Queensland

Parliamentary Debates
[Hansard]

Legislative Assembly

TUESDAY, 16 MAY 1865

Electronic reproduction of original hardcopy



ERRATA.

Moy 16.—Page 34, column 1, in Mr. R. (ribb’s speech, 3rd line from the bottom, instead of “protected”
read “treated ”

May 25—Page 98, eolumn 1, in the Colonial Seecretary’s speech, 23rd line from the top, for “£19,000” read
“ £1,019,000”

Moy 25~Page 101, column 2, in Mr. McLean’s speech, 8th line from the top, after “honorable member”
insert “ for Maryborough.”

Moy 30—Page 124, column 2, in Mr. Mackenzie’s speech, 20th line from the bottom, instead of “support”
read “oppose.”’

August 23—Page 530, column 2, in Mr, Jones’ speech, 25th line from the bottom insert «et” between “ Danwos”
and “ dona.”

September 5.—Page 598, column 2, in the speech of Secretary for Lands and Works, 17th line from the
bottom, omit “uon” before “ competitive.”




o4 The Clerk of the

LEGISLATIVE-ASSEMBLY.
Tuesday, 16 HMay, 1865.

The Clerk of-the Legislative Council.——Church of England
Bill; 1%.—Cemeteries Bill, 2°—Real Estate of Intestates
Distribution: Bill;" 29.~—Opening’ of ' Roads. Bill,. 29—~
Agricultural Reserves Bill, 20; g

THE CLERK OF.THE LEGISLATIVE
COUNCIL. ‘
Mr. MacgENzIE : Sir, T now beg to move
the adjournment of thiy. House. - I do so in
order to have an opportunity of ‘adverting to
the question tothe honorable the: Colonial

Secretary which = circumstances::-that . have

lately arisen induced me to put upon the

business paper. - In-putting that question, T

had no desire to express any disrespect of the

Legislative Couneil; or:of 1ts members, as'a

body. - But, sir, it is well. known: that the

gentleman to whom I have referred has
shown himself for the last: three sessions
utterly unfit. for the duties. of his" position.

This has been-the case to such an extent; that

it was my intention when the Estimates were

laid: upon ‘the table: of - the House to have
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Legislative Council.

opposed. the vote for his.department, unless
some guarantee was: given that the officers of
the House were gualified to discharge their
duties in an efficient. manner.. The:officers
and clerks of the Houses of. Parliament hold
very important offices. - This-is especially the
case with the Clerk of Parliaments, who, in
that  capacity, is. certainly an -officer of this
House, as well as an officer of the Legislative
Council. T do not think, sir;in such a case,
his" incapacity should. be so.lightly: passed
over.. It is supposed that this House has
nothing. whatever to . .do. with the: upper
house, and - I admit: it is. only in  extreme
cases that we can be called” upon to interfere.
In this case 1 .am. perfectly ready to do so.
I think, sir, it is. unjust -to the public, and
also unjust -to: those officers and servants of
the: House who have conducted: themselves
properly, o be silent upon this oceasion.
believe the appointment of Clerk of: Parlia-
ments is:'made by the Parliament, on the
joint recommiendation of the President of the
egislative- Couneil and: the Speaker of the
Legislative : Assembly.: ‘And L. must  say;
although no one is.less anxious than I am to
withhold all. undue  interference in matters
relating to- the other branch of the Legisla-
ture, I think we have a right to expect-that,
in filling up-the: higher situations, a desire
should. be evinced to appoint officers who: are
efficient and able 1o serve the interests of the
country. ' I donotthink,sir, the committee of
the: Legislative Council who considered:this
%uestion have done their duty to:the country:
may admire the feelings: which: prompted.
them: to :decide as theydid; but I think
private feelings should give way. t0 a regard
to the public interest:  If we are to vetain in
the service of the Parliament imbecile officers,
for-no. other reason than that they have wives
and families, for goodness’ sake let-us at once
vote a sum in favor: of a‘benevolent asylum,
where they can be properly cared for without
further detriment to::the publicinterest. It
would be better to-adopt such a-course than:
to retain ‘in the:service men who have been
proved to be: totally incapable to discharge
the duties. assigned to. them.
The  Coroniar SucrerArY : Sir, I have
had some little: difficulty in following the
remarks: of - the honorable member who  has
just spoken, because I cannot- see that tliis
House can  debate  the -question ' without
infringing upon the privileges of the other
branch of the Legislature. . The appointment
of -the Clerk of  Parliaments s’ not made
exactly in-the way in which -the honorable
member supposes 1t:to be. It is made upon
a recommendation :of -the’ Standing Orders
Committee, and it is agreed by this House
and: tlie: upper: house -that-the -Clerk: of the
Legislative Council; by virtue of his office,
shall “also be: Clerk -of : Parliatnents. - The
gentleman in ‘question - has not failed in the
discharge -of the:duties appertaining: to that
office, and it:seems: clear to me that, if he had

~failed - in the " performance of “his: dufy. as
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Clerk of the Logislative Counecil, the fact

must have been patent to the members of ! as b
{ Bill.

that House; and if so, they would naturally
have talen notice of such remissness either
during the last session or the session
preceding it. I think, sir, we must come to
the conclusion that the Legislative Couneil
have acted fairly in this matter. The report
of the committee is not before the House,
discuss the whole question. I may say,
Council submitted to the Government the
proposal that the Clerk should receive six
months’ leave of absence upon half-pay, and
that is what has been deterrained upon.
may assume that his duties will be properly
discharged during his absence, and that he
will resume them at the close of that period.
I do not think the Legislative Council could
fairly have arrived at any other decision, and
I cannot see that the interest which this
House takes in the officer in question can be
so powerful as to render it necessary for us
to go any further into the matter.

The SpeaxEr: I must take the opportunity
of calling the attention of honorable members
to the practice of Parliament in reference to
questions of this nature. Itis laid down in
“ Cushing’s Legislative Assemblies” that:—
“Tn order to the preservation of the essential
privileges of equality and independence, it is
inportant that neither branch should en-
croach upon the other by undertaking any
matter of business which the constitution has
confided exelusivaly to such other branch, or
interfere in any matter depending before it
so as to preciudce or even influence that free-
dom of debate or of action which is essential
to a free council; or claim, and much less
undertake, to exercise any esntrol or authority
over the persons of the members or oflicers
of the other,” I should have stopped the
honorable member (Mr. Mackenzie) at an
earlier period, had I not conceived that this
House had a right to express an opinion in
reference to the appointment of the Clerk of
Parliaments.

Mr. Macrexzik then withdrew the motion.

CHURCH OF ENGLAND BILL.

Mr, Macxe~zie: Sir, in bringing torward
the motion which stands in my name ¢ for
leave to introduce a Bill to regulate the
affairs of the United Church of England and

Ireland in Queensland,” T think it necessary !

to offer a few remarks, because I am aware
that a considerable misapprehension exists
on the subject. I do so without any inten-
tion to raise a discussion at this stage of the
Bill. I may say that this measure has been
drafted with a great deal of care, with the
assistance of a number of gentlemen con-
nected with the Church of England. It has
also been distributed extensively throughout
the country, and it embodies a number of
suggestions which have been made by church-
men interested in the question. These
D

[16 Maz.]

T\‘Ve H

i that chureh.

. tion whatever;

FEngland Bill. 25

suggestions have indeed been so numerous
as to cause a delay in the preparation of the
Many objections have also been made
Laving reference to the propriety of intro-
ducing such a measure in the absence of the
Bishop of the diocese. But we were not

| apprised of his Lordship’s intended absence;

and I may say that before he left, I

! myself wrote to him on the subject of this
and I am not, therefore, in a position to !

Bill, in order that any suggestions which he

! might have to offer might be received before
however, that the President of the Legislative :

the elose of the present session ; and I asked

{ him to give me his address, that I might be

in communication with him on the subject.
His Lordship sent me his address, and I
forwarded to him the heads of the measure
by the February mail. There has, therefore,

i been no desire evinced by the members of
. the Church of England to keep his Lordship

inignorance of the action they were taking.

i T am aware that the introduction of this BIll
i has been considered a very unusual course.

Some persons think ii gives an undue pro-

! minence to the Church of tingland, while

others are of epinion that its effect will be to
cause those members who do not assent to
its provisions to separate themselves from
Now, sir, I believe this is the
only colony in which similar action has not

i already been taken, and I believe it will be
| found that the colonies generally have been

invited by the Secretary of State to take
their own church government into considera-
tion. I had intended, sir, to have postponed
the motion for the second reading of this Bill

. for another month ; but, upon second thoughts,
I came to the conclusion that it would be

desirable to have the Bill read a second time,

' and then to refer it to the consideration of a

select committee; every lonorable member

¢ will then l:ave an opportunity of considering

it in detail. I now, therefore, beg to move
that the Bill be read a first time.

Myr. R. CriBs: I am aware, sir, that it is
not usual to oppose the introduction of any
Bill into this House. In this case, I regret
to say that I consider it my duty to do so.

! If this measure had been brought forward as

a private Bill I should have made no objec-
I should in that case have
given it every consideration, and the House
would have deal’ with it as in its wisdom it
thought proper. The measure, sir, which
the honorable member seeks to introduce,
ought o have come before us in this shape;
since it i a measure which refers to one por-
tion of the community only, and should be
treated in the same way as any measure
which refers to a matter of commerce or
manufacture. I trust it will not be supposed
that I entertain any objection to its introduc-
tion, because it affects the interests of a
religious denominatien to which I do not
belong. I utterly repudiate any such feeling ;
but I must, upon principle, oppose the motion,
and T heartily trust the House will take this
view of the question, and be careful not to
allow such an innovation upon established
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ractice. Tf this motion be carried, sir, it will
e impossible to object to the introductirn of
Bills to regulate the affairs of any religious
sect, whether they be Chinese, Mormons,
or of any other persuasion; all of which
will have to be considered public measures.

[ASSEMBLY.]

I believe, sir, in assenting to this motion !

we shall be establishing an unsound
principle. I think all measures which
are introduced into the Legislature as

public Bills ought to be of such a character
as to affect the interests of the whole popu-
lation of the country, and this is plainly not
the case with the measure referred to in the
motion of the honorable member for the
Burpett. T trust the honorable member will
withdraw it, and bring it before the House in
the form of a private Bill. I shall then have
much pleasure in according it every consider-
~ation.

Mr. Tiviey: 3ir, I may say, also, that T
have always great lesitation in opposing the
introduction of a Bill, butI must add that I
feel bound to do so upon the present ocea-
sion. I have always felt some hesitation in
dealing with religious matters, as [ feel they
arc & very delicate subject to legislate upon.
But, sir, I will ask the honorable member for
the Burnett if he is dealing quite fairly, or if
he is treating with proper respect the Bishop
of this colony, when, in the absence of his
Lordship, he seeks to introduce a Bill
which not enly deals with chureh matters,
but with the government of the church
of which the right reverend gentleman
is the acknowledged head? I am also
a. member of the Churech of Kngland,
and I do not say that I am altogether satis-
fied with matters as they stand; but, in the
absence of the Bishop, I should certainly
hesitate In interfering in religious matters,
and especially so in any matter relating to
church government. Now, sir, although I
am g member of the Church of Iingland, I
can state that I have never seen a copy of
this Bill, and I can hardly think that,1f it
had been so widely ecirculated, I should have
been obliged to speak of it from oral testi-
mony, instead of from personal acquaintance
with its provisions. I think, sir, that ina
question of this character, every member of
the Chureh of Fngland, every seat-holder, or
person who is otherwise interested init should
have had a copy of the Bill before him, and
been in a positionto express an opinion upon it.
However, sir, the one cardinal objection to the
introduction of this measure appears to me to
be the fact that, in admitting 1t, we shail be
dealing with a question which will affect a
considerable aniount of property belonging to
the Churel of England, a3 well as with the
internal management of the Church, in the
absence of that person who—however some
members of his flock may be opposed to him
—in my opinion, ought to be referred to.
I think, sir, this House ought not to meddle
with the matter, and I shall certainly oppose
the motion. In the absence of the Bishop, I

England Bill.

think we cannot legislate upon the question.
The measure in question would very probably
cause dissension among the Church of ¥ng-
land members. Among them, there are many
who support the views of church government
held by his Lordship. T trust the honorable
member will withdraw it, as, if he presses the
motion, T shall consider it my duty to divide
the House.

Mr. Puem said he felt constrained to
oppose the motion, though not for the reason
which had been advanced by the honorable
member who had last spoken. For it was
well-known at the time the Bishop left the
colony, that such a measure would be sub-
mitted to the Legislature during the session.
His objection was to the introduction of the
Bill as a public measure. Had the honorable
member for the Burnett asked leave of the
House to introduce a private Bill of such a
character, he would not have objected to it.

The Corowiar, SEcRETARY: Mr. Speaker,
you will, no doubt, very shortly give us your
ruling upon the point at issue—the introduc-
tion of such a measure as a private or a public
Bill. In the meantime, I am inclined to
think it must be considered as a public Bill;
for I have observed that, in the other colonies,
measures of this nature rank as public Bills,
and they must necessarily do so. With
regard to the further points which the ques-
tion involves, it is not my intention to enter
upon them at the present stage. I may
say that I am one of those members
of the Church of England who consider it
desirable that we should bestir ourselves in
this matter, and see what our position really
is. I am aware that many members of the
Churel differ with me, and are of opinion
that the Bishop should be absolute and
supreme, and that we should follow without
questioning the course he has marked out. T
believe, however, that, without any disrespect
to him, it is quite within our province to
meet together to discuss Church matters
and to consider what is most desirable for
our welfare. Ifthis Billis passed, we shail
have an opportumnity of doing so, and I shall
therefore support 1ts introduction. It was
understood, wlen the Bill was framed, that
it would be submitted to the House, and it
was expected that those honorable members
wlho do not belong to the Church of England
would lend their assislance in maturing it,
and in endeavoring to place the members of
that Chureh in a better position than they are
at present. Iam sorry, sir, to have prolonged
the debate, but I think it right to say that I
coneur in the opinion that some legislation
on the subject is desirable. I trust the
House will assent to the molion, and that
they will refer it to a select committee, and,
it possible, amend it to such an extent as may
be deemed necessary.

Mr. Braxsney: Sir, T quite agree with
the honorable Colonial Secretary, that it is
quite time some legislation should take place
with regard to the Church of which he and I,
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as well as the honorable member who intro-
duced this motion, are members. The honor-
able member for Fortitude Vally objected
to the motion, although, as a member of the
Chureh of England, he was obliged to admit
that the management of church matters did
not meet with his entire approval. I think
that is quite sufficient reason for the intro-
duction of this Bill. As to the objec-
tion taken by the honorable member for Kast
Morton (Mr. Cribb), I do not think it can
have any weight whatever. For the Bill
which it is propoesed to introduce must neces-
sarily be a public Bill, in the same way as
" those Bills framed in the parent colony, which
have hitherto been the law of the land. The
person who has conducted the affairs of the
Church of England in this colony has done
so certainly in a way which has met with the
condemnation of nine-tenths of its members.
(No,no.) Well, at any rate of alarge majority,
for it is beyond question that great complaints
and heart-burnings have resulted. I hardly
expected that honorable members in this
House, who do not belong to the Chureh of
England, would have taken such a prominent
part in this debate. I think, sir, they
should have left the consideration of this
matter to those who arc members of the
Church. It would have been more delicate
for honorable members who belong to other
religious denominations, to have waived their
right of dealing with the question; and I
trust that no lhonorable member in this
House, who is not affected by the provisions
of the Bill, will call for a division upon it.
I believe, all persons connected with the
Protestant Chureh, are of opinion that some
such measure is needed—some alteration in
the present system: and it would therefore,
T think, be far better to allow this Rill to be
read a first time ; and then, as the honorable
the Colonial Secretary has soggested, to
refer it to the consideration of a seleet
committee. There is no desire to hurry this
measure through the House. TLet 1t be
fairly considered, and let evidence be taken
upon it. The Protestant Bishop has had
ample evidence of the intention on the part
of the members of his Church to introduce
such a measure, and there will be quite time
enough for him to take action in the matter,
No doubt he has already instructed somie of
his clergy to make certain propositions ;
indeed, [ believe that has already been done.
Vv hen the committee have brought up their
report, the House will be in a better position
to deal with the question. I do trust. sir,
that the motion will be agreed to, and that
the Bill will receive every consideration at
the hands of the Legislature.

Mr. Dovaras: Sir, I cannot say that the
Bill as uow submitted to the House, has
received my most favorab'e consideration.

am desirous, as I stated last session—
although some misapprehension of my opinion
took place, which arose from a discussion
which took place upon the Trustees Bill—

[16 Mav.]
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of taking some action in the matter. TUpon
that occasion reference was made to the
Act 8 William IV., No. 6, which is at present
supposed to govern the affairs of the Church
of iingland in this colony. I stated then
that we might take advantage of our position
to repeal that Act, which had become effete,
Decause State-aid to religion was no longer
in forece. I conceived, therefore, thac this
House had a right to deal with the question,
and by repealing that Act of Wilham IV.
provide for its own Church affairs. I think
I then stated that I should be glad to act
with the Colonial Secretary in establishing a
system of Church government, by bringing
in a Bill for further Church purposes. 1
must explain, that when I said so, I did
not conceive that such an action could be
taken except in connection with the Church
to which we belong, and that a subject in- -
volving the government of the Church would
be introduced to the House by a private
member. I admit the right of the House to
legislate upon this question, because the Act 8
William IV., No.5,is stillin force, and I claim
for this House the riglt of repealing that
Act. These being my opinions, I fully concur
in the desirability of effeeting some change,
for I hold it is perfectly right that this
House should step in and repeal an old and
effete Act of Parliament, which does mot
apply to the present circumstances of the
country. 1 was quite inclined to take some
step towards an improved state of Church
government, and I think my honorable friend,
the member for the Burnett, inviied my
co-operation in the framing of the measure
which he now desires to introduce. I did
not, however, render him any assistance; but
a number of gentlemen did meet, and the
Bill was framed. After that, I had the
pleasure of meeting the honorable gentleman,
and we discussed the measure ; but I did not
consider that I committed myself to any of
its details. My hope was, that the measure
was one to provide simply for the repeal of
the old Act, and to make provision for vesting
in the hands of proper trustees the lands
which had been granted to the Church by the
State. But, as toanything else, having refer-
ence to the government of the Chureh, I
could not admit that I had any right, in my
private capacity, to take action. I felt that
we could only go to the State, and ask if
they thought fit to give us power to go
turther. I must confess, sir, that this Bill
has gone further than that. It has provided
for matters which, in my opinion, really
interfere with Church discipline. If we were
all of one mind upon this subject, we might
sit here, as a congregation, and readily come
to a decision; but as that is very far from
being the case, I can hardly think it will be
wise to interfere in many of the points which
are submitted for our consideration in this
Bill. Having said thus mucl, sir, I presume
that honorable members who have spoken
against the introduction of the Bill, will
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hardly be satisfied that I am justified in
voting for it. I should have preferred to sce
it introduced us simply a repeal of ile
existing Act, and the vesting in the hands of
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trustees the property of the Church. That |

would, [ think, have been the proper course,
and the Bill may, eventually, take that shape.
In that hope, sir, T shall vote that it be
read a first time. I do not think it
would be wise to extend its provisions
further than this. T am prepared to go so
far, as o member of a corporate body, but no
further. I may say that in snother Legis-
lature I have had some experience of these
matters. In New South Wales, T was re-
quested to take charge of a Bill which was
introduced into theLegislature of that colony.
It was introduced after it had been submitted
to a full council of the members of the
Church ; a committes of the upper House
had sat upon it ; it had passed through that
House and came down to the Assembly.
Bui certain alterations had been made in 1t,
in the Legislative Council, and there being a
strong feeling against the measure by some
members of the lower House, I was re-
quested by the Bishop of Newecaslle, and
other persons opposed to it, to withdraw if,
on the ground that the Legislative Council
had made those alterations after the report
of the committee had been agreed to. I
think, sir, it must be apparent that the
House is not competent to deal with matters
relating to the government of the Church;
and I trust, therefore, it will be brought
before us in such a form as will not exceed
what I conceive to be its proper Hmits, viz.,
the repeal of the Act 8 William I'V., No. 5, and
the vesting in the hands of proper trustees
the property belonging to the Church. I
shall vote for the first reading of the Bill.
Mr. Brocxes: Sir, the iniroduction of
this debate has caused me to wish that the
honorable and learned Attorney-General had
carried out his intention of consolidating the
oxisting statutes, that we miglt veally know
what are the laws under which we live.
Reference has Leen made to an Act of
William IV, but it appears to me that the
Act passed by this Legislature for the
abolition of Stafe-aid, should at least have
been sufficient to prevent the discussicn
which has taken place upon this question. I
think, sir, it would be less trouble to this
House to grant money in aid of the United
Church of" Kpgland and Irveland, than to
undertake the regulation of its affairs. If
the geutlemen who belong to that community
cannot regulate those alfairs, I think it is but
a forlorn hope to imagine that they wiil
obtain any assistance from the Legislative
Assembly. I do not desize to discuss the
state of the tempuialities of the Church of
England, for I think the members of that
Church ought to look to such atters then-
selves. I domnot know what ihe honorable
Colonial Secretary meant, when he expressed
a hope that he would reveive assistance from

FEuglund Bill.

certain honorable members at a future stage
of the Bill. Because, whatever honorable
members may have said Leretofore on the
subject, T think that wbat the public have
seen of the aflairs of the Chureh of England,
for some months past, will help them in
arriving at the conclusion, that if those affairs
are to be rvegulated at all it must be by the
members of their Church, and by no one else.
Thers is one great objection, as it appears to
me, against the introduction of this Bill. I
am speaking upon this subject with some
diffidence, bul I must say I hardly think it
fair, as the ministers of that Church will
hardly have such a voice in the question as 1
think their position demands. They would
not have a fair hearing, and this House would
be open to the invidious charge of having
arrived at their decision upon ex parte state-
ments. I domnotknow whether to recommend
the mewmbers of the Church of England to
wait for the return of their Bishop—perhaps
it- would only be decent for them to do so.
T have no great hope that the right reverend
gentleman will put matters into a much more
satisfactory train, for I think it would take a
much cleverer person to do so0; but I think
in lis absence 1t would be an invidious task
for this House to intexfere. T think, sir, the
great objection to the motion before the
House is that taken by the honorable member
for East Moreton (Ilr. R. Cribb) ; and I am
quite of opinion that this measure camnot by
any mecans be considered a public Bill. 1
have been led to this conclusion by perusing
the description of a private Bill n < May’s
Parliamentary Practice,” which, with the
permission of the House, I will read:—
* Every Bill for the particular interest or
benefit of any person or persons is treated in
Parliament as a private Bill, wheiher it be
for the interest of an individual, s public
company or corporation, a parish, a city. a
county, or other locality ; 1t is equally dis-
tinguished from a messure of public policy
in which the whole community ave interested.”
That appears to me perfectly conclusive.
The Chureh of England has been alluded to
several times as a corporation, and it is
admitted that the inierests of that Church
are not interests which affect the whole
commuuity except in so far as the whole
community are anxicus to see them in a
prosperous state, I will assert, that if they
desire lo become z prosperous corporation
ihey musi keep their affairs out of this House.
‘he introduction of this measure will form a
most dangerous precedent. 1f it is admitted,
we shall have endless Bills to regulate the
affairs of the different religious denominations
in the eolony, and we shall have so much of
it that ihe Legislature will become virtually
an ecclesiastical court. I shall therefore
vote against the wotion.

The A1Tor? EY-GENERAT : I risc, sir,to saya
few words upon the subject, because it appears
to e that most of the previous speakers
Lave somewhat wandered from the question.
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I think, sir, the debate which has arisen

[16 Max.]

in consequence of the motion of the honorable -

member
have risen, Decause it is not a debate
upon the question before the House. No
doubt every member of this House has a
right to express his opinion as to whether
the Church of England should regulate its
affairs. But when honorable members do so
without having the Bill before them and
without being advised as Lo the wishes and
opinions of the members of the Church of
HEngland upon the subject, I think, sir, they
are acting upon false premises. Now, sir, I
believe the cliief point raised is, whether this
measure should be introduced as a public or
private Bill. I believe the hionorable member
for Xast Moreton did not oppose the motion on
the ground that this House has no right to
deal with the temporal matters of the Church
of England, but simply because the Bill was
proposed as a publie instead of a private Bill.
Now itis all very well o quote May on the
subjeet of public and private Bills, but, sir,
I shall state my opinion on the gnestion at
issue. In the first place, according to the
recent acts decided by the Privy Council,
the Church of England in this colony is in 110
better position than that of any other denomi-
nation. It cannot, therefore, be in the same

for the Burnett, ought wnot to |

position as it was when it was under Crown

government. If, therefore, the position of the
Church of England has been changed, I think
it is but right to make such provision for its
wants as the majority of its members may
desire, The questionis, liow can that be best
effected P When this was a Crown colony, we
find that Her Majesty’s Government passed
certain Bills, from time to time, affecting not
only the Church of England and Ireland, but
the Church of Seotland, regulating their tem-
poralities, but leaving their spiritual affairs to
be arranged by the heads of the Churches.
But those Acts are totally inapplicable to the
present cireumstances of the colony. How,
then, are they to be got rid of P—because we
must dispose of them before we can legislate
further on the subject. Now, sir, I do not
think we can get 1'ic{ of them, unless we pro-
vide others. We cannot come to this House
and ask for the repeal of certain Acts, which
have been in force since the foundation of the
colony, except by the introduction of an Act
of a similar chracter. We cannot ask the
House to pass a private Bill for the purpose
of altering a public statute. If the affairs of
the Church are to be vegulated in this House
by the iniroduction of a Bill, that Bill must
be a public one. Ve must act npon the
principle of repealing a public statute, already
1o existence, by the introduction of another
public statute. And, sir, I think the Aect
which the honorable member for the Burnett
has asked leave to introduce is simply an Act
to amend the existing law. The old s ctmay
be repealed in fofo, or probably it will be
amended, and some of its elauses retained. I
do think that, as the temporalities of the
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Church have been dealt with by public Bills,
up to a period when the circumstances of the
colony have become so altered that they are
no longer suitable, they must continue to be
reguluted by public Bills. What the merits or
demerits of the Act in question are, 1 cannot
say ; it will be time enough to deal withthem
when the Bill comes before the House. In
these cases, I believe it is customary to look
to precedent. I find that, in the year 1857,a
Bill was introduced in the Legislature of
New South Wales (21 Victoria, No. 4), to
amend the Act then in force (8 Willlam I'V.,
No. 5), to regulate the affairs of the Church
of England and Ireland in that colony. A
similar course has been pursued in other
colonies, and I think it will be quite safe for
us to follow the precedent they have
laid down. The Bills which have been
introduced to amend the temporalities of the
Church have invariably been introduced as
publie Bills, and I think justly so. It is not,
of course, incumbent upon this House to
adhere strictly {o these precedents, which
were probably established under different
circunistances ; but I think they should have
their full weight. There is no doubt whatever
in my mind that any Act introduced into this
House, to repeal an existing Act dealing with
the tempozralities of the Church of England,
must of necessity be a public Act.

Mr. Tavror: Sir, I have often been
surprised at debates in this House, but never
more so than to-day. T am surprised, sir, to
observe that honorable members who are not
members of the Church of Lngland should
have the audacity to get up to oppose the
introduction of this Bill. What right, sir, I
should like to know, have Wesleyans,
Baptists, or members of any of these small
scets to presume to opposeit? Lam astonished
at such a piece of—IL scarcely know lhow to
characterise their conduct. Here, sir, we
have the first Church in the colony, which is
supposed to number amongst its members the
riclest and 1ost influential people in the
colony, in a more objectionable condition
than any other Church in the colony. And
what is the reason, sir? Itis simply the
mismanagement of the affairs of this Church.
We have clergymen sent up to us who are
not liked by their congregations, and yet we
are obliged to subscribe towards the payment
of their stipends because we are not in a
position to replace them; in fact we have
nothing to say in the matter. The conse-
quence is that the Church of England, which
is the most influential and the most prosperous
body in the colony, is in a most degraded
state. I should like honorable members who
oppose this motion justto take atour through
the country, in order to see how these
clergymen are paid. Many of them do not
get their stipend at all, for the simple reason
that they are not liked by their congregation.
Itis only a short time ago that I heard the
salary of the gentleman who officiated at the
Wickham Terraco Church was in arrears,
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and that the ladies of his congregation were
exerting themselves to raise funds to defray
it. Now, such a state of thihgs can only
have arisen from the bad management to
which T have alluded; the members of the
Church have, in fact, no voice in the appoint-
ment of their clergymen, or in the direction
of their affairs. I have read the Bill which
the honorable member for the Burnett
has asked leave to introduce, and I must
say I approve of it. Possibly, it may
interfere a little too much with the Bishop,
but that portion of it may be altered in
committee. Tiut as far as the temporalities
of the Church are concerned, T approve of the
measure, and I have no hesitation, sir, in
saying, that if they are administered in the
manner provided for by this Bill, great
advantage will accrue to the country. Lands
whieh are now lying waste will have handsonie
buildings erceted upon them, and new and
commodious structures will take the place of
the miserable schoolhouses in which divine
service is now conducted. In many country
districts, where valuable portions of land
have been allotted to Church purposes, it has
been shewn that sufficient funds to defray the
cost of erecting handsome churches can be
raised by mortgaging the original grant; but
when the members of the Church of England
apply to their Bishop for permission to do
this, they are refused: the consequence is,
that the churches are not buile. As to many
of the remarks which have been made by
honorable members on the opposite side of
the House, they appcar to me to have no
weight whatever. The honcrable member
for East Moreton says this Bill ought not to
be brought in as a public Bill, because it is
not a trading Bill. And then the honorable
member says it is improper to introdnce such
a measure 1n the absence of the Bishop. Did
this House, sir, I will ask, wait for the
arrival of Bishop Tufncll, or Bishop Quinn,
when the abolition of State-aid was decided
upon? No, sir; if they had, it would never
have been carried, and it was a sorry day for
us when it was. That Bill was hurried
through the House; for it is a well known
fact that one of the Bishops was on the water
while that Bill was passing through the
House ; and a curse has rested on the country
ever since. If, sir, we are to wait until the
Bishop returns to the colony, the Bill may
never be passed. Perhaps he will never
come back at all, and if that be the case, what
are we to do? Are we never to male any
alteration in the government of our Church ?
Are we to go along in the old jog-trot way
and to allow all these little sects to vie with us P
The Church of Rome is the only other Church
that can compare with us In wealth and
importance ; no other sect can pretend to do
so. Are we then to allow ourselves to be
rivalled by these small sects? They unfor-
tunately return some members to this House,
but that cannot be helped, and we must not
allow them to interfere with a motion for the
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i improvement of our Church government.

I may say that I have no opinion whatever
of Bishop Tufnell’s church management; for
the right reverend gentleman personally, I
have a high respect. But I do not think
he will come back; I think he has found
it a very difficult matter to manage his
Church—the task has been tco much
for him. If we had had a gentleman

i in lis position like one or two I could

mention in Sydney, the case might have been
different, and we might have had a flourishing
Church government. No doubt the right
reverend gentleman is a good and religious
man ; but he is not a man of business, and
a capacity for business is a very necessary
clement in the character of a gentleman
wlho oceupies his position. The honorable
member {or Fortitude Valley admits that he
has not seen the Bill, and I must confess T
am surprised to hear it. No doubt it was
sent to him in due course, and found its way
to his waste-paper basket. In conclusion,
sir, I beg to say that I shall support the
motion for the introduection of this Bill, and
I do hope and trust that those honorable
members who do not belong to the Church of
England will walk out of the House rather
than vote against it.

Mr. Forses: Sir, I have some little reluc-
tance in speaking to the question before the
House, but I must say that I think thereisa
certain amount of courtesy due to every
honorable member who brings forward a
measure of a public character. The only
point upon which I shall express my opinion
is the point which has been raised by a
previous speaker—whether this is a public or
a private Bill. I think, sir, it should be
regarded as & public Bill, for if this House
has been empowered by former public
measures to deal with matters affecling the
government of the Church, they are surely
in a position to entertain this Bill. Without
entering upon any matters of detail which
may more properly be left to the second
reading of the Bill, I may say thatit is
only necessary to look around us and to see
the number of parties and sects into which
the Church of England is divided, and the
number of meetings which are held—at which
there is always exhibited a great deal of
difference of opinion—to acknowledge the
necessity which exists for some improved
system of Church government. The state
of things which now exists is disgraceful to
the Church of England, and I think the intro-
duction of this Bill should at least be allowed,
in the hope that it may have the effect of
producing something like unanimity among
the members of that body. I do not pledge
myself to support the Bill, for 1 have not
seen it,and T am totully ignorant of its pro-
visions. And, sir, I can assure the House it
will be with great reluctance that I shall
interfere at all with any of the old Acts which
regulate the affairs of the Church to which I
belong. But I am of opinion that, as a matter
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of courtesy to a member of this House, and
even as a matter of public policy, it is our
duty to assent to the iniroduction of the Bill.
When the second reading comes on, it is very
possible that I, as well as other honorable
members, may have objections to advance;
aind at that stage of the RBill, I shall not fail
to giveit all the attention I can, and to watch
narrowly the passing of its various clauses in
committee.

Mr. Firzstmumoxs: L do not think, sir,
that any debate should have arisen at this
stage of the Bill. I have but one remark to
make in reference to what has fallen from
the honorable member for Western Downs
(Mr. Taylor). I do mnot think, sir, that
honorable member was justified in drawing
such invidious comparisons between the dif-
ferent religicus denominations. And I think
it is the right of every member of this House
to express his opinion upon every question
which is brought before him. I regret very
much that any Lonorable member should
have thought proper to pass a censure upon
the Lord Bishop of Brisbane in the absence
of the right reverend gentleman; and I do
trust that if this debate be continued, remarks
of such a nature will be modified.

The SeesakErR: I am clearly of opinion,
from reference to the different statutes which
I have been able to look over, that this should
he regarded as a public Bill; and T am forti-
fied in that opinion by the fact that a Bill of
a similar character, which was introduced
into the Legislature of New South Wales,
was so considered. Upon reference to © May’s
Parliamentary Practice,” I find the following
passage :—By two standing orders of the 9th
and 30th April, 1772, it is ordered,—

 That no Bill velating to religion (or trade), or
the alteration of the laws concerning religion (or
trade), be brought into this Ilouse until the pro-
position shall have been first consideredin a
committee of the whole House, and agreed unto
by the House.”

“‘The standing order concerning rcligion has

usually been construed as applying to religion in
its spiritual relations—its doctrines, profession, or
observances ; but not to the temporalities or
government of the Church, or other legal incidents
of religion.”
By this I infer that Bills which relate to the
temporalities of the Church are introduced as
public Bills, But, of course, this House will
decide whether the Bill in question is to be
considered in that light.

Mr. Joxns: Sir, as I read it, the motion
before the House is a motion for leave to
introduce a Bill to regulate the affairs of the
United Church of England and Ireland in
Queensland. Now, sir, I can perfeectly under-
stand the introduction of this Bill as a
measure, the object of which is to do away
with the system of Chureh government which
is at present in force—in fact, to abolish the
United Church of England and Ireland.
But, after the remarks I have heard on the
subject, especially those which have fallen
from the honorable member for Western
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Downs (Mr. Taylor), I must say that I cannot
look upon the Bill as a measure to regulate
the affairs of that Cnurch. I have li-tened
with due attention to the theory of Chureh
government which that honorable member
has propounded; and I must say that my
opinions are totally at variance with those of
the honorable member. We all know how
the Church of England and Ireland is
governed. There are certain dignitaries
occupying high positions, who take their
share in ruling the affairs of the Church, and
whose opinions receive the consideration to
which they are entitled. It is quite clear to
me, sir, that the motion before the House is
an attempt to introduce the thin end of the
wedge, which, when driven home, will have
the effect of abolishing the United Church
altogether. I could understand a number of
gentlemen coming forward and saying—“We
do not want any bishops or bishoprics.
We wish to govern the Church ourselves.
We should be sorry to say that we are defis
cient in religious principles, but we do
not want to be taught them in the old
way; we will in fact beeome congregation-
alists. Lel us elect gentlemen who may have
distinguished themselves as preachers or
teachers, under whom we shall be glad to sit.”
Such a course I could understand, and if a
number of gentlemen had come forward
boldly and stated their wishes in such a way,
they would have acted in a straightforward
manner. But I repeat, I cannot understand
this measure as one which is brought forward
by persons who pretend to say that they are
still under the wing of the Church. Thisis a
subject of a very setvious character—one
which ought not tobe dealt with in a spirit
of levity. I do trust, sir, that this House—
alihough many of its members do not belong
to the Church of England and Ireland—will
consider that in a matter in which he is so
especially interested, the Dishop of Brisbane
might have been consulted. I think, sir, he
might have had notice of this meeting; and
T am quite sure, if he could have attended it,
he would have addressed us in tones more
worthy of attention, inlanguage which would
have commanded greater respect, and which
would have had a more salutary effect than
that employed by the honorable member for
Western Downs. The United Chureh of
England and Ireland is an old and venerable
institution. It has been introduced into this
colony; and itis an cstablished fact that a
large proportion of the colonists look up to it
with reverence and respect. And although,
no doubt, there are sonie who consider that in
certain respects its form of government might
be altered to advantage, they do not like it
to be svoken of in terms of disrespect, and
still less rudely assaulted as it has been by
the hionorable member who—with a display
of, I will not call it wit, but rather a mixture
of bounce and truculence—has imported a
ione to the debate which is altogether unsuited
to the discussion of a question of such a
serious and important character. The honor-
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able member hag very kindly requested the
Baptists and Dissenters to walk out of this
House when the question comes to the vote.
But, sir, those very gentlemen have been
-invited to take part iu perfecting the measure.
‘What, then is the position in which the Bill
places honorable members of this House? It
says in effect— “ We, the members of the
Church of England, are unable to take care
of ourselves, or to manage our own affairs,
We do not like our Bishop and we cannot
order our temporalities in a satisfactory way.
Will you kindly give us your assistance to
regulate the affairs of our Church?— or, in
other words, will you help us to abolish
the Church of FEngland and Ireland in
Queensland ?”’ Those honorable members,
the Baptists and Dissenters, express their
willingness to render fheir assistance; and

et the honorable member for the Western

owns who supports the introduction of the
Bill, with a strange inconsistency, requests
them to walk out of the House. I must pay
my tribute of respect to the disinterestedness
and delicacy of sentiment displayed by hon-
orable members on the other side of the
House. They have expressed their surprise
that the Protestant members, in the absence
of the acknowledged head of their Church,
should have entertained the idea of introdue-
ing such a measure, and have very properly
advised them to take no further steps until
the Bishop’s return. That has been really
the pith of their arguments, and I recognise
the fact as an indication of sound morality
and delicate sentiment. They say, in fact,
“If you choose to abolish the prineiples which
have always guided the government of your
Church, we will not be party to such conduct.”
I think, sir, such an expression of opinion
reflects the highest credit upon the Dissenters
to the Protestant Church. They do not
scruple to say that the Protestant religion is a
farce in this colony; but at the same time,
they say—*‘ in the absence of your Bishop—
in the absence of the gentleman who is the
acknowledged head of your Church, do not
introduce a measure which affects not only
his position; but the vital interests of the
Church.” I think, sir, they are right. If you
turn a man out of a hovel—if yousue a man
in the commonest action at law-—you are
bound to give him notice of your intention.
And yet, when the person who is especially
concerned is the highest dignitary of the
Church, it is in his absence that aclion is
sought to be taken. And how isit proposed to
be done? By the introduction of a measure
to regulate the affairs of the Church, which
its members are unable to do, and in which
they are obliged to ask the Baptists,
Wesleyans, and other Dissenters from the
Protestant body to join. I must, sir, record
my vote against the introduction of any such
measure.

Mr. Warsy said he had not eome to the
House with any intention of taking part in
the debate on the Bill now before them.
He thought the question they were debating
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was one which ought not to have been
brought before the House; but he was
perfectly surprised at the premature dis- .
cussion of it. He was still more surprised
that Her Majesty’s Ministry should have
thought fit to deal with the Bill in the way
they had done; and should have endeavored
to force it through the House in the absence
of a very high functionary of the Chureh,
namely the Bishop. He found, on reading
the Bill, that one of the clauses was of such a
character that he could not describe it other-
wise than audacious. It proposed to take
from the Bishop the control, not only of the
property vested for Church purposes by the
Liegislature, but also of any other property
vested for such purposes in the Bishop. TFor
instance, if he (Mr. Walsh) had given property
to the Bishop, for Church purposes, this Bill,
if passed, would take away the control of the
Bishop over such property. No one could
gainsay the fact that the Bishop 'in such a
case would have certain vested rights, and he
could hardly understand how any one could
take those rights from him. He did not agree
with the honorable member for Port Curtis,
that the House had no right to deal with the
question. The Church of England was a
corporate body, in the sense that a banking
company was, and he could not understand
why the House should not exercise the same
riglits in reference to it, as they claimed with
regard to the banks and other corporate
bodies. He felt it his duty as a Churchman
—especially in the absence of the Bishop—to
oppose the Bill in every stage.

Mr. Macxenzie said, in reply to the
speech of the honorable member for Forti-
tude Valley, that the draft Bill was published
in the Brisbane and Ipswich journals, and
was also sent round some weeks ago to honor-
able members. Ta reply to the remarks of
the honorable member for Maryborough, he
would state that in bringing forward the Bill
he had only followed the precedent established
in the other Australian colonies.

The question was then put, and the House
divided—

Ayes, 18.
¢, Fitzsimmons
» Stephens
., Coxen
» Pugh |
,» Miles
,» Royds
»» Edmondstone
,» Douglas
,» Bell
,» Forbes
,  Watts
» Blakeney
.» Herbert
. Pring
5 Macalister
. Mackenzie
,» Maclean
. Taylor

Noes, 5.
Mr. Jones
:,, Brookes
» R. Cribb
,, Walsh

. 'Liuey }Tellers.

!
?
} Tellers. ;

Whereupon, the

Bill was brought in and
read a first time.
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. a convenient distance, that poor people might

Mr. BLAKENEY, in moving the second read- |

ing of . % a Bill to establish cemeteries in the
Colony of - Queensland,” observed. that at
present there were serious defects in the law
which - regulated  cemeteries.. . Under the
New. South Wales statute, the Government
could grant - Jand - for cemetery purposes,
but- there was not sufficient provision made
for' supervision over them in this colony,
or- suflicient. power given to.borrow on the
security of the land, in-order to putitin a
proper state for the. object to which it had
been devoted. " He proposed by the Bill to
vest the land granted fgr cemetery purposes
in trustees, who would have power to borrow
money on the security. of the land, with the
consent of the Government, to'lay it out in
walks and. to-plant- avenues of trees, and to
regulate the scale of fees for burial, and other
purposes of the same kind.  The honorable
member described the tenor of each clause
seriatim, and said that thethirteenth clause
related to the.closing: of - the Brisbane burial
grounds,  North and South. The date, lst
January,. 1866, might be altered, but some
provision  should be made for closing those
grounds ; as; owing to their close proximity
to towu, they were dangerous to the health
of the inhabitants.

The CoroxiaL SEcrETARY said thal after a
perusal of the meagure, he had considered it a
veryexcellentone. Hewouldremindhonorable
members that in-the year 1861 he had intro-
duced a similar measure, most of the provisions
of which were embodied in the Bill now before
the House. - Owing to the opposition of the
Legislative Council, the Bill did: not become
law, but he trusted that the present attempt at
legislation' on- the subject” before the House
would bemore successful than that previously
made -on-the part of the Government. .He
hoped .. the - opposition- to it would not
assume a sectarian charaeter, and that honor-
able- members: in- another plsce would not
raise objections, to the effect that they could
not, when dead, rest in the samne ground with
those from whom, when living, they had
dissented in religious belief. The last clause
of the Bill, relative to the closing of the North
and . South  Brisbane cemeteries, had  not
been framed too scon. Inthe Public Health
Bill which he was about to introduce, there
was a general clause, giving the Governor
power to close cemeteries when they became
nconvenient to -any . contignous population.
This was, however, a general clause; and,
under the circumstances of the present case,
he thought the North Brisbane cemeteries
required urgent attention, and. that speedy
remedial measures were necessary. He,there-
fore, was inclined to support the clause in the
present Bill. There were certain difficulties
attending the fixing of sites for cemeteries in
a hot climate. ' Inthe first place, it was requi-
site that theyshould be a considerabledistance
outside the town, for sanitary reasons; and,
again, it was necessary to have them at such

B :

. much expense.

attend the funerals of their friends, without
Some method different from
that now adopted would have to be devised,
which “would  provide for the  selectina
of cemeteries on the sides of rivers; in order
that the remains of the dead might be con-
veyed easily to a distance from the towns by
boat ; otherwise, the cemeteries should be
contiguous. to railways, as was the case with
those in the neighborhood of London. He
agreed with the main portions of the Bill,
and ag regarded the regulation of fees; but
he did -trust, that if this measure became
law, the trustees of burial grounds. would
adopt a different method from the present, in
respect to notifying the scale of charges
to the public. ~The present method " of
advertising them was most indecent. . The
scale was stuck up on a black board close to
the graves of the dead.
The question was then put and affirmed.

REAL ESTATE OF INTESTATES  DISTRI-
BUTION BILL.

Mr, BLaxenNey moved the second reading
of # a Bill'to provide for the distribution of
the real estate of persons dying intestate.”
In cases of intestacy in- the colony, the
Bill - merely  provided that, as’' regarded
heirs " of ' the deceased, ‘the same  rules
of . distribution’ should - prevail - in . cases
of landed property, as in-cases of personal
property. At present,if a man died intes-
tate, although he might leave a widow and
numerous tamily, all- his landed- property
went to the eldest son, and in the colonies
it was often the ease that the major portion
of a man’s’ property consisted of land.  He
knew of several instaneces of hardship arising
from - the operation -of the existing law. It
was well understood that-land in this colony
was one of the chief objects of investment
to men possessed of a little capital. - It might
not be advisable to abrogate the existing law
in England, where there was an aristoeracy,
and where the tenure of land was so different
in charaeter and origin from that which here
prevailed. - In Queensland, it was desirable .
that the law of England, in this respect,
should be altered, as 1t had. been in some of
the other Australian colonies.

The ArrorNey-GENERAL said that there
was considerable difference of opinion as to
the expediency of such  a measure as that
proposed ;- and he would give his opinion at
this early stage. A Bill had passed the
Legislative Assembly in 1863, but had not
become law ; and he then took the opportu-
wity of expressing grave doubts as to the
working of such a measure. The honorable
member for East Moreton (Mr. Cribb) had
introduced a Bill: afterwards to éffect the
object contemplated by the present Bill;
but the measure proposed was impractic-
able. . In the first place, taking into
consideration the law as it prevailed
in England with regard to the devoiution of



.

34

real property, that measure, if passed, would
have led to endless litigation. Hquity suit
upon equity suit-would" have arisen, and an
intestate estate would have been liable to be
swallowed up by legal expenses. - He- had,
however, after stating his opinion, left the
Bill to the House on: ifs broad principles,
rather than oppose it on these technical
grounds. - Hehad grave doubts as to some of
the details of themeasurenowbrought forward
by the honorable member for North Brisbane
(Mr. Blakeney), and could not promise his
support toit in its present shape. The position
of the colony was so far different from that of
the mother country, that some steps should
be taken to prevent the evils complained of
by the honorable member.. No doubt, most of
the members of the community invested their
earnings ‘in land,” owing to the facilities
afforded for its purchase. The case was
different in England, where facilities- for
such investments did not exist-to so great an
extent.. At the same time, it should be
remembered that every man ought to make a
will, and no one should expect the Legislature
to guard him- against the possible conse-
quences which might “acerue to his. family
from negligence” in. this respect. - In ' cases,
however; of ‘men- who . through ignorance
neglected this duty, or of men taken suddenly
ill, it wasnot right that the younger branches
of a family, where the:sole: inheritance was
landed property, should receive no- share of
the inheritance, and that the eldest son should
obtain all.  His opinion was, that in-a case
of this: sort, land,- if* subjected to the same
law as personal property, should immediately
be converted into cash. The land should be
at once placed in the hands of the Curator of
Intestate Hstates, who should proceed -to
realiseits: value in money, and then divide
the " proceeds ~ amongst - the - heirs, on the
principle of the Statute of Distribution. If
this. plan were not- adopted they would find
that in-a disputed case they might have ten
people quarrelling over a rood of land, to a
share of which they might all lay claim; and
the whole property would be swallowed up
in litigation. If real property in such cases
were to be treated as personal property, by
all means let it be treated as such, but let 1t
be held and sold by the Curator of Intestate
Estates, and then they would avoid the chance
of an estate being swallowed -up by legal
expenses.

t. R. Criss trusted that the Bill would
pass, with the amendments suggested by the
honorable the Attorney-General, which, he
thought, were very judicious. Almost every
man 1n the colony became a freeholder, and
it was a great evil that the Legislature should
not make provision. for the case of a man,
who- died intestate -possessed of landed
property, and leaving, as often happened,
enormous debts. He did not-see why real
property should not be protected in the
same way as personal property.

The question was agreed to.

Real Estate of Intestates Bill. [ASSEMBLY.]

Opening of Roads Bill.

OPENING OF ROADS. BILL.

The - SECRETARY FOR - LANDS AND 'WORKS
said: In submitting this' Bill to.the House
for second reading, it was unnecessary for
him to remind honorable members that not-
withstanding all the legislation of Queensland;
a large number of our most important statutes
had been passed by the Parhament of New
South Wales, - Those statutes.that referred to
the roads of the.colony-—that gave to the
Government -the - powers . of ..opening - and
forming ‘new  roads—were of . still- more
ancient date. The first of them was passed
during - the . fourth year  of -the reign of
Willam IV., when NewSouth-Wales was
still a penal settlement; the second - was
passed during the fourth year of Her present
Majesty’s reign, yet long before representa-
tive institutions were introduced  into these
colonies:. - There were many.clauses contained
in' those statutes  still of . great use in this
colony—clauses  which -he had - taken the
trouble to embody in the Bill now submitted
to the House; but,” notwithstanding,: those
statutes had been found in practical operation
to'be cumbersome, expensive, and unsatisfac-
tory ; svhile, in one or two respects, they
were absolutely opposed to the legislation of
this colony. It was not his intention, and
the House would not require-him, to: direct
his attention to those-clauses-of the statutes
referred to, which were embodied: in the Bill
on the table, but he would-invite: the atten-
tion. of honorable members .to. the mnew
matter that was contained in:the Bill, and
which would be regarded as-the principles .of
the measure. - As some honorable members
were very well aware, the demands that were
frequently made on the Government: for land
that was resumed for the purpose of forming
roads were by no means uniform-in amount
—calculated . upon-no - fixed principle,-and
ranging from thirty shilings upwards, -the
great difficulty was: how to deal with them.
According to-one of the Acts to which he
had- just referred, the fourth William IV:,
when a party made a demand on the Govern-
ment for compensation on-account:of land:
taken from him for the purpose of forming a
public road, it - became necessary: for the
Governor to issue a commission to. a number
of individuals,  not exceeding- five; and- by
that commission they were directed to ascer-
tain and -assess the damages. ' The commis-
sioners -were directed to issue a summons to
the party making the demand to appear before
them, on a day-named, in the court-house;
they were also directed to issue their warrant
to the  chief .constable, to summon not:less
than eighteen and not exceeding twenty-four
jurors, to try the question of damages; a
bond was required to be entered into by the
party making the demand on the Govern-
ment, but the condition of it simply was that-
if he did not succeed in-getting anything,
then he was bound to. pay all the costs of
executing the inquiry. - Of course, no man
would ever think of setting up a claim who



Opening . of Boads Bill.

had not some shadow of a title for compensa-
tion,; and so the Crown had, in most cases, to
bear-expense. But the matter did not end
here.: The parties assembled ‘in the court-
house before the eommissioners, the jury sat
ag ‘assessors, and the whole process of a law
suit was then" gone through for the sake, it
might be, of thirty shillings. ~ This being
completed, the verdict was returned, and the
jury were paid; and the witnesses also, and
the parties separated. Still, there was some-
thing that the law required to be done : then
stepped ‘in’ the ancient“law forms. - It was
required by the Aet that a full and particular
account-of the whole" of the proceedings,
together with the verdict, should be recorded
in & fair hand’ on parchment, and- that the
document should then be transmitted by the
commissioners. to” the Supreme Court, to be
enrolled.” Those were some of the necessities;
someof the requisites, which - the ‘law now
said should be carried out on demands made
for’compensation for land taken  for roads.
Ashe had stated, there were portions of ‘the
Act which he had enibodied in- the Bill now
before the' House, and -of which he highly
approved ; but -honorable  members  would
agree with him that the process which he had
just: detailed” was * both ~ cumbersome - and
expensive. - In the law as it now stood there
was 10 power of arbitration—no power to
compel arbitration—and; in point of practice;
the: only course: that- the Government were
permitted to-adopt—and, actually as an eco-
nomical ‘course—was - to: pay the  party ‘the
amount of his-demand, where he would not
agree to go to arbitration. It-had been found
more- economical “to ~pay- for -the -land  on
demand than incur the enormous expense of
the process ‘to which hehad referred.: He
might mention - that- two cases only had
oceurred inthe colony, which had been sent
to 'a jury:in -the" way he had described.
The reason for giving up the system was
exactly ‘what he had -stated ; the -expense
was very much: greater-in most cases than
the amount: claimed originally by the party.
This was the great evil with which he pro-
posed to- deal by the Bill; and, if honorable
. members would take the trouble to turn to the
seventh and - twelfth- clauses ‘inclusive, they
would: find - that “he there proposed to-deal
with it by arbitration ; and, by adopting this
measure, he thought they would agree with
him - that- there -would be placed" before -the
country; and-all parties who desired to take
advantage of it, an easy and cheap mode of
arrivingat-a- settlement of all " claims.
Another, and perhaps a still more important
feature presented itself in"the Bill. - Except
the verdict to which he had already referred
was engrossed upon ~parchment and - trans-
mitted to the Supreme Court, it had not been
the practice, in -those cases, to get a convey-
ance - from the: party whose land was taken
for the purpose of making -a road, nor was
there an' indorsement upon his title-deeds
that - either land had been. taken or money
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paid. - So that, if another party desirous of
treating with him bought the land through
which a road had been made, neither: on' the
face of the title-deed nor in the search of the
registry of deeds” could Le discover that a
portion had ever been taken from the area of
the land included in the original grant from °
the Crown, or that any money had been paid
for the land resumed.’ And he (the Secretary
for Lands and Works) had been informed of
cases where parties had actually sold land a
second time, and had taken payment for land
previously " resumed and’ - previously . paid
tor. " Honorable members would observe that
here was an open door for- fraud, and he
proposed to deal with it in the eighteenth
clause ; and by that they would observe that
he rvequired that the boundaries of the land
talcen should be described, and, with a certifi-
cate under the hand of the Surveyor-Gene-
ral, the deseription’ should be lodged with
the Registrar-Geeneral, who would' be bound
to-enteér in the registry in his office that the
fee-simple of the land had been * transferred
to' and re-vested in' Her: Majesty.” - This
would give freedom and security to all parties
in future to deal -with such lands. ~Those
were the two main features of the Bill, as
distinet- from the law as it now stood. By
the fifteenth clause, he proposed -also to give
to claimants—where they did not object, and
where they were desirous in point of fact, to
have * such compensation—compensation in
contiguous Crown lands. ' There were a few
other points in the Bill, but they were matters
which had been introduced into it-in" conse-
quence of the establishment of representative
institutions;and the division of the Government
of ‘the eolony into departments. - He would,
also, observe with reference to the Act fourth
Victoria, the last which' he had mentioned,
that it was an Act which had : reference
exclusively to parish roads; it was an Act
which had ‘never been in:force in this colony ;
it was an Act not suited -to our wants: and
honorable: members who would ' take ‘the
trouble to read it would observe that it was
totally inconsistent with the Provinecial Coun-
cils'Act, which was passed last session. - He
proposed to repeal that Aect.  Now, he
thought he had placed  before the House the
principal  features of the measure on- the
table ; 'he did not purpose to read over the
clauses in detail; and he would conclude by
simply moving that the Bill be read a second
time.

Mr. GrooM concurred in many of the
observations which’ had ' fallen  from the
Lonorable - the Secretary - for Lands' and
‘Works ; “but at the same time he must
confess that he had very: serious: objections
to giving his  assent to the second clause of
the Bill. ‘He was quite prepared to say that
the Aect 4 Vietoria, No. 12, should be re-
pealed ; but he was not prepared’ to say that
4 - William IV., Neo. 11, was one which
it would be desirable for the House to repeal,
because e did not think that the provisions
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which were included in the measure before
the House provided for a case which was met
by the law as at present in force. He would
give an instance from his own knowledge :—
It was  congidered desirable by a private
individual to  open a certain road through
his  own land, in” a certain town ‘in -this
colony. " In order to effect that arrangement,
an’ application was made to the municipal
council, and it was sought by a side-wind to

ut the municipality to-an expense of £500
for making that particular road, which passed
through the property of a private individual,
and who, ha£ the road "been formed, would
have pocketed something like £1,000 by the
opneration, from the enhanced value of his
land. Under 4 William IV .;"No. 11, a peti-
tion, protesting against the extengion of the
road - through ~private  property, and - the
incurring of a large expense - therefor, was
forwarded by the ratepayers to the Execu-
tive, who, after a time, saw that the objections
were perfectly valid, and granted the prayer
of the petition: - Here the Executive acted
as a counterpoise between the ratepayers, on
the one hand, and:the presumptuous and
extravagant claims of a private individual, on
the other, and saved the public-a large ex-
pense. ' In the Bill before: the House 1t was
proposed torepeal the Actin question, without
providing: a remedy ‘in accordance with ‘the
requirements he had just illustrated.” ~Ashe
understood it, the honorable member intended
the Bill to apply to agricultural reserves.

The SECRETARY FOR LanDs AND WORKS:
Oh'} no;,-no.

Mr. Groom: Well, he did not " see that
wise provision in the Bill. - The reply which
the honorable’ member: himself gave to the
representations made to him: the other day
from Toowoomba had given unqualified satis-
faction ; and it would be in his recollection
that the action of thoze who had appealed to
him” was' under- the ‘'very Act which+it" was
now proposed to repeal.. Although:-he (Mr.
Groom) was prepared to accept the Bill on
the whole, he was not quite’ clear that it was
desirable to vepeal the Aect referred-to; and
he - reserved to himself the right to move
alterations in eommittee.

Mr. Bragengy agreed in the main with
the provisions of tlie Bill, and said he thought
it would be a very useful measure ; but he
would suggest to tl}lre honorable the Secretary
for: Lands and Works that there was one sec-
tion which required some improvement. The
Act 4 William IV, he was prepared to admit,
was most cumbrous and’ expensive ; but he
attributed a large share of the difficulties in
the -opening . of roads to the carelessness of
the surveyors, who did not pay sufficient
regard to the main® lines of traffic in the
country, but, regardless of them; made their
surveys in their offices.  He instanced a long-
used thoroughfare between the main Ipswich
road and the Brisbane River, which was,
from the carelessness of the surveyors, fenced
up ; and the requirements of a large agricul-
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tural population that had settled in the neigh-
borhood - were - thereby - disregarded. - The
Government -were ' now, -however, - taking
measures: to open the road. . Care should
be taken that similar: mistakes-should ‘not
again oceur.  There: was- one other point
on ~which he - had - some-: objeetions - to
urge.” The = Act’ 4 William IV which
the Bill - proposed to' repeal, gave; in- the
twenty-third * and'  twenty-fourth - sections,
remedies:‘to parties having-purchased:land
where Government-works  were" going - on
and where Government contractors entered
upon ‘the land for the purpose-of - taking
materials therefrom. : There were some cases
now actually pending”inthe Supreme Court
which had:been brought - before thejudges
under that Act—some were-appeals: from the
last circuit awaiting ‘decision, as to-the right
of " contractors to -take = materials. without
paying: for them. - Recently, as he remem-
bered, one of the judges had decided—and
he " (Mr. Blakeney) thought most properly-—
that where  a'contractor took materials, such
as cutting timber on' enclosed or unenclosed
lands for the purpose of public works, unless
it was from land adjacent to or-adjoining the
said publi¢- works, “he was Tiable to the pro-
prietor for the value of the material removed
as well - as"the daniage occasioned:thereby.
Now he found that-the twenty-first clause of
the Bill, which " was  toa‘ certain- extent-a
re-enactment of the twenty-third and twenty-
fourth clauses” of the  Act 4 William I'V:,
contained ‘a proviso to-which’ he* strongly
objected. “Though the contractor:-had power
to'go-on alienated land,the compensation to
the owner waslimited to the ** damageactually
done, - but not for the value of the material
removed.” - Now he did ‘not ‘think: that was
just. “ He could give an instance which had
oceurred-to himself. ‘At Oxley Creek a bridge
was made. The - contractor ‘for the. work
entered upon'lands: of his (Mr. Blakeney’s)
which were two miles distant; and ecut a:num-
ber of ‘trees which- were ‘very valuable, and
which he had himself intended to use for the
purpose - of: fencing - in the land. -The -con-
tractor not only: cut thetrees down and took
the timber away, but he left the land encum-
bered with the tops of the trees,thus injuring
most -valuable property.  He: (Mr: Blakeney)
could “recover - under the ‘Actwhich the
honorable member propesed. to repeal ; but:if
the Bill became law, he could  not: recover
under” it.-As he was’ reminded by the
honorable - member for -Toowocomba: (Mr.
Groom), a case had beentried at the last
agsizes, under  the’ thirty-fourth  section of
4 William  IV., No.'11; in that case; the
magistrates had: decided that’ the ‘contractor
was liable for: the price and value of the
timber taken ; and, in'reason and: justice, if
he (Mr. Blakeney) ‘bought- land - irom- the
Government, and  bought it with what was-on
it, he could not see why a Government: con-
tractor  should take material  off - the land
without paying the value of it to him-as

-
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owrer. It was not for the damage only that
he had a right to be paid; but thevalue of the
thing: taken: away. pr the Bill passed in its
present- form, - the-owners of land would be
without remedy. Hewould therefore suggest
that the twenty-fourth clause of the Act pro-
posed to-be- repealed should be more accu-
rately incorporated in the Bill: under discus-
sion ;- and that it should be made. clear: that,
where ‘a- party bought: land, if' the pubhc
required:any property on that land, the owner
was - entitled to claim the value of it—let it be
gravel; or:stone, or -indigenous timber. In
common justice, the owner should be paid, not
only for the-damage- done by the removal,
but for the -value of the material removed.

If that were:done, the Bill would: be a-very

great improvement on the present law.
The question was then put and affirmed.

AGRICULTURAL RESERVES BILL.

The SEcRETARY FOR LANDS AND WORKS
said: DMr. Speaker—I. rise for the purpose
of. .moving the second reading of * A Bill to
amend -the - Agricultural Reserves  Act of
1863, and, in 'doing.so, I do not anticipate
that.any grounds for a lengthy discussion, ab
any rate, -exist with regard to this matter.
The Bill has been introduced from the reports
of . officers of -the Government who have
charge of the agricultural reserves. Many
honorable . gentlemen . of . this . House will
recollect that when the Agricultural Reserves
Act . was brought before = Parliament,  not
only considerable discussion  took place, but
by no means-an unanimous opinion existed
with regard. to the. conditions which should
be imposed upon selectors within agricultural
reserves. That a necessity existed for condi-
tions was tooapparent, from the way in which
selections had previously been made; and it
certainly was  desirable that the honest and
bona fide selector should be encouraged and
protected, while he who desired to’ select
under the provisions of the Act for the mere
purpose. of converting. the land. into a grass
paddock should have everyobstruction thrown
m hisway. It was not to be wondercd at, there-
fore, that Parliament, while insisting on condi-
tions of a nature calculated, it.- was supposed, to
secure. residence and cultivation, should, at
that. moment -have forgotton to some extent
the position . of  those parties who are most
likely: to.take up land . within agricultural
reserves. - We all know that the parties who
are most likely to go upon-those reserves are
usually not-. possessed of capital ;—if they
have any money, it is. no more than sufficient
to-pay. for: the -land, -and .to carry them on,
aided by their own personal industry, for the
first twelve - months..  If conditions are im-
posed on those parties, and if the conditions
went beyond what. are necessary to secure

*residence onthe land and the cultivation of

if, it-is clear that they must divert the means
that ought-to be employed in carrying on the
legitimate objects contemplated by the Legis-
lature to. other objects opposed to them. . T
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take the  condition of fencing:. under -the
Agricultural Reserves Act, a party is obliged
to fence his land. I would observe that, of
course, it must be the interest of every in-
dividual going upon an agricultural reserve
and. selecting to pubt up a fence, so- as to
secure his crops. . But if he is not permitted
to put up the very cheapest fence he can get,
if he .is. compelled by an Aet of Parliament
to put up a.three or four rail fence, it must
follow as. a necessary consequence that the
man not. only. becomes. embarrassed, but the
means are  actually taken. from him. that
would have been  employed not only to
build  his house and to cultivate the land,
but he is' thereby  unable too. frequently
to comply  with the two first conditions
—those of residence and . eultivation—and
simply "because an Act of  Parliament: re-
quires that he:shall put up - a ‘substantial
fence.” The Agricultural Reserves Act is
even more stringent than this; it enacts that
a party shall not only put up a residence, that
he shall not only cultivate, that he shall not
only fence, but, if he fails to do the whole
of these—if he puts up a house, puts up a
fence, cultivates one-fifth in" place uf ' one-
sixth of his land, as required by the Act—he
forfeits his land, house, fencing, and crops
even; and the Executive Government has no
power under the Act to give him the slightest
relief. It does appear to me that the object
the Legislature had in view was to encourage
the honest agriculturist: in selecting on these
terms: the object was, to secure residence
and cultivation, but not, by setting up condi-
tions, to bring ruin and. misery on  what
otherwise may have formed a most intelligent,
honest, and industrious class of colonists. ' I
propose, therefore,” by this- Bill entirely to
abolish the fencing clause. - I maintain that
the man who wishes-to cultivate must fence
for his own benefit ; but the description of
fencing that he puts up ought to be’left: to
himself.

An Honorable MEMBER :' A cockatoo fence.

The Secrerary. For LanDs AND WORKS :
He may put up a_cockatoo fence if he likes.
I come, now, to a.different clause. The
selectors whom I have been talking  of,
are the selectors whom, I have no-doubt,
it was the intention of  the Legislature to
encourage and support. It appears by the
present . law that special . surveys - within
agricultural ' reserves are ~permitted; - and
if- those = special surveys had ‘led to any
good - practical ' result, - there could be no
objection . to their  continuance. ~But ‘as
only two . cases have presented themselves
since the law came into force—and all that
the applicant in one of them did, was: to go
on the special survey, cut down and carry
away every particle of good timber on it, and
then throw the -whole matter up ;—this is a
state of affairs which I am not disposed to
encourage, and the House will agree with me
that it ought not-to be encouraged. - There
is 10 necessity for special surveys at- the
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present: moment.. Our surveys within agri-
cultural reserves-are in so  advanced a: state,
that there is no necessity whatever for those
other - surveys. ~ I: propose, ' therefore, to
repeal that provision tor special surveys.- In
connection  with: the cases to which I have
just referred; T would invite the attention of
the House for one moment to.another pro-
vision of “the present- law, which is intended
1o be operated upon by the Bill ;—it is the
clauge which gives the power to purchasers
in agricultural reserves to:lease three times
the quantity  of land they have purchased.
There - is no. doubt. that the leasing power
was an indulgence extended  to agriculturists
~—held -out’ as an- inducement to them, to
take up-an-additional quantity of land to be
paid - for :hereafter, and. to assist them as
far as possible  to success - in ' their -oper-
ations as agriculturists.. “What ~is: “the
position “ of - the - matter ?  'Why, in half of
the cases:no land at’ all has been taken up
under lease ; thereby  showing, to a certain
extent, that the honest agriculturist does not
want it. - In those cases in which leased lands
have been taken up, what is the result 7 Not
a particle of fencing has been put up on those
lands, and, at-the-end of the term, the lands
have been forfeited, and applied for the very
next day by.the: same parties. - This is . a
distinet: fraud- on: the Legislature . and . the
country. - The only reason assigned to mein
favor: of the privilege of leasing lands-is; that
it-enables parties-to run- cattle ; but, instead
of running - cattle on' land: fenced: in, parties
have been running them on: their neighbors’
lands. - The land taken up under the leasin

clauses is of - the very best" description, ang
the effect of "the leasing is to tie it -up for
a ‘number. of  years for no - corresponding
advantage. I put it to the House, whether
this leasing power ought not to be repealed?
These ave the. only clauses of this: Bill that
are at all different: from ' the Agricultural
Reserves. Act which 'is in force at present.
No doubt, with regard to the districts of the
colony- where agricultural reserves. are to he
proclaimed, honorable ‘members will observe
that there is a’difference between the' Bill
and the law’ as it now  stands ; but it has
been made in consequence of - the  Govern-
ment being driven to this conclusion—that
we have no lands worth cultivating within the
distance of the coast specified by the second
clause of the existing Act. -~ I think T have
said all that is necessary on the present ques-
tion. I shall be very- glad, if = honorable
members have any amendment to" suggest in
this measure, to give it my attention. - I have
done  what I conceive ‘to- be essentially
necessary, not only to the protection of the
honest farmer, but to the putting down of a
system of frauds in agricultural reserves.

Mr. Doveras: said the honorable member;’

in his concluding remarks, referred to a class
of frauds -that had -been perpetrated on the
agricultural reserves, and that, he presumed,
had been perpetrated last year in virtue of

‘the Act passed in' 1863.  He had no doubt

the honorable member was well informed on
this matter, and that-his statement must be
accepted by the House as a sufficient reason
for the introduction of the Bill.: - Certainly,
there was very little to do, and the honorable
member was glad to have something to bring
before -the House ; but he (Mr. Douglas)
would -have ‘been better pleased if he could
have: 'seen -some - statistics ~in - connection
with this matter.  He  conceived-that the
annual statement of the Registrar-Greneral,
which the House had not: seen- yet, would
%ive them the - information. " He" would
ke to:see the area of ‘the land - taken: up,
and the extent of the frauds spoken of. " He

. could bardly imagine -these were of a very

alarming character. . It must be in the recol-
lection of honorable members who had seats
in the: House at' the time, that - thechief
opposition to- the Agricultural Reserves Act
was. on account  of ' the - fencing  clause~—he
thought there had been” a division on it—
which: it- was - the  objeet of -the Bill now
under - consideration - to  repeal. ~ He: 'had
voted ‘against’ that clause, ‘because he was
of opinion that it was unwise to- impoge  that
condition: upon the-selectors- in -the agricul-
tural reserves; and he ‘believed that 1f the
Government” had -sufficiently large - areas- of
land: open,: they might do away-altogether
with the fencing, and-all-other:conditions.
It was-of ‘no-importance whatever for them
to inquire what was the object for which the
land was taken up; so long-as it was paid -for
—g0 long as it was not squandered away,
they had no right to:inquire about what the
selectors did with-it. But it was the:policy
of ‘the country now to- set-apart:only small
sections for agriculture ; that being the case;
it might be necessary to see that the agricul-
tural reserves did  not-fall- too' rapidly into
the hands of the large- capitalists—as-thoy
were set apart for the small” capitalists—and
the Government might clog:the purchase of
land: therein with strong conditions. When
the Act-was under consideration he framed
certain schedules for setting apart,specifically,
certain portions of country for -agricultural
purposes ; but he believed certain-honorable
members took-alarm at the amount he had
named to be so set apart. Really, the amount
was - very insignificant -compared “with - the
large area at the commmand  of. honorable
membeys. opposite. - - He thought, however,
that - it would ~be wise to. snbmit: the
Bill to" a  committee to- ascertain whether
they “could  not set: apart: certain’ portions
of ‘the country in that way. - Honorable
members -would ‘not, -surely, be" surprised
at half a million of acres being set apart for
agricultural purposes. - It would ‘be only-a
dot-on our map.  If they would consider
that,’ it might be in their: power this session
to settle this question by voting a sufficient
supply of land to: meet: the' demands - for
agriculture for the next four or five years;
they might then consider the matter at rest,
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and- they would not be under the necessity
of having a new Land: Bill brought in every
year. The honorable member who introduced
the  Bill -had - expended - a certain amount of
vehemence on tﬁ)e honest - agriculturist. - He
said, further, that there was a certain class of
dishonest agriculturists. . Whom did he mean?
The honorable gentlemen sitting opposite to
him ?—were they the dishonest agriculturists ?

The SECRETARY FoR LaNDs AND WORKS:
By no means. ‘

Mr. Doveras : Then did he refer to his
(the Opposition) side of the House P

The SeciETARY FOR LaANDs AND WORKS
(in- explanation) :- The honorable member
asked me if T alluded to the honorable gentle-
men opposite to me. - I said—by no means;
of course I did: not.

Mzr. Douezas was glad to hear that the
honorable: member - repudiated ~ wholly - his
allusion to-the dishonest agriculturists of* the
country. - He presumed that they might
dismiss from their minds the dishonest:class.
Returning to the Bill, he said he thought that
the: second - clause would . permit - of their
defining by schedule a certain portion of the
country - for. selection ' by agriculturists. Tt
must be remembered, that under the existing
Act: they -had- defined ' certain’ distriets in
which- land should be so set.apart. The
honorable member opposite made out. that: it
was' not: desirable - for - the Government
within-: those : limits- to- set . apart land .- fit
for-agriculture. - Might it not be wise of the
House to  preseribe in the Bill the limits
within- which it was - desirable ? .- He (Mr.
Douglas) -would leave it to the good sense of
the ‘honorable -member. whether, as he had
done so.on a former oceasion, it would not be
wise to- do so now.. "A. certain amount of
pressure might -be brought to bear on. the
Bill.: 'When it was ' deemed - desirable to set
apart a- certain- portion of country, -a feeling
of dread was naturally evoked in the minds
of " certain: - persons; :and - he  took it
that those gentlemen on whom the Govern-
ment depended for support, were those who
were most amenable to that feeling. - -Would
they not be relieved of all anxiety in future—
would it not free them from any. feeling- of
~ personal antagonism-—those honorable mem-
berswhowere supporters of the Government—
if the other side.of the House assisted them
in-advancing. what was so-desirable ?- - In
conclusion, he remarked that he saw  .no
objection to the Bill; with the exception:that
he-thought it-would be. desirable to define the
areas; 1t was an instalment of what he always
upheld, that they should not - clog agriculture
with too many.conditions. - As a suggestion,
he thought that this. Bill, with the Opening
of Roads Bill, might be. referred to a' com-
mittee; but it could hardly be looked upon as a
final settlement of the question of the aliena-
tion of Crown lands. - He had no intention
of opposing the second reading, and he would
give the Bill his best support in committee.

Mzr. Groon said it almost appeared from
the remarks that fell from the gonorable the
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Secretary for Liands and Works, that they
were' to have a Bill every session on- the
subject of the agricultural reserves..” He
could scarcely have imagined, however, that
the honorable member would have presented
such a liberal measure as he had on' this
occasion. ' The matters which had been re-
ferred to, had presented themselves to the
farmers themselves, as well: as-to the officers
of the Government; and he had in: his pos-
session a letter written by a practical farmer
since the honorable member had given notice
of his intention to bring in his Bill.” He read
the letter :—

“ Toowoombe Agricultural Reserve,
¢ April 17th, 1865.

¢ S1r,—I wish to bring under. your notice ‘a
case which requires the immediate attention of the
Legislature,- and-one which T trust you will at
once- bring under. their notice—I allude to the
over-stringent  clauses of “the ‘ Agricultural  Re-
serves Act’ By that Aet a purchaser of a block
of land on any reserve in. Queensland is required®
to fence in the whole, and to cultivate ore-sixéh of
his “holding, within one year from the date of
purchase. “Now, it is:utterly impossible for any
but-the ‘man of large’ capital ‘to comply with the
abovementioned -clauses - within-the -time given ;
and the more so, since the proclamation has issued
that no:timber shall: be cut or- removed within
twomiles of asurveyed railway line. - The original
time, eighteen months, was found to be quite little
enough. in most cases for even the requirements of
the old Act, but now - that the time is abridged,
and conditions multiplied, it becomes a matter all

" but - impossible to comply with. . By taking into

consideration the amount of labor to bedone: in
fencing, clearing, ploughing, and building, - you
will at once perceive the justice of the above com-~
plaint,” For. myself, I frankly admit it to_ be a
matter of vital importance, and I feel assured it
is the same to” mine-tenths of the present holders
of ' lands “on “agricultural” reserves. I would
suggest, humbly, that the original time of eighteen
months was” quite little' énough to' enable ‘those
whose “all depended on-the -land to- make: the
purchase secure: It would be useless for me to
say-more to one who has made the want of the
district-to peculiarly his study, and T shall con-
clude by hoping that these lines may bring before
your mind at . the commencement of the present
session. some mode for. alleviating an Act which
must otherwise go. far towards ruining many of
your constituents, as - well as—Your obedient,
&e.” :

That was from the head of a family who had
several sons engaged with himself 1n farming
operations on"the Toowoomba Agricultural
Reserve, and whofound itimpossible to comply
with all the conditions and restrictions: of the
Agricultural . Reserves Act of  1863. He
(Mzx. Groom) would eall particular attention
to that part which said no timber was to be
cut within two- miles of any railway line.
Every one who knew the Main Range was
aware that there was a particular timber to
be had near the line; but, by the proclamation,
the. farmers were driven to a . distance: of
fifteen or sixteen .miles to get. timber  for
fencing their land. It therefore gave him
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(My. Groom) great pleasure to see that: the
fencing condition would be repealed. e
thought that the Bill was on the whole a
very liberal one.

Mr. WarsH said he objected to the Bill on
the ground that it was a- piece of patchwork
legislation. = Not a'session had passed over
without - the introduction of ‘a Bill to amend
some other Bill having reference to the lands
of the - colony. There seemed to be no
finality to such legislation. ' -The consequence
was that no-one out of the colony; and very
few persons in it, knew what were really the
land regulations - in force. The  time must
soon - arrive when some ' more comprehensive
measure would have to be' introduced by the
Government.  -Year after year, session after
gession, the ‘country had been informed that
certain {rifling amendments were necessary
in the existing Acts; and he thought if those
Acts required such: continual - alterations, it
was ~high' time - they should  be put' into
such & form as would suit the ecircumstances
of ‘the country, ‘at any rate for a few years.
He believed there was~scarcely a' clause in
the Bill before the House which would pass
in its present state through committee. - The
second clause, which referred to the procla-
mation of agricultural reserves, appeared to
him to give a very unnecessary power.to the
Government. owwas -the  Governor -to
reserve-any -portion  of land in-a: reserve P
Doubtless,: he should do:so under certain
circunistances ; - -but - he - contended :: that
such- a: privilege should be - limited and
defined ; for, if the second clause become law,
it was very -possible that sucha pressure
might be brought to bear upon the Govern-
ment as would cause them to withdraw: lands
whichought not properly to be withdrawn. He
also objected to the third and fourth clauses
which referred to: the selection and sale of
lands -in- the -agricultural - reserves.. He
thought  the time had' arrived when: those
country lands should be made productive; and
that it would be ‘much better to legislate for
the benefit-of the free selector, and to let
him have it at a lower rate of purchase. - In
his opinion, if the price of land were reduced
80 as to attract a greater number of emigrants,
the expense now incurred in bringinglabor
and capital into the colony would be consi-
derably - lessened; and 1t would not - be
necessary. to have an Emigration Commis-
sioner at home, or to' employ the expensive
machinery for introducing emigration which
was at present found mnecessary. In effect,
the greatest attraction that could be offered,
would be a reduction in the price of Crown
lands.” There was another provision in the
Bill which struck him as being objectionable,
and that was the necessity for eultivating the
land. He considered that if a man paid twenty
shillings an acre for his land, he paid its full
value, and was entitled to possess it even in
an agricultural reserve, without any reserva-
tion whatsoever. . e ought to be able to
take possession: of it with the same advan-
tages as a squatter who purchased land under

the pre-emptive right, or any other person
who bought land at an auction sale.. Nothing
was more: caleulated to hinder persons from
taking up land in agricultural reserves than
the enactment of a law which: rendered him
liable, after expending the hard labor of some
months upon it, to forfeit the land in conse-
quence of his failure.to comply with some
regulation which circumstances might have
rendered it impossible for him to fulfil. In
his opinion, that was a great objection to the
Bill." But his chief objection was that the Bill
was simply-a continuance of the usual pateh-
work -style of legislation, the effect of -which
was to leave the laws' which  affected -the
Crown lands in this colony in an unsettled
and unsatisfactory state. e, therefore, felt
constrained to.oppose the motion.

Mr. Forers said that the experience which
he had obtained during-a number- of - years in
the working of agricultural reserves; had led
him to the conclusion that they had. proved a

-complete - delusion.: - The reserves had been a

snare which had attracted emigrants to the
colony, and ‘after the emigrants had arrived,
they had actually been starved by Aect: of
Parliament. - The emigrant-was informed upon
hig arrival; that he must go out and settle upon
the land, whether he wished: to do so or not.
It must have been patent to many honorable
members, in- their: experience of the colony,

*that ten out of every fifteen of the small

farmers- who took leases of farming lands at
a.mere nominal - rent—eclearing leases—had
actually -deserted their homes from sheer
inability to' make a. profit-out” of the land;
and other persons had become the possessors
of their  farms. .~ It was a fact, that those
persons who - originally settled upon the land
rarely retained it. His.own observation had
forced him' tothe conclusion that there was
more- agriculfural produce grown upon lands
which did not form a part of" the agricultural
reserves than uponthose landswhichwere com-
prised”in " them. - In his opinion. if a large
qluantity of land were surveyed, and put into
the market, and submitted for public. compe-
tition, and afterwards kept open for selection,
the - requirements - of : the intending = small
farmer- would- be ' provided for in-a. much
more - satisfactory - way.. The- agricultural
reserves were,no doubt, at first a great induee-
ment to immigrants. ~ But the real fact was,
that the greater portion of the population-was
settled, not on the reserves, but upon lands
which, having been submitted -for - sale by
auction, had  afterwards been selected at the
upset price.” He believed - that  if - those
honorable members: who discussed farming
pursuits:in- a - theoretical -way, - would put
their hands into their pockets and test their
theories by practical-experiments, they would
soon - be convinced  of -the -absurdity: of
supposing - they - could live by farming in
a - colony  where labor was so- exhorbitant.
It was a great mistake to-suppose that
farming was' a profitable pursuit. It was a
well-known- fact that a sufficient supply
of  hay could not be grown  in - the
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colony, and -that.-the ordinary -vegetables
required for -daily. -use-had to  be imported
from the neighboring .colonies. ' Under such
circumstances, it was-hardly fair to. compel a
man to:settle down at once in an: agricultural
reserve, and to say that he must either turn
farmer: or starve-—for it really come to that.
Mr. 'Warts remarked: that in" all ' cases
where - it was: endeavored: to  {frame - class
legislation, :it was:found necessary -to pateh
up-the law from -time to-time. - The remarks
which had fallen from-the honorable member
who had just sat down met with his approval,
and would;he was: convineed, meet with the
approval-of-a majority of - the colonists. - He
would - observe: that. the. Act: to: which- the
honorable -the Secretary . for-- Lands: and
Works - had - referred - -was  an.. Act passed
during - the -session of ~1863, and mnot ‘the
original-Act: . The class of persons: to: whom
the - honorable:-member - alluded: were: not
agriculturists. in- the proper . sense of -the
word, but: in - reality land-jobbers.. He
*could:-point - out, inthe vicinity of: Drayton
and Toowoomba, . several -instances  where
persons took up: land solely . for the - purpose
of  speculation,” and - frequently: without “any
intention whatever .of - eultivating: it:-The
Acts -of - Parliament which - related: to- the
agricultural « reserves; - like all’ other: Acts,
were- generally evaded. - Hven: the lastAct,
which ~was framed: with :such care, was. no
exception - to- that rule.. Tn: the second
schedule it - was" provided that: a  person
taking up-land in -an-agricultural reserve
must go Eefore the:commissioner of -Crown
lands for that: district  and swear that he had
not -done ‘so--as -agent -for: another: person:
That-regulation might he complied with; and
the law -still ‘be -evaded: by ‘the: person:in
question: going;-after-four or:-five.months; o
any person possessed of  money;  and making
whatever  arrangements: he’ chose::In that
way :a:man might occupy :as mucl-as1280
acres: of land in-one spot, one lot being taken
up.for -himself; the second:in the mame of a
cousin,:-and- 80 .on; " the: farm buildings
being erected in: the: centre ofthe: block.
He knew an instance in- which:  that
had actually - been - done.  (Name?) ~He
declined to'name  the person, who: had, after
all, complied ‘with  the: letter of :the  existing
regulations. - He knew also-ofanother . case,
where'a man-had taken up: a-large: block of
land;. which; - failing - to-comply with = the
requirements -of the Act; he -had: forfeited:
The day after- he took-up a portion- of the
same:land, but fenced in the whole of:it; with
the intention of selling it-and realizing money
uponit. It would: therefore; he: thought, be
advisable to:remove: all ‘those  restrictions
which applied tolands takenup foragrieultural
purposes::: He was inclined toadopt - the
suggestion: made by the honorable member
for the Warrego, -that  the ' lands- should be
put up-to-auction, although he did not eoncur
with'the honorable member:in his: opinion-as

to-the:price at-which they should:be offered !

F .
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to: the  publie.: No-doubt there was a great
deal of land in the colony which might: be
reduced to-five shillings.-an- acre.” But the
land- comprised-in- the.agricultural reserves
was pieked land, and was fully worth' twenty
shillings: anacre.- - He~ observed that- there
was a_ provisionin -the Bill :‘which, at first
glance, appeared  to: be- tantamount to - free
selection. « For it was. provided:by a former
Act that no- agricultural reserves should ‘be
proclaimed: exeept within ‘acertain' distance
of-a town.: But 1t appeared; in-the Bill ‘before
the House; that power: was vested in .the
Governor to proclaim any lands:in the colony
as agricultural reserves.’- Taking the various
provisious  of the Bill into- consideration, he
did" think it - would. be - hetter to - submit
the 320 acres, which might be takenup under
existing regulations; to public competition;in
which - case every~intending - farmer wounld
have a:fair chance. He had-no-objection to
the: sale of agricultural lands, for-he was of
opinion that the'sooner the:lands were alien-
ated the-better.  The-sale of land insuch'a
case would have the effeet of promoting agri-
culture, and:the proceeds derived -therefrom
would gofar towards defraying the expense of
introducing -emigrants-into the colony.:*In
conclusion, he begged to say that; if the Bill
passed - its second reading, he:should do: his

" best-to mature it: and: render it applicable: to
the circumstances: of -the “colony.  But ‘he
thought it would be far better to sweep away
all-the restrictions which existed tothe actunal
cultivation of ‘the land:; to put-up-the lands
forsale by auetion; and: to allow intending
farmers the: opportunity  of - taking. up-the
unsold:lots:

Mr. Frizsrumons said that it -appeared
to~him: the' object : which: the -Legislature
had in ‘view, was to. bring the agricultural
lands - of:the- colony - into - cultivation. The
waste lands.of the colony were of little value,
and  they: were not- of much- service -to the
agriculturist, -unless he could obtain:labor:at
a reasonable rate. -+ If it -were sought to-bring
the  agricultural -lands “into" cultivation; the
object--could -hest- be: attained - by ‘bringing
them within the reach of -the: working man;
who. was' always- the best - tenant: tor: the,
Crown.. ‘For, 1f the poor man purchased a
certain number of ‘acres, in all' probability he
would invest his - capital, ‘whatever it might
be, uponit. - He would have no other means
of support than -his farm- afforded him; and
no other pursuit: - He:would therefore; as'a’
matterof - course, expend - all his labor, and
bring ‘his-best: judgment to bear uponit, in
order to make: it as productive as possible,
Sofar,” he-was a more profitable tenant than
the rich man ; and-his occupation of the land
was of - greater benefit:to the public. - The
rich man - who' purchased-land: would, in-all
probability, have other means of support;
and:would-be- engaged inother: pursuits; tc
the' neglect -of the land. 1t was therefore
very: desirable’ to afford the- greatest facility
to:-the oceupation  of -the land by the small
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farmer, and to enable him to cultivate it-with
advantage, by removing ‘the obstructions
which: at present beset: him. - He . (Mr. Fitz-
simmons) thought it was very hard that-the
working ‘man- who had taken up a few acres
in“an- agricultural ‘reserve,-should be . com-
}ée]led to fence:it in within a:given  period.

uch a provision was caleulated to -eripple
him; and to cause-him tobecome embarrassed
with his agent and :storekeeper. . The result
would-be, that he:would:be forced to part
withthe land ‘to-meet his:habilities; and: it
would remain unproductive, inasmuch:as the
person into whose hands:it:would. fall; would
not 'have time: orinclination to: cultivate it.
It was therefore very ‘necessary  to -remove
every hindrance to the occupation and actual
cultivation of - the soil' by the: working man,
who, as he had-endeavored  to: show, was in
reslity the most profitable tenant.

Mr. McLraw said - that, as a- practical
farmer, and- a person - who had derived- con-
siderable ‘advantages from the. Agricultural
Act, he felt competent to offer a few: remarks
upon ' the “question ‘before- the House.  He

- fully concurred in many ‘of the remarks which
had:been made by ~his honorable friend. the
member for ‘Western -Downs  (Mr: Watts),
and there was'no-doubt that all the selectors
of land in ‘the ‘agricultural reserves: did-not
become -the possessors:of the land with . a
view “to* make’ farming: their pursuit;:but
that; in many-cases; they took up-the land as
a:matter- of ‘speculation; in. orderto:make a
profit uponit, without:any intention of-culti-
vating it." “INo doubt nine-tenths:of the:lands
in:-the ~agricultural reserves: was: held by
persons who had no-intention of  making-any
practical use of it. " He could also-instance
several cases’ of ‘that nature. -Such persons
took up:farms in the reserves;.and: as soon-as
there 'was: an opportunity of making a pound
or two they realised upon -the-land which
they had already paid for, and with the profit
they obtained,. were in. a position to.comply
with the requirements:of the Act:in reference
to::theportion-they leased. . There were
other persons: who: took up land under the
delusion “that, being owners:of: land, :they
would-be- perfectly -happy -and: be .able to
reside upon  their property. -As a proof that
the -pursuit: of farming - under :such- circum-
stances 'was not to be .depended: upon, he
could - mention- the: case:--of -a respectable
married: man, an- overseer on: one  of:his
stations, ‘who' was- comfortably situated and
had a salary of £200 per annum. -The man
was deluded into: the idea that farming would
pay, and-impressed  with- that idea, he took
up-a farm in..the  Warwick ~Agricultural
Reserve. " But what -was - the - result P—he
spent all- his - little  capital - in - purchasing -a
team: of bullocks, in buying: farming imple-
ments and- other preliminary expenses, and
finally Jost his all in’ the. speculation.. He
tried -to - crop his- land- one year: and was
disappointed.. He then' got: into-debt t0-a
certain. gentleman - who was: in -the: habit of

tendering - assistance to persons in. . similar
predicaments, and- ultimately he swas.obliged
to part - with - his . farm."..Other  instances
might be quoted to prove that farmstaken u

in the agricultural reserves were transferreg
by their.original -.owners to capitalists, who
made use  of them as model: farms,—farms
for -the -breeding - of fine woolled sheep.and
for other purposes,-and- possibly-with: more
profit than -was derived: by the poor deluded
persons who first took themup. . He believed
that- was the case: with.three-fourths. of the
land - taken-up -in:the: agricultural :reserves
throughout the. colony.  With.regard to-the
remarks  which . fell - from . the: honorable
member for Maryborough, he must say that he
sympathised with: him, and-he did: think the
privilege. of - withdrawing lands from' the.re-
serves-was rather an extensive power to place
in-the hands-of the Governor. He had himself
beena sufferer inthat respect. However; it
must-be -borne in mind-that" railways’ were
now in course-of construction throughout the
country, and in:the course of -time the:lines
of railway:might go: through:portions.of the
Crown' lands, where at-present it -was not
contemplated to- take:them.  In-such-a case
the privilege might - be. desirable,:in yiewof
the -advantage which wouldaccrue:to the
Government and thecountry; from the. extra
price which landsin the vieinity-of aproposed
railway: would: fetch: in- the market. = As to
the. great -number of land. Acts which had
been brought: forward in-this: Legislature,.-he
entirelyconcurred - in-the remarks of .the
honorable member; the legislators of Queens-
land: were: terrible . people to.make Acts, ‘and
then to repeal them.  Upon.one point,however,
he disagreed with the-honorable member, and
that was-the price.of land ; he did-not- think
it was ‘necessary. to. make-any- alteration.in
that: respect; -and:-he was. of opinion that
persons wlho purchased their land - at twenty
shillings ‘an-acre, would be perfectly at liberty
to claim compensation from the Government,
if the price were reduced. ' In Vietoria, when
the system of free selection ‘was introduced;
many persons who purchased: their land at- a

much higher price, viz., between: £3.and £4

an acre; applied for, and obtained. compensa-
tion-from the: Government, when the price
of land -was  reducedto  twenty: shillings.
‘With these facts: before him, he did: not .think
it:-would - be advisable to alter the: present
upset:price.

Mr:Coxex said he:wished :to . call:the
attention of the -House to the fact, that he
had opposed: the: Bill- passed in 1860;.in all
its stages through the House. " He had done
so -from*a- conviction. :that: it would  prove
inopevative—thatits clauses were so stringent,
as to have the: effect of destroying the object
of the measure. - He believed, from the cursory
view he had. taken of the Bill before the
House, that had such a Billbeen in operation,
the case would have been quite different.
He was glad to:see that such a.measure had
been  brought- in, and  he believed. it was
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one which might be complied with in its
integrity, by the honest: and bona fide agri-
culturist.  He would point out to the honora-
ble -Secretary” for- Lands-and "Works, that
too’ much “stress’ must not be placed upon
the remarks- of - the honorable  member for
the Western Downs: (Mr. Watts), as to the
surveying of Crownlands, and submitting themi
topublic comnpetition. - Such a course would be
inimical to-the:interests of the:poor man, as
the land would thus:be placed at once in the
hands of ‘the capitalist, and: the small farmer
would-have:less opportunity of taking it up.
He felt- satisfied - that there was a large: class
of - persons who “were. getting a very  good
living - by agriculture, and he did not think
twenty shillings per-acre; with the power of
selection; was at all too high a price for land.
The class of men to whorn he referred were the
small ‘industrious farmers who worked : their
own land, : occasionally - employing labor to
assist-them. - He had much’ pleasure-in- sup-
porting the motion for the second reading of
the . Bill, ‘whichhe-looked : upon  as: one: of
the best measures that had been introduced
since:Queensland ‘became a: colony:

Mr: Tavror said:-hehad occasion a:second
time that evening to- express his surprise at
the turn the debate had taken. After listen-
ing to-the: number: of speeches which -had
been- made :in" favor - of ‘the: poor man; one
would -almost-imagine that-a general eleetion
was at-hand." The honorable Minister for
Lands'and Works:had proposed. a very liberal
measure, which-he had introduced in a most
liberal ‘speech. Never had: he ‘spoken in-a
more eloquent way:in favor of the poor man,
and-still-he had been opposed.” The measure
before the House had-been- spoken of in the
highest - terms by the honorable member for
Port Curtis;: theleader: of  the: Opposition ;
and ‘the honorable: member who  sat next: to
him;and" who had" the credit- of ‘being -an
outrand-out radical,had opposed it as strongly.
‘What-conclusion was ‘to bearrived at P~ A
measure: had:been brought: forward: which
was-intended to advance the:interests ofthe
poor man; and-it-appeared ‘to-please'no one.
It seemed: a matter of -hopeless-impossibility
to-rafford  any: relief-to  that- unfortunate
andmuch injured ‘individual. “Would  any
honorable member endeavor to:persuade him
thatfarming pursuits: were' really profitable
in-this.colony.: For his part; he might say that
he had farmed land for 4 number. of years and
never could make it pay; the consequence was
that ‘he had- abandoned farming for a more
gentlemanly pursuit. It appeared to him that
in-the course of the debate a most important
point-had been overlooked; he referred to.the
enormous’ quantity-of :land - which - would
come - into the market in consequence of :the
construction:of - railways- throughout - the
country-—the  thousands of -acres:' through
wliich the several lines of railway would run;
which was -also- some: of the most valuable
land in the colony. He would commence at
Ipswich, for-he believed ‘the land: under: the
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Range—much of it, was-more valuable than
the land on the Downs:.. (Oh, oh.) - Honor-
ablemembers- might say. ¢ oh; oh” ; but he
affirmed - that - the -land .on.. the Downs,
excepting that- which lay in the vicinity. of
Toowoomba-and Warwick, was not ag valuable
or-so well adapted to the growth of -grain:as
the land under the Range. - All that land was
in the-hands of -the Government, to make
reserves wherever they thought fit. - e was
convinced thatthe real granary of the colony
would: be-found to be in the neighborhood of
‘Warwick and - Toowoomba, :and: a..certain
number of - miles  under. the . Range. - Ie
would: observe: thathe occasionally-lent a
little money to the- distressed- hard-working
man; and -he  had’ invariably- found ' that-it
was the hard:laboring farmer, the man who
had-expended his labor and-his' little capital
in fencing and clearing: his land, in‘a vain
effort to malke a living-out: of .it, who -was
reduced -to. distress, -As to'the restrictions
upon-the occupation and: cultivation .of land,
they - amounted  to. nothing. - He. did" not
recollect whether he had:ever objected to any
of ‘those: restrictions ; - but: he knew that he
had: objected to the leasing clauses; they had
been the cause of ‘a' great: deal of mischief;
they had caused alarge quantity of land to
be locked up, and thus lostto the country—
a-man being placed by them in a posilion: to
buy a small' portion. of land, which he culti-
vated; and-to lease a large quantity, of which
he-made: no-use whaiever. .- Ie had been
informedthat - there. was: not - a. cabbage,
potato; or onion-used in Brisbane- that: was
not -imported:from: . the = other: colonies,
Queensland, which was held up as a-farming
country, actually could not supply vegetables
for its metropolis ;- and: was it therefore to be
expected - that- shepherds: coming down: from
the- interior with-a few hundreds intheir
pocket, ‘or ‘emigrants: with a small: capital,
could go into- the -agricultural reserves and
make aliving by growing grain? :-Agriculture
had receive% every- possible-encouragement
in-this colony, and it~ had- been-proved that
the: country ‘was not -adapted- to it, except:
perhaps, as he-had previously . stated, for:a
few miles around Warwick and Toowoomba,
and. for a certain distance under-the Range:
Mr. Braxeney said he should:not: have
taken any partin: the  debate; but: for:the
remarks - which: had: just. fallen’ from  the
honorable : member: for- Western - Downs.
That honorable ‘member-had: beenthe very
first tointroduce to the notice of the House
the:-unfortunate -individual -who, during. the
previous: session, had- been :admitted on all
sides: to +be" defunct—the  poor man. e
(Mr.- Blakeney) -was  sorry to-hear that he
had been resuscitated, because;, in his opinion;
theless -said aboutthat person - the better:
The - honorable member - (Mr: Taylor); had
wandered considerably from the point. - For.~
his part; he -agreed- with-the honorable and
learned Attorney-General that - some: altera-
tionin:: the - existing - regulations,:having
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reference to agricultural reserves, had become
necessary. At the ‘same time,; he:could not
but concur in the opinion expressed by the
honorable ~member :for Maryborough,: who
followed him ; it was - a lamentable fact, that
session - after “session;  honorable - members
were-invited to-assist in- framing: some new
piece of patch-work legisiation to amend the
laws:which governed the lands of the colony:
Ttwas to be regretted that there was no
finality to:the question: -In-the Vice-Regal
Speeeh; His Excellency had stated that there
was to- be an- amalgamation- of “the criminal
laws, and:it-was a ity that a similar course
could not be adopted with regard to the land
laws, which, since-the Parliament first met,
had been a continual subject of consideration
and-alteration. During the last session; he
had asked:the honorable Secretary for Land
and Worlks for information as to-the working
of the agricultural reserves, and had inquired
whether they had not in sonie cases been taken
up in'away that was contrary to-the spirit of
the Act, and whether gentlemen -of wealth
and-position: had: not taken: up:certain: por-
tions -of the' agricultural -reserves  in the
Darling Downs.That such had been ‘the
case, there was no doubt. Instances had
been cited by more than one honorable:mem-
ber that - evening, which- proved - that - the
regulations - were:evaded,  and -that: large
blocks of ‘land were talen up:in the:names-of
different’members- of - one family: - He had
asked the:Honorable: Secretary - for - Lands
and ‘Works “ what constituted occupancy
whether. fencing: the ‘land - was a- sufficient
compliance with-the'A.ct?”: The reply of the
honorable’ gentleman:was that fencing: did
not: - constitute - occupancy. He- had:then
moved for a return of those personswho had
taken up -land ‘within -agricultural reserves,
andwho “had: not improved: it: - The return
was a very meagre one, and it clearly proved
to:him that the names of the favored few—
the persons who supported: the Government
—were excluded.” For, in:the Drayton:and
Toowoomba-Reserve, it appeared -that there
were- only four or-five individuals who' had
forfeited their land. .- With- reference’ to: the
suggestion” of - the honorable member: for
Eastern' Downs - (Mr. MecLean), that .the
Government should reserve certain: lands for
railway purposes, he mustsay that - he
thought such a course premsature:at present:;
it'might, possibly, be found necessary some
years “hence. - The  honorable member for
‘Western Downs, -in his remarks upon: the
condition of the poor man in this colony, had
said-a-good deal about agrieulture, and had
repeated - -a-good miany complaints -which he
had heard of the scareity of vegetables—pro-
bably, from some-of the hotel keepers-in
Brisbane. There was no doubt, that during
the - continuance of  such an. unusually . dry
sesson, while such an unheard of  drought
prevailed, it was a - difficult matter to supply
the necessary quantity of vegetables. But
he would inform the honorable member that
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there was land in"the vicinity of  Brisbane—
especially the serub land on the banks of: the
river—of as good a quality as could be found
anywhere under-the canopy of heaven—even
in Toowoomba. He also . dissented from the
honorable -member’s : dictwn; -that - farming
pursuits® could not be-made to pay in:this
colony. No doubt, there were failures, at
times, as In every other pursuit—from divers
causes, the farmers ‘occasionally lost their
crops. But he affirmed that, not only in-the
neighborhood of Brigbane; but-on the banls
of the Mary, and in many other parts of the
colony, “land - was - farmed: with - as'- much
success, and gave as large crops: as-could  be
found anywhere. He thought the Legisla-
ture ought-to do-all-in their power-to-foster
agriculture, - for - the- agriculturist was- the
real ‘benefactor - of ‘the ' colony.  If - the
regulations which affected the agricultural
reserves. were' properly worked out; and the
land was not taken up-by persons for purposes
of speeulation, grest credit would redound to
the honorable -Secretary - for TLands ' and
‘Works.: . He believed that honorable gentle-
man was sincere in his wish to administer the
land laws effectually, and he had-every confi-
dence that the-honorable member-would do so,
although he might possibly be trammelled by
the private interests which -would be brought
to bear upon him. '~ Holding- this opinion; he
should give his'support to the motion for the
second reading of -the Bill-before:the House:

The question was then put andpassed; and
the House -adjourned: ,






