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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Thnrsda;;, 24 Aurfust, Uli\2. 

Clmrcll of E11gland SPhool J,~md Sale or LeaRe Bill.
Petition.--- QnPstion.- Pormal :J.lotion.- Pharmacy 
Bill-tir~t reading·.-Contenuinou~ Sele<'tio11s Bill
:'.·'eonllroaUing-. 

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

CHUHCH OF ENGLAND SCHOOL LAXD 
SALE OR LB~ASE BILL. 

::VIr. DICKSO)I' brought up the re]JOrt of the 
Select CornmittP-e appointed to inf}nire into and 
report upon the Bill tn ·enable the Corporation 
of the Svnod of the Diocese of Brisbane to sell 
or lease three allotments of Land in the town of 
North Bri><bane, and to apply the proceeds or 
the rents to Church ]ntrpose,, 'and moYed that it 
be printed. 

f.,)nestion put ::md p:tssecl. 

PETITIOK. 
Mr. BLACK presented a petition fr,,m certain 

::mgar-planters on the .JohnHtone Hiver, praying 
for relief from certain conditions imposed by the 
Crown Lands Alienation Act of 1876. 

Petition read and received. 

QUESTION. 
Mr. H. P ALMER (Maryborough) asked the 

Minister for Lands-
1. At w··Jat proba.ble date will the lands lately 'vith~ 

drawn from selection in the Settled DistrietR be again 
thrown open to Selection? 

2. Is it eontcmplRted to alter the terms or conditions 
of selection in regard to said lands before again }.)lacing 
them before the public for selection? 

The ::VIINISTER FOR LANDS (the Hon. P. 
Perkins) replied-

Xo decision has yet been arrived at. Inquiries are 
being ma.de as to the character and value of the lauds 
referred to. 

FORMAL MOTIOX. 
:\h·. B"GCKLAND moved-
That theJ•e be laid npon the table of the HonRe, f'Opies 

of all corresvomlence in reference to the suspen:->ion 
and reinstatement of 1lr. Rich, the Police Jiagistrate of 
Ghldstone. 

Question put and pa8sed. 

PHARMACY BILL-FIHST READING. 
On the motion of the Ho:<. S. W. GRIFFITH, 

the House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
\Vhole and affirmed the desirableness of intro
ducing a Bill to establish a Board of Pharmacy in 
Queensland, and to make better provision fur 
the registering of Plutrmaceutical Chemists, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. GRIFF I TH, in moving that the Chairman 
leave the chair and report the resolution to the 
House, sai<l he would take that opportunity of 
saying that he hoped to get the assistance of the 
Government in carrying the Bill through. He 
believed it would entirely meet their views. 

The PRKviiER (the Hon. T. Mcilwraith) 
said he understood that the Bill was the same as 
left the House last year. 

Ylr. GRIFJ<'ITH: With some alterations as 
to the constitution of the board. 

The P H.EMIER said as the Bill left the House 
lnst year he had no ol>jection to it. Of course it 
was not a mea,mre on which the Government 
expreRRed any opinion \vhatever. However, since 
the Bill had been spoken of as being likely to be 
brought forward this year, the :V[edical Board had 
asked him to print a Bill at the Government 
Printing Office, and it had been done ; and 
althoug·h he had not examined the Bills h_e had 
been informed that there was a cla"lung of 
opinion between the Medical Board and the pro
jectors of the Bill now introduced. \Vhat the 
points of difference were he did not know, but in 
order to give time to examine the Bills he would 
suggest that the hon. gentleman would fix the 
date for the second reading as far off as he could. 
He knew of no objection to the Bill, but the 
longer the time they had to consider it the better. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said the Bill, with some 
verbal alterations, was the same as when it 
left the House last year, with the exception 
that in deference to the wishes of the medical 
profession and of others he proposed that the 
Government should have power to appoint 
some members of the board always, and that 
snch members might be medical practitioners. 
He believe<l that would meet the views of 
the chemists, and it m<ght to meet the views 
of the medicnl men. He understood that the 
views nf the medicn,l men were that they alone 
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should have the supervision of the chemists 
but he did not see how he could reconcile that 
with any scheme that he was willing to bring 
before the House. 

. The PREMHm said that he did not wish to 
dtscourage th~ hon. g~ntleman at all in bringing 
forward the Brll. Hrs only reason for asking- if 
1t was the same as the Bill that was before 
the House last year was that he believed a Bill 
co':'taining antagonistic principles was being 
prmted; but after the explanation aiven by the 
hon. member he thought it likely tl1at the two 
would agree. At any rate he hoped so. 

Question put and passed. 
'rhe House having resumed, the resolution was 

adopted. 
The Bill was introduced, read a first time, 

and the second reading made an Order of the 
Day for Thursday, September 7. 

COXTERMI~OUS SJ<~LECTIOXS BILL
SECOND READING. 

1Ir. ALLAN said he rose to move the second 
reading of a Bill to relieve selectors from certain 
c~mditions provided by the Crown Lands Aliena· 
twn Act of 1876 .and other Acts. In doing so he 
was not atter;tptmg to move the insertion of any 
new clauses m that Act, but simply to modify 
some of those which already existed in such 
a way as would to a certain extent re~ove the 
disabilities and burdens under which selectors 
now suffered, and at the same time assist in the 
settlement of the lands, which appeared to be the 
d~sire of all hon. members of that House. It 
nught be objected that a priv:>te member had no 
right to bring in a Bill of that kind but he did 
not see th:>t. He believed that if' any priv:>te 
n_rember s:>w a wrong existing he w:>s not only 
nght to endeav?ur to remedy it, but it was his 
duty to cl': so rf. he c~mscientiously believed it ; 
and he d1d beheve rt. The constituency he 
represented-the electomte of \V m·wick, which 
was not the town of W :>rwick, but comprised 
Leyburn, Allora, :>nd other pbces-contained 
within it about one· fourth of the :>creao-e of the 
colony th:>t w:>s under cultivation. H.;' found by 
the Surveyor-Geneml's report that they had in 
th:>t electomte 12,000 :>cres under cultivation or 
a proportion of 8 ·94 per cent., l:>rger very much by 
m:>ny.degrees th.<>n any other portion of the colony, 
even m proportwn to the :>re"' selected. Next to 
that c:>me Toowoomb:> with 3"76 and of :1ll the 
other electomtes in the colony ~ot one arrived 
:>t 2 per cent. Hepresenting as he did such :>n 
Important :>gricultuml district, he thouo-ht he 
had a right, if any'?ne had, to bring fon~ard a 
me:>sur~ ~or the rehef of selectors of that class. 
In addrtwn to that, he might state a more 
wond!lrful thing still, :>nd that was that in the 
constituency he represented the ]Jrice pai<l for 
l:>nd for conditional :>nd other purchases exceeded 
that m any other portion of the colony by two 
to one, or more th:>n th:>t. In that district 
the average price of l:>nd condition:>lly selected 
during the ~:1st year WitS £2 4s. lOci. per :>ere, 
the next bemg Port Dougl:>s, £1 per acre, and 
all the others were under £1. 'l'herefore he 
thoug:ht he h:>d a strong claim, representing "' 
constrtuency so much interested in ao-riculture 
:>nd selection, t_o bring forw:>rd the Bill. He 
regretted that rt had not f:>llen into better and 
abler h:>nds, but he could not help that. He 
woul~ do the best he could, and if the Bill was 
not hkely to meet with the approv:>l of the 
~ouse he. hoped th:>t th:>t opinion would be 
grven str:11'fht out :>t once. He w:>s quite aware 
of. the g;·av1ty of the subject dealt with by the 
Brll, as 1t would touch upon two very import:>nt 
clauses of the Crown Lands Alien:>tion Act of 
1876, :>nd several other Acts-the R:>ilway Act, 

the Exch:>nge of Land Act, and others ; but if he 
did not think honestly that it was for the benefit 
of his constituents :>nd the colony at large 
he would not have attempted to introduce it. 
He believed it would afford great relief to the 
selectors, and it might he, as one of the news· 
papers of th:tt morning h:>d sitid, "the four·le:>ved 
sh:>mrock which would scatter bliss around." 
Th:>t w:>s ex:>ctly what he wanted to do. Twenty 
thonsand selections had been taken up in the 
colony since the Act of 1SG4 onwards, :>nd ont of 
those more than one·h:>lf had not been completed. 
He knew personally of many that had been 
thrown up from the inability of the selector to 
comply with the improvement :>nd other clauses, 
and who had thereby been ruined. 'rhe 1st 
clause in his proposed Bill was as follows:-

" For the purposes of this Act, the word ' family' shall 
include any two or more of the following m8mbrr:'i, 
namely :-Father, son. daughter, brother, sister. brother
in-law, .sister-in-law, son-in-law. and daughter-in-law." 
He might s:>y that since the Bill was in type his 
opinion on that point h:>d materi:>lly altered. It 
seemed too complic:>ted, and if the Bill was 
:>llowed to go into committee he would propose 
to strike out :>ll the words after the word 
" sister." If the words were retained, they 
n1ight go on (Ullibitnu~ ). and, perhaps, some hmi. 
members might want to ha Ye "mother-in·hw" 
included in the clause. He h:>d no intention of 
playing into the hands of l:>rge holders :>nd 
dummiers ; his object w:>s simply to benefit 
bonci .tide selectors. It lmd always been :1 matter 
of wonder to him why, in the Queensland lmHl 
laws, a m:>n's wife should not be included in his 
f:unily. .A single 1nan might take np Ho 111any 
acres of land, and :1 m:>rried man could not t:>ke 
up more. Such :1 system seemed to him to h:>ve 
an immoral tendency, which needed no expbn:>· 
tion. A good deal had been s:>id during recent 
deb:>tes about the bncll:>ws of America, and he 
h:>d bken the trouble to look up the l:>w in 
Americ:> on that particul:>r point. In a recent 
work c:tlled "Through the Light Continent " 
by Mr. \Villiam Sn,nnders, in the chapter heacl~d 
"L:>nd and L:>nd Laws," it w:>s st:>ted that-

.. After lands have 1Jccn surveyed they are proclaimed 
by the President as ready for sale by public auction. 
'l'hc upset price per acre isH: dollars, and they rarely 
yield more. Settlers filing claims have the first right 
to. purchase. Before it is sold the land is subject to 
private entry, but the squatter must take his chance iu 
respect to the lines of the survey coinciding with his 
claim, \Vhich is good for 160 acres (if a manied maw. 
or 80 acres (if single). Por a payment of 5 dollars down 
the purchaser gets an incontrovertible title, and five 
years in which to pay for the land. * * * In 
America the title to the land is fec-sirnple, and the pur
chaser has everything free from the sky to the l'eutre of 
the earth. There are no United l$tate~ taxcc;,; levied on 
land. As long as the fee is in the Fnited States the1·e 
are no taxes whatever." 
The simpler their laws were made the more 
likely they were to h:>ve settlement on the l:>nd; 
and in the States, as would be seen, there were 
no conditions. He :>dmitted th:>t the position 
of the two countries w:>s dissimibr, because there 
the land w:>s brought under cultiv:>tion, while 
here the squatter got :1 revenue from the land 
by other means. Clause 2 provided that-
. "Xotwithstanding anything to the (~ontra1T contained. 
111 the Crmrn I.ands A.lienation Act of 1876 and other 
Acts, it shall be hnvful for persons belonging to o11e 
family holding conditional purchases or homestead 
selections conterminous to each other, but not other
wise, to fultil the condition of residenne on any part of 
the conterminons sele{~tiousJ and sueh residm1cc shall 
be deemed sufficient as if carried out on ench individual 
selection." 
In subsection 4 of section 28 of the Crown 
L:>nds Alienation Act of 187G it was provided 
that-

" The lessee shall occupy the land continuousl\· and 
bmul.firlednringthe term of the lease; and such ·occu~ 
pation shall be by the continuous and boar/ fide re~i
dence on the land of the lessee himself.'J 
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A similar condition was made in the same Act 
with regard to homestead areas for the term of 
five years, and it was alw provided that the 
selector should during that term expend a sum 
at the rate of 10s. per acre in substantial and 
permanent improvements on the land. Section 50 
of the same Act provided that homestead selectors 
might select conterminous land only. His object 
was to extend that provision a little further. 
The only member of the House he had consulted 
<,m the subject was the hon. member for Dalby 
(Mr. Jessop). They were both new men, and 
probably undertook too much, for "Fools step 
m where ange)s fear to tread" ; but they thought 
th_ey were domg the right thing by their con· 
stituents, the majority of whom spent their lives 
on those selections. It was well known that the 
residence clause was a continual matter of 
troub~e in every part of the colony where 
selectron was permitted. The law allowed a 
young woman of ei'ghteen or twenty-one to take 
U_P a certain selection ; and to fulfil the concli
twns she might have to live two or three 
miles away from her family. In whatever way 
that was looked at it seemed immoral. If the girl 
was con~cientious enough to live on the selection 
away from her family, it was, to say the least, im
proper; and if she did not do so she had to commit 
pe;rjury or the selection would be forfeited. He 
wmhecl to make the law so that people could 
!~gaily,_ honestly, and uprightly fulfil the concli 
t!ons WI!hout bei!'g placed in so anomalous a posi
tton. H1s next nmghbour, l\1r. Andrew Patterson, 
took up a homestead selection next to a condi
tional selection; and, being a conscientiouR man 
he residecl upon it in a little hut for five years: 
That term expired about three months ago, 
a':d he (Mr. Allan) was present when his 
frtend b:n'st up his hut previous to return
mg to. hts own home. By the proposed clause 
& fanuly need not be split up and sent all 
about to fulfil the conditions for those condi
tions would be fulfilled by reslclin~ on any part 
of the conterminous selections. The word "con· 
tenninous" might appear slightly ambiguous, 
but he mea!'t. i~ to apply not only to selectiom 
actually ad]rmung each other, but even to cases 
where they were sej>arated by a river or a road. 
Clause 3 was as followed :-

~' Xot.J:nvithstanding anything to the contrary con
tamed 111 the Crown r~ancls Alienation Act of 1876 and 
other Acts, the erection of a substantial fence around the 
external boundaries of conterminous selections as afore
saW, held by the members of one fa.mily, shall be 
deemert. a ~ufficient condition to entitle the holders of 
the snid selection to a rertHieate of the fulfilment of 
the eondition of improvements on each indivi<lual selec
tion. subj~et to the condition of residence. as provided 
by the smd Acts or this Act, heing also fulfilled." 
In _the particular part of the country where he 
r~s1d:cl the land was very poor and unfit for cul
tivatiOn ; and it was so thickly timbered that 
the cost of clearing alone wouicl be enouuh to 
buy a proportionate amount of the best :rable 
land that was untimbered. 'rhe people around 
his own residence held from 2,000 to 8,000 acres. 
They were all men with families, and not one of 
them could afford to employ labour but did their 
work with their families only. It Zvas very hard 
that such men should be required to spend so 
nmch per acre upon improvements that were abso
lutely unneeded. Subsection 6 of clause 28 of the 
Crown Lands Alienation Act provided that-

" Th.e lessee shall, during the term of the lease, ex
pend 111 substantial and permanent improvements on 
the land n sum equnl to the amount of the whole of the 
purchase money thereof, but so that in no ease shall 
sucl1 sum exceecl the rate of 10s. per acre of such land." 

A similar condition was imposed on the home
stead selector by section 43 of the same Act 
Section 6 of the Crown Lands Alienation Act 
Amendment Act of 1879 provided that-

" The amount 1•eqnired to be expended by conditional 
purelmsers on exrhanged lands in substantial and per-

manent improvements shall be at the rate of 20s. per 
acre of such land, anything contained in the 6th sub
section of section 28 of the Ct·own Lands Alienation Act 
of 1876 to the contrary notwithstanding." 

That was the provision which the proposed 
section was intended to modify, and for many 
reasons it would be a remarkably good clause to 
pass. He did not want to take away from the 
Treasury receipts, but he wanted to induce 
people to settle on the land. When people were 
settled on land they would not go out of the 
country ; they would stay there and spend 
their money in improving it, when they had 
any. Under the existing law, while the selector 
was still struggling he had to spend his money 
on the land. Take the case of an ordinary 
selection of 640 acres : :Four miles of fencing 
at £40 a mile would be £160 ; improvements 
at the rate of 10s. per acre would be £320 ; 
and the cost of a hut, £40. That would leave 
the selector with £120 to spare, and with it he 
could put on the land 400 or 500 sheep. With 
the wool and the annual increase of his flock 
he would be able to carry on and pay his 
rent ; but under the last clause he had read 
that was not allowed. Supposing the selector 
to be worth £640, he was compelled to spend 
the whole of it, and more. A man must spend 
so much money on his land whether it was requi
site or not ; and he had seen a man erecting 
a clam, although he had plenty of water, simply 
to fulfil the requirements of the clause. It 
had sometimes been asked why the operation 
of the Bill should be restricted to fencing and 
not extended to cultivation ; but the answer to 
that was that the man could not well cultivate 
his land until he had fenced it in. Another 
objection urged was that the measure would 
only benefit the large selector, and small selectors 
would derive little or no advantage ; but that 
argument broke down when tested. It was said 
that a man having a selection of 320 acres re
quired to expend £160 to fence in his land and put 
up a hut upon it to live in ; but that presupposed 
that the selection was quite in the bush and had 
no frontage to any creek or river, whereas, as a 
matter of fact, the selector usually had some water 
frontage and received some assistance from his ad
joining neigh bonrs in sharing the expenses of fenc
ing. A large selector was often in a worse condi
tion than a smaller selector in a more favourable 
locality. In the district which he represented 
there were many men holding from 3,000 to 4,000 
acres who were in a position not nearly so good as 
others who held only 100 acres. On one occasion 
he had himself been offered 40,000 acres of free
hold land, fenced, improved, and provided with 
huts, at an average of 12s. 7~d. per acre; while 
at the same time land in some parts of Allora 
was worth from £5 to £8 an acre without a 
stick on it. The cases, therefore, were not 
analogous. It depended upon the judgment of 
the Minister for Lands what lands were thrown 
open, and at what time ; and it did not follow 
that a small selector was necessarily in a worse 
position than a large selector. The 4th sec
tion merely extended the benefit conferred on 
families by the 3rd section to any ordinary 
selector. He would not detain the House with 
any further remarks on the subject. Of course, 
many hon. members who conscientiously dis
agreed from him would state the reason for 
their objections to the measure. He hoped he 
had said sufficient to give the House a slight 
idea of the scope and intention of the Bill. If 
passed into law it would carry joy to 10,000 
homesteads in the colony, and show to the 
selectors that the Parliament and the country 
had clone their best to save them from a burden 
which, without benefiting the State, was hurting 
and crushing them. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (the Hon. P. 
Perkins) said the same question, with variations 
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of one kind and another, had been brought for 
ward f.;r discussion every session since he had 
been in Parliament. In 1878 the hrm. member 
for Fassifern had succeeded in passing a some
what similar measure to the present one, and the 
hon. members for Burnett and for llosewood had 
tried their hands since at Bills of the same 
nn,ture. The hon. member for Darling Downs 
was now determined to make another attempt. 
Since the subject was bst discussed the aspect 
of the question hn,d not changed in any way; if 
anything, the reasons for supporting a similar 
measure in forn1er years \Vere stronger now. The 
scope· of the measure introduced by the hon. 
member for Darling Downs differed somewhat 
materially from that of the Selectors Relief Bill 
of last session, and, as the hon.member expressed 
his willingness to submit to a considerable amend
ment of the Bill in committee, he (Mr. Perkins) 
was just as free as on the former occasion to 
promise his support. 'rhe Government would in 
the present case, as formerly, regard the question 
as an open one, and every member would take his 
own course. The 1neasure was not regarded a~ 
of sufficient importance to be made a party or 
Govern1nent measure, seeing that it was not a 
land Bill, and if passed would not disturb the 
financial arrangements of the country in any 
way. The Government did not consider the 
time had come to introduce a land Bill of a com
prehensive nature, the present facilities for the 
acquirement of land in the country being great 
enough. A conflict of opinion e'<isted, he knew, 
between some members of the Government and 
some of their supporters as to one or two clauses 
in the Land Bill. It was con8idered by some that 
the facilities for acquiring land were too great, and 
that the pn,rties who availed themselves of those 
facilities abused their opportunity. He did not, 
however, think that any Government would have 
the temerity to abolish that particular clause, 
and he had no notion of inviting his colleagues 
to do so. He could find no fault with the way 
in which the hon. member had introduced the 
measure, the hrm. member having no doubt had 
an extensive and varied experience nf the working 
of that clause; and he quite sympathised with 
the hon. member in his effort to relieve the small 
selectors in his own electorate and in other parts 
of the colony from the operation of the cruel 
clause complained of. At the time when the 
Acts of 1876 and 1869 were passed there was a 
great difficulty in getting employment, and the 
Legislature in passing those measures was, 
he believed, actuated by a desire to force 
those who availed themselves of the privileges 
of the Land Act to give employment to those 
who required it. Happily that state of things 
had passed away, and there was now no 
necessity to force employers to take more 
labour than they req aired, as anyone de
sirous of earning an honest day's wage.o.; could 
always get it without having his services forced 
upon anyone. For that reason, and because his 
experience taught him that it was preferable that 
a selector should spend his spare capital in buy
ing cattle and in other useful and beneficial 
ways, he for one considered the time had come 
when that provision of the Act shonld be re
pealed. The objection always raised was that 
such a measure would only benefit the large 
selector and not the small one. That argument 
was correct so far as it went. A selector of 3GO 
or 380 acres, however, derived no benefit from 
being allowed to make fencing a fulfilment of 
conditions. A selector of 320 acres spent £102 on 
fencing alone, and he could not properly ntilise 
his selection until that fence was put up. The hon. 
member for Darling Downs desired that, where 
several members of one family having ad joining 
selections put up a fence all round the selections, 
fencing should be regarded as a fulfilment of 
conditions. If the large selector derived any 

henefit from that provision, the small selector 
must derive a corresponding benefit. He (JHr. 
Perkins) had pointed out from time to time, 
especially during the dehate on the Immigration 
Bill, the dt,irability of allowing fan,ilies from 
the san1e nations to congregate together, and 
not forcing them to separate and seek fresh fields 
and pastures new. 'l'he only danger likely to 
arise was that the condition of residence might 
be evaded where the members of a family were 
numerous, and he should in committee draw the 
hon. member's attention more particularly to 
that point. The actual result of allowing the 
mode of fencing proposed would be a reduction of 
about 50 per cent. in the cost of fencing such selec
tions. Settlement had now been established 
on such a secure bn,sis that there was nu neces
sity to dictate to people how they should spend 
their money ; and it might be fairly assumed 
that those \vho took up land were going to fence 
it, and thn,t they were the best judges as to the 
way in which they would spend their spare 
caj}ital. Clause 3 would require some alteration 
and if the hon. member did not himself propose 
an arnendn1ent he ;.;hnnlLl rnake a :-mggestion in 
committee. Hon. members would no donbt 
vote according to their opinions, and if the Bill 
went to a division the llivision list wonld pro
bably be an extraordinary one. From his experi
ence and from conversation with selectors he w:ts 
con vi need that there had been a gro~.ving deFdre 
among all clas.seH of ;.;elector d, since the s ll bj ect was 
first introduced, that some relief in the proposed 
direction should be given. For that reason, with 
the reser1ation he had made, he should \'Ote for 
the Hecond reading. 

Mr. GROOM said he was quite prepared to 
give the hrm. member (Mr. Allan) every credit 
for being actuated by the best and most patriotic 
motives. The hon. member had not, however, 
perhaps thought out, in that intelligent way of 
which he was quite capable, the full effects 
which the Bill would have on the general land 
administration of the country. The hon. mem
ber must bear in mind, when he asked the House 
to revolutionise the entire land policy of th<e 
country in favour of a particula,r district-the 
granite ranges in the neighbourhood of Stan
thorpe-that the alteration would affect the entire 
colony-Past, west, north, and south. The hon. 
member could hardly have taken that into con
sideration in drafting the Bill. He (Mr. Groom) 
was one of those who thought that for a private 
member to introduce a Bill of that kind "as a 
direct interference with the duties of the Execn
ti ve. Any important alteration of the pn blic 
policy of the country should proceed from the 
Executive, and the House had almost invariahly 
been exceedingly jealous of any interferenee 
with ministerial arlministration. The Ministry 
accepted the responsibility of their own acts, an~! 
if any alteration of public policy were necessary 
they were the proper persr:ns to bring the pro
posals to effect that alteratiOn before the House. 
,Judging by a return from the Department of 
Lands for 1il81, which had been laid on the table, 
it would appear as thoug·h some contemplated 
amendment of the Land Act must have been 
under the consideration of the Government. 
The report contained an appendix giving the 
observations of the different land commissioners 
throughout the colony on the working of the Land 
Act. Before proceeding he would point out a 
very remarkable fact shown by the report. In 
the first place, the :Minister for Lands must have 
been under a misapprehension when he said that 
the reason why the conditions were imposed when 
the LalHl Act of 187G passed through the Rouse 
was that there was a scarqity of employment in 
the cnlony. The hon. grmtleman was quite in 
error in that &mpposition. The price of land up 
to 1868 had been fixed by the House at £1 pPr 
acre, and the Land Act of 18GS-of which an 
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hon. gentleman now on the Treasury benches was 
the author-reduced the price of the land to 
10s., but imposed a condition requiring that 
another 10s. per acre should be spent in im
provements, that expenditure being considered 
as part and parcel of the price of the land. 
ln 1876 that condition was re-imposed, ex
perience having proved it to be exceedingly 
beneficial. Had those conditions been very 
harsh and oppressive, retarding rather than 
encouraging settletnent, the figures in the return 
just laid on the table would show a very differ
ent state of affairs from what they did. Accord
ing to the report, there were in 1876, when the 
Act was passed, 132,415 acres selected under the 
homestead provisions, and 443,001 acres under 
conditional purchase ; in 1877 there were 7G,810 
acres selected under the homestead provisions, 
and792,459 acres under conditional purchase. In 
1879 there were 67,723 acres selected under home
steads, and 210,886 under conditional purchase. 
In 1880, 7fi,171 acres as homesteads and 350,9fl9 
conditionals. Now he came to 1881-and it 
must be borne in mind a Selectors Relief Bill 
was under the consideration of the House, 
and the country had every opportunity of 
jndging of the oppressive1iess of the ·Act, 
supposing it was oppressive ;-the retnrns for 
1881 showed these remarkable facts : that there 
were 105,G23 acres selected as homesteads and 
640,280 under conditional purchase, making a 
total of 7 45,~09 acres, or nearly double the 
quantity selected in any preceding year, not
withstanding what were called the oppressive and 
harsh conditions. Did those returns show that 
the people thought the conditions were harsh 
and oppressive? It was generally understood 
that where there was a cry for relief there was 
distress; but who was asking for that relief 
Bill? Were there any petitions lying on the 
hble of the House asking for the Bill? He did 
not know of any. 

An HONOGRA BLE MEMBER : Yes ; there is one. 
Mr. GROOM said he understood there was 

one from the sugar-planters of 1\Iackay, but 
none from selectors. As there had been one 
petition--

Mr. BA YNES : That is not the only one ; 
there was one last session. 

Mr. GROOM said he was speaking of the 
present session. As there had been one petition, 
he would just refer to the reports of the various 
commissioners on the working of the Land Act. 
Mr .• T. G. O'Connell, the Acting Land Commis
sioner for Mackay, reported as followed :-

" 'Vith regard to the working of 1 he Crown Lands 
Alienation Act of 1876 in this district, I beg leave to 
state that in my opinion it is most satisfactory. Settle
ment is on the increase, and is, generally speaking, of a 
bond fide character. Large areas continue to be applied 
for at the monthly land courts; sele(~tors as a rule 
evince a noteworthy readiness to fulfil the conditions 
imvosed by the Act; and they are without exception in 
a prosperous and well-to-do condition." 
It was very extraordinary, in the face of that 
report, that a petition should be presented to the 
House asking for relief for people who were in 
such an exceedingly prosperous and well-to-do 
condition. To proceed further : In a district in 
which there was probably the largest number of 
selectors, and where, he helieved, the conditions 
were as well carried out as probably in any other 
district-he alluded to Ipswich-there were last 
year GO applications for homestead outside areas ; 
187 homestead applications, repre.,enting 23,9G7 
acres ; and 51 conditional selections, represent
ing 19,234 acres. In no other portion of the 
colony had the drought during the last four or 
five years been so injurious as in the Moreton 
district, and yet Mr. Smith, the Land Commis
sioner, said:-

H The grea.t increase in the nmnlJer and area of selec
tions a!5 shmvn by the retttrns, and the general progTess 

of settlement throughout the district, may, I think, he 
aceepted as sntisfactory evidence that on the whole the 
Act is working smoothly and well." 

Some hon. members had been, he believed, 
invited to go to a place known as the Rose
wood Scrub-a familiar district to a great many 
members, and which, within the last ten years, 
was an almost impenetrable scrub, yet now there 
was a population of 4,000 settled down there ; 
the land had been put to exceedingly good use, 
and the district was as prosperous as they would 
find in any part of the colony. Did they find 
those men asking for that Bill ? No ; they did 
not hear a single word of complaint from them. 
In the district of Darling Downs, out of the 
commissioners' reports submitted to the Lands 
Department with regard to the working of the 
Land Act, the only one that made anything like 
a complaint was that by Mr. Hnme. And what 
was it:-

"I again beg to draw attention, as I have on previous 
occasions, to the fuet t.hat the present land laws are 
powerless to bring what are eommonly called' dmnnues' 
to jm:.tice. '!'hough acquiring lands by fraud an cl evasion 
has been carried on in the most flagrant manner, on no 
sing·Je occa~ion has a conviction ever been obtained." 

Although he was quite sure that the hon. 
gentleman in charge of the Bill die! not adnJ
cate or approve of dummyism-and he :-mid 
that because he should greatly regret if he 
uttered one word that would grate on his 
feelings-yet he was sure that the Bill would 
be a stronger incentive to dummyism, not only 
on the Darling Downs but in other parts of the 
colony, than any measure that had ever been 
introclncecl, and would do more mischief as far 
as dummyism was concerned than anything at
tempted under the present administration of the 
land laws. Mr. Giffin, the Acting Land Commis
sioner at Cardwell, had reported similar to 
others; and in fact, without being tedious at 
all, he would say that the whole of the com
missioners, with the exception of Mr. Hume, 
said that the working of the Act was satis
factory, and not one of them said that the 
selectors had complained of any harshness at 
all in carrying out its conditions. The Bill 
reminded him very much indeed, he was sorry 
to have to say, of a Bill that was introduced 
into the Victorian Parliament in 1867, known 
under the name of the Quieting of Titles Bill ; 
why it reminded him he would just inform 
the Hour.:e, becanRe the circumRtances were 
almost parallel. It was part of the provisions 
of the Victorian Land Act that when land 
was taken up there should be certain conditions 
attached to it. He took it that the Legislature 
there, in dealing with the public lands, had 
been exceedingly liberal as far as most areas 
were concerned, and one of the conditions im 
posed was improvements as part of the price of 
the land. In place of the Crown getting the 
money it was to be spent in improvements. One 
clause of the Act provided :-

"If any selector of an allotment in an agricultural 
area under this Act shall not, 'vi thin one year from the 
time of his having beeome the selector of the same, 
cultivate at least one acre out of every ten thereof, 
erect thereon a habitable dwelling, or enelm~e the sald 
allotment 'vith a substantial fence, he shall forfeit a 
penalty at the rate of 5s. for every acre eompri·~ed in 
such allotment." 

The only difference between the Queensland Act 
a,nd that was simply this-that in Queensland 
they dill not impose a penalty for non-fulfil
ment of conditions, but they forfeited the land ; 
and in Victoria a penalty of 5s. per acre was im
posecL Some of the lessees were of opinion that 
the conditions were arbitrary, could not be legally 
enforced, and they appealed to the Supreme Court. 
The result was that the Supreme Court concurred 
in the opinion held by the then Attorney
General, Mr. Higinbotham-one of the best 
lawyers in Australia--that the conditions must 
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be fulfilled, and that the Crown was perfectly 
justified in forfeiting the land if they were not 
fulfilled. They were not fulfilled, but a Bill was 
introrluced something similar to that now before 
the House. Mr. Grant, the then Minister for 
Lands, in speaking on the subject, used words that 
might be used by anyone opposing the Bill now 
ander consideration. He said :-

HIt is a social qnB~tion of the highest importancr, and 
one wlrieh atfeets very closely the mclllbcrs of this 
House. 'What are the objcet:-; of t.11e Bill? It is entitled 
'A Bill to quiet the title8 of se'.ectors of land under 
certificates,' hnt I am not aw.tre that any question 
involving· the title of lessees nndPr rnrtiticates has arisen 
whieh requires to be quieted. The true objeet of the 
measure is to relieve the members of a small, but a verv 
ri<'h and powerful, class from the obligations 'vhlch Hie 
law has imllOscd upon them-obligations which they 
ought to re~pect, and which the highest judicial tribnnal 
in the colony has decidecl they mu::;t fulfil." 

He did not think that he could use stronger 
words than those with regard to the Bill before 
them. Those who selected land did so with their 
eyes open ; they knew exactly the conditions 
under which the land was thrown open. That 
House had been consistent throughout on the 
subject. It had strenuously set its face against 
relief Bills from 1863 up to that moment, those 
1neasures ahnost invariably meeting with non
success. The only member who had been suc
cessful in passing a measure of that kind was the 
hon. member for Fa,sifern, in 1878; and he (::Ylr. 
Gromn)thought that the political confusion which 
prevailed in the House at that particular period 
had more to do with the success that attended 
the passing of the Bill than the intrinsic merits 
of the Bill itself. In 1880 they started with 
these conditions-that the payment for agricul
tural areas should be .£1 per acre, and a selector 
was entitled to take up not less than 40 acres and 
not more than 320. If within six months he 
commenced to improve and cultivate the same, 
then the Crown was in a position to give him a 
title. He had also the privilege of leasing an 
adjoining piece of ground, to the extent of 320 
acres, for fi 1-e years at 6d. per acre per annum, 
and if within eighteen months he fenced it with a 
substantial fence he applie<l for it and got it at 
£1 per acre. In 1863 the Agricultural Heserves 
Bill was passed, which provided that if twelve 
months from the date of selection the selector 
made a declaration that he had resided on it for 
six months, had cultivated not less than one
sixth, or fenced it in with a substanti~tl fence 
of not less than two rails, then the commissioner 
would certify that he had a right to get a certifi
cate. In 18GG they did away with the Agricul
tural Reserves Act of 1863 so far as to repeal the 
clause referring to residence and improvements. 
The Le:tsing Act of 1866 was ahout the most 
mischievous Act ever assented to by Parlia
ment, although at the time it was passed he 
did not think they saw the extent of the mis
chief that was likely to accrue from it. They 
knew that dnring the present session they had 
heard that 20,000 acres had been taken up under 
that Act; and 20,000 acres was but a drop in the 
bucket compared with the tens of thousands of 
acres that had been taken up under it. In that 
Act they repealed the 7th clause of the Agricul
tnral Reserves Act. But, to make matters worse, 
in 18G7 a new Government came into power, and 
though it only lasted sixty hours, in that short 
time it did more mischief than any other 
Government would have done in sixty years. 
It proclaimed Darling Downs one great agri
cultural reserve, and all thr< scrambling and 
squabbling then took place. And what took 
place in 18G8? "Why, all that had been abolished 
in 18G6 was re-established, and re-established by 
the hon. gentleman at the head of the Treasury 
benches. There was to be bmu[ fide and con
tinuous residence, and there was to be an expen
diture equal to 10s. per acre. He thought the 

hon. gentleman would bear him out in saying 
that that was the intention of the party he sup
ported at that time. In 1872 there was another 
change-Sir Arthur Palmer being then Premier 
and Mr. Thompson Minister for Lands. The 
homestead area was increased, and the price was 
increased from tid. to 1s. Gd. per acre for agri
cultural land, and 9d. for first and second-class 
pastoral land. There was to be continuous and 
bon<< .tide residence and 'tlso an expenditure of 
10s. per acre either by cultivating a portion of it 
or by putting up a substantial fence around the 
land. In 1876 the Land Act now in operation 
was passed : the price was reduced from 20s. to 
10s. per acre, and 10s. per acre had to be ex
pended in improvements. vVith regard to the 
conditions of the Act of 187G they had heard no 
complaints whatever. He had talked with a 
great many selectors on the Darling Downs with 
regard to the Bill, and he had found that they 
were of opinion that it would give very little 
relief at all. In dealing with a question of that 
kind, when the hon. gentleman spnkt> of the 
Homesteads Act of America he should have 
gone further than he did. It was perfectly true 
that every possible assistance was given in 
America for obtaining land, but he ought always 
to bear in mind what the conditions were in the 
United States and Canada. In fact, there was 
no British colony;-thcy could take ~ew Zea
land, South Australia, and Victoria ; he would 
speak of Xew South \Vales directly;-but what 
they would find conditions imposed upon those 
who selected land under liberal provisions. In 
America they had conditional homesteads for 
five years ; and all a man had to do was to 
put up a log hut and to bring fifteen acres 
under cultivation. That was also the law in 
Canada. In America, he was under the impres
sion that directly an immigmnt became a home
stead selector he became an American taxpayer. 
The Minister for \Vorks would bear him out in 
that. 

Mr. ALLAN: That is the case only if it is 
under the law of a particular State. As long as 
the fee-simple is obtained from the Government 
of the United States he has no taxes to pay. 

Mr. GROOM said he was prepared to submit to 
the hon. member's correction ; but he understood 
that immediately a man bec;cme a homestead 
selector he came under the land tax, and that a 
very heavy land tax was imposed. They might 
at the present time take a lesson from New 
South Wales, where a great deal of agitation 
was now going on. ]~ven in that colony son1e 
<]neer operations in land had lately taken place. 
He remembered reading not long ago of a large 
banking corporation who wanted a particnlar 
piece of ground. The manager of the station 
was instructed to apply for it ; but, prior to 
that, two decrepit old men, one aged sixty-nine 
years and the other seventy years, were sent to 
the particular district to make applications for 
the land in their own names. If the applications 
'vere not in the names of those men, it \vas 
singular that the names of the selectors should 
correspond with the names of those men. They 
also had knowledge of six or seven erysipelas 
hospital patients taking up land in the same 
colony. All travellers from Ipswich to vV arwick 
saw how the land had been alienated between 
Gowrie ,T unctio)l and Hendon. In place of 
20,000 or 30,000people being located on the laud, 
which might very well be the case, what did 
they see? Land lying waste, and a mere sheep
walk the whole of the distance ! Anyone could 
see that there must be something rotten in the 
land laws of the colony to allow those lands to 
be in the position they were, and that was 
only for a distance of fifty miles. When the 
railway was opened from Junee to Hay, in New 
South \Vales, a distance of 160 miles, the 
whole of the lands throng]) which the line passed 
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were found to be in the hands of fourteen indi
viduals; and those lands were described by wme 
of the people who went there·····some of the hrgest 
merchants in Syclney-as land better than which 
they had never seen. They were perfectly stag
gered when they ascerbinccl that it was in the 
hands of only fourteen persons. And how had 
that state of things been brought about? Simply 
because the conditions which the hon. memb,ir 
proposed to abolish had not been impmJell in the 
land laws of K ew South Vv ales. 

l\lr. ALLAX : They are all put up to auction. 
l\lr. GROOlVI: Xo. At the present moment 

the agitation was not confined to one particular 
part of New Routh \Vales, but was general ; 
and the people were con vincecl that there 
was something rotten in the land laws, and 
that there must be a change. Before six months 
were over a great change 'vould con1e over public 
opinion-it had begun already ; and that change 
would influence the Legislature in effecting a 
remedy. At the risk of being considered tedimlS 
he would read from a speech delh·ered by a 
member of the Kew South \Vales Parliament 
Mr. H. L. Heydon, a young solicitor and mem~ 
ber for the county of Argy le, and one of the 
numerous band of young Atmtralians who were 
coming to the front in New South \V n.les and 
finding their way into the Legislature. ' His 
reason for troubling the House was that what 
had been clone in New South vV ales would be 
intensified in Queensland under this Bill, simply 
because there was nothing like the land available 
iu Xew South \Vale' there was in Queensland. 
In describing the working of the land laws Mr. 
Heyclon said:-

"In 1871, 31.500 men held 8.610,000 acres of land in the 
colony. In 1880. :19,918 men held 22,7flO,OOO acres; but 
ont of that number of men there were 327 men who held 
more than the whole ~:H,500 men held ten years before. 
Because ·while in 1871 31,500 men held 8.500.000 aeres, in 
1880 327 men held 9,500,000. The next year was still 
more striking. In 1880, 39,918 men held 22)00.000 acres. 
rrhe next year 39,992 men-an increase of tt-hcld 
27.800,000 acres-an increase of over 5,000,000 aercs. 
And instead of 3~7 men holding 9.50,),000, 279 held 
12,000,000 acres. (Applause.) rrhis was equal to a third 
of the whole arra. of J<:uglaudand -wales, held by279men. 
People talked about the large overgrown cstatc1'l of the old 
country; but the condition of things here was far worse 
than it was in England. (Hear, hear.) In England 87·i 
o! .the largP.;t estates comprised only 9,000,000 acres, 
wh1le here 279 estates comprised 12.000,000 acres. And 
see the change that took place in one year. From 827 
men holding 9,000,000 acres, the figures ch:.tnged to 279 
men h~lding 12,000,000 aeres. If this thing \Vent ou for 
even i1ve years more, where would the colony be ;.J 

(~~Vphmse.J r:L'he~·e was no time for delay. (Apviause.·) 
1-\ lnle the quantlty of lnnd alienated increased in the 
one year 5,000,000 acres, the number of people who held 
~t only ~ncreased by 7J•. Practically, there was no 
Incre~tse 111 the number of people, and while there were 
5,000,000 acres going from the country it did not settle 
one man on the soil. 'rhat meant that by auction sales, 
by dummying, by the buying out of bnnd .fide men, the 
enormous overgrown capitalist had been sweeping away 
~:1~~~~~~~~~~,~en who had been trying to makes homes 

Now, what had been the practical result of this 
wholesale alienation of the land ? He would tell 
the House l\fr. Heyclon's researches, gathered 
from the Census returns ; and he must confess 
that when he read tl)e fignres he was rather 
startled himself, because he had always believed 
that free selection was doing marvellous thin~s 
for New South vV ales-settling a large populati<~n 
on the soil, and being the means of their becom
ing highly prosperous. He firmly believed that 
the more people were oettled on the soil the more 
pr<Osperous a country would become. But what 
did the Census returns of New South ·wales 
reveal? \Vhy, the extraordinary fact that there 
were more tenant farmers in New South \Vales 
than freehold farmers. ::VIr. Heydon said on 
that subject:-

~~The Census revealed that there were many more 
tenant farmers in Xew South Wales than freehollt 

fnrmers;. '"Pltere were 20,800 people returned as farmers 
in thi~ colo11y, of 1\'hom 21.30:) were tenants, aud only n 
mh;erahle 5.50t) werl' freehohl fariuers. 'l'he same thing 
wa~ true with regard to all the other industries of the 
soil. Take, for instanf',e, .gardener~ and nur..-;crymen, of 
whom there \VCTe only lOt freelwldcl'S, while l,7G4 were 
tenants. 'l'he sa.me thing held good as to vine-growing 
and to sug;n·-growing, so that the hulk of the people 
engaged in tho::;e pursuit;; were tenants to other men." 

And was it not bmentable that in a young 
country like Qneensland, when they knew that 
it had heen proposed to spend £160,000,000 of 
money in buying back the land from the land
lords in Irehtllll so as to esta.blish a peasant 
proprietary ;-was it not lamentable that they 
shonld attempt to perpetuate the very evil 
British statesmen were trying to obliterate? 1-l e 
did not want the colony to become like Xcw South 
\V ales. He die! not !{now whether the Queens
lane! Hegistrar·Gcneral had gone into the matter 
with such mim,tire as the Hegistrar-Geneml 
of New South \Vales, who had supplied the 
colony with figureR relating to the 'vorking of 
the land laws which were unanswerable. Even 
Sir .John Robertson, when waited on bv a depu· 
tation lately, was really unable to coinbat the 
arguments ; ami the only fact he communicated 
to the deputation was that a sum of no less than 
£:>0,000 had been forfeited to the Crown by 
persons attempting to dummy. That showed 
the extent of the evil, and he did not wonder at 
the indignation which followed Mr. Heyclon's 
exposure of the facts. That was how large 
areas had been acqnired in New Sonth \V ales, 
and how large areas would be acquired in 
Queensland if the Bill proposed pa.,;seJ int<> 
law. lVIr. Heyclon further snid :-

"There \Y<tR nnotheridca which the squatter~ hnd been 
very ~neeessfnl in spreading, and that was that the 
interior of the eolony was a perfePt Sahara, a desert: 
that a man conltl not live there without droughts and 
other ills occurring, Bntitwas aremarkahle thing that 
sheep liYed there, and that these men buy the land at a 
pound an acre as fast as ever they can. (Cheers.l Jt 
was not only with erysipelas patients that the Stlmttters 
dummiecl. He could speak of \vhat he had himself seen. 
In the morning you would see a venerable old gentleman 
in seedy ch)thes come np for a tot of rum, and in reply 
to your inquiries the lady of the house wonldsay,' "rhat 
a faithful old creature he is.' (Laughter.) Of conr~e, 
when he (J[r. Heydon) came to think over it. it was 
exceedingly useful to have people abont a station who 
had no objectionable independent qualities. (Cheers.) 
Such people as the old gentleman he had spoken of could 
not not do without the 'bo.s-s,' and thev could be used to 
dummy tive or six times over, as long. as the~' had their 
tot of rnm in the morning. 1.Langhter and cheers.) 
There was another advantage about this arrangement, 
and that was, it was not necessary that these 
gentlemen should reside on the dummy seleetious. 
He was riding along with two of his snpport.ers~011e a 
bit of a squatter, and the other a thorough seleetor
whcn they passed an extraordinary building about 10 
feet long, 5 feet broad, and 7 feet high, emnposecl 
entirely of corrugated iron. It 1md no fireplace, no 
chimney, no nothing. He asked what it was, and the 
selector replied with a laugh that it was an 'improve
ment'-(applause)-whilethe squatter. with a half-blush, 
said that 'it was right enough, that the land was for a 
deserving fellow of his who had been in the shearing 
shed.' (l-Iear, bear.) These improvements came in very 
useful, after the time had expired, for roofing in the 
shearing shed, or for making 'improvements' on other 
dummy selections, because the iron was as good as new 
afterwards. The sqmttter had the advantage of the 
selector in regard to dummying. \Vhcn the inspector 
of conditional purchases visited the district, the former 
was informed of the fact, in one way o-r another, aud 
had time to dig the grass out of the· floor of his 'im
provement,' and light a fire in it, and make the ph-we 
look smoky before the officer arrived. (Laughter and 
cheers.) On the other hand, the selector was generally 
away when the inspector came, and the conscJquence 
\vas that his selection was forfeited." 

The House could very well understand how it 
was that the lands of New South \V ales got 
into the hands of those men. In place of the 
yeomanry population that ought to have been 
settled there, the land was being occupied by a 
tenantry population ; and the proposed Bill 
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would bring about precisely tlw same thing in 
Queensland. Had it not even already com
menced? The hon. member (Mr. Allan) could 
not deny that in the district he represented the 
tenantry business had already started. M en 
were paying 10s. an acre as tenants, beca .. nse they 
were unable tn get the land they thought they 
ought to get in any other way ; and he cnnsidet·e<l 
that in a colony not a <Jmtrter of a century old 
it was the greatest burle,;<Jne they conk! ha\·e on 
land legislation for a system of tenantry to be 
already initiated. The facts quoted by iilr. 
Heydon to the colony of 1\ ew 1:-louth \V ales had 
aroused public opinion, and he (Mr. t+room) 
did not at all wonder that the Ministry of the 
day were compelled to come down ancl say in 
their Opening Speech that, in consequence of 
the discoveries Inade as far aH dum1nying war; 
concerned, it was their intention to introduce a 
new Bill. There WitS no doubt, from the facts 
<JIWted, that a new Bill wits needed ; but the 
very thing the hem. member proposed to abolish 
was the very thing Mr. Heydon said must be 
resorted to in order to prevent dmnmyiug. His 
\VordH were-

u The mo::;;t important tlitfere-nce, however, w;ts that 
in the other eolo11ks the settler lHHl to {'ttltlvate awl 
reside on the land.'' 

Those remarks, ~'le reporter Ritid, were received 
with cheers. \Vas.it not a parody, as it were, on 
the legislation of the colony to talk it bout itbolish
ing thm-;e conditions, while in an adjoining colony 
they were absolutely agititting to ha \'8 them im
posed to prevent the wholekitle alienation of lmHl 
in that colony? The best chtss of persons they 
could have in the colony was a dernocra.cy bonnd 
to the soil by the tie of propri~torship. Such a 
class would be the lmckboue of the country, 
and those were the men who, in times of difL
culty or danger, would ritlly to the defence of 
their homes and be a tower of strength to the 
Uovernment. They u .. ;ually itssociated the idea 
of relief with distress, itnd he had seen outside 
agitation in the colony. He had seen :~,000 men 
stitnding in a street of Brisbane, itnd the steitmer 
" J{ate "lying in the river opposite li-overnnrent 
House ready to take the (fovernor away in caHe 
of attitck. Those were the times when it might 
hitve been necessary to come to the House for a 
Relief Bill ; but what was the necessity for a 
Helief Bill now? Was it not a parody on the 
Opening Speech of the Ministers who had told the 
House and all the world tlmt the colony wits never 
111ore lJrm;perous than now, pnHH8SRing aB it did a 
surplus revenue of £24fi,OOO? \Vas it not strange 
that, in the face of that, when they had heen 
only a month in session, they shonld be asked to 
pass a Selectors Relief Bill? 

:Y[r. BA YNES : 'l'he present Act is a mere 
!::lhan). 

Mr. GR00;\1 said the hon. member might 
call the Act a sham as mnch a,; he pleased, bnt 
that had no effect on him (Mr. Uroom). The 
hon. member would soon have an opportunity of 
showing how it was a slmm. He did not think 
it wa,s a xhan1, and \vas prepared to give the 
gentleman who introduced the Act of 187G credit 
for having been actnitted by patriotic motives. 
They mig-ht differ on his cash price theory, but 
that gentlenmn yielded to none in thitt House or 
outside in a sincere desire to settle people on the 
lands of the colony, and he believed he lmd been 
successful. It was thitt gentleman's Act they 
were working underno,v, an{l the figures supplied 
by the Land,, Department showed that under 
that Act much settlement had been effected~ 
much to that gentleman's credit rather than to 
his dishonour. So that he did not think the 
hon. member's remark about the Act being a 
sham was borne out by facts ; and facts could 
not lie. The figures he refenetl to were snb-

stantial facts which could not be got over. He 
hoped the House would not consent to the 
second reading of the Bill ; if it did so it would 
open the floocl-gates to d.ummyisn1 wider than 
ever. The Land Commissioner on the Darling 
Downs was an acute gentlen1an, and when he 
wrote to the head of his department and ,aid 
he was utterly unable to stamp nut dummy
isnt, how would it he when the conditionR were 
abolished, an<! men were mmbled to take up 
laudH with ring fenceK? He had seen walking 
fences on the llitrling Downs, and he knew the 
injury they hitd done, and he had seen sham bnild
ingr3. It 'vas not ten day.s ago that he was aske(l 
to sign papers where sorne selectors applied for 
certificittes. He looked at the value of the 
improvements effected, and what struck him 
itS being very singnlitr WitS the fact that the 
how;;e, of ::-;ix of the nurnber 'vere put down at 
the value of£!) each. :Every hon. member knew 
what kind of hovel that would represent as " 
residence in itCcordance with the Act. Those 
were not !Jon<t .tide men, but men holding land 
for purposes of speculittion, intending to sell it 
as soon as they got their titles. That was nnt 
the settlement intended by th>tt House. The 
object of legislation shoulcl not be to encourage 
that gmuLling Rpirit in regard to land, but to 
encourage Kettlentent in the way it was done in 
Amerie:t, Cana<la, and in .1'\ew Zealand also, at 
the present time. Bnt, as he had said, the Bill 
porposed by the hem. gentleman (~Ir. All an) wouhl 
open the flood-gates of dummytsm to a great<or 
extent than they hitd ever witnessed before; it 
would reinstate the walking fences on the 1 )fu·
ling Downs and elsewhere which had itlreitrly 
cost so much to the colony, and no material 
benefit would accrue to the general classes of the 
community. To the small selector it could not 
l""·"ibly be of any benefit. 

:VIr. PERSSE: It can. 
Mr. GROO::VI said he defied the hon. member 

to show how it cr.uld. If it man selected forty 
or eighty acreR, and wanted to make a living tn1t 
of it, he must fence and cnlti1·ate it. \Yhat 
itdvantage would the Bill be to snch a persm1 ~ 
But it wonld be of itd vantag·e to another clitss--
men who had selected as much as 5,000 or G,OOO 
acre:-;, 

Mr. BA Yl'\:Ei) : They ca:mot do it. 

Mr. Cl ROO:Vf asked if the hem. gentleman hacl 
forgotten tlmt they conlcl select through their 
uncle;.;, consinR, a,nd a.nnts? 

:Mr. BA YNES : That is not the individual. 

:Mr. UROO::V[ said perhaJ" it was not the 
individual. The primary selector could not 
select so much, but he could get others to select 
for him ; and someone had to find the Citsh, 
The Bill1night gi \Te relief to Rnch n1en aK thosP. 
He did not know whether there were such men 
in the House, hut he knew there were such 
men in the colony, itnd they were the 
only men who were applying for the BilL 1! e 
thought he hitrl a right when the Bill was ask8d 
for to itddress to that House exactly the sitnJe 
words which Mr. Higinbotham addreRRed to 
the Victorian Parliament during the debate 
upon the Titles under Certificittes Bill. That 
gentleman sitid~" \Ve are asked to confer 
a boon upon a large nnn1her of penwn;.;. l;.; it 
unreasonable to itsk who they are?" He (JV[r. 
Groom) should like to know who were the people 
to be benefited under the Bill. \Yhere were 
the petitions emanating from the geneml public 
of the whole colony asking for the Bill? There 
had been only one ; and it had been said by the 
Land Commissioner itt J\1ackaythat the selectors 
there were the most prosperous class of people 
in the colony. \Vas that the clitss of persons to 
give relief to? He believed the hon. gentleman 
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(?lfr. Allan) conld not point out >Lny grounds for 
introducing the Bill. He knew the hon. gentle
nmn rlid not mean it to have the effect it would 
h;we; bnt it would have an effect injurious to 
the beHt interests of the colony. If there was 
>Lny need of such a measure the Government 
themselves should bring it down ; and the very 
fact that they had not done so was sufficient for 
him, and he thought shoulcl he sufficient for 
every hon. member of the Hmme, to say that the 
Bill was unnecessary and uncalled for. 

::\Ir. BLACK said the hon. member for Too
\vomn ba had expresHed extrmne a1naze1nent and 
a.~tunishment at his having presented a petition 
thatday--

l\Ir. GHOOM said perhaps the lwn. gentle
lHHll would l'ardon hint for interrupting hiin for 
a moment. He had intended tn conclude his 
remarks with an amendment, but he for,;ot it. 
If the House would permit him he would con
clude with an amendment. 

1\I r. PERS~E rose to a point of order. He 
did not think the hon. gentleman conld do so 
now. 

'rhe SPEAKEr,: I will put it to the Hon,;e. 
lloes the House consent to the hon. member for 
Toowomnba going on with his ainenchnent? 

::\Ir. PERSSE: I dissent. 

J\Ir. BLACK said he did not know what the 
rnles of the House were in a matter of that sort; 
hut he had not the least objection to sit ciown 
while the hon. member moved his amendment. 

The SPl~AKE!l: One hon. member object
ing, the an1endment canrwt be put. 

Mr. BLACK said the hon. gentleman (Mr. 
Uroorn) had n1ade a great tnista .. ke in referring to 
him. He no doubt had not done it intentionally, 
as, if he had been sitting near him (::\Ir. Black), 
he would have heard that the petition he pre
sented was not from the selectors of 1\Iaclmy 11t 
all. It was from selectors on the Johnstone 
Hiver. At the same time, he was quite prepare<! to 
"'!m it that if the necessity arose he would present 
a petition from the JUackay selectors, and he 
believed that he should h•we done it, but for 
:-3otne reason the selectors had not Hent hhn down a 
petition. The hon. gentlEman "~id that a relief 
Jn·esnpposed a distress; but " relief, in many 
cases, he considered might mean a more rapid 
<levelopment of the district. The arguments 
the hem. gentleman seemed to lay most stress 
upon were that because they had a certain Act 
they should adhere to that Act, and never amend 
it. The hon. member had spoken with consider
<tble ability, and no doubt had advantages which 
many hon. members did not possesb. The hon. 
member had a pair of scissors and a lot of news
p:cpers to clip extracts from, and had favonred 
theru with a large nurnber of very an1u::;ing anec
dotes; but as to the veracity of those anecdotes 
11nd the effect the;c should have upon the House 
he (Mr. Black) was not so sure. The hon. gentle
man seemed to think that a Selectors Relief 
Billrneant an encouragement to dtunrnying. 

Mr. GROOM: Hear, hear l 
Mr. BLACK said that if he thought it would 

have that effect he should decidedly oppose any 
SelectorsHelief Bill; hut he believed it would have 
quite a contmry effect to what the hun. member 
predicted, and for this reason: It wonlcl enable 
the selector to spend his own money to the best 
advantage, instead of being com pellcd to spend 
his small capital in improvements which were 
in many cases unreproductive. To show what 
he me:wt, he would take the inst>Lnce of a 
selector who had the maximum area ttllowetl of 
.),120 acres, atHl that was a pastoral selection_ 
.-\ccordiug to the present conditions that Gelector 

would have to Hpend £2,.)()0 in iruprnvmnentH ; 
hnt were he allowed tu fence it in he would re'luire 
only an ex1Jenditure of f-)01118 £.57(), leaving the 
bala.ncc of hiH cctpital to be inveHted in provding 
smuething upon which he could live after he had 
fenced in his selection. In the case of a pastoral 
selection, what possilJle reason could there be 
>Lc!VmlCed beyond the fact that it was in the Act, 
to say that ainanmust spend £2,5()0 befme he conld 
claim the certific:ote of fulfilment of conditions ? 
The money was not to be spent in reproductive 
works. If a man was told he was to spend it by 
putting stock npon the land he woulcl not object 
to it ; but he h;1d to speml it, and in many cases 
that mc>Lnt the ruin of the selector. It was 
owing to that, thnt after ba,ving frittered away 
his means, at the end of the three years when 
he g-ot his certificate he fell a prey to the land 
..... pecu}a,tor, or land :shark, who \VaH always on 
the lookout to get his selection from him. He 
maintnined that if the selector was only com
pelled to spend £,)7(j in fencing-, nnrl spent the 
haJance in purchasing stock, he would remain a 
.~elector and would be enabler] to support himself 
and his femily, :tnd would not be obliged as soon 
as he could to sell his selection to the laud specu
l>Ltor. That was n very serious objection to thA 
present Land .\et, and one reason why relief of 
some sort ,;hould be devised to prevent that sort of 
thing taking place. Among,;t other things the 
hon. gentleman referred to w:ts the report of the 
Fnder SecretarY for Public Lands cm the work 
of the Lands J5epartment. As a rule, he (Mr. 
Black) objected to quot>Ltions from other people's 
papers. It was a very easy thing for a mem
ber to get up in the House and to come fur
ni:-;hed \Vith extracts not e1nanating froru hb own 
brains. He then made a very lengthy speech, 
\Vhich appeared in Hamsard, and \Vas very often 
congratulated by his constituents upon his very 
long speech, as if it were of great credit to him. The 
reason he objected to it was that there were two 
sidm; to a question, and hon. gentlemen who 
qwJted from reports only quote<! that portion 
which suited their own particular case. 1\' otwith
standing hh; rernarks objecting to quotations, he 
would cjuote what :\lr. R .• T. i:imith, the Land 
Cmnmissioner of the l\'Ioreton district, said upon 
that very same subject. He said:-

" In a former report I recommended a short Act 
1·etaining the present pro\'i~ions as to expenditure, but 
~illowing the seleetor the Olltion of ~nh~titnting the 
fencing- in of the whole of his seleetion wJth a good 
and substantial fence as an equivalent." 

So that they had a land commis"ioner who 
wa" entirely in accord with the views of the hon. 
gentleman who brought in the Bill. Then a 
little further on there wa.-; >Ln extract from the 
report of :VIr. H. T. lVIacfarlane, Acting Land 
Commissioner at Tioilla. He said :-

"You will, I am snrc, be surprised at the small 
amount of land under cultivation at present leased. 
This. of course, to a great extent is o'ving to the excep~ 
tioually seYere season we have exveriencPd; but, inde
pendent of that, the lJCOJlle here do not seem inelined 
to follO\v agriculture as a means of livelihood, and the 
mnjorit:r of homt"~tead selet~tious in this district, I 
re~rd to say, are merely held as places to keep their 
cattle and giYe them a footing until they can get their 
title-Ueerls, when a great many of them sell, and in 
some instances, though rarely, apply for a fresh :selec
tion." 

\Vhen they found that the homestead selectors 
here who were able to ac<juire land under the 
most favourable conditions in the colony were 
only holding on until they got the right. to 
tran,fer or "ell it, what was the good of tallnng 
to the House about the yeoman class of the 
colony ? They should sit down until they could 
show "lww the selectors were to get a livelihood. 
Let them get the selectors where they could get 
"livelihood out of the land, and then they would 
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do some good; bnt where they found dis
tricts unable to support a farming population 
they R]wnltl n<'t try >end force thelll into 
th>tt channel. Let them get 1·itl of tlmt con
dition of inllJl'O\Til\ent, nnd if they eould not 
do anything else with the land let the htnd 
peclllatorf3 ~;et it, and they wonld fl(! .~l)lnething· 

with it which tho'e poor pe<>ple were 1mable to 
do. Jf e thought one reason ·why ~tll arnend
ment in the Land Act in the shape 'nggested 
by the hon. member for Dm·ling Downs wa,.; 
necessary was that the condition of improve
n1ents at the rate of 10s. an acre necessary 
for the fulfilment of conditions was never 
intended and could never have been held to 
:tpply to agricultural as well as pastoral lands. 
He hoped the Bill would get into committee in 
order that he might ha\'e an opportunity of 
suggesting 'm additional clause. The Selectors 
Helief Bill that he would suggest would be that 
the conrlition of 10s. an acre should still he 
retained in agricultural districts; but that in 
pastoral districts fencing should be substituted 
for it. It seemed to him unreasonable that land 
out of which a man could only make about b. 
an acre-that the selector who held such land 
should be compelled to fulfil the same amount 
of conditions as the agricultural fanner in the 
North was required to fulfil on htnd from 
which he made from £10 to £15 an acre. There
fore he thought it was quite compatible with 
a Bill of that sort that a second clause embody
ing his suggestion should he added, allowing 
the Northern agriculturist to secure his certifi
cate as soon as he had complied with the con
dition of expending 10s. on every ltcre. That 
'vas not asking too rr1uch, and it was the 
tendency of the petition he had presented that 
afternoon. It should be optional with the selec
tor to complete his conditions ltny time he liked, 
ltnd having completed them he could raL,e money 
on his selection. It wlts well known that tropi
cal agriculture was an industry requiring a 
greater amount of Cltpital than ordinary agri
culture; but that was no reason why a UmuZ 
;fide selector, hadng fulfilled all the con
ditions with the one exception about the three 
years' residence, should not be able to utilise 
his farm for three years. The House had that 
idea in view last year when it passed the Colonial 
Sugar Refining Company Act, and the hon. 
member for Toowoomba had said there was no 
precedent for the present Bill. He (Mr. Black} 
maintained there \Vae. The Sngar Company 
Act la>~t year was an exemplification of the 
bet. \Vhy should not the principles of that 
Act be extended to the present Bill? By the 
Act he had referred to, areas of land amounting 
to about 10,000 acres, belonging to eight or ten 
different selectors, were allowed to be em bodied 
in one. Thos<" selectors were actually allowed 
to sell their land before complying with the con
ditions, the company undertaking to relieve the 
selectors by fulfilling the conditions, :tnd at the 
same time undertaking to spend £200,000 on the 
land acquired before they got their certificate of 
fulfilment of conditions. He could, from his own 
knowledge, say that that had been one of the most 
Leneficial Acts ever passed in the House. Iu a dis
trict that at thnt time dirlnot support twenty men 
there were row 200 Europeans employed, without 
taking into consideration the tradesmen of the 
towns in var'ous parts of the colony who had 
benefited by the Act. \Vhen it could be shown 
that such an advantage had been derived he 
thought they were perfectly jnstified in suggest
ing a further improvement by passing another 
new Act which would extend the benefit of relief 
to the whole of the selectors of the colony. 
There was one point in the Bill now before the 
House that he could not help noticing~ namely, 
that the larger the selection the more unprofit· 

able the expenditure must neces~:trily be upon it, 
There was no reaR on that he could see why J Os. 
an acre :-Jwnld be dernanded for intprovernents 
on pastoral selection,, He n,g-reed that on Hmall 
:-:election~ it wa:-; not a bit too Inlwh, bnt on 
paHtor~tl He lectionH- to which he took it the :I:lill 
opecially referrcd~-it was nnprofitable t<J the 
,eJector, aml con,.;e<Jnently to the conntry. He 
had. noticed on :-;eYel'al occaRions tha.t the rema.rk 
h>td heen made that they should do all they 
l"msihly could to settle people on the land, and 
he 'I nite agreed with that ; but they could 
not do more th<tn settle them where they 
would be profitable. It was no use for the sake 
of mere sentiment settling people on the land 
for the mere sake of settling them. Unless they 
could be profitably employed it was worse than 
useless to attempt to settle them. \Vhat were 
they doing in the North to ltssist settlers? A 
man came out and they settled him on the land. 
He possessed, say, £300, snfficient to fulfil the 
conditions on 600 acres of land. They settled 
him on the land, but all the time he was there 
they kept dragging at him. They said, "Do not 
spend your money too r1uickly ; you have condi
tions to fulfil, but you cannot get yonr certificate 
for three yeltrs, and you will want your money 
for the support of yourself and family during 
that time." He said let that man fence in his 
selection, which he could do for about £200 ; let 
bim fulfil the conditions in twelve months if 
he liked, and then see how much better a posi
tion he would be in. The bond .tide selector 
should be protected, and if it was necessary 
to check dummying let them legislate specially 
for it; but the good, l10na .tide selector should not 
be kept back because dummying might be the 
result of any piec9 of legislation. He hoped 
tlmt when the Bill got into committee the hon. 
member in charge of it would allow him to 
add a further clause, such as he had suggested. 
Other hon. members proposing amendments 
having the same object might do the same; and 
he hoped between them they would be able to 
fntme an Act which would be useful and bene
ficial to every selector in the colony. 

Mr .• TESSOP said he thought that after the 
arguments brought forward in favour of the Bill 
it was almost unnecessary to say anything. If 
the Bill passed it would be a benefit to the 
selector ; and there was no doubt that where a 
selector was hampered with conditions that he 
could not fulfil, ~tnd they could relieve him with 
little difficulty, they would do him good and 
good to the country. The hon. member for 
Toowoomba had made a very forcible speech 
from his view of the Bill, and had stated that 
to bring in mnending Bills was useless ; but 
amending Bills hacl been continually introduced. 
A Bill was now before them to amend the Divi
siQnal Boards Act ; and Bills were often brought 
in to relieve other portions of the community. 
\Vhy, then, should not a Bill be brought in to 
relieve selectors? They knew the selectors were 
suffering from the conditions they had to fulfil. 
The arl vantages of the Bill were very great, and 
anyone who had lived in a district where there 
were a large number of selectors would see that 
the Bill would be a benefit. In his district 
there were a large number of selectors, and 
three-quarters of them had not completed their 
conditions. He knew very well that many 
selectors did not know about the condition of 
10s. an acre, and they found after a time they 
could not fulfil the conditions, and the result was 
that there were many forfeitures taking place 
every clay. It was only a shcn·t time since that 
he had sold a piece of land of 640 acres for £800. 
That land had been paid for at the rate of 
£1 an acre and all the conditions fulfilled, l1ut 
the owner had got into difficulties by borrowing 
money, and, the mortg~.gee foreclosing, he lost 
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all and' became insolvent. A great deal had 
been said a.bont offering induceJnent~:; to Vic
torian :tnd K CIV South vV ales selectors to come 
here. He had known a great many "·hn had 
corne to qnemu;land, and, having looked :tbout 
thetn n,nd rnade inquirieJ-;, went back again. 
They found that the land in most districts 
was not gnod eno11gh for agricultural p11rpqses, 
and the Reasons were not certain enoug-h for 
farming; in addition to that the nmonnt of 
111oney at their disposal was not enough tn enable 
them to take np grar,ing areas. He had known 
1nany rrten who would mu,ke good coloni:-:;b; co1ne 
here and go away again as he had bCLid. Hefer
ence had been made to large and small selectors, 
hut he maintained small selectors would be bene
fited a." much by the Bill as the hrge selectors. 
'rhe selector who took up 1,280 acres wanted 
very good land indeed to be able to make a living 
ont of it, but if he had a family he wanted very 
much more, and he had to work very hard to be 
able to live on 2,000 acres. A great many people 
did not care to select, being by no means certain 
tlmt they would be able to fulfil their conditions. 
vVhen the Immigration Bill was on the paper a 
week ortwoagohon. members opposite had a great 
deal to say about putting immigrants on the land, 
inducing them to settle, and giving them land 
orders. One hon. member-he believed it was 
the member for K orth Brisbane-said he would 
give the wife of an inimigrant a land order. But 
why should the wife of an immigrant have a land
order and the wife of a colonist not be able to 
select? Why should they pay for immigrants 
to come out to Queensland to earn a living
frow a country where they could not do a 
quarter as well, and where they were living 
on 10s. a week-and also pay for their families 
and give both husband and wife land orders, so 
that they might settle and take up land, and 
yet not give their old colonists any advantage? 
vVhy should they come and usurp the places of 
the old colonists-men who had lived in Queens
land for twenty years and fought the hard battle 
they had? Why should they, when better times 
came, give away that land to new con1ers who 
would not know how to utilise it when they got 
it? It was not right, when they had selectors 
in the colony who had been there so many 
years, and knew how to utilise the land, that 
they should not be allowed the same privileges. 
Because he was on the spot and had been pay
ing taxes for years was no r0,~son that he 
should be taxed to pay taxes on land that new 
arrivals could have for nothing. The selectors 
were very heavily taxed now, and he thought 
that 10s. per acre was a very good price for a 
pastoral man to pay, especially when he had to 
pay divisional board rates and marsupial rat<'' 
and other items in connection with his holding. If 
they compelled a selector to expend 10s. per acre 
in improvements on his land, it left the way open 
for a great deal of-he would not call it swin
dling, but it was tantamount to that. A man 
he met from Kew South v:Vales, who was 
talking about the matter, said he was very 
glad there was a Bill of that kind coming in, 
as he had known people in New South vVales 
who had had to fulfil such conditions actually 
making reservoirs on the top of sandhills and 
letting them at 4d. per yard, and they were 
valued by th0 Government agent at ls. per yard. 
The Bill had been introduced for the relief of 
people who were suffering, and he should cer
tainly have liked the hon. member for Dar!illg 
Downs to have gone a little further than he 
had. To encourage settlement he would allow 
children of twelve instead of eighteen years of age 
to select. Such an ad vantage would enable them 
to take up land, and the conditions could be 
fulfilled while the children \Vere receidng their 
education. In his own district t-here were 

scores and scores of selectors struggling along 
and bornnving money to carry on, and the 
result was that before the time lutd ex
ph·ed, or by the time they had become entitled 
tfl their certificates--three years-they were 
head and ears in del>t, and ha.d to sell out, 
and, as the hon. member fur ::\Iackay lmd said, 
the specnbtor, or the sqmctter, or the lar,:;e 
wealthy man, became the owner of that land. 
<her and over again that land got into the 
hands of land sharks :1nd never got out of them. 
J>'mther than that, if the Bill would at all 
injure the state of the Treasury, or if it tapped 
the Treasury in any way, either by dmwing 
out or stopping the inflow of money into it, 
he thought it would be wrong to bring it for
ward-especially for a private member to do so; 
but as the Treasury would not suffer, and the 
selector would gain, he thought that hon. mem
bers should support the Bill with all their power. 
It did the Treasury no good if the selector 
had to pay 10s. per acre on the ground, but 
it did the selector a good deal of harm. It drove 
him into debt, and he had to pay an exorbitant 
rate of interest if he went for money to the 
storekeeper, who had power to charge whatever 
he liked. The hon. member forToowoomba had 
been <J.uoting from various reports of land agents 
and land commissioners ; and, although the hon. 
member for iVIackay objected to <J.uotations, he 
(Mr. Jessop) would read a report of Mr. Tully's 
which had been quoted by the hon. Minister for 
Lands when the Improvements on Selections 
Bill was introduced by Mr. Persse in 1880. Mr. 
Tully said :-

<i The other papers which have been handed to me 
for perusal refer to the ditliculty of fulfilling the condi
tions on selection::; under the Crown Lands Alienation 
Act of 1876, where 10s. per acre has to be expended on 
eacll selection. Inuumy instances thi~ sum is in excess 
of the selector's requirements for ·working and utilising 
the la11d. It is clearly no advantage to the community 
that money should be uselessly expended by selectors 
on their holdings. It is very often the case that a selec
tor finds it diffienlt, through want of means. to erect 
'vhat may be considered necessary improvements, and 
in snch instances the additional exvenditure required 
by the Act is found to be a crushing burden. There is 
also the dissatisfaction of having to spend money without 
any remunerative result in prospect. The snbject is one 
that demands attention. As the Jaw stands, the condi
tion of expenr1iture is an imperative one. Tl1e t-'E'lector 
cannot olJtain his certificate without proving that he 
has spent the required amount. 

"So far as I can form an opinion, I believe that the 
fencing in of the land with a good substantial fence ls 
the best condition that can be enforced. That shoulrl 
b-e insisted on in all cases. 'l'he erection of any other 
improvements should be left to the discretion of the 
selector. He will be the best judge of what is neces
sary, and will be enabled thus to husband his resources 
insiead of wa~ting them on unremunerative CXllCtHli
ture." 

He thought that was about the strongest argu
ment they could place before that House for 
passing the Bill. That report came from, he 
supposed, one of the most practical and able 
men in the colony in land matters-Mr. Tully, 
the Under Secretary for Lands. He supposed 
that no man in the colony was better able to 
interpret their land laws, as he had reports from 
the various commissioners coming half-yearly or 
yearly, and therefore better understood the work 
ing of their Land Acts, and what was wanted 
by the people. vVhen a gentleman made a 
statement like thEct, he thought it was an argu
ment that might be safely brought forward ; and 
that report had been reiterated on several occa
sions. The residence on conterminons selections 
would be a very great boon to selectors. It was 
very hard that they should have to reside away 
in a house by themselves. He thought no hon, 
member would like his sisters or daughters or 
sons to be living in a house in the bush at a 
distance from anyone else. If _they did not do so 
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they would have to perjme themselve~ when they 
went before the connni:-;sinner to ask for their 
certificates ; and besides that they had not the 
advantage of being with ercch other and spending 
f::ocial eveningH together. He thonght it 'vould 
be quite sufficient if the external boundrtries of 
conterminal selections were fenced as provided 
in the 3rd clause, which said:-

,, Xotwithstanding anything to the contrary contained 
in the Crmvn Land.':' Alienation Act of 1876 and other Acts, 
the erection of a substantial fence around the ext erual 
boundaries of contcrminous seleetions as aforesaid, held 
by the members of one f:uuily, shall be deemed a sntfi
cicnt couditiou to entitle the holders of the said selec
tions to a certificate of the fulfilment of the comUtion 
of improvements on each incliYidnal seleetion, subject to 
the condition of rel'lidcnce as proYided by the said Acts 
or this Act. being also fulfilled." 

\Vhen there were three or four lllCJllbcrs of one 
amily selecting 1UO or 320 acres, or whatever 

it might be, one fence would be r1uite sufficient, 
and if they wanted to subdivide their land they 
were sure to fence for their convenience-not, 
perhaps, where the divisional fence would run, 
but that did not matter so long as they had the 
fence. Other hon. gentlemen had a great deal 
to say on the matter, and he thought there 
were many members who would probably explain 
the matter to the House a great deal better 
than he could. He wished that some hon. 
members living in Brisbane would go and 
stop with him a month and let him drive 
them round the country, as he had often under
taken to do, as he would show them that the 
Bill was necesRary. He could show them land 
tlmt had been lost, some that had been forfeited, 
other land that had been sold by the bailiff, and 
other land that had been closed on and sold on 
account of debt that holders had incurred in 
trying to fulfil the conditions. That was very 
hard. He had known many men in his district 
to work for four or five or even eight or ten years 
to save a little money so that they might make a 
start in life, as every man should do, and aJter 
struggling along through ~orne bad season they 
had to relinquish all their hopes and lose their 
money and labour besides. Some hon. gentlemen 
thought that it would not benefit the farmer--

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS of the Opposition: :i'\o. 

Mr. JESSOPsaidit would benefit every farmer. 
It was no reason that a man could not be a farmer 
because he had more than 80 or 120 acres of land. 
It was a great misfortune for selectors who had 
fulfilled their conditions that the Bill under dis
mJssion had not been brought forward far sooner. 
It did not depreciate the value of their land, 
and did not make it harder to sell ; therefore he 
maintained that a Bill of that kind would be a 
benefit to both large and small selectors. Refer
ring to large selectors, supposing a 1nan had 5,120 
acres, why should he be compelled to spend £2,580 
on it? In concluding his remarks on the question he 
wished to make a few observations with reference 
to the views expre.,sed by the hon. member for 
Mackay (Mr. Black) in regard to improvements. 
'l'hat hon. member said he would like to see a 
clause introduced that would allow selectors to 
complete their improvements if they liked within 
re shorter period ; and he would like to ask the 
hon. member if he would allow them to get their 
deeds if they completed their improvements, say, 
within six months? If they were not allowed 
to get their deeds, but only to bmrow money 
to crcrry out their ideas as regrcrded farming 
and what not, he did not see so much to 
object to in that ; but he should not like 
to see a clause introduced into the Bill thrct 
would ttllow a selector to complete his improve
n1ents within ;;ix or twelve nwnth~:J, and get 
his certificate, and then be allowed to select 
again. If such a thing were provided for it 
would have to be so worded that he should not 

be rcllowed to select again within three years, as 
was the case at the present time. Some hon. 
members had spoken about the proposed amend
me>~t of the law as being calcnhtted to assist 
dummying, but he looked upon it as just the 
very thing to prevent dummying. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: Oh! 
Mr. JESSOP: If anY member of that House 

would show him how· it would assist dum
mying, he should be very glad to withdraw 
all he had said in favour of the Bill. But 
he would want it shown so plainly that it 
could Le seen. He did not want a mere 
statement to that effect, but he w'mted facts. 
It was very easy for hon. members to ejacu
late "Oh, oh," but that did not show 
that the Bill would as'<ist dummying; and he 
maintained that it would prevent it, and at the 
;.;arne thne pl'ove of greater assistance to bona 
.fide settlement than any measure they had yet 
hrcd. The suggestion of the hon. member for 
Mackay with -regard to selectors getting their 
certificate.s within a shorter period would be 
very well if they were bound down to only 
borrowing money or transferring; bnt they 
should not be allowed to transfer and become 
free agents again. That would be no benefit 
at all, and would probably assist dummying 
to some extent. It would also keep men out 
of the power of wealthy speculators and land 
sharks-men who accumulated lands from the 
bad luck and misfortune of other people. 
There was no doubt a very great difference 
between the value of land in pastoral and in 
agricultural districts. For instance, there was a 
very small portion of pastoral lands, even with 
improYements, that was worth more than £2 per 
acre ; 'vhereaP 8ugar land and rich agricultural 
land in various districts wa' worth a great deal 
more-possibly from £10 to £20 per acre-and 
the returns per annum from those lands were at 
the same time very much greater. He had been 
informed on very good authority that sugar lands 
gave a net return of from £10 to £15 and £20 
an acre per annum ; while they all knew that if 
land in its natural state, with natural grasses, 
fed a sheep to the acre the year round it was 
extraordinary good land. At that rate, if any 
owner of sheep got 3s. 6d. or 4s. per acre per 
annum he would do verv well. Therefore he 
maintained that the proposed benefit should 
be allowed to the holders of pastoral lands as 
well as to people holding agricultural lands. 
Though the areas might be a little larger they 
had considerably more to pay than homestead 
selectors-they did not reap the same benefit, 
and the land was not so good by far. He defied 
anyone to take up 4,000 or 5,000 acres without 
getting in it a considerable quantity of scrub, 
sandy ridges, or swamps, or other land that 
would be perfectly useless; and he had never yet 
found anyone who had been able to grow cattle 
with a profit on freehold land. One thing he 
wished to call the attention of the House to, and 
that was that in advocating the Bill he was 
doing so entirely as a free agent. The hon. 
member for Toowoomba had told them that 
there had been nothing brought forward in 
the shape of petitions to encourage the House to 
pass the Bill. But it must be remembered that 
it had been before the House on former occasions, 
and that the hon. member for Burnett brought 
in a petition in its favour last year; the hon. 
member for Mackay did the same that day; the 
hon. member for :B'assifern had also done so ; and 
his (Mr. J essop's) constituents had asked him if 
they should send in a petition, and he told them 
he did not think it wrcs necessary. If it was a 
matter of can Yassing for petitions, he was sure 
there was hardly a member of the House who 
would not have had ~trong and influentially 
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signed petitions to present. Possibly there were 
members in the House who did not care 
whether selectors were left to sink or swim · 
but he thought it was the duty of any mem: 
ber, representing selectors or anything outside 
Queen street, to consider their interests as well 
as the interests of others. If the Bill passed 
there was no doubt that it would be a ureat 
reliefto thousands. Thousands of people ~vere 
now lying J:ack, waitir~g for the passing of the Bill. 
He could grve names rf he chose, of townspeople 
as well as country people. He h>td a list of all 
the selectors in his district who had their 
certificates and of those who had not, and he 
fou:'d. that the lat.ter were in a very large 
ma]<mty. If the Brll was passed it would do 
~way with the waste of capital in unnecessary 
rmprovements, and prPvent the selector from 
being made the prey of land speculators. He 
hoped the House would 11llow the Bill to O'CJ into 
Committee, where, with some alterati~ns it 
might easily be made into a good and work~ble 
Ineasure. 

Mr. HORWITZ s>tid that as the junior mem
ber for the Darling Downs had brmwht the Bill 
before the House, it was his {::vir~ Horwitz') 
duty to m:1ke a few remarks upon it. He was 
:1t a loss to know why th@ Bill had been intro
duced by the hon. member. The hon. member 
said he represented the D:1rling Downs and that 
the measure was required there. He ~ould tell 
the House th~t Nothing of the sort was required 
on the Darlmg Downs, nor in the district of 
Allora. He had lived in that district much 
longer th:1n the junior member for the Darlin~ 
Downs, and not a single selector had ever told 
him that he wanted relief from the Govern
ment. The misfortune of the Darling Downs 
;vas that al! the land had been given away 
m areas whrch were far too large. If all the 
land could be resumed and settled in smaller 
areas, it would be the greatest blessinO' that could 
happen to the district. Are>ts of lGO to 300 acres 
would be quite large enough. The hon. member 
had referred to a selector named P:1tterson. He 
(l\Ir. Horwitz) had known Mr. Patterson, and he 
could say of him that he was a very "Ood selector 
»nd all his selections were paid i'o;'. Nearly all 
the land where the hon. member lived was free
hold, and the settlers there had no reason to 
complain. He was at a loss to know why the 
hon. member should ask for relief to selectors fur 
all. the selections were fenced in, nearly :1ll \~ere 
p:11d for, and most of the selectors had "Ot 
their deeds. They required no relief. 'What 
was the hon. member's object ? H>t<l he himself 
taken up sugar land, and come down to the 
House to ask to be relieved from the conditions? 
He (Mr. Horwitz) had some land which he did 
not t~ke up from the Crown, and was parting 
wrth rt on terms much easier than those offered 
by the Government. It would be as well if the 
Government offered lane! for settlement on his 
terms-namely, no payment for the first two 
years, and after two years to pay the first 
year's rent. \Vh>tt they wanted on 'the Downs 
was more land and closer settlement »nd that 
?ould b: achieved if the Government w~uld bring 
m a Brll founded on the motion which the late 
member for Darling Downs (:V[r. Kates) intro
duced last ye:1r. He was also surprised that the 
hon. member (Mr. Allan) had brouo·ht such " 
motion forward without consulting l~irn, as he 
ought to have done if he expected to get his sup
port. He need only tell the hon. member that 
he should oppose his motion. 

Mr. PRIC:E said that while travelling in his 
electorate he had been asked to support certain 
clauses of the Bill. As he should like to see the 
prin.ciple introduced, he intended to support the 
motwn, for, with a little alteration in committee 
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the Bill would be satisf»ctory to the f>trmers in 
his electorate. 

Mr. KORTON said he did not intend to say 
much about the Bill, for it was one of those the 
scope of which was very limited ; and if they 
were to discuss at length every land question 
that w>ts raised they would have to sit there till 
Doomsday. He h:1d listened to the remarks of 
the hon. member (Mr. Groom) with much plea
sure ; and, »lthough some might feel inclined to 
doubt the statements made by the hon. member 
with regard to the state of affairs in New South 
Wales, he (Mr. Norton) believed they were true 
from what he had himself seen and heard in 
that colony. The hon. member spoke of the 
way in which the ev»sion of conditions was 
managed. He might tell hon. members one way 
in which that wa.s done. A selector took up land 
and, as he was supposed to reside there, erected 
a hut upon it. Every now and then the inspec
tor had to pass through the district to see 
whether the selections were resided upon or not. 
The selector generally got wind as to the time 
at which the visit would be made, and he went 
up beforehand, taking with him his dog and a 
cock and two or three hens. '.rhen he swept the 
hut and lit a fire in front of it. The fire 
was kept burning. When the inspector got there 
he found the door of the hut locked, and he 
could not enter; but on looking around he saw 
evidences of habitation, for there was the man's 
dog tied up, »nd his fowls running about, show
ing that he was fulfilling the conditions of the Act. 
The inspector then went :1way and, although he 
h>td not actually seen the man, he concluded 
that the man had been living on his selection 
and made his re]Jort accordingly. Thev had every 
reason to believe that many of the "st>ttements 
made by the hon. member were ahsolutely 
correct, especially with regard to the erysipelas 
cases. That all tended to show that in New 
South Wales there were many ways of evading 
the Land Act. The hon. member then went 
further, and showed that evasions of the Act had 
taken place in Queensland also. He stated that 
he had seen wh>tt he c>tlled the "walking fence" 
and the "travelling hut''; at any rate, he told 
them that quite recently he was asked to witness 
some papers with regard to fulfilment of condi
tions, and he found that the v>tlne of the hut 
was about £5. The inference from that was 
th»t a man who intended to reside on his selec
tion would not live in a hut which was only worth 
£5. All that tended to prove that, however strin
gent the conditions were, dummying could not be 
prevented. There were even many men who 
were strictly conscientious and honoumble in 
other things who thought they had a right to get 
the better of the Government where land was 
concerned, and with th:1t idea evaded the condi
tions of the law. Th>tt was all that hon. 
member's argument tended to prove. Although 
he (Mr. N orton) listened to the hon. member 
with great interest, he had come to an entirely 
opposite conclusion. The hon. member also read 
statistics to show that a very large number of 
the farmers of New South \V>tles were not free
holders, but tenants. He did not think th>tt had 
much to do with the m:1tter, for the cause was 
easily explained. Hon. members knew that 
m»ny years ago all the best lands of that colony 
were sold or granted. The best lands in the 
Hunter, the Hawkesbury, and the Illaw:1rra 
districts were taken up many years ago, and 
ceased to be Crown lands long before the Land 
Act came into force. Those were the best 
agricultural lands in the colony, and farmers 
were willing to give a very high rent indeed 
for land in those districts rather than go further 
away and select land of their own-not, 
perhaps, quite so good-in other parts of the 
colony where they were not so near a market, 
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where the means of getting to market were not 
so easy, and where the population was much 
more limited. That accounted for the fact that 
many of those farmers were tenants and not 
freeholders. Even on the Hawkesbury River, 
where floods took place two or three times 
in a season, where men had to leave their 
houses time after time and year after year, and 
where their crops were often swept away three 
seasons in succession, the lands there were 
greatly sought after by farmers, who were willing 
to give a very large rent for them rather than go 
back and take up land of their own. All those best 
lands were, as he had said, parted with by the 
Crown, chiefly in the shape of grants, and many 
years before the Land Act came into force and 
enabled people to take up land for themselves. 
Some few years ago the farmers and millers of 
Maitland were sending grain and flour to Tarn
worth, and thence to Armidale, a distance of 
seventy-five miles, and were there underselling 
the millers who were grinding corn grown on the 
spot. Owing to the richness of the lands in the 
Hunter district, the storekeepers of Armidale 
were able to supply stations with flour from 
Maitland at a lower rate than they could sell 
flour grown on the spot. There were just two 
points in the Bill that should be referred to-the 
provision to make a surrounding fence a sufficient 
Improvement, and that relating to conterminous 
selections. He hadalwayshelditto bethegreatest 
possible mistake to compel a man to spend more 
money in improving his selection than he wished 
to spend. The provision was simply an induce
ment to the selector to do wrong, and it pro
hibited him from taking up more than a certain 
quantity of land. The honourable man who was 
strictly conscientious would spend the money, 
and be thereby placed at a disadvantage as com
pared with the man who was not inclined to be 
straightforward. Apart from that consideration, 
it also had the effect of locking up the capital 
of the man who spent money on his selection 
which he might have turned to better account 
in another way; and it prevented £ome good 
men from taking up selections at all. Many 
persons considered that the actual cash price 
was quite enough in itself for the land, and it 
was only by keeping a certain class of stock that 
they were able to make the selection pay. Rather 
than pay a further sum by way of improvements 
they would refrain from taking up a selection 
altogether, and that was one of the reasons 
why he had always opposed the provision which 
compelled men to spend a certain amount on 
improvement. The subject of conterminous 
selections had not been brought under his notice 
before, but he could see that in many cases the 
proposed provisions would be a very great ad
vantage. A very intimate friend of his in New 
South Wales, who had a family of sons growing 
up, was impressed, like many others, with the 
idea that it was necessary to take up as much 
land as possible in the place where he resided. 
Under the old system anyone who desired to 
buy land might have it put up to auction by 
making an application describing the land and 
paying a deposit of 6d. per acre, and then, if 
unopposed, he took it at the upset price or else 
forfeited the sum deposited. Having bought a 
good deal in that way he saw that he was 
placed at a disadvantage in paying £1 per acre 
cash when the land could be taken up on easier 
terms, and, therefore, as his sons came of age 
they each took up selections. They were prac
tically all one family ; but all the selections had 
to be improved and provided with buildings, and 
the sons who were out working all thA day went 
back to sleep in their own huts at night. Would 
it not have been much better for themselves and 
for the country if, instead of sleeping in lonely 
huts, they could have stayed under their parents' 

roof and spent pleasant and improving evenings ? 
In the same neighbourhood he had seen cases of 
selections taken up by both sons and daughters 
where the provisions of the Act were palpably 
evaded. In one instance daughters were allowed 
to take up selections, and two of them would some
times go out and sleep in a hut by themselves. That 
was not entirely the fault of the Act, because 
the parents need not have allowed it ; but it 
was abominable that such a state of things should 
be allowed to exist. There was, however, such 
a greed of land, and such a dread that all the 
land around the homestead would be taken up, 
that selectors would in many cases allow 
their daughters to take up land in order that it 
might be secured to them. He was therefore 
inclined to regard this clause more favourably 
than he should have under ordinary circumstances. 
Of course, as the hon. member (Mr. Groom) ob· 
served, theselectorknewthecondition10uponwhich 
he obtained the land, and there was no excuse 
for evading the law ; but the fact remained that 
the law was evaded, and that however stringent 
the provisions might be made some persons 
would always succeed in evading them. There 
was one thing more the hon. member (Mr. 
Groom) might have said, and he would say it 
for the hon member. The hon. member ad
mitted that the conditions of the Land Act were 
evaded, and objected to this Bill as one that 
would enable them to be evaded more readily ; 
and yet on a recent occasion the hon. member 
was found supporting in the House a proposi
tion to give a grant of land to a gentleman who 
had failed in securing to himself land which he 
sought to obtain by unlawful means. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said the way in which the 
sufferings of the selectors had been described by 
hon. members on the other side was truly 
astonishing. He failed, however, to see where 
the suffering and hardship came in. To the 
bona fide farmer of 160 or 320 acres the Bill 
would bring no relief. In the case of a selection 
of 160 acres, the condition of spending 10s. 
per acre on improvements was satisfied by the 
fencing which was necessary in order that the 
farm might be cultivated successfully. But in 
the case of a selection of 5,000 acres, or eight 
square miles, the necessary amount of fencing 
would only amount to about 2s. per acre ; 
and that was the case where the relief 
would come in, if that amount of fencing 
were deemed a sufficient improvement. lt 
was the large selectors who were anxious 
to evade the spirit of the land laws. In
stead of settling the people on the land they 
wished to settle the land in much the same 
manner as a pugilist settled his opponent-by 
knocking him down. The Darling Downs was 
cursed for centuries to come, unless some man 
boldly crushed the evil or a revolution removed 
it. Land grabbing was the besetting sin of land 
law.~, not in this colony only, but over the whole 
of Australia, and nothing had done more injury 
to both the pastoral and the farming interests. 
No sooner was a district thrown open than the 
speculators got hold of all the best land, and the 
real selector had to be satisfied with land that was 
not good enough for the land grabber ; and 
then another district had to be thrown open, dis
turbing another pastoral tenant. Had the land 
from the beginning been taken up in small areas 
by bona fide farmers, settlement might have gone 
on hand-in-hand with pastoral pursuits with
out unduly disturbing the pastoral tenants. 
More or less of the land laws had been framed 
with the object of preventing the accumulation 
of large estates. The Bill was clearly one to 
facilitate land-grabbing of the grossest kind; 
in fact, the more he looked at it the more con
vinced was he that the title of the Bill was 
entirely wrong. It should have been a Bill to 
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· relieve dummies from the inconvenience of having 
to evade the law or commit perjury, or do any
thing else that was inconvenient. In the Rose
wood district there was a large number of 
selectors, but he had never heard that they 
required a Bill of that kind. Why should a 
whole family be allowed to select land if the 
head of the family did so? That would cause 
an evasion of the iaws, and prevent the exten
sion of settlement. To compare the land laws 
of Queensland to the land lmV8 of America 
was, in his opinion, scarcely fair because in 
America the settlers had to pay school and 
other rates, and the local taxation was so heavy 
that they had not the same inducements to go on 
the land as they would have here. How hon. 
members could vote for the Bill was to him 
utterly incomprehensible. He thought it was a 
Bill giving a premium to dummies. 

Mr. RUTLEDGE said that, like the hon. 
member for Port Curtis, he had listened to the 
speech of the hon. member for Toowoomba with 
great interest and pleasure. It struck him that 
nothing could be better than the matter and the 
manner of that speech. He was sorry he could 
not congratulate the hon. member for Mackay 
on having exhibited the same delicacy of taste 
which had characterised the speech of the hon. 
member for Toowoomba. If a younger man, 
though an older member of that House than 
the hon. member for Mackay might be per
mitted to offer him a little friendly counsel, he 
(Mr. Rutledge) would suggest that on future 
occasions when he undertook the duty· of criti
cising speeches he would do it in a less offen
sive way. The hon. member had exhibited 
a tendency to be exceedingly dictatorial. When
ever he had thought it necessary to criti
cise the speeches of hon. members on the 
Opposition side of the House he had assumed 
a tone, perhaps unintentionally, which was con
sidered to be very offensive. The hon. gentle
man at the commencement of the session had 
occasion to find fault with something he (Mr. 
Rutledge) said; and in criticising the remarks 
of the hon. member for Oxley he had travelled 
a good deal out of his way. To call an hon. 
member "thickheaded" and " grossly stupid" 
was not in keeping with the character the hon. 
gentleman bore. 

Mr. BLACK, in explanation, said he never 
accused the hem. member for Oxley of being 
thickheaded ; it was the junior member for 
Enoggera to whom he referred. 

Mr. RUTLEDGE said that he had spoken to 
the hon. member privately about it, and the 
lion. member had told him that he withdrew 
anything he said in reference to him that might be 
considered personally objectic'nable. He had not 
thought that "thickheaded" referred to himself, 
bnt he could assure the hon. member that he re
garded his censure as lightly as he esteemed his 
compliments. It was a well-known fact that the 
hon. member had been studiously offensive to 
the hon. member for Oxley at the time to which 
he alluded. The fact that the hon. member for 
Toowoomba spoke so well had led the hon. mem
ber for Mackay to make the assertion that the 
hon. member, through having had access to news
papers and using scissors, had made up a speech 
so that he might gain the applause of the ignobile 
vulgus, who would think it a fine speech because 
it was long. He, a very young member, had 
without the slightest provocation spoken offen
sively to a gentleman who had had very large 
experience in that House, and had been con
nected with it since the inauguration of res
ponsible government in the colony. In future, 
if the hon. member used language which he 
(Mr. Rutledo-e) regarded as studiously offen
sive, he woufd always be repaid with interest. 

The hon. gentleman had talked about a petition. 
The hon. member forToowoomba said that there 
were no petitions in favour of the Bill before the 
House ; and the hon. member for Mackay inter· 
jected that there was one, and he had contended 
that because of that one the Bill was justifiable. 
Now, he (Mr. Rutledge) had looked into that 
petition, and what had he found? He found 
that there were fifteen names attached to it, 
and that out of those fifteen no less than eleven 
were residents of Brisbane. There they had a 
gentleman who was so much opposed to Queen· 
street influence presenting a petition signed by 
eleven Brisbane residents out of a total of 
fifteen, and those eleven had selected 13,520 
acres on the J ohnstone River ; therefore, because 
some Brisbane capitalists had selections on the 
Johnstone River, the House was asked to 
pass a Bill to relieve the struggling selectors 
throughout the colony. He had, with other 
hon. members, an objection to any private 
member attempting to alter the land laws. 
It was pointed out by hon. members on a pre
vious occasion when a Bill similar to the present 
was before them, that if such a measure was neces
sary it ought to be brought in by the Govern
ment-it should not be done by a private 
member. In the early part of the existence of 
the pre~ent Parliament the hon. member for 
Fassifern and, later, the hon. member for Bur
nett-neither of whom could be 1·egarded as 
uninftuential members- had brought forward 
measures of a similar character; the present one 
perhaps went a little further. If those two hon. 
gentleman were not successful in inducing the 
House to regard with favour a proposal of that 
kind, thehon. member for Darling Downs-though 
he deserved every credit for the zeal he had 
displayed in advocating the cause-could hardly 
expect to be successful. The hon. member for 
Maclmy had said a great deal with regard to the 
necessity for the Bill for those who had selected 
5,120 acres, and who were not able to complete 
the improvements required, through not having 
sufficient capital to carry on. He did not know 
why the hon. gentleman confined his illustrations 
to selectors of that class, or why he did not say a 
single word about the homestead selectors, who 
clearly deserved consideration. If men who 
launched out to the extent of taking up 5,120 
acres found that they could not carry out the 
conditions, they ought to be less ambitious, 
and confine their operations to selections of a 
less extensive character. Why, because such 
men chose to cripple their resources, was that 
House to be asked to inaugurate a measure for 
their special benefit? How could the Bill 
benefit the homestead selectors? A homestead 
selector, who took up 160 acres, was not likely to 
derive the slightest advantage, because it was 
necessary for him at the outset to fulfil the con
ditions of improvements. The first thing he had 
to do was to was to fence in his property, and then, 
unlike the large conditional purchaser, before 
he could turn the land to any account he had to 
bnild a house ; he had to launch ont into a good 
deal of expense before he could make the land 
remunerative. Seeing, therefore, that the Bill 
would not benefit the homestead selector, he 
could not see how they conld put the homestead 
selector in it. The hon. member for Maclmy
he was obliged to refer to the hon. member, 
because the very many arguments used by the 
hon. member in favour of the Bill had struck 
him most-had referred to the excellent work 
done by the Colonial Sngar Company, for 
whom a Bill was passed last year to enable 
selectors to transfer their land to the com
pany. He had spoken of the fact that since 
that time no less than 200 Europeans had found 
employment under the auspices of the company. 
Now, he (Mr. Rutledge) was one of those who 
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raised their voices against the company's Bill, 
because it inaugurated precisely that precedent 
which the hon. member for Mackay now wished 
the House to follow. Because 200 Europeans 
had found employment, was that any reason in 
favour of the present Bill? He thought that the 
score or so of families who might have been 
settled on the land would have been of 
greater ad vantage to the colony than ten 
times the number of men who found employment 
at wages. They wanted a large number of Euro
peans who had homes of their own, and who 
were settled and rooted to the soil, and not men 
who might be merely engaged for the crushing 
season and then sent adrift. If they were to pass 
a measure of relief of that kind the precedent 
would have to be followed up. On the J ohnstone 
River, as he had stated, eleven Brisbane residents 
had selections, and the next thing would be that 
a Bill would be brought in to enable a company 
of capitalists to obtain the transfer of that land 
in order that they might employ 200 Europeans 
on it. Where was that kind of thing to end? 
One would think, from talking so much about the 
necessity for relief, that the colony was in a most 
impoverished condition. If there existed the 
condition of things which existed in South 
Australia, where settlers, because they were 
unable to obtain any ameliomtion of the unplea
sant state of things there, were obliged to go to 
other colonies, it would be time to talk about 
relief. But everybody was satisfied, and the 
selectors. notwithstanding the conditions, were 
getting on very well ; and to give permission to 
a number of men to fence in a number of selec
tions and reside on them by proxy would be 
doing away with the only guarantee they had 
that men would make their lands remunera
tive, which they could only do by settling 
on them. He regarded conterminous selection 
as an inducement to evade the land laws 
of the colony. According to the Bill a family 
included any of the following members -
namely, father, son, daughter, brother, sister, 
brother- in -law, sieter- in -law, son- in- law, 
and daughter-in-law, and a score of persons 
might be brought into one family under one or 
other of those designations. Such a family 
might have one house on an area of twenty-five 
or even fifty square miles of country with a 
fence round. That would make a magnificent 
station, which would give that family an ascend
ancy they would not otherwise possess. And if 
one member of the family found all the money, 
the squatter who had that ascendancy could 
induce his poor relatives for a small considera
tion to move out and leave him master 
of the situation. If that were allowed, men 
would obey the instincts common to man, and 
use the facilities given by the Bill to obtain 
large tracts of freehold lands. He hoped the 
House would pause before committing itself to 
the adoption of such a measure. He wondered 
how the Government would take any proposition 
from his (Mr. Rutledge's) side of the House 
which aimed at a radical alteration of the land 
laws of the colony. They knew that there w:1s 
nothing more difficult as regardP-d legislation than 
the Land question. That was what now troubled 
New South "Wales, where it had been found that 
the Act passed by Sir John Robertson in lSGl 
had been evaded right and left, and that the 
liberality of its provisions had fostered what it 
was intended to prevent. And the whole intellect 
of the New South vVales Parliament would be 
devoted towards remodelling the land laws so as 
to prevent dummying. The ability of the Queens
land Government might also be devoted to the 
question of the amendment of the land laws, 
in order to prevent the dummying which was 
going on right under their very noses, and 
which they seemed unable to avoid. But to say 

that one member could select one defect and pro
vide a remedy, and that another member could 
provide a remedy for another defect-if such a 
thing were allowed on the Government side of 
the House it should be allowed on the Opposi
tion side, and then they might have a dozen 
members each riding his own hobby, each bring·
ing forward his own Bill to secure an amendment 
according to his own idea; and instead of one com
prehensive Land Act commanding the approval 
of the House and of the colony, they would have 
a great number of petty Acts which might, to a 
certain extent, be contradictory. He must give 
his opposition to the Bill at every stage; and 
whilst congratulating thehon. member who intro
duced it upon what he could not but regard as a 
laudable desire to carry out what he considered 
necessary, still that was not sufficient induce
ment to him or any other member to support 
him in carrying the Bill through the House. 

Mr. BAILEY said he considered the Ministry 
were the trustees of the public lands of the 
colony, and that it was rather rough for a private 
member to expect the House to consider an 
important change in the land laws not brought 
forward by the Ministry ; and if the Ministry 
had been consulted ,vith reference to the present 
Bill it was more strange still. He merely rose 
to move an amendment which, by some mis
understanding, the hon. member for Towoomba 
was prevented from moving. He moved-

That all the words after the word "that" be omitted, 
with the vie'v of inserting the words, ''this House de
clines to legislate upon such an important question of 
public policy as the administration of the lands on the 
motion of a private member." 

Mr. FRASER said it was quite possible that 
there might be some considerable amount of 
justification to lead the hon. member (Mr. 
Allan) to introduce the Bill. He was not in the 
House when it wn,s introduced, but he under
stood that the hon. Minister for Lands had given 
his sanction to the amendments it contained. 
If that was the case, it spoke for itself that the 
Ministry must have recognised that the time had 
arrived when their present land laws should be 
amended. If that also were the case, they had a 
right to expect the measure before them should 
have been introduced by the Ministry, who 
ought to take the full responsibility of the ques
tion. They knew perfectly well that the law 
affecting the lands of the colony was one of the 
most important questions that could come before 
the House, and one of his principal objection~ 
to the present Bill was that it was introduced 
by a private member. As the hon. member for 
Enoggera had pointed out, the inevitable effect 
of legislation such as that was that every 
petty grievance felt by the selectors in any 
part of the colony would lead to influence 
being brought to bear upon some member 
to bring in such a Bill as the present. The 
result that would follow would be an entire 
disorganisation of their land laws, so that they 
would not know from one session to another 
how they stood. If the land laws of the colony 
required amending, a Bill like the one before 
them of three or four clauses, in the very natnre 
of things, could not meet fully the defects found 
in connection with it. He stated at an earlier 
part of the session that he felt very much dis
appointed that no mention was made in the 
Governor's Speech of an intention on the part of 
the Government to introduce a Bill to amend 
the land laws of the colony. It seemed to him 
that the intention of the present Bill was to 
apply to one class of selectors and to one or two 
parts of the colony. It happened that the parts 
of the colony in different places varied so much 
that, in order to fully meet the requirements 
of the different districts, a much more compre
hensive measure than that now introduced 
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should be brought before the House. In the 
case of some selectors it might be a hardship, 
and perhaps an injustice, to compel them to 
expend a certain amount of money in improve
ments; but though that might be the case wit.h 
one class, the measure, as had been asserted 
already, afforded no relief whatever to another
a different and an equally deserving class. In 
the case of the agriculturist, properly so called, 
in his own interest, and before he could make his 
selection reproductive in any way whatever, he 
must expend more money than was prescribed by 
the land laws at the present time_ In that case 
there would be no relief granted by the Bill ; and 
he went further, and would say that in the 
experience of that class no relief, generally 
speaking, was required. The hon. member for 
l\!a.ckay contended that the :;eleeLor 8hould be 
allowed to complete the conditions in twelve 
months so that by that means he would be able 
to raise the money to enable him to carry out his 
industry with greater effect. The hon. member 
for Dalby, on the other hand, pointed out that he 
would object to that because in that case the 
selector would be entitled to his deed of grant. 
Still the hon. member would go so far as to allow 
the conditions to be completed, in order that 
he might raise the money to carry on with. 
He (Mr. :Fraser) wished to know what the 
difference was if a man was in a. position at the 
the end of twelve months to receive his certifi
cate of fulfilment of conditions, upon which he 
could raise monev. He could not raise the 
mrmey without giving the land as security. 
The conclusion was that if he raised the 
money and was not able to repay it he lost the 
land. He did not intend to occupy the time of 
the House on the question, but he would again 
maintain that they were not justified in encou
raging that class of legislation, which was in effect 
tinkering with the important question of the 
land laws of the colony. He would not take 
upon himself to assert that the Bill was not 
necessary or desirable at the present time ; but 
he said that if it was desirable and in the inte
rests of the colony something of the kind should 
be done, it was the province of the Government 
of the day, and not the province of any private 
member. 

Mr. KINGSFORD said he had listened with 
n, great deal of attention to the discussion on the 
Bill before the House. At the commencement 
of the debate he left himself free and unbiassed 
as to the course he should n,dopt. He had 
made himself acquainted with the principles of 
the Bill so far as he was able, and he had come 
to a conclusion as to what he should do in 
reference to it. He quite agreed with the hon. 
gentleman who had last spoken, that it was 
not the duty of a private member of that House 
to take upon himself the work of the Govern
ment. He was somewhat surprised that the 
Government should have delegated their power 
to a private member, and he thought it would 
lead ultimately to a very considerable con
fusion. As had been already pointed out by 
hon. members, it would lead to an influx of 
Bills upon little petty partial matters. The 
great question of the land of the colony was not 
to be dealt with in that wuy, or, to use the term 
used by his hon. colleague, "tinkered with." 
The land que~tion should only be dealt with as 
a whole. That manner of pulling, tacking, and 
hauling with a measure of vitl\l importance 
to the colony would not remedy the com
plaint made, and made very often justly. 
It appeared to him that the question lay in a 
nutshell, and hon. members had gone round 
about it a great deal. The Bill would enable 
jJeople to take up seleetions for their wives, their 
sons, daughter3, sisters, and brothers, and so on; 
and they would be doing a very wise thing to 

resent any interference with the law. It would 
enable people to take up selections and then 
transfer them to capitalists-a scheme of which 
he could not approve. That had been done, and 
those who had the capital and means to fulfil the 
conditions had done so. The necessity for relief 
had arisen, in his opinion, from an utter lack of 
judgment in those who had taken up land. 
He had no doubt there were iron safes in 
Brisbane that were crowded with deeds that 
were placed there as security by those who 
had been under the necessity of borrowing 
money in order to carry on their operations. 
He believed that had been the great fault 
of the colony, but it had been brought about by 
the selectors themselves. Everyone knew well 
that he who embarked in business with insuffi
cient capital must inevitably come to grief, and 
the ambition that had been referred to by the 
hon. junior member for Enoggera had been the 
great bane of the settlers of the colony. A man 
with scarcely any capital at all took up land, the 
conditions of which he could not fulfil, and which 
were beyond his means. He knew of a case that 
came under his own notice a short time ago. 
An enterprising young man took up a selection 
with a certain amount of capital, and by the 
time he had p:tid his second instalment his 
capital had gone. It was a serious case for 
relief-he required it badly-but the Government 
could not grant it, and he got into difficulties. 
That was the great fault which the Bill before 
the Honse would not remedy. He believed 
where men were not contented with trading 
in proportion to their means, with the present 
restrictions, they would not be deterred by 
any less stringent restrictions. And the same 
spirit was in all human kind-namely, to be 
something more than they were. They all pos
sessed it, and more or less m"nifested it; and 
it was " want of judgment simply that had 
brought about the nece"'ity for relief in so many 
cases. He was now speaking more particularly of 
the sm"ll settlers. For thoBe reasons, and others 
which he could mention, he could not see his way 
to support the Bill. It would prove altogether 
inefficient, and would not accomplish the in
tended purpose. He did not think it struck at 
the root of the matter, and it would be ill
advised, however excellent and pure the motives 
of the hon. member who introduced the Bill 
might be, to amend the law as it at present 
stood. 

Mr. FOOTE said that as the discussion on 
the Bill seemed to be a little flagging, he 
might make a few observations. The amend
ment that had been moved by the hon. member 
for \Vide Bay was one that he entirely approved 
of. He also fell in with the ideas of the last 
speaker, and he endorsed to a great extent 
what he had said in reference to a private mem
ber interfering with one of the most important 
Acts of the colony. It was well known that 
the Land Act was a very important Act. It 
certainly had been-he was going to say meddled 
with-but at any rate it had been dealt with 
occasionally in an improper m:tnner, for Acts 
had been passed through that House which had 
not been well understood, and which had not 
been very workable. The present land law 
of the colony had now been so long estab
lished that it was pretty well understood. 
The selectors themselves understood the land 
law of the colony almost as well as many mem
bers of that House, and perhaps in many cases 
even better than some. Therefore he thought it 
was not wise to disturb the existing Act. He 
could understand that the motive or the intention 
of the hon. gentleman who introduced the Bill 
was to relieve certain oettlers, and he thought 
himself that a Bill of that sort was perhaps neces
sary. But the Bill was notframedso as to relieve 
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that class of settlers who required relief. It had 
already been stated by the hon. member for 
Enoggera (Mr. Rutledge) and several other hon. 
members that parties entering into business 
without capital had only one result to expect, and 
that was failure. He thought the Act as it at 
present stood was sufficient for the requirements 
of the colony. The Act accomplished what 
was intended by the Legislature to be accom
plished when it was passed, and he thought 
that if the time had arrived for a new Act 
or for a reformation in their land laws and 
land regulations it should be introduced by the 
Government of the country and not by a 
private member. He therefore should not 
support the hon. gentleman in his Bill, but on 
the other hand he should be disposed to give it 
all the opposition that he could give it. He not 
only promised to vote against the Bill, but if he 
was supported he would take very good care that 
it did not go through committee. The hrm. 
member for Mackay had made the remark that 
he considered the 10s. per acre improvement 
condition too much for pastoral land and 
not sufficient for agricultural land. Now, 
he (Mr. :Foote) failed to see that, and he 
would take as an instance the Rosewood Scrub. 
Of course the Rosewood Scrub had been taken 
up principally, he thought, under the Home
stead Act, if not altogether; and what was the 
state of the country then? It was a mass of 
scrub, and not only had 10s. per acre to be 
expended, but fully £10, before it could be made 
useful to the farmers ; yet they did not find 
those men coming to the House for relief. 
They had carried out to the extreme letter 
of the law all the requirements of the Act, 
and the result was that there was a very 
useful population settled in that place. Some 
hon. members referred to the lack of capital. 
They all knew the state of things that existed 
with reference to the great want of capital; 
and the Homestead Act, he had understood, 
was passed especially to meet that require
ment-that was to say, to allow parties to select 
whose only capital was a very small amount of 
money and the amount of bone and sinew that 
they were able to employ. There was no diffi
culty in that class of selectors getting on. Of 
course they could not expect every man to suc
ceed, and they should take it into consideration 
that the selectors were not all bond fide farmers 
-men who had been brought up to farming 
and knew what it was-but that many of them 
were tailors, bootmakers, and artisans, who 
had an idea that they would like to be farmers 
and knew not what it was. He always said that 
the real bond fide farmer who had been accus
tomed to it succeeded, for the reason that he 
knew how to select his land, and knew what was 
good land, and, when he settled upon it, knew how 
to work it; consequently such a man had no diffi
culty in acquiring wealth. Capital must be 
found somewhere to work the land, and if it did 
not come from one pocket it came from another : 
it was Iikl'l water-it always found its own 
level-and wherever it could find interest and 
safe investment it was sure to be invested. 
The Bill was not intended to apply to that 
class of selectors, but it applied to another 
class-those who were able to take up large 
areas. He candidly admitted that there was 
a great deal of usefulness in the clause that 
referred to fencing the external boundaries only 
of conterminous selections, and he believed that 
if that Bill had been introduced by the Govern
ment, or the claus(j inserted in the existing Act, 
he should have supported it. But why should 
the House or the country give relief to the 
class of selectors referred to in the Bill? In 
_many instances they were men of capital who 
had taken up land; possibly some might have 

taken up too much, and others too little, who 
might wish to. take up a great deal more, 
and who saw their way clearly to take it up 
provided they could get an amendment of that 
sort granting relief to selectors who had selected 
under the present Act. As he had already 
stated, if the Government thought it their duty 
to bring in a Bill, or that the requirements of 
the colony demanded it, as far as he was con
cerned he should do what he could towards assist
ing to pass it. That was the third time that a 
Bill of a similar character had been brought 
before that House by a private member, and he 
could not help thinking that some hon. members 
were interested. He thought so because he saw 
opposite members who only put in an appearance 
when there was an amendment in some Land Act 
proposed. Therefore he thought they ought to 
proceed with very great caution with a Bill of 
that kind, and he for his part should support the 
amendment. He did so also to show private 
members that they should not go into that House 
with a priYate motion interfering with such 
important Acts as the Land Acts of the colony. 

Mr. STEVENSON said he disagreed with the 
hon. memuer in saying that it was not desirable 
for a private member to introduce a Bill inter
fering with the Land Acts. He did not think 
the time had arriverl for the Government to 
interfere and revise those Acts, and if there was 
any injustice being done to any class of selectors 
in the colony he did not see why a private 
member should not interfere and do what he 
could to correct that injustice. That he con
sidered a very good view to take of the matter. 
He had not heard very many speeches that even
ing on the subject, but, from what he could gather 
from what had fallen from hon. members on the 
other side of the House, those gentlemen seemed 
to fancy that the hon. member for Darling 
Downs had some selfish motive in introducing 
that Bill. 

HaNO\:RABLE ME,!BERS of the Opposition : 
No! 

Mr. S'l'EVENSON said they seemed to fancy 
that because the hon. member was a squatter he 
could not introduce anything that would be for 
the benefit of the selectors. He thought the 
hon. member had been asked by his constituents 
to bring forward a Bill of that sort. He repre
sented a large number of selectors on the Darling 
Downs, and why he should not get credit for doing 
his be't to correct an injustice which was being 
done he (Mr. Stevenson) did not know. The 
members of the Opposition seemed to think that 
the people who selected large areas were the only 
people to be benefited by the Bill. The only 
mistake the hon. member for Darling Downs had 
made was that he did not make terms with the 
Minister for Lands to oppose the Dill instead of 
giving it his sanction, as in such a case the Oppo
sition would have supported it. The arguments 
used by hon. members opposite did not tend 
very much against the Bill. The argument of 
the hon. member for South Brisbane (Mr. ]'rascr) 
was that It would not benefit small selectors-the 
men with homestead areas-because they were 
bound to spend 10s. per acre on their selections. 
Why should that man be subjected to injustice 
because another man must pay 10s. an acre? 
Was there any justice in that? If it suited the 
holder of a homestead area to spend 10s. an acre, 
why should the other man be compelled to do so 
if it did not suit him ? He did not see that there 
was any justice in that; and he held that if it 
were beneficial to a selector and to the colony 
that he should not spend 10s. an acre, it was 
only a fair thing that some means should be 
provided by which he need not be compelled to 
spend it. The other member for South Brisbane 
(Mr. Kingsford) said that if those selectors 
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h~d mn,de a mistake let them submit to 
it But why should men be hunted out 
of the colony because they had mrtde a mis
t~ke? Many Victorirtns came to the colony in 
a good season when the country was looking 
well, and, perhaps, without much experience, 
took up those lands ; and why should they be 
hunted out of the colony becrtuse they had made 
it mistake? He believed they were very good 
colonists, and that they were doing the best they 
could to fulfil the conditions ; but if they could 
not do so, why should they be hunted out of 
the colony? With regard to the remarks that 
had been made respecting the snggestion of 
the hon. member for Iliaclmy, that selec
tors should be allowed to fulfil the con
ditions within twelve months and get a 
certificn,te, he could not for the life of him 
see what objection there could be to it, or why 
there should be such a cry-out n,gainst it. If a 
man had money and could fulfil his conditions 
within twelve months, so much the better for the 
colony, and let him do so and get his certificrtte 
of title. Altogether he thought the Bill was a 
very convenient way of n,mending the Act as far 
n,s the hon. member wished to amend it, and for 
his pttrt he should give it his hearty support. 
He had not the slightest interest in :1ny selec
tion-he did not own one in the colony; but at the 
smne time he thought the Bill n, very convenient 
mode of amending the Ln,nd Act and doing away 
with an injustice which he believed a good many 
selectors were suffering from at the present time, 
and he gave the hon. member great credit, 
although he was a young 1nen1ber, for tackling a 
subject of that sort. 

Mr. :FERG USON said he intended to vote for 
the second reading of the Bill. He did not c'ay 
he agreed with the Bill altogether in its present 
shape, but at the same time he hoped it would 
pass the second ren,ding and be amended in com
mittee in such a manner as to make it acceptn,ble 
to the House, and enable them to pass it into 
law, the hon. gentleman who had introduced it 
having expressed himself as willing to amend it 
so as to meet the requirements of the country. 
He agreed with a great deal that hon. member had 
said. There was no doubt a great deal of money 
was expended at the present time in complying 
with the conditions of the Land Act that was 
utterly useless, that was of no benefit to the 
State, to the public, or to the selector him
self. It was merely waste of money, which 
might as well be pitched into the river as 
expended in the way it was. He knew of his own 
knowledge that there were a great many selec
tors who were bound either to give up their 
selections or make arrangements with a neigh
bouring squatter or capitalist to advn,nce them 
sufficient money to comply with the condi
tions of the Act, on condition of transferring 
their land as soon as it was made a freehold. 
He was certain that there were hundreds of 
selectors in the Central district, and around 
the town which he represented, who would 
never see their land freehold unless they got 
some relief, or were ermbled to fulfil the con
ditions in the way he had mentioned- by 
applying to some neighbouring squatter or capi
talist for assistance on condition of transferring 
their holding. In the district round the town 
he represented the demn,nd for relief had been a 
burning question for the last three years. It 
had been argned by some hon. members on the 
other side of the House that there had been 
no demand mn,de by anyone for that relief; 
but it had been a prominent question there 
for the last three years, and during the last 
election the first q Llestion asked of a candidate 
was if he would support a Selectors Itelief Bill ; 
and he could say that no candidate need appear 
in the Central district unless he was prepared to 
do so. He did not intend to say very much on the 

r1uestion, but he could not help remn,rking that he 
was very much surprised at the inconsistency of 
a great many members on the other side of the 
House who opposed the Bill. It was only a few 
dn,ys ago, when the discussion on the Immigration 
Bill was before the House, that thosehon. mem
bers then n,dvocated that large areas of land 
should be reserved and set apart expressly for 
the new arrivals. They advocated that new 
rtrrivals should get land for nothing; that the 
Government should even pay their expenses to 
go on the land ; and he was not quite sure 
whether some of them did not advocate that the 
Government should even supply them with six 
months' rations. He believed that some of them 
went as br:as that. At all events, they advocated 
that new arrivals should get the land for 
nothing ; but they now contended that old 
colonists of ten, fifteen, or twenty years' stand
ing, who had done as much to raise the colony 
to the position it was now in as any member of 
that House, were to be loaded with burdens and 
have to pay 10s. or 15s. an acre for land, and n,t 
the same time expend 10s. or 15s. an acre on it 
to comply with conditions which were of no 
benefit to the State or to anyone whatever. It 
would therefore n,ppear that hon. members 
opposite had changed their opinion very quickly, 
as it wn,s only a week ago that their arguments 
were to give every inducement to settle people 
on the land; while now the cry was to saddle 
old colonists with burdens they could not bear
He was, therefore, very much pleased that the 
hon. member for Darling Downs had brought 
forward the Bill. He should support it with all 
the support he could give it, and he hoped the 
House would see the necessity of such a measure. 
It wn,s a Bill that could harm no one, but it 
would benefit the colony by saving money that 
was now being wasted in useless expenditure. 

The PREMIER said the few words that he 
intended to say at the present time would be 
upon the amendment mover! by the hon. mem
ber for Wide Bay. \Vhen that hon. member 
moved his amendment he noticed that it was 
cheered by the hon. member for North Brisbane, 
and he, seeing that the mover did not advance 
any rtrgument whatever in bvour of his motion, 
waited until those who did approve of it should 
bring forward some substantial argument. There 
was no doubt a great deal in the contention 
that all matters of important legi~ln,tion should 
be introduced by the Government. It was so 
laid down by the highest authorities on consti
tutional government, and that position he men,nt 
to take up now. He would show that by the 
highest authority on the responsibilities of the 
Ministry in the Imperial Parliament. Todd, 
in his work on "Parliamentary Government," 
said, on page 299-

" By modern constitutional practice l\Iinisters of the 
Crown are held responsible for recommending to Parlia~ 
ment \vhatsoever laws are required to advance the 
national welfare or to promote the })Olitical or social 
progress of any class or interest in the commonwealth. 
This is a natural result of the pre-eminent position which 
has been assigned to Ministers of State in the Houses of 
Parliament, wherein they collectively represent the 
authority of the Crow·n, personify the wisdom and 
practical experience which is obtainable througll 
every branch or ramification of the Executive Govern~ 
ment, and as leaders of the ma,jority in Parlian1ent are 
able to exercise po,verful influence over the national 
counsels. But it has only been by degrees, and princi
pally since the passing of the Reform Acts of 1832, that 
it has come to be an established principle that all 
important Acts of legislation should be originated, and 
their passage through Parliament facilitated, by the 
advisers of the Crown. Formerly l\Iinisters were solely 
responsible for the fulfilment of their executive obliga
tions, and for obtaining the sanction of Parliament to 
such measures as they deemed to be essential for carrying 
out their public policy." 
Then he went on to say, at page 301 :-

"Bearing this in mind, it must be admitted that the 
rule that all great ancl important public measures shoulcj 
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emanate from the Executive has of late years obtained 
increasing acceptance. rrhe remarkable examples to the 
contrary, which are found in parliamentary history 
antecedent to the 1irst Reform Acts, could not now 
occur without betokening a weakness on the part of 
)Iinisters of the Crown wl1ich is inconsistent with their 
true relation towards tl1e House of Commons. By 
modern practice, no sooner does a great question become 
practical, or a small question great, than the House 
demands that it shall be 'taken up' by the Government. 
Kor is this from laziness or indifference. It is felt, with 
a wise instinct, that only thus can such questions in 
general acquire the momentum necessary to propel them 
to their goa.l with the unity of purpose 'vhich alone can 
uphold their efficiency and preserve their consistency 
of character." 
And he summed up the argument in the fol
lowing words on page 305 :-

" Adverting to the privilege of private members to 
take the initiative in all matters of legislation, it was 
contended by Sir Robert reel, in 1844, that • individual 
members of Parliament had a perfect right to introduce 
such measures as they thought tit without the sanction 
of the Government.' Again, in 1850, Sir Robert Peel 
urged the propriet:v of affording to priv~Lte members an 
opportunity of inviting consideration to great questions 
of public interest; that the duty of preparing measures 
of legislation in all such cases should be undertaken by 
Ministers of the Crown. Xumerous precedents can, 
indeed, be adduced of the introduction of important 
Bills by private members; but, unless with the direct 
consent and co-operation of 1\'Iinisters, they ha Ye never 
obtained the sanction of both Houses of Parliament." 
Those extracts showed the constitutional position 
of Ministers with regard to Bills of very consider
able importance. There was here no more impor
tant subject than the land laws of the colony; 
and therefore, should the subject of the land 
laws be taken up in Parliament, they should 
be taken up either with the sanction of the 
Ministry or by the Ministry themselves. He 
should certainly regard it as a blow to any 
Ministry to see a land Bill introduced by a 
private member passing through, unless from 
pressure of business they had asked that private 
member to take that particular work off their 
hands, they giving all the assistance they could 
and being actually responsible for the work. 
\V as the present Bill one which could be called 
in any shape or form an amendment of the land 
laws of the colony? Let them see how the matter 
had been considered in practice. No doubt the 
rule had been well regarded that all important 
matters of le<>'islation should be initiated and 
co,rried through by the Ministry of the day ; but 
there were always small matters of amendment 
to be seen by hon. members who were in a 
position to see defects in an Act which were 
not brought prominently before the Ministry. 
If it was incumbent on the Ministry to 
bring in a Bill to deal with those "small 
amendments, the Government would be having 
important subjects of legislation constantly 
before the House which it was very unde
sirable should be there. For instance, if they 
brought in a Bill to amend the Crown Lands 
Alienation Act of 1876, it would open up the 
discussion on all the Land Acts of the colony. 
They knew perfectly well what it was to carry 
a land Bill through the House. In 187 4, and 
again in 1876, it was the work o£ a session. 
There had been no demand made to the Govern
ment to devote a session to the amendment 
of the land laws of the colony ; and it was 
plain there had been no such demand from the 
Press or from members of Parliament. No 
doubt it would require to be done, but they 
had not reached that stage yet. The very first 
year the pre11ent Speaker sat in the House, in 
1870, he acted on the principle which he {Mr. 
lVIcilwraith) was trying to explain now. The 
Land Act of 18G8 had just come into operation 
and it was at that time the subject of com
ment by all the members of the House. It would 
clearly have been injudicious for the Ministry, 
after spending the whole of the session of 1868 in 
carrying the Land .Act through, to ha Ye brought 

in another. It would simply have been to waste 
that session completely. Some small amendments 
required to be made, and the Speaker, who wa; 
then a private member, brought in the Goldfields 
Homesteads Bill, which was carried through 
with the consent of the Ministry of the day and 
became law. In 1876, Mr. Douglas, the then 
Minister for Lands, carried through the Act under 
which the Crown lands were administered at the 
present time. That Bill was the main work of 
the session, and the Ministry were clearly 
right in ,[eclining to bring forward little amend
ing Bills within a very short time, which were 
found to be actually neces,sary. Consequently, 
while the hon. member (Mr. Gritfith) was 
Attorney-General, Mr. Persse was allowed to 
bring in a Selectors Relief Bill. That was one 
of the cases where a private member could 
assist the Government by expediting business. A 
Ministry, in a c11se of that kind, did not shirk its 
duty; and if they could get a private memher to 
give the Bill the nece6sary impetus they were 
fully justified in taking ad vantage of his labours. 
That wus the way in which the Government 
acted in 1878. l\1 r. Persse brought in his Selec
tors Helief Bill, and the then Minister for Lands, 
Mr. Garrick, rose "'t once and approved. of the 
measure. It was a measure exactly similar to 
the one now before the House, and it was carried 
through by a private member. Those were two 
lJrecedents directly to the point, and showed 
clearly that the Government were not acting 
at all unconstitutionally in the course they 
were taking. They declined the responsibility 
of bringing in a, Land Bill during the ses~ 
sion. He would not speak for the :Ministry 
collectively in saying that they intended 
to support the present Bill - although per
sonally he iutended to support it-but they 
declined, for the reasons he had given, to bring 
in a Land Bill; but he was willing to give to a 
private member all the support he could to pass 
what he considered to be a necessary amendment 
of the land laws of the colony. He had shown 
from the past practice of the Opposition, 
when in office, that it was not necessary for 
the Government to bring in a Selectors Helief 
Bill. If the reverse was the case, it was 
surely the duty of the late Government to have 
done so, for they themselves had passed the 
Act that required amending. However, they 
adopted the same course which the present 
Government had adopted, and allowed the 
Bill to be brought in by a private member. 
He had shown the constitutional law as laid 
down by Mr. Todcl, the highebt authority on the 
subject. The hon. members on the Opposition 
side, he thought, believed that the law was there 
properly laid down, but he doubted whether 
they would be prepared to test it. When the 
motion coming next on the Orders of the Day
the Triennial Parliaments Bill-was called the 
sincerity of those hon. members would be tested. 
Notwithstanding the high position held by the 
hon. member for North Brisbane, he was still 
only a private member, and was he justified in 
bringing so important a matter forward ? Yet 
the Bill the bon. gentleman had laid on the 
table was the grandest piece of legislation to be 
seen on the Great Liberal programme ; in fact, 
it was the only part of that programme brought 
forward up to the present time. Th"'t was surely 
an essential piece of legislation, a,bning, as it did, 
at amending the Constitution Act. Surely that 
Bill, if any, ought not to have been brought for
ward by any private member. He had not the 
slightest doubt that when he moved an amend
ment, aR he should do, declaring that Bill 
ought not to be h1·ought in by a private 1neinher, 
the hon. members for North Hrislmne and for 
\Vide Ba.y would be found Yoting against it. 
He had only risen for the pUr)Jilse of 
ex]Jlaining the ]JOoition which he took up 
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with reference to the Bill ; and upon the 
merits of the Bill he had very little to add 
to what had been said. The hon. member (Mr. 
Groom) had made the best speech he had heard 
on the subject, but perhaps the effectiveness 
of his remarks owed a good deal to the 
eloquent extracts he had given from authorities 
in ::'\ew South vVales. It was not, however, 
a speech on the matter in question. The 
natural eff2ct of the hon. member's remarks was 
to prove the desirability of rloing away with 
all improvements whatever. The extracts read 
went to prove how systematically the conditions 
of selection in New South \V ales had been ignored 
by selectors and evaded in every way, and how 
much those evasions had tended to the creation 
of vast estates of alienated land. The natural 
conchmion was that some other and better 
method of alienating land must be found. The 
hem. member attributed the evil results that had 
been produced to the fact that those conditions 
had been evaded, and that being so, some means 
ohould be found by which the conditions could be 
enforced. It would be well to inquire whether 
those conditions were not the part that was bad 
in the present mode of alienation. So long as 
an artificial system was insisted npon, so long 
would dummying exist and the land go into the 
hands of these who were not the best occupiers, 
and become aggregated into vast estates. The 
great mistake was made in neglecting to consider 
the various class of selectors when the Land 
Act of 1876 was passed. People talked about 
the poor selector who took up eighty acres, 
bnt there were many selectors holding 1,000 
acres who were men of exactly the same kind 
and of equal means as those who held only eighty 
acres. In and around Toowoomba a man could 
not perform the conditions of tenure and live on 
eighty acres without cultivating it; but why 
should the man who took up poorer land-fit 
only for carrying stock and useless for culti va
tion-be debarred from following pastoral pur
suits? A great part of the coast land of the 
colony was only fit to be employed in that way ; 
>end if a man chose to take up 1,000 acres and 
fence and stock it, why should he not be con
sidered as good a farmer as the man who took up 
eighty acres and put in the plough? It showed 
a w<ent of judgment on the part of the Legis
lature to legislate in such a way as to make a 
selector put the plough into land only fit to carry 
stock. He did not think it necessary to go 
further into the merits of the Bill, as every point 
lmd been touched upon. With the amendment 
leaving out the brothers-in-law and the sisters
in-law the Bill would be a step in the right 
direction, and he should be very glad to see it 
pass through the House. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said thehon. gentleman (Mr. 
Mcllwraith) had been endeavouring to excuse the 
Government for shirking their duty, and had been 
trying to justify their action by illustrations to 
which he had called the attention of the House. 
The illustrations were, however, entirely foreign 
to the subject, and the facts placed before the 
House were entirely inaccurate, as he should 
show. The principle which the hon. gentleman 
had recognised as laid down by Todd went to 
prove that it was the duty of a Government dis
tinctly to undertake any important amendment 
of law relating to matters of general public 
interest. If there was one subject more than 
another with which it would be agreed the 
Government alone might deal, it was the subject 
of taxation, and he apprehended that no Govern
ment would tolerate any private member intro
ducing a Bill to alter the Customs law. In this 
country the land laws were as important as the 
Cnstorns laws; and the <lovernrnent, in :tllowing 
a private member to bring in a Bill to alter the 
tenure on which lands were alienated from the 

Crown, were guilty of as serious a dereliction of 
duty and desertion of their functions as they 
would be if they allowed a private member to 
bring in a Bill to alter the Customs tariff. Every 
word of Toe! cl bore out that proposition. The hon. 
gentleman attempted to justify the ohirking of 
his functions by referring to an instance which 
he said occurred in 1878. The illustration 
given to the House by the htm. gentleman was 
as follows :-In 1876 the Thorn Government 
had passed a Land Bill dealing with the whole 
subject of the alienation of Crown lands. In 
1878 it became desirable to amend that law in 
some particulars, and a private member (Mr. 
Persse) was allowed, with the sanction of the 
Government, to do it. That, however, was not 
what happened. The Bill brought in by Mr. 
Persse in 1878 was brought in with the sanction 
of the Government, and was drafted by a member 
of the Government, out it did not deal with the 
Act of 1876 at all ; it merely assimilated to the 
provisions of the Act of 1876 the provisions of 
two repealed Acts, which were still in force with 
respect to a few selections. The Act of 1876 
repealed the previous law except as to existing 
selections, and a few selections formerly held 
under those provisions were placed at some 
disadvantage. All that was done by the Act of 
1878 was to asoimilate the conditions of those few 
selections with selections under the Act of 1876, 
and place all on an equal footing. The Act did 
not affect the future policy of the country in the 
slightest degree, but only declared that a 
few selections that were then on a worse footing 
should in future be placed in the same pooi
tion with other· selections. The illustration 
was not in the slightest degree analogous. 
The Bill of the hon. member for Darling 
Dnwns would entirely alter the tenure under 
which land was held. He supposed scarcely 
anyone would deny that the one important point 
in the Act of 1876 was the conditions under 
which land was alienated by conditional selec
tion ; that was a fact upon which there could be 
no controversy, yet on that point the hon. 
member undertook to make a radicn,l alteration. 
If the Government allowed that to be done 
by a private member, then they were shirking 
their duty. \Vhy, the other night the Premier 
had said that the placing of a sum of money 
on the Estimatex would cause them to resign; 
but he (Mr. Griflith) maintained that to allow 
a Bill of that kind to be read a second time was a 
much more serious matter. Constitutional prin
ciples would then be more seriously affected than 
by placing :my amount of money on the Esti
mates. The hon. gentleman had also referred to 
the Triennial Parliaments Bill, and said that that 
was a Bill which could only be brought in by the 
Government. But there were ample precedents 
in many countries for a question of that kind 
being dealt with by private members; it had been 
dealt with by private members on many occa
sions and in many places. 

The MINISTER :FOR WORKS: Name 
them! 

Mr. GRIFFITH: In New South ·wales, for 
instance. That was not a subject dealing 
with the Constitution at large. If a private 
member brought in a Bill to make the Legisla
tive Council ele<Jtive that would be analogous 
to the Bill now before them ; or if any member 
were allowed to bring in a Bill entirely altering 
the Constitution by providing for the "Hare" 
system, that would be abdicating the functions 
of the Government. It was easy to see that the 
Bill before them would entirely alter the con
ditions under which land was held. Up to the 
present time they had laid down a rule, rightly 
or wrongly, that all selectors ohould be placed on 
an equal footing ; they were to pay for their land 
partly in cash and partly in expenditure on the 
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land itself. The proposal hefore the House was 
to alter that ; it provided that the rules should 
only apply to small selectors and not to large 
ones. He knew that there were several members 
of the Hmme who held selections, and who by the 
passage of the Bill would be relieved from an 
expense of hundreds and thousands of 1 •O\lnds. 
That was by the new [l,lteratiun as to fencing. 
But in addition to that the Bill would alter the 
condition of residence in a rnm;t serious 1nanner. 
He was not no\v cliscnsKing whether those 
provisions were desirable or not, or whether the 
present law was what it ought to be. The ques
tion was whether a serious alteration in an 
important law should be initiated by a privitte 
member. \Vould the Government allow it privttte 
member to bring in a Bill aLolishing the present 
system of alienation and substituting a system of 
leasing in perpetuity ? 

An HoNOURABLE MEillBER: vVhy not? 
1\Ir. GRIFJl'ITH said he was not addressing 

himself to the hon. gentleman, who evidently 
did not understand the question that was being 
debated. According to the rules laid clown in 
the work quoted by the Premier, the Govern
ment !me! no right to allow that sort of thing to 
go on. \\'hat the Bill would leitd to had been 
illustrated by the speech of the hem. member for 
IIIaclmy. He had another little amendment 
which would entirely alt~r the only remai11ing 
condition on which Crown bncls were held hy 
comlitiomtl selectors ; and if the amendments 
proposed were co.rried out by the Bill passing, 
then the land laws wouldl;e radically remodelled. 
And that WitS to be done by it pri vccte member 
without the sanction of the Government! Upon 
that matter the House did not get the assi.stitnce 
of the Governrnent, not even their opinions, 
and certainly not that influence which it w>es 
entitled to get. The Premier, in the illustra
tions he gave, did not even venture to suggest 
a case where a m[l,terial part of the bw on a 
matter of public policy was allowed to be dealt 
with by a privitte member without the sitnction 
and assistitnco of the Government; and yet 
that importitnt nmtter was itn open question 
with the Government. He (Mr. Griflith) had 
it sort of recollection that itt one time a l[l,nd 
Bill was brought into tlmt House by it Govern
ment itnd umde an open question; but he 
apprehended that they had done with that sort 
of thing. Certainly if the Government allowed 
the present Bill to go on they would be abdi
cating their functions, and he would be per
fectly justified n0xt week in Lringing in a 
Bill to abolish the Legislative Council. He 
had not the slightest intention of doing so, 
because he did not believe in abolishing the 
Council ; but he would be justified in sub
mitting a Bill with that object, or for making 
the Council elective, which he did not believe 
in, or for introducing the "Hare" system of 
representation. He thought there must have 
been pressure brought to bear on the Govern
ment th[l,t they did not Citre to resist. \Vhat had 
taken place with regard to previous Bills of a 
similar kind did not show that the business of 
the House would be facilitated by such itction. 
On the two previous occasions a great wa~te of 
time took plitce, as must necessitrJly occur when 
everybody was it free lance to air his crotchets, 
and everybody had a scheme for the amendment 
of the land law; and, if there had been no 
authority to be found in the writers on consti
tutional pmctice, the illustrations of those two 
years would be the best possible lesson to show 
how unwi.se it was to allow a thing of that sort 
to be dealt with except by the Government. He 
should support the amendment. 

The COLOKIAL TREASURER saicl the 
hon. and learned member for North Brisbane 

stated that the Bill would not have been intro
duced unless pressure had been brought to bear 
on the Government. 

Mr. GRH'Jl'ITI-I: No; I said the Govern
ment woulfl not act in this way. 

The COLONIAL TEEASURER: Unless 
pressm·e lmd been bronght to bear on them. He 
was only one of the Government, but he dared 
stty that any hon. member who had followed his 
career in tlwt House would know that pressure 
was not to be brought to hear on him. He had, 
not only in the present House but "lways, con
tended that there should be no conditions in the 
selection of land except tlmt of a substitntiitl 
fence. He had the pleasure and honour of in
troducing a Bill making that the only condition ; 
and the hon. member for Toowoomba, who men· 
tionocl the Bill of 1868 and pointedly referred to 
him, forgot to mention tlmt one of the conditions 
there mentioned was a substantial fence. It was 
a great pity tlmt th"t condition was altered by the 
Bill of 1876. At >ell events it would be sufficient 
to ehow that wh,ctever he had done with regitrd 
to the ~'et no pressure had been brought to 
bear on him. He would go further and say 
that if he had not been honoured Ly being 
asked to become a memLer of the Government, 
but had remained a private member, whether the 
Government snpported him or not he should 
h,we bmught in a Bill of the same kind ;
he did not s''Y a Bill that would be identical 
with the one before them, but one which con
tained so much of the present one as wonld 
have put the selector in the sitme position he 
would havs been under the Bill of 1868. lie 
WitS pledged to do so, but told his constituents 
that his position as a member of the Govern
ment would preclude him; and that Wfl,S the 
reason why the hon. member for DMling Downs, 
and not he (;\lr. Archer), .had brought the Bill 
forward. He might, however, sity that if tlmt 
gentleman had had the confidence to show his 
Bill to some of the older members he might 
have received some advice which would have led 
him to alter it in some particubrs. But tlmt 
was a matter of detail. He should like to say a 
few words on what fell from the hon. member for 
Xorth Brisbane about the difference between 
the Bill itncl that brought in previously by a pri
Vitte member and sanctioned by a Government 
of which he (Mr. Griflith) was then a member. 
He regretted he had not had the same opportu
nity as the hon. member of learning the art of 
special pleading, by which he was aLle to put 
forward his own case, and show the nice distinc
tion between that case and the present one. But 
men who were not learned in the law, and 
who had not been in the habit of being prepitred 
to argue on both sides of it question, would not 
be able to see any ditference. It appeared that 
in 1876 a Bill was introduced which was defective, 

Mr. GRIFJl'ITH: No. 
The PREMIER : Yes. 
Mr. GRIFJl'ITH: It did not deal with the 

subject at ,.,ll, 
The COLONIAL TREASURER siticl he 

would repeitt what the hon. member Sitid. 
There was a mistitke made, itnd they got a 
private member to bring in a Bill to rectify the 
mistake. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: That is not anything like 
what I said. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER said that 
then he was utterly incitpable of understanding 
whitt the hon. gentleman said, but that WitS really 
what he understood the hon. member to sity
that there was a defect so br as the Bill of 1876 
repealed two Bills which bore on certain selec
tions; itnd the Government got a private mem
ber to rectify that mistake by bringing in a Bill 
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so as to place those selections in the position 
they ought to be in. 

Mr. G RIFI<'ITH : I am sorry the hon. gentle
man did not understftnd me at all. 

The COLONIAL TltEAS1JIU~R said there 
could be only one of two thingK : either he was 
very dull of comprehension, or the hon. member 
did not explain himself sufficiently fully to the 
House. But that was the impression the hon. 
gentleman's remarks left on the House. He h>ed 
already referred to the fact that the hon. member 
for Toowoomba, in the long speech he made, 
slurred over any mention of a substantial fence 
as one of the conditions of improvement in the 
Bill of 1RGS. 

Mr. GROOM: I said so. 
The COLONIAL TUEASURER said the 

hon. member mentioned other improvements, 
but forgot to mention fencing, which was the 
condition they wished to bring back into the land 
law. He would try to give some reason why 
they wished it. He would admit at once that if 
a person selected a piece of land in Queensbnd 
which was fit for agriculture the proposed 
amending Bill would hardly apply. A man who 
had forty acres of agricultural land was in a 
position to nutke a much better living out of 
it by his own bbour than probably a man 
who had six or ten times that amount of 
htnd which was not fi~ for cultivation. He 
must cultivate it, he must fence it; he must 
expend not only the sum demanded by the Bill 
of 1876, but probably four or five times that 
amount, before he could support himself and his 
bmily. 'rherefore, anything they could do to 
relieve the selector would not be of benefit to 
him. Before he could produce what he \\ anted 
to sell in the market he had to expend a sum of 
money which far more than covered all that was 
wanted by the Bill. But the man who took up 
a piece of country, not one acre of which perhaps 
was agricultural~500, or GOO, or 1,000 acres of 
land only fit for pasturage~ that man was by the 
law as it now stooLlforcecl to expend a sum of money 
which he would not expend unless the law forced 
him to do so. The agriculturist ploughed and 
cultivated his land, and expended, say, £100 in 
doing so, and that was an improvement under 
the Act ; but the pastoral selector who expended 
£100 on ca~tle could not call that an improve
ment, yet they were just as much an improve
ment on his selection as ploughing was to 
the agriculturist. The country was not bene
fited by >t man being impoverished in expend
ing money in useless improvements, but by 
a man making a good living for himself and 
his family ; and the man who took up pastoral 
country for dairy purposes or rearing cattle, but 
who had not an acre of agricultural land, was 
not allowed to put cattle on his land and claim 
that the money paid was part of the improve
ments ; yet they were just as much improvements 
as ploughing was to the agricultural farmers. 
During the late debate upon the Immigration 
Bill they were told that they offered no induce
ments to immigrants to come here, and some mem
bers, utterly ignorant of the American system, 
asked them to take a leaf out of the Ameri
cans' book. He thought that, after what his 
hon. colleague the Ministerfor Works said about 
the American plan, they would not ask them to 
take a leaf out of the American book again, 
seeing that there was no book and no plan, and 
that the matter was carried on entirely by private 
enterprise. But would the Bill not be an induce
ment to emigrants to come out here? "\Vould it 
not be an inducement to tell them that in parts of 
the country~not agricultural, but pastoral~they 
would be able to select 2,000, 3,000, 4,000, and 
even 5,000 acre' of land, and the only condition 
demanded from them would be residence and 

fencing ; and that they would be enabled to 
spend the rest of their capital in stocking the 
land, and making a Ii Ying for themselves and 
their families upon it? vVould not that be an 
inducement to men with small Co'1pital to come 
out? And would it not be better than to tell 
them that they would have to spend the whole 
of their money in improvements? That was the 
change which they now wanted to introduce, and 
which hon. members opposite looked upon as 
taking away part of the payment for the land. 
They said that people took up the land knowing 
the conditions. He admitted that they took it 
up knowing the conditions, but he had found a 
great many men who had taken up land knowing 
the conditions, and had not succeeded ; and men 
from whom they had taken land, or under whom 
they worked, seeing that it was impossible for 
them to carry out the conditions and remain 
solvent tenants, actually altered the condi
tions, because it was much more payable for 
the landlord to have a successful tenant thm1 an 
unsuccessful one. The one man paid his rent 
and improved the country, and the other man, 
instead of being of any benefit to the State-·for 
the State was the landlord in this case~became 
an impoverished man, losing his capital and 
benelitiug nobody. Therefore he insisted that 
they should offer those superior inducewents to 
settlers; that they should not devise the best 
means that could be devised to make a man ex
pend his capital in use le'' s improvements that 
would never return a single penny. The great mis
take made in Queensland, in all land legislation, 
was in looking upon the Darling Downs or the 
Rosewond Scrub as samples of the whole of 
Queensland. They had heard that night of the 
Darling Downs again and again. The hon. rnmn
ber for 'l'oowoomba said something about it, but 
the hon. member for the Downs (Mr. Horwitz) 
enlarged upon the Darling Downs to an enormous 
extent. He believed there were a great many 
place>< in the best part of the Darling Downs 
which the J3ill might not perhaps benefit, 
as the men living there made their living by 
cultivating land, and thus expended the value of 
the improvements. \Vhen they looked upon the 
Darling Downs as a fair sample of Queensland, 
they only showed that they had got no idea 
of Queensland, as there were millions of acres 
which, instead of being enriched by cultiva
tion, were actually impoverished. By cultiva
tion in those places they destroyed the natural 
grasses, and could get nothing else to grow 
upon them. They might plough and plough 
them, as ha had clone year after year ; and, 
unless they got a little bit of rich soil, they were, 
instead of im1Jroving the country, doing an injury 
by ploughing. That was what they were ask
ing for. They wished those men who took 
up pastoral country to be enabled to use their 
capital in the way in which it would pay them 
best to do it. They did not want the House to 
lay down rules upon the subject as they had 
clone. The Opposition had discovered a mistake 
in the Bill introduced by the hon. member for 
N nrthern Downs (Mr. Thorn) in 1876, and they 
wa.ntecl them now to discover that there was 
another mistake in the Land Act of 1876. They 
discovered that in that Act the whole of Queens
land was looked upon as rich agricultural land 
like the Darling Downs. He should infinitely 
prefer, if he was a farmer, to be offered a bit of 
good scrub land like the Rosewood Scrub land, 
and pay £10 an acre for it, and would consider it 
infinitely cheaper at that price than to get land at 
5s. an acre if it was only pastoral land and he had 
to fulfil the conditions of in'1provement upon it. 
He had tried it and had lost money upon it, 
and had become a wiser man. He hoped that 
House would not insist upon people losing their 
money, but that they would allow them to use 
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their money to the best advantage. He had 
listened that night to the hon. member for Rose
wood upon the subject, and he was perfectly 
certain that if that hon. gentleman attempted 
to go with a plough into the soil of the clayey 
lands around Rockhampton he would admit it 
would be to spoil the lands and g~t nothing out 
of them. \Yhy should they try to force a law 
fitting agricultural country admirably upon 
places which it did not fit at all? A great argu
ment used by several hon. members that night 
was this : that if the Bill-and he was not speak
ing now of the whole of the Bill brought in by 
the hon. member for Darling Downs, but part of 
that Bill-was passed into law it would give no 
relief to the farmer on 180 or 320 acres. He 
(Mr. Archer) admitted that it did not give 
relief to the agricultural farmer who really 
cultivated his land, because there was no possible 
way to give him relief except to offer him the land 
for nothing. The only way such land could be em
ployed was for cultivation, and as a neceesity cul ti
vation fulfilled the conditions in the very act of 
doing what would best return the money expended. 
If hon. members would just hold in their minds 
the distinction between pastoral and agricultuml 
lands they would see that the Bill would be a 
great relief to persons living upon the pastoral 
lands of the colony by enabling them to tide over 
the difficulties in the way of fulfilling the condi
tions of selection. The hon. member for North 
Brisbane, who thought the Bill such an enor
mous innovation, stated that if the land law of 
1868 had been renewed it would enable the Minis
ter for Lands to rectify the only complaint; but 
he (Mr. Archer) did not think he would be doing 
justice to the colony if he did so, though it was in 
the power of the Minister for Lands to a large 
extent to fix the price of land open to selection. 
He insisted that one acre of good agricultural land 
was worth twenty acres of pastoral land, even at 
5s. an acre. It was the duty of the Minister to keep 
the lands at the best price he could get for them. 
He believed that in a great many parts of the 
colony land had been selected lately-and he 
was sorry to say he was a witness of it, and the 
hon. member for Rockhampton had also seen the 
same thing-for the purpose of farming that had 
been abandoned for such purposes, and the men 
selecting it had been obliged to recover them
se! ves by turning it into pastoral land with the 
object of dairy farming. It might be thought 
that in such cases as those the price of the land 
ought to be lowered, but the Minister for Lands 
had no right to lower the price of land so long 
as it was selected at the price it was put up at. 
People taking lands up at their original price 
were of course subject to the 10s. per acre im
provement condition, but the compulsory clause 
had wrought a great deal of evil on pastoral 
country ; and he insisted that the mere fact of a 
man putting a fence round his land was suffi
cient evidence that there was no danger that he 
was not going to make good use of it. If a man 
with a small farm put a fence round it he 
was surely going to cultivate it! \Vould it be 
likely that a man would go to the expense of erect
ing a fence round his land unless he wished to put 
it to the best advantage? And he maintained that 
to compel that man to expend his money on other 
improvements which were utterly useless was a 
thing that House ought no longer to insist upon 
for its own sake. The argument had been used 
that the agreement being made should be ful
filled, but, if it was found that both landlord and 
tenant would be improved by the relaxation of 
the agreement, where was ·the necessity for 
enforcing it? It was for the interest of the 
country to see selectors prosperous and able to 
rear their families in comfort, rather than to try 
and impoverish them, extort from them the last 
penny, :<nd eventually drive them off the land. 

Therefore he believed that it was not only judl· 
cious, but would be a saving to the country, if the 
House would pass so much of the Bill as would 
enable fencing to be the only improvement on 
the land. 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON said his 
remarks would be brief on the subject. Last 
year, when the hon. member for Burnett (Mr. 
Baynes) introduced his Selectors Relief Bill, he 
had followed him and given as strongly as he 
could a general support to the Bill. That Bill 
had certain objections, but he was greatly in 
favour of the principle of relieving the selectors 
from many of the expensiYe restrictions which 
hampered them. On the present occasion he would 
follow the same course and would vote for the 
Bill, making the same observation-that he did 
not entirely approve of the Bill as it at present 
stood. If he were to speak on the Bill he would 
probably repeat what he had said on a former 
occasion, but he would content himself with 
simply giving a quotation from the speech he 
then made, and that would conclude all he had 
to say. His words as reported were as follow :-

" He WlLS personally acquainted with a great deal of 
useless CXllenditure, more particularly in the Central 
districts. He was sure the hon. member for Blackall 
was able to tell this House that many thousands or 
pounds had been I>ractically thrown away in that way. 
It would have been better if the views of those hon. 
gentlemen 'vho promulgated the Land Bill scheme of 
1868 had been carried out. The object of that Land Bill 
was to give any man who intended to settle in this 
colony the power to take up such area as any reason
able man would require, either for farming or grazing 
on a somewhat large scale. Secondly, the conditions 
were to be as l1beral as possible. rl'hirdly, that the appli
cant should be indu0Dd to conserve as much of his 
capital as possible, in order that he might start in a 
thrifty and prosperous way; that he should have his 
capital to devote to the purchase of cattle or sheep 
or implements of husbandry; that he should have 
enough to pay for a comfortable dwelling for him
self and family, or for fencing such portion of the 
land as he might require at once for agricultural 
purposes, or to graze t,he stock which he commenced 
with. Xow, these objects had not been met either in 
the 1868 or 1876 Acts. On the contrary, there had been 
a needless waste of good money; and not only had the 
selectors lost money, but many of them had been ruined 
by the compulsory clauses with respect to improve
ments. But the colony, as a whole, had also suffered. 
Capital had diminished; and whenever the capital of a 
country was diminished by an unnecessary expenditure, 
or an expenditure by which money was practically sunk 
for ever and produced nothing, it 'vas a damage to the 
people as well as to the colony." 
He thought that was sufficient to indicate the 
reasons which would cauRe him to vote for the 
second reading of the Bill. 

Mr. McLEAN said when he recorded his vote 
against the Bill, as he intended to do, it was not 
on the principle that he was opposed to affording 
relief ; and he thought, before he sat down, he 
would show that they were not affording relief 
to the whole of the selectors of the colony by 
the Bill. He believed if the present Govern
ment were to stay in office long enough every 
member supporting them would introduce a 
land Bill every session; it had been the case 
up to the present. Since the Government 
had been in office one of their supporters had 
introduced an amendment in the Land Act 
every session. He looked upon a person engaged 
in pastoral or agricultural pursuits in the same 
way as he looked upon a speculator. Whether 
a man took up land for pastoral or agricultural 
purposes, he took it up as a speculation. All 
trade was carried out on the same principle, and 
if they were to relieve the men who had taken 
up large selections, and who found that it was 
beyond their means to comply with the conditions 
of the l>tws of the colony, they might just as 
well help to relieve any unsuccessful person who 
had been engaged in cornmercial speculation and 
who appealed to the House for relief. He he!~ 
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that the principle was the same in the one case 
as in the other. He was opposed to the Bill of 
the hon. member for Darling Downs because it 
did not afford relief to all selectors of the colony 
on an equal footing. The hon. Colonial Trea
surer said that there was no way by which 
they could give relief to agriculturists. He 
thought that was what he said, but certainly 
the hon. gentleman said that the Bill would not 
afford relief in a very large number of instances 
to those engaged in agricultural pursuits. The 
Bill would only afford relief to the selector who 
had engaged in pastoral pursuits. Why should 
they not afford relief to the n,griculturists? They 
could do that by leaving out all conditions 
except that of residence. If the hem. member 
for Darling Downs would remove n,ll the restric
tions except that of residence, he (Mr. McLean) 
should support the Bill. vVhy should hon. 
members of that House provide relief for one 
class of selectors and not for all alike? The 
Bill, as had been pointed out by the hon. 
Colonial Treasurer and other hon. members, 
would not afford an iota of relief to any selectGr 
who had taken up les' than 320 acres. Last 
year, on the second reading of the Bill of the 
hon. member for Burnett, he (Mr. McLean) 
pointed out very clearly that in the Rosewood 
Scrub that Bill would be of no use whatever. 
The hon. Colonial Treasurer wanted the House 
to believe that the Bill that was introduced by 
the hon. member for Fassifern in 1878 was 
brought in at the suggestion of the Government. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER: Yes. 
Mr. McLEAN said he did not know whether 

the hon. member did so or not, but he could 
inform the hon. gentleman that half of that Bill 
was his (Mr. McLean's}. vVhen the hon. mem
ber for Fassifern introduced the Bill it was to 
afford relief to the conditional or homestead 
selectors under the Act of 1872, and when the 
Crown Lands Alienation Act of 187G was passing 
through that House, when they were discussing 
in committee the penalty for the non-pa.yment 
of rent, they adjourned for dinner, and after 
the Bill had been passed into law it was dis
covered that there was a very serious mistake 
in it. The whole Committee w:ts in favour of 
the penalty being 10 per cent., whereas in the 
Bill it was provided that it should be 25 per 
cent. 

Mr. G RIFFITH : It is only 10 per cent. under 
the Act of 1876. 

Mr. McLEAN said the Bill of 1876 provided 
for a penalty of 25 per cent. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: No. 
Mr. Me LEAN said he found he was mistaken. 

However, if the hon. member for Fassifern might 
have been put up by the then Government to 
introduce the Bill, he could assure the hem. 
Treasurer that he (Mr. McLean) had no con·es
pondence with the then Government as to his 
Bill. Besides, there was no analog-y between the 
Bill of the hon. member for Fassifern and the 
present one. The Bill of the hon. member for 
]'assifern afforded relief to homestead selectors 
under the Act of 1872, but the Bill as proposed by 
the hon. member for Darling Downs would not 
afford relief. It was said there had been an agita
tion on the pn,rt of selectors. If there had been 
any petitions there had only been one or two. 
If that was snch a grievous harm as some hon. 
members would have them believe, they would 
have had the selectors up in arms. They would 
have had meetings got up, and have had 
the Government called upon to relieve the 
selectors from the conditions of improvement; 
but there had been no agitation. In fact, he 
thought they ought to hear a little more about it 
from those who were said to be suffering before 

they took any action. There was another 
matter he would call the attention of the House 
to, and it was that the hon. Colonial Treasurer 
and the hon. member for Rockhampton (Mr. 
Macdonald-Paterson} had led them to believe 
that the selectors were compelled to expend all 
that amount of money in complying with the 
conditions, whereas it was spread over ten years. 
There was no necessity for the selector, im
mediately that he took up the land, to rush 
into improvements to the extent of 10s. per acre. 
He had ten years to make his improvements, 
and whatever little capital he had when he took 
up the land was available for him to purchase 
cattle, or whatever other necessary improvements 
he might think necessary. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He wants 
freehold. 

Mr. McLEAN said that the Minister for 
Lands said that, while he was in favour of that 
Bill, he did not feel called upon to advise his 
colleagues to amend the law in that direction. 
It was a remarkable thing that private members 
of the Government year after year found it 
necessarytoasktheHouse to amend the land laws, 
yet the Government had never found it neces
sary. Notwithstanding that the hon. Minister 
for Lands was quite convinced that the Bill was 
absolutely necessary, he did not consider it his 
duty to ask his colleagues to provide the remedy 
suggested by the hon. member for Darling 
Downs. He thought that if the Minister for 
Lands was really impressed with the burdens of 
the people who were suffering under a grievance, 
it was his duty, as a member of the Crown, 
to have asked the House to provide a remedy. 
He said last year he intended to introduce that 
provision himself. The hon. gentleman ought 
to hn,ve brought down a Bill during the present 
session. He said he was going to introduce the 
fencing provision into the Bill of the hon. mem
ber for Burnett; and why was not that improve
ment carried out? He did not hear the speech 
of the hem. member for Darling Downs, but he 
thought that, in trying to make out a good case, 
the hon. member ought to have been able to give 
the House an idea of the extent of the relief that 
would be afforded under his Bill. There was no 
hon. member who had spoken in favour of the 
Bill who had given the House the slightest 
inkling whatever as to the extent of the relief 
that would be provided. They were simply told 
that it would be a relief to a certn,in number of 
persons who had taken up selections for pastoral 
purposes. What the extent of that relief would 
be no one had yet ventured to give any opinion. 
If they were going to give relief to selectors let 
them give all-round relief. If the Government 
or any private member would introduce a Bill to 
g·ive all-round relief to the selectors of the colony 
he would support it; but he was not going to 
support a Bill that would give relief to only one 
section of selectors. The 320-n,cre selector would 
not benefit one iota under the Bill; the G40-acre 
selector would a little; and as they went on from 
that up to the 5,2GO-acre selectors they would 
increase the benefit that would arise from the 
passing of the Bill. He had no doubt that the 
selectors required relief. He was opposed to 
the present conditions, and would wipe them off 
and make residence the condition, and make the 
relief general n,nd not merely pastoral relief, as 
contemplated by the Bill. 

Mr. PERSSE said he thought hon. members 
were )Jretty well aware of what his views were 
on the subject. In the year 1878 he brought in 
a Bill for the relief of selectors. That Bill was not 
introduced at the instigation of the then Govern
ment, as some hon. members seemed to think, but 
was entirely of his own action ; and he asked the 
Government for their assistance in carrying it in 
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the same way as he supposed the hon. member 
for Darling Downs had asked the present Gov
ernment for their support in connection with the 
Bill before the House. He (Mr. Persse) did not 
get his Bill framed by the hon. member for 
North Brisbane, but by the then Postmaster
General (Mr. Mein), and it wn,s brought forw;~rd 
in a form acceptable to the Housf). Therefore 
there was nothing to be cavilled at, so fn,r as that 
Bill was concerned, by either one side of the 
House or the other. It was brought forward 
for the benefit of the country; and he thought 
that any private member of the House had 
a perfect right to bring for\vard any mea
sure that was for the welfare of the colony, 
whether he sat on one side of the House or 
the other, and to get all the support !JC 
could from both sides. Three years ago he 
framed an amendment of the Act of 187G and 
endeavoured to carry it through three sessions 
ngo and two sessions ago, but unfortunately he 
failed. He did not get the support of the House ; 
perhaps he did not bring it forward in the 
manner in which it ought to have been done. 
But on the present occasion he saw that the 
}louse was unanin1ous in trying to pass a 
measure that would give some relief to settlers. 
There was no doubt that the greatest hard
ship that could be pn t upon selectors was 
compelling them to spend money on improve
ments that were not for their welfare or the 
welfare of the colony. \Vhen a man took up 
land the best thing, in his opinion, that he could 
do was to fence his selection all round. It pre
vented him from getting into disputes with his 
neighbours, and enabled him to utilise the land 
to the best advantage with the least amount of 
expenditure; and he (Mr. Persse) did not see 
what harm it could be if a selector was allowed 
to fulfil the conditions in the shape of fencing 
instead of other improvements. The hon. mcm· 
ber for Logan had said he was glad that he 
had assisted to reduce the penalty for non
payment of rent from :!5 to 10 per cent. ; but he 
(1\Ir. Persse) contended that even 10 per cent. 
was too much~that whether the land was 
taken up for pastoral purposes or for agTiculture, 
the penalty should not Le 10 or even 4 per 
cent. He held that every possible assistance 
should be given to snlectors, and that they should 
not be burdened or hampered by restrictions, 
and he should have great plensure in assisting to 
do anything that would he for the benefit of the 
settler. The greatest kindness they could do to 
any man who took up land was to impress upon 
him the importance of fencing it at once. Refer
ence had been made to the Darling. Downs and 
Hockhampton, and some hon. members seemed 
to think that those two places constituted the 
whole colony. He could tell hon. members that 
he had had letters from both the Darling Downs 
and Rockhampton, thanking him for the action 
he had taken in previous sessions in trying to 
get a Selectors Relief Bill passed, and expressing 
a hope that he would continue his exertions in 
that direction. At the same time he did not 
believe that the Darling Downs and Rock
hampton were the whole colony; there were 
plenty of other places of ef]ual importance. In 
the district he represented there were plenty of 
people who could invest their money in putting 
cattle and other stock upon the land, or laying 
it out as best they could, and they would benefit 
far more by getting their land fenced than 
they would by being compelled to comply 
with conditions that were of no use to them. 
He should certainly support the Bill, and if it 
went into committee he should have some 
amendments to propose in it. 

Mr. BA YNES said that, speaking to the 
amendment, he claimed it as a right, as one of 
the representatives of the people, to introduce 

any measure that might be beneficial to the 
general welfare of the country ; and he was sur
prised to find the leader of the Great Liberal 
party declaiming against it. He maintained 
that hon. members, whether they belonged to 
the Ministry or not, had a perfect right to intro
duce any measure that might be for the public 
good. 'He would speak on the motion itself 
afterwards. 

Mr. MACFARLANE said there had been an 
admission from the Colonial Treasurer that the 
Bill before them would not benefit the agl'i
cnltural classes. \Vho, then, would it benefit? 
It appeared to him that the Bill was introduced 
for the purpose of creating in the colony a class 
of lords of the soil, by giving an advantage to 
those who were able to tttke up a considerable 
f]uantity of land that they refused to give to 
the !Jonci .fide selector. ·with the assistance _of 
those brothers, sisters, sons, daug·hters, sons-m
law and dau.rhters-in-lawthere would be no diffi
culty in a ,;;'an of wealth forming an e.state of 
100 000 acres, and fencing it all round with one 
gTe~t fence. He did not call that settling on the 
land. Thejuniormemberfor Rockhamptonseemed 
to argue that those who opposed the Bill wem pre
venting the settlement of people on the land. 
But they did not object to settlement; what 
they did object to was the land being given away 
without settlement, as the Bill was evidently 
calculated to do. He was surprised at the 
modesty of the hon. member who introduced the 
Bill, and was astonished that he had not come 
down with a Bill to do away with all conditions 
whatever. No doubt if the Bill was read a 
second time that would be the next step. 

Mr. BA YNES : Except re,idenee. 
Mr. MACFARLANE said they would not 

even except residence. The Bill carried dummy
ism on its face; and was that a system calculated 
to advance the welfare of the colony? Would 
it not lead to immorality? Would it not lead 
into temptation those who were not very sensi
tive to acquire land under false pretences~they 
finding the money, and their brothers, .sisters, 
and so forth, having the name of ho!dmg the 
adjoining selections ? He hoped the B11l would 
not even pass its second reading~although he 
was afraid it would~but he did not think it 
would ever get out of committee. At least, he 
would do all in his power to keep it there. 

Mr. BROOKES said that as a new member 
he must say that the debate had reminded him 
a great deal of the olden times. The hon. mem
ber who introduced the Bill did it very nicely, 
and there were no doubt circumstances conceiv
able in which a private member might bring in a 
Bill dealing with matters which perhaps, strictly 
speakinu ouuht not to have been brought forward 
except Jf~ th: Government. In a colony like this 
he did not think they ought to lay down those 
hard -and-fast lines which applied to :en old settled 
country like England. In connection with ~he 
Bill there seemed to be a want of coheswn 
among the Ministry. If they wanted to ~ound 
the feelin" of the House on that partiCular 
point they had accomplished their purpose, 
although he would have preferred that they 
themselves had introduced the Bill. He had h"d 
some conversation with the hon. gentleman who 
brought in the Bill, and he thought at that time 
that there was a resemblance between what 
the hon. member wanted to accomplish and 
the American plan with reference to borne
steads ; but, on locking into the matter since 
then he had found that there was nothing 
in the American Homestead Act which could be 
brouuht forward as an argument in favour of 
the Bill they were now debating. The Colonial 
Treasurer made a remark which recalled to his 
recollection a question which had been lying 
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still for many years, nnd that was, "\Vas it 
right or morn,l that members should sit in the 
House and debate and vote upon matters affecting 
their own direct pecuniary interest?" He be
lieved there would be members in that House 
who would be voting on their own affairs if they 
voted in favour o£ the Bill. He might be mis
taken, but in the Gove1·mnent Gcrzette for i\Iarch 
last, under the heading of "Homestead Condi
tions," he found the name of "JohnS. Jessop," 
who was the owner of 4,800 acres ; and he 
believed that that ''John S. J essop" was the hon. 
member for Dalby. He submitted that an hon. 
member of the name of J essop spoke in favour 
of the Bill. 

Mr. BA YNES said he rose to a point of 
order. The hon. member said he knew nothing 
about the matter, and he had no right to accuse 
an hon. member who was not present. 

The SPEAKER said there was no point of 
order. 

Mr. BROOKES said he found also the name 
of \Villiam Baynes, 4, 737 acres conditional; aud 
also the names of A-lice Baynes, Kate Baynes, 
George Baynes, and Harry Baynes. They held 
altogether 15,8G7 acres, or at the rate of 3,173 acres 
each. In other places he found the names-·Henry 
I>almer, 1,7DO acres conditional purchase ; De 
Burgh Persse, 630 acres conditional purchase ; 
and J. Ferguson, 2,5GO acres conditional purchase. 
If the names which he had ren,d were the names 
of members of the House, it wn,s very singu]n,r 
that four of the gentlemen nn,med hn,d spoken 
in favour of the Bill. There could be no conten
tion at all n,s to the fact that those gentlemen 
were speaking in direct defence of their own 
personal interests, and the question might 
very fairly be raised whether they could give 
their votes on the question. It was a very 
serimm m<ttter, and he wn,s not sorry that it 
hn,d been mised. The colony had seen enough 
of that sort of thing in times pn,st, but he hn,d 
hoped thn,t all influence of that sort was now 
only brought to ben,r silently n,t the Lands Office 
without the public knowing n,nything n,bout it. 
But in this case it was brought in a barefaced 
wn,y into the Legislative Assembly, n,nd he must 
protest agn,inst it. \Vith regn,rd to the Bill, it 
wn,s indisputable that the provisions would not 
benefit those persons for whom it had been pre
pn,red-the smn,ll selection men. The brge 
selection men were asking the House, n,nd 
through the House n,ll the smn,ll selectors, to 
n,llow them to retire from a bargain into which 
they had entered with their eyes open. He 
conceived thn,t to be utterly n,nd entirely 
wrong ; and he considered that if the Bill were 
made ln,w the Pn,rliament would have pn,ssed a 
piece of very defective legislation, of a distinctly 
pn,rty n,nd cbss ch<tmcter. The mosure would 
not in any way affect a gren,t public interest, and 
the House in passing it would throw discredit on 
the wisdom of the pn,st Acts of the colony. The 
Bill was a request by the large selectors to be 
allowed to evn,de their public responsibilities, 
and he should therefore vote against the second 
reading, and if that were p<tssed should oppose it 
n,t every stn,ge in its progress through committee. 
Before the House went to a division, however, 
on the second reading the question ought to be 
mised whether the gentlemen whose nmnes he 
had ren,d h<td a right to vote on the question. 

Mr. O'SULLIV AN sn,id the hour had n,rrived 
when it was usual for the House to adjourn, n,nd 
it we~s generally considered bad policy for hon. 
members to make long speeches n,t thn,t hour if 
they desired that their iden,s and feelings should 
go clearly before the public. 'rhe subject wn,s a 
very import<tnt one giving rise to <1 discussion 
upon the land laws of this and of other colonies, 
and it would be only fair play towards those 

hon. members who had not yet spoken to n,djonrn 
the debate until next week, or until the following 
week if other bn8iness vvas coming on for discnsM 
sion next week. It was known tht~t he hn,d taken 
great interest in settlement, and thn,t he had hn,d 
a hn,nd in all the legislation thn,t hn,d tn,ken place 
on the que,tion in the colony; he therefore claimed 
the ri"ht to be heard in his own defence. He 
intend"ed to vote contrarY to some of the opinions 
he had heard that nigl1t. He therefore moved 
that the debate be n,djonrned. 

1\fr. KELLl~TT reminded the House thn,t the 
National Association's Show "n,s to be held next 
week in Brisbane, and sn,id he hoped the Govern 
ment would give hem. members an opportunity 
of attending it. :Many members were going to 
act as judges and stewn,rds, and he trusted, 
therefore, thc>t on Tuesdn,y and \V ednesday next 
the House would not meet until <tfter dinner. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN said it had been sug
gested to him to allow the division to be taken at 
once, as he could express his opinions on it in 
committee. If that were done he would be pre
pared to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: The division will take a 
good while. 

The PREMIER said that of course if the 
debate wn,s adjomned it would keep back <1 large 
amount of private business, and if they could 
take the division now so much the better. 

Mr. GRIFFITH sn,id that he hn,d ejacubted 
that the division would take <1 good while, 
because, if some hon. members whose names had 
been mentioned took p<trt in it, he intended to 
move that their votes be disallowed, in accorcl
a.nce with the practice of the House of Commons. 
Possibly, therefore, there would be <1 division on 
that point also. 

Mr. BAYNES said it wn,s not his intention to 
tn,ke n,ny part in the division, n,lthough he hn,d 
complied with the requirements of the law. 

Mr. H. P ALMER s<tid he hn,d not intended 
to say anything on the question, n,nd he had not 
made up his mind how he should vote up .to the 
time that the hon. member for North Brrsbn,ne 
brought his aocusn,tion. Now he should certa~nly 
vote acrainst the hon. gentlmnan and against 
those ~vho opposed the Bill. He was not <1 
selector of 1,500 acres of land, nor hn,d he even 
that number of acres in his name. He had <1 
selection in his nmne-that wn,s a pre-emptive 
one-of G40 n,cres ; and he had <1 conditional 
selection of 200 acres, bought within the last 
twelve months from a person in the neighb~mr
hnod of the land he had, who was almost starvmg. 
Those were the only two selections in his 
name and he felt that he could conscientiously 
give I1is vote on the question. He might ex
plain with regn,rd to the 1,500 acres thn,t he hn,d 
hn,d a mortgage over a selection of n,bout that 
quantity of land, but it was transferrer] from 
him more than eighteen months ago. He never 
had n,ny interest in it beyond holding it n,s a 
security, n,nd had neYer seen the country for over 
fifteen or twenty yen,rs. 

Question put and passed. 
Mr. ALLAN moved that the resumption of 

the debate stn,nd n,n Order of the Day for that 
dn,y fortnight. 

Question put n,nd passed. 
The PREMIER moved that the House do now 

adjourn. 
The MINISTER FOR \VORKS moved, as 

an n,mendment, that the House n,djourn until 
'l'uesday next n,t 7 o'clock. 

Mr. BLACK said he supposed the proposed 
adjournment wn,s in consequence of one of those 
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matters which were considered of sufficient 
national importance to necessitate the business of 
the country being stopped. He knew he should 
stand no chance if he opposed the motion ; at 
the same time he would express his opinion on 
the subject. No doubt the show would be a 
good one, and he intended to see it, though he 
hoped he should not be deceived as he was when 
he went to Toowoomba; but he saw no reason 
why the House should adjourn. Hon. members 
could go to the show in the morning and be at 
the House in the afternoon. He should like to 
have an assurance from the Premier that he 
would, without unnecessary delay, add Monday 
and Friday to the business clays. There had 
been so many delays, and they were likely to see 
more. He expected the hon. member for Logan 
would move for an adjournment in the case of 
the Beenleigh Show, and he thought he should 
support the hon. member on that occasion. Hon. 
members who lived at a distance from Brisbane 
were at great disadvantage in attending the 
House, and town members should take into 
consideration those disadvantager;, and as a 
matter of common fairness try and get the busi
ness through more expeditiously than at pre>ent. 

The PREMIER, in reply to Mr. GHU'Fl't'H, 
said that on Tuesday he wmild ask the House to 
adjourn till7 o'clock on \Vednesday. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
added be so added-1mt and passed. 

The House adjourned at seventeen minutes to 
11 o'clock. 




