount which would be realised. 
Seeing that I had the result of the Treasury 
returns for the first five months of the year, I 
was quite justified in anticipating that b~r the 
end of the yc"r the deficit would be completely 
wiped out. I might take the blame for not 
looking more deeply into the thing, and seeing 
for myself what it was which caused the great 
inflation of the Customs returns during the first 
five months of the year, but I took those returns 
as the probable average for the year. 1\Iy expecta
tion has not been realised, but had it not been for 
the tariff. where would we have been? The last 
year the leader of the Opposition was in office 
he finished the year with a deficit of £192,000, 
but our tariff, in addition to producing £11G,OOO 
of a surplus, made np that £192,000, and by 
adding- the £192,000 and £11G,OOO together, hon. 
members rmy see what the tariff has done
the much-despised tariff which has been said to be 
so oppressive to the working man. I think a great 
deal too much has been made of the working 
man. He turns up in every shape, and 
1neets us in every corner. I arn not generally 
supposed to be unfriendly to the working 
man, but I have to come to this Committee, 
to learn the contrary. I can appeal to the 
past as one of the largest employers of labour-if 
not the largest-in the Central districts in 
days gone by ; and at the present moment I am 
one of five directors giving employment to somew 
thing like 1,300 men. I have yet to learn that I 
could ever be looked upon as an oppreosor of the 
working man, as I am rather the reverse. I 
sh»ll not speak upon that further, inasmuch 
as I do not think it fair to drag self into a 
disc1rssion like this, especially as time is so 
limited. The hon. member for Enoggera ap
peared to use a sort of double-barrelled argument, 
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At one time he argued in favour of protec
tion and what the tariff had done, and then 
he argued in favour of freetrade and what it had 
d~me. The only thing I could extract from 
h1s argument was that the effect of the tariff 
would be to drive the consumers to the 
necessity of a property tax in the futurL Pos
sibly it may have that effect, but there is one 
thing I am certain of, and that is, that when 
this Ministry came into office there was a 
strong feeling in favour of protection through
out the whole of the constituencies. They have 
got a small instalment of it now in this tariff, 
which is a revenue tariff, I contend, with pro
tectionist tendencies. There is no doubt of that. 
This little instalment of protection which the 
consumers have had is a homceopathic dose ad
ministered very gently ; and I think the small 
dose they have had will satisfy them that protec
tion is not what the working classes want in the 
future. ·with respect to the disappearance of 
£1,750,000 of loan money, the leader of the 
Opposition will see that it would have been 
almost as well if he had left that part of 
the subject alone. I certainly understood the 
hon. gentleman to say last ni((ht that the 
bulk of that money disctppeared during the 
past year, the year the present Ministry have 
held office; but the hon. gentleman hae corrected 
that by saying that he said " the last year or 
two." I scarcely think he is doing hiH1self 
justice in going one year back. The present year 
I can answer for, and I can point out further 
that it disappeared neither during the present 
year nor last year, but that the disappearance was 
gradual, and extended over a series of y<-ars. 
The matter has been so well dealt with by the 
Minister for ltailways that I think the Com
mittee are convinced that there has been no 
such disappearance without the authority of 
Par!iament. Hon. members will see by re
ferrmg to the tables that the loan expenditure 
last year was £1,640,000 odd, which is a falling 
a way of £90,000 from the fJrevious year's expendi
tnre. That shows that we have exercised 
economy in the expeJ?-diture of loan money as 
well as m the expenditure of money from con
solidated revenue. In tny statement I have 
claimed that we have exercised extreme economy 
in dealing with the finances. vV e felt impelled 
to do it, and it has been no unusual thing for 
Ministers, without getting a reminder from the 
Treasurer, to sav they would like to do certain 
things, but could not do them, because of the 
necessity for keeping down the expenditure. 
\Ve would like to have done much more than we 
have done, but w~ think we have done enough
perhaps with loan money~ more than enough. 
Perhaps in the future we may spend les' loan 
money than in the past; at least I hope so, unless 
the money can be devoted to such purposes 
as will be likelv to give reasonable returns for 
the outlay. I was rather pleased at one of the 
Northern members referrint; to the almost 
necessity of considering whether wr:: are going to 
carry out some of the proposed railways in the 
North. I think that is a nmtter that will 
require the most serious consideration. Many 
of those railways will have to receive great con
sideration before the country is further pledged 
to a new loan of an uncertttin amount. Refer
ence has been made to the C>tirns railway, and 
I do not think we need make any secret of 
the fact that the cost of its construction 
will be about £37,000 or £38,000 per mile. And 
that is not the least costly line. Some of those 
Northern lines will cost considerably more than 
that. The hon. memlJcr for Herbert referred 
to the tariff being so oppressive to the North, 
and I quite share his opinion that it has been 
felt more in the North than in the South. I 
believe that they are larger consumers of dutiable 

goods in theN orth than in the So nth; but I can~ 
not go further with the hon. member than that. 
I think thctt if the North gets all the rail ways 
the\· expect, the question of separation m11y 
be "considered, not from a Northern standpoint 
altogether, but from a Southern st"mdpoint also. 
\Ve may consider whether it is advisable that 
the South shall build rail ways which will be of 
questionable benefit to the country at such a 
cost as £40,000 a mile, until such tinw as the 
population of that part of the colony has 
largely increased. I very much doubt whether 
there will be such a population there for some 
few years to come, that those lines will pay 
anything like interest on the outlay. The 
leader of the Opposition said he noticed that I 
omitted all reference in my statement to the 
Loan Expenditure ; but that was distinctly done. 
\Vhen the Loan I~stimates are submitted--

The Ho~. Sm S. W. G lUFFITH : I said the 
actnctl expenditure c;!uring the current year, 
which is a different thing from the Loan Estimate. 

The COLONIAL TRJDASUREU: I think 
the table' will furnish hon. members with that 
information. If there is any omission-and I 
have no doubt there are some omissions-I shall 
be ohlige.l if hon. members will inform me, and 
I will do my best to m;,ke the tables complete. 
I have already given all the information I could 
in reference to the working of the new tariff, and 
I will cheerfully supply any omi,sion that may lmve 
been made. The Loan Estimates will be snbmitted 
when the question of lmtns has to be considered, 
and that will be the proper time to submit 
them. There is one other matter to which I 
onght to refer, and that is the item of members' 
expenses. The leadflr of the Opposition pointed 
out that there is an omi,oion of the amount 
payable under the :Members' Expenses Act ; 
and I may explain that that amount w:1s 
orig-inally set clown in the Estimates, in addition 
to the £14,400 payable under the new Act ; but 
by some mistake it was thought that the two 
items should not appear in the same estimate, 
and, without even the knowledge of the Under 
Secretary to the Treasury, one item was excised. 
I do not believe, however, that the error amounts 
to much more than £:'5,000. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: The snm 
omitted amounts to £11,000. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: I am in
formed by the Under Secretary to the Treasury 
that the amount is a little over £5,000, but, 
whatever it may be, it has been accidentally 
omitted, and does not appear on the Estimates, 
as pointed out by the leado0r of the Oppositio_n. 
A, I said before, there has been no hostile 
criticism of the Financial Statement snch as to 
demand any lengthy defence at my hands. 
The Minister for Railways has defHnded his 
department, the Minister for Public Lands has 
defended his, and there is little left for me 
to defend. The leader of the Opposition has 
accused me of inexperience. \Ye must all 
be inexperienced at the start, and I confess 
to my inexperience in the matter. I can 
tell the Committee that it is not a position I 
have thrust myself into; but during the time I 
have held office I have endeavoured to pay 
attention to the details of the depctrtment, and I 
think the country has not suffered. At all 
events, I have found that it is necessary that 
there should be a person at the head of the 
Treasury with some municipal knowledg-e, and I 
think I hctvesaved the country some very consider
able amounts of money by being there, if only in 
that direction. The hon. le.cder of the Opposition 
was inexperienced himself; but he was able at 
very short notice, with his great ability, to 
deliver to the Committee a very creditable 
statement, In fact it would take a man of 
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remarkable ability to deliver a statement of 
anything approaching a s1..tisfactory nature, con~ 
sidering the state of affairs the hon. gentleman 
had to deal with. "My task, as I have said, has 
not been a very severe one; bnt it ha.j lJeen one 
of plodding indnstr7. I have endeavoured to 
give the· Committee the fullest information pos
sible. I am sure the EstimatH have been framed 
upon realisable line.', and that at the end of tbe 
financial year, my collr agnes and myself will 
find our expectations realised. The hon. leader of 
the Opposition made one other remark which I 
must shortly note, and that was that I should 
consult my colleagues. I think all Ministers 
shonld consult with each other ; but in matters of 
detail I have acted independently. I )1ave done 
so in preparing my Fin~mcial Statement, and I 
think I should be unwortb0 to hold office had I to 
go and pester my colleagues as to what I should 
say or do. I may tell the Committee I am quite 
equal to the work of my department, which some 
hon. members may think I am not. \Ve know 
very well thatsomelwn.memhers in thisA,·.emhly 
po<e as great financial authoritio", with a gre>tt 
amount of knowledge of fi~'llres; but J do not 
profess to be posse.«<,ed of that great financial 
ability. Still I cbim that I possess e\·erything 
that is necessary to carry on the clutie,; of my 
olfice, that is to say, ordinary common sense, 
combined with honesty o£ purpose. If a 
person exercises con1mon sense, and possesses 
honesty of purpose, then, if he cannot carry on 
the functions of his office, there must be some
thing seriously amiss. I thank the Committee 
for the patience which ha' been extended to me 
during the delivery of my statement, anrl during 
this my short reply. I would willingly spef1k 
at greater lenf{th suppo~ing it were necessary to 
do so, but I scarcely think it is necessary, and I 
shall therefore conclude. 

Question -That there be granted to Her 
Majesty for the service of the year 1889-00, a 
sum not exceeding £300 to defray the salary of 
the aide-de-camp to His .Excellency the Go
vernor-put and passed. 

On the motion of the COLONIAL TTIEA
SURJ>~R, the House resumed; the CHA!lDIA:'! 
reported progreH, aud the Committee obtained 
leave to sit again to-n1orrow. 

ADJOURNMEi\T. 
The PREMIER said: I beg to move that this 

House do now adjourn. After the private busi
nes"s has been dh;posed of to-n1mTow, vve propose to 
consider the address I have given notice of in 
refen nee to \Vestern Australia, and after that 
the Ci vi! Serdcc> Bill in committee. 

Question put and passed. 
The House 1cdjourned at fourteen minutes to 

12 o'clock. 




