
 
 
 

Queensland 
 

 
 

Parliamentary Debates 
[Hansard] 

 
Legislative Assembly 

 
 

WEDNESDAY, 20 AUGUST 1884 
 

 
 

Electronic reproduction of original hardcopy 
 



368 Grown Lands Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Grown Lands Bill. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Wedncsdcw, 20 August, 1884. 

Que--stion w;tlwut notice.-Crmvn Lan<'l.s Bill-second 
reading.--At1jonrmnent. 

'l'he SPEAKER took the chair at a-quarter 
past 7 o'clock. 

QUESTION \VITHO"GT XOTICE. 
Mr. NOHTON said he would like to ask the 

Premier, without notice, if he could give any 
idea when the return he (1\Ir. X01·ton) had moved 
for, in reference to the number of clerks appointed 
since 14th November, would be hcid on the table 
of the Hmme. 

The PREMIER (Hon. S. W. Griffith) said he 
believed the fault was his. ,::I' he return had been 
in his hands for several days, but he was not 
certain whet her there were not some errors in it, 
and owing to his inadvertence in on1itting to 
ascertain whether that was so, it had not been 
laid on the table. It would, however, be laid on 
the table to-morrow, or on the next sitting day. 

CROWN LANDS BILL-SECOND 
READING. 

On the Order of the Day for resumption of 
adjourned debate on JUr. Dutton's motion
" 'rhat the Bill be now read a second time"
upon which the Hon. Sir Thomas Mci!wraith 
had moved, by way of amenrlment, that all the 
worcls after the word "that " be omitted, with a 
view to the insertion in their phtce of the 
following words, namely :-

" \Yhile earnestly desirous of remedying the land aws, 
of correcting the abuses developed under them, and of 
generally strengthening their administration for th& 
more effectual carrying out o! the intention of the 
Legislature, this House regrets its inability to apyrove 
of the present Bill for, inlet alia, the following reasons, 
tllat is to say-

" Bccau:-:e the .Dill, while providing no additiomt 
snit~::;uard ;Lg;ainst the fr:mclnlent neqnisition and. 
monopoly of land, 'voulrl., by abolishing solemn declara
tionR now required to ensure bon/i fide settlement, open 
the lloor to fre~h alm:-;es of an aggravated nature. 

·• B(~cflntie tlle substitution for the Governor in Council 
of a nominee board. would not be in harmony with the 
lH'indplc:-: of rcspon~iblc government. 

"l~ceau~c the Bill, in~tead of strengthening land 
administration by jH<lieionsly enlisting the aid of 
trnstellrcprc~cntative men, possrssing local knowledg-e 
of the various duties, wouJ(l unwisely entrust the entire 
a(lminh;tration to a central ljoard. ham}wred by legal 
teehnicnlitie.,, antl delayed ·by the difllculty and cost· of 
]Jroeuring local information. 

"BC(':tu:';e t!'e rP]nHliation of the prc-emptive right 
involverl in the repeal of t.he 54th section of t11e 
l'astoral Leasr.s Act of 1Mf:i9 'vould not only be a breach 
of f~dth t(nvards the holder:-; of existing leases, but also 
he injurious to the good name and fame of the • 
colony. 

"Bcermse the Billmatnri:Llly affects the laud.revennc 
of thC' colony, and no indication Has been given by the 
l\Iinister introd.ncing it. of the means by which the 
probable cletici.t Hhall be made good. 

"Because, by abrupll,v substituting for the much 
ehcrished frceholtl tenure, a. systmn of mere leasehold, 
except in reHpect of holdinp--: termed agricultural farms, 
the Bill wonlcl give an impolitic and unjust preference to 
one class of selectors, and prejudicially affect the repu
tation of the colony as an attractive field for enterprising 
iunnigrants. 

"Because the entire alJolition of the mnch-prb:ecl 
faf'ilities now offered for homestead selection 'voulcl lJe 
a di:;;astrons reversal of the most successful provision of 
the existing- land laws. . 

" That tliis HonRe therefore requests the mover to 
temporarily withdraw the Bill, with a. view to its early 
re-introduction in a form better calculated to check 
abn.':ie an(l encourage the legitimate settlement of the 
people upon the lauds of the colony"~ 
being read-

The HON. Sm T.l\lcTL\VllATTH said: Before 
any hem. memLer rioes to speak to the question, 
I wish to ask the permission of the H on se to 
slightly amend the phraseology of the amend
ment. The first amendment is that instead of 
saying "remedy the laws" it should read 
"rmnedying 'the {lefects' in the land laws." 
There is also a clerical error in the same clause 
where the 'vorcl "intention" ~hould be "in ten· 
tions." And in the fourth p::tragraph the word 
'' duties" is used iu~tead of '' districts," the 
JH'OlJ€1' reading Leing "po1--sessing a local knov .. ·· 
ledge of the various districts," etc. Of course 
the context shov,·s the 111eaning. 

Proposed amendment amended accordingly. 
The Hem. J. M. MACROSSAN sairl: 1\Ir. 

Speaker,--In ri.,ing to address myself to this Bill, 
before I go into the merits of it, I have a serious 
complaint to make, which I think some hon. 
wemLers who have already spoken should have 
taken notice of. That is, the want of informa
tion that has been supplied us-when I say "us" 
I mean hon. members on both sides of the House 
-by the gentleman in charge of this Bill, and 
by every sveaker who has risen ~rom the J\_'Iinis
terial benches to speak upon 1t. It Will be 
admitted, I think, by every member on both 
sides that there luts been no Bill dealing with 
the land laws of such importance as the one 
now before the House ; and if we search the 
records of this Honse and examine what was 
done in other cases when Bills of less importance 
dealing with the land laws were brought in, we 
shall find that much more information was given 
than on this occasion. In fact, no information 
whatever has been given us on this measure; we 
have been left entirely in the dark. Hon. 
members seem to be expected to find out 
any information that they want for them
selves. I must say that I have tried to do 
that, bnt would hon. members of this House 
believe it that, in trying to obtain the information 
which shonlcl have heen given by the hon. 
gentleman at the head of the Lands Department, 
I was actually prevented by that gentleman 
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from getting information in the Lands Office? 
I think it is scarcely credible that such a state of 
things Khould be ctllowed. I luwe been ten years 
a member of this House, and have had ocetLsion 
at different times to get infonnation from the 
various departments, and I have never been re
fused before. I have been a l'dinisterfornearlyfive 
years, and during that period I have always 
afforded every facility to members of this House 
to procure information on public matters; I have 
ctlwn.vs given them n.ccess to information with 
rega~d to the working of my department. Well, 

_sir, hl1Ying clone this myself, n.nd having thoug-ht 
it was the practice to allow it to be done on every 
occasion, I, on \V eclnesclay morning last, after 
hearing the speech of the hon. the Colonial 
Treasurer-and I must say that I was surprised 
that he ga..ve no infonnation upon the finan
cial bearhg· of this Bill-went specially to 
the Lands Department to get infornmti~>n. 
I asked the Under Secretary for certain informa
tion, which he said he could get. On Friday 
morning I went to get that informatiun, and the 
a,nswer I got was that the :Yiinister told him I 
was not to get it. I told that gentleman that a 
large portion of the information I had since got 
from the records of the House, but that I wanted 
to be accurate in the information I had got. I 
said, " It does not matter ; if the .Minister for 
:Lands thinks fit to prevent me from getting in
formation, I must go without, or do the best I 
mn to get it for myself." The Under Secretary 
then said, "I will see the JYiinister-perhaps he 
will alter his mind." I do not know what 
passed, but he told me th;tt I was not to get the 
information, but that it would be prepared and 
laid on the table of the House on Tuesday. This 
is \Vednesday, and no information h<ts yet been 
],.id on the table. 

The MI::\'ISTEU FOH LANDS (Hon. C. 13. 
Dutton) : \Vhat information do you want? 

The Ho:;. J. M. MACROSSAK: There is 
another case. The hon. member for JYiackay 
moved for a certain return, and it was inforrna~ 
tion in connection with th"'t return which I 
wanted also-the return which has been dis
tributed to-day. That information was moved 
for on the 16th July, and this is the 20th August. 
The return specifies the resumed lea•es under 
the Pastoral Leases Act of 186!), The Surveyor
General could not tell me n.nything- <tbout it, 
but by his advice I went to the Government 
Printing Office, thinking that, as the paper had 
been asked for four weeks, a copy could be 
obtained ; but to my surprise the gentleman in 
charge told me that no attempt had been 
made to set it up. He did not know that it 
was important ; he did not know that it 
was wanted ; but he said, "If it is wanted 
nrgently I will set to work and g-et it done as 
soon as possible." He complained also of want 
of material in the Printing Office. I told him 
that I did not want it specially, but that it would 
be of use to members on both sides of the House. 
vVhatever information hon. members may be 
able to extract, therefore, from that return to
morrow night, they may thank me for getting it, 
because it would not have been in type only for 
my visit to the Printing Office. That is the way 
we are treated. \V e are taking a leap in the 
dark on a new principle entirely-new, not 
only in this colony but in all the colonies, 
and in the whole world. We are asked to come 
to a decision upon an important matter of this 
kind with all the information which is contained 
in that map hanging on the wall. That is the 
only information given us-unless the report of 
Commissioner Hume on the homestead selec
tions, which the hon. the Minister for Lands took 
occasion to read, may be regarded as informa
itcm. Oompare the c'1nduct of the Go·l'ermncnt 
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in giving- information, with the conduct of 
Governments in the other colonies. At the 
present time there is a Land Bill under discus
sion in New South \Vales. I was present in the 
Legislative Assembly of that colony one night 
during the discussion, and I may say that I was 
pleased to see the amount of information in the 
shape of papers in the possession of hon. mem
bers. Besides that, hon. members may haYe 
read the report of Messrs. Morris and lhnken 
on the Land question, issued last year, upon 
which report tbe Ltmd Bill was based. 
That report contains a mass of informa
tion. 'rherefore hon. members in that colony 
can diseuss the Bill in an intelligent manner. 
In Victoria, at the present moment, a Land Bill 
is going through h>rliament; n.nd what is the 
information given there? I will show hon. 
members. T hold in my hand the Victorian 
Land Bill, and hon. gentlemen can see its size 
compared with ours. They have only a few 
acr0s tn deal with there, n.nd the question of 
clealing with that quantity is very limited in 
extent. The half of this Bill consists of maps. 
There is a map of every district in the colony; 
showing exactly the bearing the Bill . will 
have on every acre of land in Victoria. Now, 
sir, I ask hon. members on that side of the 
Houst', as well as on this, if I have not great 
reason to complain as a member of this House; 
and every member of this House has reason to 
complain as well as myself. I can certainly 
understand the reason why the hon. gent.le
man has prevented information being got 
at the Lands Office, from the speech he made 
in moving the second reading of the Bill. 
He took occasion then to call upon his 
party to meet this question as a strictly 
party question. Now I say this: It could only 
be through ignorance or the want of intelligence 
in treating this Bill as it ought to be treated by 
men who know the facts of the condition of the 
colony, and the effects this Bill will have on the 
colony-only by such ignorance that the Bill can 
be treated as a party question by any man in 
this House. It is only by keeping men in the 
dark that a Bill of this kind can be treated as a 
party question-only by that, and by reading 
misleading information that hon. members on 
the other side of the House will agree to abolish 
the homestead clauses, as has been done by that 
hon. gentleman in this Bill. Putting the two 
things together I can understand them-reading
one by the light of the other. I am not going to 
say it is because of the hon. g·entleman's bad 
temper, for he is no worse than others in that 
respect; and it is not becn.use of his inexperience, 
because in a matter of that kind there is no 
experience required. Every man with the least 
common sense knows that the more information 
is given on a question of this kind the better it 
will be fen· the country. Therefore, the information 
has been kept back for the purpose of keeping 
members in the dark concerning the operation of 
the homestead and conclitionn.l selection clauses, so 
thn.t they will pass this Bill, and throw as many 
ob-,tacles as possible in the way of acquiring 
freehold; and turn out the homestead selector 
entirely. I say that, because we are ignorant, 
I believe the Bill will be read a second time, 
and voted for heartily by every member on 
that side of the H ou~e; bnt before the Bill leaves 
committee, Mr. Speaker, there will be a large 
mnount of light shed upon it-such an amount of 
light that it will be a Bill moulded entirely on 
different principles. The hon. gentleman at the 
head of the Government last night stated that 
several m em hers on this side of the House had 
expressed their disappointment at the Bill. Per
h8,ps-" disappointment" was not the proper word 
ta use ; but I dare say the hon, gentleman 
knew Yery w~ll the 1ueaning of hon. member~ 
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who used the wortl. The word '' di"a!J] >oint
ment" should have been "surprise "~and the 
surprise comes in in this way : The hon. 
gentleman told us in the last session of this 
:Parliament that he had for a long time had his 
eye on the JHinister for Land• as a gentleman 
whom he thought fully competent to administer 
the Lands Department. Now there are 
a great many old members on that side 
of the House~ members who, I think, 
understand the Land question quite as well 
as the majority of the men on the Ministerial 
benches ; they were passed over for the :Minister 
for Lands, JYfr. Dutton~not becatme he under
stood the Land question, but because he had a 
particular theory upon the Land question; and 
therefore the surprise of hon. members when 
they saw this Bill, after having re,td the speeches 
of the hon. gentleman in "'ddressiug the electors 
of the Leichhardt district, to find that this wa,; 
not a Bill founded upon the "Georgian" theory. 
That is where the surprise came in, >tnd, if there 
is any disappointment, the disappointment, I 
dare s>ty, is with the hon. gentleman himself. 
Now, the hon. gentleman stated distinctly before 
he bec»me a member of this House and afte.r he 
became a memher~when he was made " .:\Tin
ister, but before he took his seat the second 
time~that he believed thoroughly in leasing 
instead of freeholds; that there should be no 
freeholds, and that was to be the foundation of 
this Bill. That was to he the leading principle 
in the Bill ; and he told us the other day, 
in introducing it, that he had heen obligetl to 
give w>ty partly through the sentiment< of men 
whose ambitions >tnd aspimtirms led them to 
:tcquire freeholtk But he had no opportunity of 
testing the ambitions and aspirations of men, 
outside of the nurn her of his owll colleag-ues, 
from the time he became tt ::YriniHter unt1l }H' intro
duced this Bill. There Juts heen nu general 
election since to test the feeliugs of the people 
on the question, so that whatever pre"sure was 
brought to bear nu the hon. gentle1nan ·w~t::..; 
brought by his own colleagues, and not by the 
ambitions and >tspirations of men who, as he 
said, desired to »cquire freeholds. He aho stated 
that one reason why the Bill was brought in 
'va::; to prevent the aggregation of large estateq ; 
and, to prove the enormous iniquity which 
was being- carried on in the aggregation of 
large estates, he read us that report of J\Ir. 
Hume. Now, ~fr. Spe~d\:er, I ttn1 not going to 
say whether I believe that report of 1\lr. 
Hume or not. I dare say J\Ir. Hume g•we 
it as conscientiously as he possil>ly could. I 
remember the report. I rem em her ,;eeing 
it as a :Minister, and I thought it was " 
very strange revort. I was not inclined to 
believe it then, and I am 11ot v"ry much indined 
to believe it now ; hut nevertheless, let any person 
read that report throughout and he will find not 
one single syllable against the homestead selec
tors. The whole of it is ag»inst thG conditionnl 
selectors who have taken uppastoml areas under 
conditional selection, and not against the home
stead selectors at all. \Vhy, therefore, the hon. 
gentleman should single out the homestead 
selector as an enemy to the State I really cannot 
understand ; because I »m under the impression 
~and I think most men who understand the 
question are under the impression~th>tt the 
homestead selector has been the real bon<t tide 
Hettler of this colony, as he is everywhere ~!se. 
The hon. gentleman also stated, iu support of 
the statement he read, th>tt he did not believe a 
man could live on 160 acres of land. That is " 
strange statement, but it is one worthy of an 
old S(tnatter. I dare sa.y you, .iVIr. Speaker, 
must ha\·e heard frequently of tlmt mythic,tl 
"'quatter in the D:1rling Down~ \vho :->Lticl a. ccth
ba.go 11·uuld not ;;ruw there. l belinc the opirit 

of that mythical gentleman must have got into 
the Mini"ter for Lands, because he would never 
have given vent to such an idea if he had known 
anything· about the cap>tbilities of the soil, or if 
he had not been imbued with the notions of that 
old squatterdom which flourished twenty years 
ago. It is the OIJinion of1nemben~ on hit5 o\vn ~ide 
that a man can not only live, but prosper, on a 
selection of less thanlGO acres ; and so far from it 
having been the bet, as the hon. gentleman said 
the other evening, tbat lGO acres \Vere given aH 
a bribe to the poor man hy the land-grabber, 
so that he might gTab as much l:tnd as IJr>ssible 
under the cloak of geuerosity~~so far from that 
being a fact-I say that 100 acres \V ere gi n~n to 
him bv men who believed in the homestead 
princir;le, and who believed that lGO >teres of 
good land was sufficient for a man to support his 
wife and family upon. It was given by tlw 
n1e1nLers on this side: but "a::; no g-ood thing
can come out of Nazareth," therefore their 
motives are impugned l1y the hon. gentleumn. 
If he had made himself acquainted with the 
history of our land lmvs, 1 s he ought to do, he 
would have known, as several of the members on 
the Government side of the How;e know, that 
when we introclnced the homestead Clauses into 
the Act of 1870---

The PREMIER: The Act of 187\J? 
The Hox. J. ::\1. :MACROSSA:'\ : Yes; we 

inerea~:Jed the aCl·eage in 187D. The bon. gentlep 
rnan i:-t thinkiug of the tin1e when he redneed 
the acreage, but J mu thinking of the time when 
we increased it. 1 s»y, bad he studied the Land 
question ~Ml he onght· to have done, he would 
have >een then wh>tt the hon. member for Oxley 
(Mr. GrimeH)~whoie looked upon by members on 
that Hide of the House, if not on thik, as being 
one of the JllOKt experienced agriculturi~t£ in 
South em (/twen;;land~has acknowledged. That 
hon. gentleman has stated that he believes 
40 tl..cres are sufficient for any nutn, an(l he 
-;aiel th>tt from hiH experience of twenty
seven year~ ns an agriculturist ; and he al::;o 
statecl his belief that the RoHewood farmers 
would have l1een even rnore ~nccessful than 
they have been if they had been reHtl'ictecl to 40 
acrt>s. The Hon. J. Douglas, who 1n~ty l1e 
looked upon as an authority by gentlemen on 
the other side, said also that his belief was that 
SO acres 'vas sufficient for a, rnan to nu-tke a goorl 
living out of; and gave rea:mns and argun1entH 
in support of his statement. J\lr. Rutledgc, the 
present Attorney-General, said the same thing. 
:Mr. Kates, the member for Darling Downs, 
'vho repre:::;ents an agricultural constituency, 
actually aeked the Government to withdraw 
the increase of acreage, because he thought 
it "\Vas too lnueh--

J\Ir. KATES: I think you are mist>tken. 

The HoN .. J. M. MACROSS.Aio< : If the hem. 
gentleman thinks I am mistaken, I have the report 
here, which I can read. He also read a resolution 
passed by the farmers who had held a meeting in 
the town of All ora, proposing that the exch>tnged 
lands should be divided into three classes, 
according to their value all<l distance from town. 
The first class was to be of only 80 acres, the 
second class 120 >teres. and the third class 200 
acres. You, sir, also said you believed that 
80 acres was sufficient in certain cases, and 
better than 320 acres in a good many other 
cases. The hon. gentleman at the head of the 
Government said the same thing, and yet the 
Minister for L>tnds acouses members on this 
side of the House of hadng given loO acres to 
the poor man as a bribe, when his own side 
wanted to confine it to 80 acres ! If a man wants 
to destroy a principle he is not badly off for a 
\\..-eapml, 110 11mtter whether he i:-; :-;Janderjng u, 

claco, be that claco high or low. The lwu. 
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gentleman has done both. He has slandered the 
class of homestead selectors, and he has slandered 
those who gave them the homesteads under the 
present conditions. I have taken a great d<•al of 
trouble to gain information upon this very ques
tion of homesteads, because I feel sincere and 
earnest upon it, and always did. It is well 
known to you, sir, that I have always been an 
advocate for home<;tead selection, and I will, if 
I can, increase the acreage still more than 1GO 
acres. I ha,·e taken the trouble, not to ex:tmine 
the condition of Europe for an argun1ent in 
favour of a rnan living upon 160 acre_s, but the 
condition of a country similar to our own
nut exactly similar, for no two countries :tre 
exactly the same, but still a new country, and 
a country which has been the greatest success of 
any country in the world in the matter of agricul
ture-and that is the United States of Amgrica. 
I will not read the extract, but give it in words. 
The Htate of New York contained in 1860 about 
250,000 farms, and the average ~ize of those farms 
was 90 acres. Ohio contained somewhere about 
the smne number, and the average acreage was 
92. Pennsylvania had under 200,000 farms, and 
their average acreage was 9G. Illinois, the other 
!;freH,t producing State of the L~ nion, being a newer 
;:;tate, contained a smaller number of farms than 
Penn~ylvania, and their average acreage \Vas 

130; and that is the highest average acreage of 
farms in the four leading agricultural State:; uf 
the L:uion. Those four States contaiue<l at thtLt 
time a farming- popubtion of nearly 800,000-
that is, heads of families; if yon want to get at 
the totaJ popuhtti('!l living on thof.:e farrns, you 
must multiply the mnnber by G, making 
4,000,000. Here is convincing proof-~if any is 
needed-that a man can live on less than 1GO acres 
of htnd. Bnt becau:;e he can live on less, that is 
no J'ettson why we should confine him to 160 acres. 
Our land laws in regard to homestead.s ought to 
be at least as liberal as those of the United States 
m· of CantLdtt. The hon. gentleman mentioned 
smuethingthe other night about Arneric:tn home
steads, in which he w>ts slightly mistaken. 
Re said th:tt the American Government gave 
men lGO acres as a homestead, and took 
them and planted them alongside the rail
wav:;. tluch is not the case. The American 
Government does nothing bnt give the land. It 
does not take the man anywhere. It does 
not even pay for the Ina.n'~ pa8sage to ~q_nwrica. 
Everything that h; done for the in11nigrant in 
America is done by the vm·ions voluntaq 
assoeiation:-;-lJy 1nen \vho ha.ve the interests 
of the immigrant from :Europe at heart. But 
it gives 1GO 'teres entirely free of cost, with the 
exception of the survey fee and the condition to 
live upnu the land for fiye years. Rut it does 
not give HiO acres alongside of a railway. 
Hon. gentlemen have frequently been told ]'ere 
the custom in America with regard to tho 
Inaking of railwayR. The great cmnpanies 
get :t sqmue mile of land in alternate 
blocb with the Government, and imme
diately the Government divides a district into 
l1 miiway grant the value of the land left to 
the Government is doubled. It becomes worth 
2h dollars an acre, instead of 1i dollars, or 5s. ; 
and if a man wants to select a homestead there 
he can only get SO acres, because it is supposed 
to be double the value of the same acreage else
where. That is where the hon. gentleman was 
wrong. The im1nigrant only gets SO acres 
alongside a railway, and the Government does 
not carry him there. But he gets the !an cl for 
nothing ; and, so far as regardr..; the indncmncnt 
to the agTicultnrist to go there or to come here is 
eoEcerned, the greater inducmuent to hiln i~-; to 
go there. And we arc lessening tho~e induce
ments, a' far as we possibly can, hy the reotric
tions in this Bill. In Canada, a man <;etr, 200 

acres-that is more than the lGO acres that we 
give or that the Americans give-and each of his 
grown-up sons, at the a.ge of eighteen, can get 
100 acres more; and the only condition attached 
to it is that he must live npon it for a 
certain time, and clear and plant two acres a 
year for five years. The hind then becomes his 
cJII'n. In the face of these facts, how can it be 
possible for a party calling itself a Liberal party 
-a p:trty that professes to have the encourage
ment of settlement at heart-how can they pos
sibly expect m em hers of this House to agree to 
the abolition of homesteads, and the restric
tions contained in this Bill, unless-as the 
Minister for Lands wants to do-by keeping us 
in the dark ? ~ There is no other way in which we 
can agree to pass a Bill of this kind, I am not 
going to discuHs the ''Georgian" theory with 
the hon. gentleman ; I will only say this much 
about it: tlmt it is a very good subject for 
a debating society, but that it is not one 
which we can afford to take up in this colony. 
It lms not yet reached the region of practical 
politics ; and when it does I am afraid our con
clition will not allow us to take it up until it has 
been experimented upon and proved to be a 
snccess elsewhere. \Vith the enormous debt we 
have hanging on our shoulders we cannot afford 
to make experiments, in the dark, with our land. 
It is too important a question for us, not only as 
far as settlement is concerned a.nd the future 
increase of population, but also as far as the p>ty
ment of the interest upon our public debt is con
cerned. Therefore, I think we should be very 
chary in taking up any question or doing any· 
thing which in any way will affect the revenue 
of the country, unless \Ve can see our \vay to get 
some corresponding benefit. This question will 
affect the revenue of the country in a detrimental 
way, and there will not be a benefit to corres
poml. That is the contention I take up in this 
Bill to-night, and I think I shall be able to 
prove, before I sit down, that it will seriously 
affect the revenue, and that the Bill is not such 
a one as we in this House can approve of. The 
Premier said last night that the desire of himself 
and of his party was to encourage settlement by 
fixity of tenure and low rents. I will give the 
hon. gentleman credit for his intentions. I be
!ieYe he does wish to encourage settlement, and 
I believe hon. memhers on tha.t side and on this 
side also wish to encourage settlement; but I 
would ask the hem. g•mtleman to do as much for 
his oppouents, and to give them credit for wish
ing to encourage settlernent, although it nw,y be 
on a different basis from his. It is not because 
we cannot agree on the mode of encouraging 
settlement that, therefore, we wish to discourage 
settlement. I do not agree with the hem. gentle
man's mode ; indeed, I may say I very seldom do 
agree with his modes. I shall now ask the 
House to go back with me a few sessions, and in 
doing so I will ask hon. members if they think 
that the hon. gentleman and the party which he 
leads is capable cif dealing with the Land question 
in an intelligent way, so as to encourage settle
ment and increase it. I do uot think the 
hon. gentleman took any important part in 
the land legislation of the colony until J 87 4. In 
that year Mr. Stephens, then Minister for Lands, 
introduced a Bill amending the Act of 1868, and all 
previous Acts dealing with the alienation of land. 
That Bill was thoroughly discussed in this 
House, and passed this Chamber with a.mend
ments ; some of them very important ones, 
introduced by the hon. gentleman at the head of 
the Government. It did not become law, 
but in 187G-the hon. gentleman was then a 
member of the GoYernment of which, I 
think, Mr. Thom was Premier-a Rill was 
introduced on the lines of the Bill of 1874, 
to amend all previous Land Actc. That 
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Bill was introduced by Mr. Douglas, then 
Minister for Lands. Now let hon. gentlemen 
read the Minister's speech, and they will find 
that he says that Bill wn,s dr>Lfted principally by 
the hon. gentleman now at the head of the Govern
ment, and that he thought, from the knowledge 
of the bnd laws which had been gained by that 
time, it might be looked upon as a measure 
of finality. That is only eight years ago; 
yet we are told in the discussion on this 
Bill that the Act of 187G was a bad Act. We 
were told by the Minister for Lands that an 
immense amount of dummying has been done 
under it. Well; Mr. Hume in that famous 
report says that all the dummying that came to 
his knowledge, up to the date of the report, wa.-; 
20,000 acres 0n Darling Downs; and that 
is where the principal dummying has been 
carried on, I believe ; men in other parts of 
the colonies do not trouble much about 
dumm~ing. If only 20,000 acres have heen 
dumnned in five years, according to the 
inform!ttion obtained by the writer of that 
report, I think, when we jJlace the very grPat 
amount of settlement on the Darling Downs 
against that 20,000 acres, we can well afford it. 
This Bill which the hon. gentleman is going to 
repeal was then looked upon as a Bill dealing 
finally with t.he Land question-a Bill thoroughly 
embodying the principles advocated by the 
Liberal party. Their principles at that time 
were alienation of land at a sufficient price to 
to prevent it from being profitable for the 
employer of dummies to buy the selector out; 
and the restriction of the area. The areas 
allowed under the Act of 1868, as all hon. 
members know, were much larger than those 
which could be taken up under the Act of 187G. 
I think the largest area in any class, under 
the Act of 1868, was five thousand seven hundred 
and something acres, and the largest area under 
the Act of 1876 was 1,280 acres altogether 
nnder the three classes. 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSOX : 10,000 
acres under the Act of 18G8. 

Mr. MACllOSSAN: The principle of home· 
"tead selection was also restricted in the Act of 
1876- the area being· reduced to SO acres. 
\V e were told by the hon. gentleman who 
had then charge of that Bill, which became the 
Act of 187G, that it did not emb<,dy the whole 
land policy of the Government ; that there were 
other Bills lying on the table at the same 
time-the Hailw1ty Hesenes Bill for in"tance. 
Now the policy of the Governruent at the 
time, as stated by the leader of the present 
Government, was the Act of 187G and the 
Railway Reserves Bill. He told us la;;t night 
in his speech that "we know what we want, 
and when we know what we want we are in a 
f<tir way of accomplishing it."' Did the hon. 
gentle1nan not know what he wanted in 1876? 
\V as he dealing with the Land question in igno
rance of what he wanted? Shall I remind him 
of what he wanted? He wanted to encourage 
settlement, just as he does now, and, I believe, 
sincerely; and he wttnted also to make railways 
out of the proceeds of the land. The members 
on this side of the House did their best to 
combat the latter principle and encourage the 
former. \Ve predicted exactly what would 
happen through the hon. gentleman's want of 
knowledge of political economy. \V e told 
him he would lodge the country in di;;a~ter ; 
that he would put the finances in n. me6s ; 
and the result has been exactly what we 
predicted, without having the adminiotration 
of the Act a,; the hon. gentleman had. He had 
the administration ,,f the Act, ;>!ld when he left 
o!flce with his colleague, the Tr~a»urer, he ldt 
Lhe lar0est d~ficiency )ot:!tt1ing- in tbe diotaHcs 

that ever clouded the prospects of Queensland. 
That was the result of his land legislation in 1876. 
\Ve are told by him now, " We know what we 
want-we want to encourage settlement ;" and 
the Minister for Works has told us repeatedly 
that the making of railways depends upon the 
passing of this Land Bill. Therefore, what the 
hon. gentleman wants now is exactly what 
he wanted then ; and I say that the results 
will be similar to the results of the Act of 
1876-worse, if anything, as far as the 
finances of the colony are conc~rned. \Vithin 
three years our position will be worse than it 
was at the worst of the period between 1876 and 
1881; and, as far as the settlement of the people 
on the land is concerned, we ;vill not get one
fifth of the number that we got under the Act of 
1876. 

The MIXn>TER l<'OR WORKS : Nonsense ! 

The HoN. J. M. M<\CUOSSAX: The hon. 
gentlmuan t;ays ~' Non~ense." 1\ll he kno,,·., 
about legislation I think this House can very 
well dbpenoe with. I have taken the trouble to 
read that hon. gentleman's speeches on the Land 
question oince he became a member of this 
House, >tnd I think there are are nu S]>eeches 
that contain les> information and evince less 
knowledge of how the land of the country should 
be settled. He is great, as the hon. gentleman 
at the head of the Opposition said, on having 
reductions made in the rents of runs ; aml 
that has been his principal object in dealing 
with the land laws upon paste>ral leases. 
H€ has always tried to get clauses in by which 
s<1uatters could reduce the rents of runs .. I du 
not know if he worked that oracle himself oi· not 
-the hon. gentleman at the head of the Oppo
sition says he did. At all events, that appears 
to be the extent of hi" knowledge with regard to 
the method of dealing with the Land question ; 
so he had better not interrupt by saying 
''Nonsense" any n1ore. Now, the hon. gentle1nan 
at the head of the Government also told us last 
night, when answering the charge that the 
principle of this Bill was entirely different from 
the principles of the I_,iberal party a few years 
ago, that he had profited by the experience 
during the last ten years of every l"ngli:;h-speak
ing country in the world on the Land question. 
\Yell, it is an extraordinary thing that I believe 
he has not profited by the experience of any 
of the :English-speaking countries. I think he is 
going backwards from the experience gained in 
English-spealdng countries. The only English
bpeaking country in which the Land question has 
obtained any prominence in the last ten years is 
Ireland, and the experience of Ireland is dead 
ag·aimt the system of leasing. The result to
day of the experience of Ireland is this : that 
if the Government of England offered the Irish 
people the land of Ireland on the condition 
of their becoming tenants of the State-even 
although that principle is advocated by one 
of the purest and best patriots in Irehnd, 
Mr. Davitt-they would reject it. There are 
600,000 holders of land, and every man of 
them wishes to become his own landlord, not 
to become a lessee of the State, or to remain as 
the serf of a private landlord. And yet the hon. 
gentleman dare tell us that he ha.s profited by 
that experience ! I say he has not profited. If 
he had be would never have made Mr. Dutton 
:Minister for Lands, because he was the advocate 
of leasing. It shows the hon. gentleman's utter 
incapacity to grasp the Land question, when he 
talks in that way. \\Thy, e\ery English-speaking 
country-new country at least-leas had to 
undergo the smne process <>f settlement as 
this_:_tlu':t is, . oelling the . !an? to ~he settlers, 
not !easmg tt. The exrene):lC6 1!1 England 
io that fs.rmero i\ith the .easing s~·atem cannot 
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compete with the American freeholder, at a dis
tance of 3,000 mile' by sea, and in some cases an 
additional 1,.~00 miles by land. 'l'he experience 
of Ireland I have spoken of; and yet the hon. 
gentleman gets up in this House and tells us 
that his experience in those countries is the light 
upon which he has brought in this Bill. Now, 
I think I shall be able to show that the hon. 
gentleman has taken a leaf out of some of 
his Irish experience. I do not think he was 
ever in Ireland. If he had been, and had 
studied the Irish land laws and Irish ten
ants, he could not have profited more and 
been more in accord with the basis of the 
principle there. The Yery first principle of 
Irish bnd laws hitherto has shown that, when
ever a tenant made improvements on his land, 
that imprm·ement was taxed by increasing the 
rent. 

The PREMIER: We propose to do just the 
oppcmite. 

The HoN. ,J. M. MACROSSAN : If he re
fused to pay that rent, or £>tiled to pay it, he was 
given time. The Irish landlords are given a 
Yery bad name, but there are thousands of them 
good men, I believe. The tenant is nllowed 
to go on, but still he has to struggle under 
n load of debt till at la,;t it becomes in
sufferable, no doubt. Under this Bill, if a 
tenant, through bad seasons or misfortunes of 
any kind, fails to pay his rent, what follows ? 
Eviction l Ninety days' grace are given hiiu and 
after that he is evicted. "Eviction" is a hard 
word in the month of an Irishman who knows 
something about it. But it does not stop with 
that. The Eill also gives the State the right to 
distrain on the ten10nt's goorh for the reht; not 
only are his improvements confiscaterl, but the 
Bill gives the State the right to take away 
his goods, his horse, his cow, and hiH cart. 
\Vhy, the Irish law does not do that, hard 
as it is. The Irish landlord must proceed 
by process, and after he gets a process, the 
tenant has still six months' grace given him 
to pay the rent and redeem his land. Under 
this Bill eviction takes place after ninety days. 
And this is the Bill the hon. gentleman tells us 
that is going to encourage settlement on the land! 
I do not think it will encourage any Irishman any
way to settle on the land ; and I do not think it 
will encourage many Germans, because if there 
are any people on the face of the earth who are 
eager to get possession of a bit of land it is the 
Germans. Let any man go through the Rose
wood Scrub-as I have done several times, from 
end to end-and see how men there have 
struggled and fought to get possession of a sinall 
bit of land. Let him ask any of those men if they 
would consent to become tenants of the State. I 
say no, they would not. They would not consent 
even under better conditions thtm are contained 
in this Bill. Those conditions are such that 
neither Germans nor Irishmen will consent to 
come under them. \Vhat are these conditions 
cmnpared with onr preRent law for encouraging 
settlement? Under the present law, imperfect 
as it is, a homestead selector can take up 160 
acres, which costs him 6d. per acre per annum 
for five years. The sole condition upon which 
he aequires it is that he is to live upon the soil, 
and spend 1Us. per acre in improvements. At 
the end of the five years he is entitled to get his 
deeds of grant of the 160 acres, at a total 
cost of £lOO-that is, £20 for rent and £80 
for improvements. Compare that with the 
encoumgement given in this Bill to the same 
class of selectors ! Supposing a selector takes up 
160 acres. He must live on it for ten years. He 
may pay during that time 3d. per acre, which 
is the amount that is now paid on homestead 
selections. At the end of the ten years he is 

still the tenant ; he has no right to the soil. He 
must pay down £160 at the very least-it 
may he more, the land being good. Those 
soft-henrted gentlemen comprising the lnnrl 
board may fix the price of the land at £3 per 
acre instead of £1; at all events he will pay £160 
at least if he desires to become a freeholder. 
In addition to that, he has to completely 
fence the land within two years. 'l'hus the 
total expenses, which is £100 in the one case, iK 
incrensed in the other to £304. That is to say, 
three times as much as the homestead selector 
has to pay now, and after double the time before 
he gets any deeds. That is what is called en
couraging settlement ! For the conditional 
selector the conditions are equally as bad. If a 
man takes up a conditional selection to the 
fullest extent of !)60 acres, he has to live on it in 
the same way for ten yenrs, and he has to fence 
the whole of it in after two years. That may 
cost him £360 at the very least-six miles of 
fencing at £60 per annum. If he has a neighbour 
he will probably get off with less. Then his 
house and other impro\·ements, which he must 
make to live on the land, will bring np the cost 
to £1,000 in two years. Then, at the end of ten 
years, after paying whatever rent, not less than 3d. 
per acre, the board may choose to assess the land 
at, he will be entitled to the freehold after 
having shown his IJon" fides as a selector. 
But he has got to pay for that land at least £1 
per ncre, so that at the end of his ten years, 
when he may become a freeholder, it will cost 
him 30s. or 40s. per acre for simple improve· 
ments and the price of his land. \Vill hon. 
gentlemen say that this is encouraging settle
ment? I shall be told, no doubt, that selectors 
will come in, because they are not rertnired to 
pay down the purchase money ; but they are 
not required, under the present Act, to P!"Y 
down the purchase money. The nverage priCe 
of selections last year in Queensland was 13s., 
and the selector has ten years to pay that 13s. 
in. He is not bound to fence his land within 
two years ; but he is bound to make certain 
improvements upon his land within ten years. 
'fhe conditions in the one case are a thousand 
times mure in favour of settlement than they 
are in the other. There is no comparison 
between the two. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask 
any member of this House just to compare ~he 
ideas prevalent amongst members on that Side 
of the House only six or seven years ngo. I 
myself was one who used to advocate that the 
land should be sold at a very reasonable price
that it should be even given away if settlement 
could be obtained, bnt, at any rate, that no restric
tive price should be put upon the land. Yet 
these men-I believe, at the instigation of two 
or three gentlemen who have changed their 
opinions upon the Land question-will actually 
vote for this Bill, which is the most restrictive tha:t 
could have been introduced by members on this 
side of the House if they wished to stop settlement. 
I know that we w!ll be always told that on this 
side we do not want to encourage settlement. 
The hon. gentleman who represents South Bris
bane not long ago claimed me as a Liberal. I 
think I am n Liberal ; I am too liberal to pass a 
Bill of this kind. I will deny the principles of 
Liberalism if they are contained in this Bill npon 
the Land question. I think it no credit to be 
claimed as a Liberal by the hon. member for 
South Brisbane upon a question of this kind, and 
be told that I am nearly as liberal as he is, if he 
votes for the second reading of this Bill, for I shall 
certainly oppose it. I will now come, Mr. Speaker, 
to a few parts of the Bill. I will take clauses 
6 and 7, which repeal the pre-emptive right 
nnder the Act of 1869. I have always been one 
of those who believe that the passing of the 
54th section of the Act of 1869 was a most 
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unfortunate thing for the country, ::tnd an-y mem
ber who has been in the House ::tlong with me 
for the last ten years has heard me denounce 
th::tt clause more than once or twice ; and they 
also may remember that I took some steps to 
oppose the consolidation of the pre-emptive 
rights, under the clause which was drafted by 
the hon. member who now leads the Government, 
in the Railway Hcserves Act. I am thoroughly 
convinced, and always was convinced, that 
the squatters under the Act of 18G9 h>td 
a perfect right to pre-empt 2,!'i60 acres. If I 
did not think they had a right to do so 
I should have had no reason to denounce the 
passing of the clause. What does the hon. gen
tleman tell us? He tells us that all previous 
Governments have been wrong -he himself 
included; that the Governments which have 
been in existence at different times, Liberal and 
others, have all been wrong in permitting 
squatters to exercise the pre-emptive right; and it 
is only last year that he made the discovery that 
they had no legal right. I believe he would like 
now, from what he said last night, for some 
squatter to test his legal right in a court of law. 

The PREMIER : I would. Then there would 
be an end to it for ever. 

The HoN. J. M. 1\IACROSSAN : The hon. 
gentleman's opinions upon the Land question are 
not very intelligible ones. I remember I backed 
him up once in this House upon a certain ques
tion connected with the land, upon the strength 
nf his opinion, and I, with many others, was 
mistaken. His opinion, when it came to be 
tested by the highest court of law in the British 
Empire, was found to be worthle~Ss. 

The PREMIER: ·what was that"! 
The HoN. ,J. M. MACROSSAN : Probably 

upon this occasion his opinion will be worthless. 
The PllEMIEH : What was that occasion? 
Mr. MOREHEAD : Look at your fee-book. 

'The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : I do not 
like to be so personal as that. I know very well, 
and he knows, what I am talking about. He 
went out of his way a long distance to prove 
something against the existence of this pre
emptive right. Of the word "squatter" and the 
'vord " pre-mnpti ve" he was far \Vrong in his 
history, and some other members on his side are 
equally far. The Premier went to New 
South Wales to find the origin of the word 
"squatter." He should have gone across the 
Atlantic to find the origin of the word, and he 
should also have gone across the Atlantic to 
find the origin of the word "pre-empti ve." He 
would have found the word "pre-empt" was 
applied there half-a-century before there was any 
pre-emption in New South Wales. The origin of 
the word "squatter" is, a man who goes out 
to "squat" in the woods of America in advance 
of survey, and takes up a selection. He 
takes up a selection, and squ::tts there until 
the survey comes up to him. Thnt is a 
"squatter." A man who nakes an application in 
the Lands Office for a piece of land, whether it is 
a homestead or any other, is said to "pre-empt." 
That is the American term for it, and it was 
from there that the words came to New South 
"\Vales; so that these terms have no bearing 
whatever upon the right or want of right uncle!' 
the 54th section of that Act; and the hon. gentle
man was very short of arguments when he went 
so very far and did so very little. It is some· 
times very convenient-in fact, it is sometimes 
very right-if there is any contention about the 
meaning of a certain clause in an Act, to 
try and find ont what was the intention 
of the passers of the Act. Has the hon. gentle
man ever taken that trotlble? I will tell him. His 

colleague the :\Iinister for vY orks knows some· 
thing abont it : he was a member of the House 
in 1S69. I did him the honour to-clay of read
ing his speech upon that occasion too. The 
Minister for Lands who introduced that Bill in 
186!l, with this 54th section in it, said distinctly 
that this section wns to give the squatter a right 
to pre-empt, or to pay for, or purchase-call it 
whnt you like-2,51i0 acres at 10s. per ncre ; 
and lest there should be any mistake about it, 
when the hon. member for Blackall nt present 
(Mr. Archer) was speaking, the Minister for 
Lands interrupted him, and stated distinctly 
thnt it gave the squatter the rig-ht to pre-empt 
that amount of land in every 15,000 acres. 

Mr. ~IOREHl~AD: 16,000. 
The Ho~ . • T. M. MACHOSSAX : The hon. 

gentleman said Lj,OOO; I know it is lG,OOO, 
but I am now quoting the hon. ~Iinister for 
Lands. He made a mistake, and said they 
were entitled to pre-empt 2,5GO acres out of 
every 1\000. Can there be any doubt about 
the intention of the proposers after that? But 
who were the "Yiinistry of that time? They we1.·e 
the pre,;ent Chief Justice, as Premier-Sir 
Charles Lilley-and he was the greatest of the 
Liberal leaders who ha1•e ever sat in the 
Parliament of Queenslan<l; the Hon. Arthnr 
1VIacalister, another Liberal leader ; the Hon. 
,John Douglas, another Liberal leader ;-all tlu,,e 
three gentlemen have been Premiers of the Liberal 
party ;-and the Hon. T. B. Stephens, who 
was, I may say, from my short knowledge of 
him in this House, an excellent :Minister fm 
Lands. \Ve have these four men, a big majority 
of the Cabinet, who actually brought in this 
Bill of 1869, giving the right which the members 
of the same party now repudiate and sny the 
squatters have no right to. I think it is dis
honouring to Queensland to attempt repudiation 
of that kind. However dmnaging it may be 
to the country- however bad the bargain 
may be-an<l I admit it is a bad bargain
it should be carried out or fairly bought out. It 
is not sufficient to say, "IV e will pay for your 
improvernents. '' A11y tenant n1ay rightly sn,y, 
''I don't want you to pay for my improvements; 
I W<tnt my right; I want my bond; I have 
mortgaged this bond to my creditors." And 
there is where the dishonour to Queensland will 
come in-that this man will be compelled to tell 
his creditor, at the instance of the Government, 
"I cannot fL1lfil my bontl." It is the same as if 
the Government had undertaken to give a man 
one thing, and then said, "No, we cannnt give 
you that thing, but we will give you this 
instead." That is what they are doing now. 
But there is something else to be said on the 
r1uestion. \Yhy the hon. member himself has 
actually legislated upon that very pre-emptive 
right as a pre-emptive right. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Hear, hear ! Twice 
over! 

The Ho~. J. M. MAClWSSA~: In addition 
to having legislated in 1876 he legislated again 
upon the question, though I am not certain 
whether his seconrl action was tttken in the same 
year. I say the hon. gentlenmn not only legis
lated upon it, but completed thnt legislation, 
and he tried to legislate again upon it last 
session by bringing in a Bill to repeal what he 
himself calls "an imaginary right." \Vas there 
ever such an absurdity·~ If really there is no right, 
why bring in a Bill to repeal it ? If there is no 
right, why does the Minister for Lands tell us 
that the squatters will have no cause to complain, 
as we pay for improvements instead? If there 
is no pre-emptive right, why should we pay for 
improvements instead? I object to this paying 
for improvements in this Bill. I shall read now 
to the House how the hon. gentleman legislated 
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upon the pre-emptive right which he now denies 
to exist. I find the following in the 4th suh
"ection of the 4th section of the J:tail way He serves 
Act:-

.. The lessee shall huv<"? an(l m~ty exercise··
'l'hat is positive enough, JYir. Speaker-
" 'fhe right of vre-emption conferred on him by the 
51th section of the said Act., __ _ 
Tlmt is the Act of 18G9 ·-
'' ()vPr any part of his run that shall not for the time 
lJeiug ha.vo heen RO resen·cd or ~elected, or have been 
pl'OC'lahned for S<Lle hy anclion, or open to scleetion by 
eontlit.ionalpm·ehmm or a-; a homestead area.." 

X ow, in the 1-Ith section of the same Act, he 
h"~·islates still further upon this matter :-

"In ca:;cs where one person or firm is tlte lessee of 
two or more runs in the ·western Itailway Rcsm·ve, 
adjoining e;wh other, he may, within three mouths 
from the pas:·'iing of this Act, a}lpl~- to the Secretary for 
Land~ to have ~uch runs eonsoli1bted into one, and 
thereafter theY shall he con~iclercct a~ one run, and the 
lessee may, if he ha~ not therebefore excrci~ed the 
same, ex~:rei~e his pre-emptive right in the same 
manner as i::; proYided by thi~ Act." 

Could anything he plainer than that? I believe 
that this act of repudiation ---for such it is-will 
certainly redound to the injury of Queensland, 
in a material way. Of cmm;e every member 
must admit tktt an act of repudiation will injure 
the colony's fame everywhere ; but I say it 
will redound to the colony's injury in a material 
way, ancl that very seriously. I sincerely hope 
that hon. gentlemen, before they pass this in cmn
mittee, will reconsider the question very seriously. 
A goocl cl<':tl has l1een ,,nicl about the land 
boarcl ],y members on both sides of the House ; 
and the hnn. the Prernier ln.r;t night, in speaking 
upon this part of the Hill, s>tid thnt the members 
of the land board woulcl simply exercise juclicial 
functions; that they had a tenure something like 
the AncHtor-General, or like the district court 
judges. 1 <lo not think they are about the 
san1e aR the diRtrict court jndges, or the 
~npren1e Court judges. In one respect they 
are ..,uperior to the f4nprmne Court judges, 
because from the decision nf the latter 
there is an appeal. \V e can appeal from the 
Jecision of a Supreme Court judge, and it 
has been done in this and in the other colonies ; 
bui fron1 the <leci:-:iion of thP::;e gentlmnen who 
are to compose the land board under this 
Bill there is to be no appeal whatever. 
\Vhen we come to compare them with the 
judges- whether of the <listrict court or 
the Supreme Court-\vhy, the cmnparison is 
odious. rfhe gentlen1en COlllp08ing the judi
cia] bench are men teained in the profession 
of the lJ,w. \Vhen they get on to the bench 
they are under the influences of the precedents 
and traditions of the judges of the :Empim 
that have preceded them ; and they are not in 
any way entitlc<l to initiate a case to be tried 
before themselves. There is no cnmpariRon, 
therefore, in that respect, between the judges 
and the gentlemen who will compose this board, 
If their functions are simply judicial they should 
be barristers-they should be trained in the sift
ing of evidence-trained in the exercise of judicial 
functions; but they will probably he some 
two broken-down old squatters. The hoarcl 
nmy be composerl of sorne in1pecnnious rnern
hers of this House - in fact, it is hard 
to say who the gentlemen composing the 
land hoard may he ; and that is another 
element of uncertainty which disquiets people. 
People are very anxious to know who these men 
are t0 whorn such hnmense powerR are to be given 
-to whom are to be given the powers of a dictator. 
The hon. gentleman also said that the func
tions of the land board would be similar to 
those of the Irish Land Court. vV ell, he is as 
mnch in error on that ')He;tion as be was on the 
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lea~ing que:=;tion, as far as Ireland is concerned. 
The gentlemen comprising the ~rish Land Co~u·t 
are barrh;ters, and one of the1n m a very superwr 
o·entlem:.m-l\Ir. O'Hagan. I dare say the hon. 
~entleman kn<nYs :;oruething of hirn by hearsay . 
The members of that court are all trained 
barristers. There are three courts, and a fourth 
is about to be established, 

The PHK:>IIEH : There are several court~, 
and one court of appeal, corresponding to this 
land board. 

'l'he Ho:;. ,T, M. MACHOSSAN : There are 
three courts, and the Government contemplate 
~Htablishing a fourth, as the three cannot overtake 
the work. 

The PRK:UIER : There is only one conrt of 
appeal. 

The HoN .• J. M. MACROSSAN : There :tre 
three courts. 

The PRE:\HER: There are about fifty. 
The HoN. ,T, M. l\IACROSSAN: The hon. 

gentleman is talking about appraisers. 'fhey do 
not form a court; they give their evidence before 
a court. They are practical men having a know
ledge of the clistl·ict and of the farms and pro
duce of the district in which they act, and they 
give their evidence before the land court ; and 
the farmer whose case is to be tried also gives his 
evidence before the court. 

The l'RKMI:EH : There are about fifty courts 
of that kind. 

The HoN .• T. M. MACROSSAN: As far as 
a comparison between the Irish Land Court .and 
this land hoard is concerned, the only compar1son 
is that the judges of both tl'ibunals will have to 
decide upon the amount of rent. 'fhe Irish 
Land Conrt has to decide upon the amount of 
rent, but it has a mass of eviclence on which to 
decide, But it does not initiate any case, and 
that is where the difference comes in. The 
gentlemen composing thi,; board will not only 
bavn to decide cases, bnt will have to initiate 
them. In many instances under this Bill 
nothing can be begun except by the board, and 
then it has to decide on the matter. 

The l'HE::\II:ER: No. 
The HoN. ;r. 11. ::\IACROSSAX : I will show 

the hou. gentleman directly. The speech of 
the hon. gentleman who introduced the Bill was 
very differeut from the •peech delivered last 
night by his chief in Hupport of it, and 
was also Homew hat different from the re
mark" of the Colonial Treasurer, who mollified 
matters very much before he sat down when 
spenJcing on the second reading of the Bill. 
The hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern
ment minimised a good deal the evils in this 
Bill by what he said last night, Did not the 
h<m. gentleman in charge of the measure say 
that the Lands Office was so corrupt thccct the 
admini:;tration of the land hccws could not be 
entrusted to it, and that the moral tone of the 
people was so lowered that they could not be 
trusted to take an oath ? And the :Minister for 
vVorks went further and said he never knew an 
honest man a JYfinister for Lands. I should be 
very sorry to think, sir, that we ever had a dis
honest Land ::\finister. I do not believe we ever 
had. \V e have bad Ministers who have inter
preted. an Act of Parliament in a different wa 
from their predecessors. The hon. gentleman at 
the head of the Government interpreted the 54th 
section of the Act of 1869 in a different way 
now to that in which he interpreted it a few 
years ago. But because a :Minister interpreted 
an Act from a different point of view to that of 
his predecessor in office, that does not make him 
dishonest. I think the }finister for Works not 
only believes that Ministers for Lands are dis
honest, h11t n1so believes that our judges are 



376 Crown Lands Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Crown Lands BUZ. 

dishonest; and, therefore, he cannot expect to 
get any honest men to administer the provisions 
of this Bill as a board. But I say I belieYe 
that the Lands Office is quite competent to 
administer the provisions of this Bill or any 
other Bill that passed in this House ; but 
especially this Bill, if we had land boards 
the same as those which are to be estab
lished in New South \V ales. I have got a 
copy of the New South Wales Land Bill as it 
1;assed the Legislative .Assembly, and from it I 
find that land boards are to be established in 
different districts; two members of the board 
being local men-of course men of competent 
ability-having a knowledge of the district and 
the runs or farms upon which they will be called 
upon to approve or otherwise. The third mem
ber, I believe, is to be a salaried officer. The 
decision of the board when come to, if there is an 
appeal, come,. before the l\Iinister for Lands, who 
sits in open court and administers the Act openlv. 
Under that system I maintain that there can Ge 
no more dishonesty than there is in the admin
istration of the law by the judgeH ; aud there 
they have the advantage of having the man who 
is responsible for the administration of the Act 
before them. But if this Bill become law as it 
is now, how will we be able to cotll the land 
board to account for maladministration ? The 
Minister for Lands can easily say, "I h'tve 
no responsibility under this Bill ; the matter is 
in the hands of the land board." He might 
also say, "Neither have I any influence with 
the board ; " and he would be perfectly right. 
As far as the corruption of the Lands Office is 
concerned, as stated by the ::Yiinister for Lauds, 
that is a myth. There is just as much corrup
tion in any other office, and if the Minister for 
Lands wants protection from political influence 
so does the Minister for \V or kR. I was in the 
\Vorl<s Office for nearly five years, and I know 
very well that there is a good deal of political 
pressure brought to bear on the JYiinister for 
\Vorks in reg·ard to the making and working- of 
railways. And if we are going to relieve the 
Minister for Lands of his responsibility and 
establish a land board, why not do the same for 
the Minister for \Vorks? \Ve have as much 
reason to do the one as to do the other. A very 
short time ago the education of the colony was 
administered by a board. The hon. gentlem<<n 
now at the head of the Government took the 
work from that board and placed it under a 
Minister. Now he is actually reveroing, in this 
Bill, the very principle he then adopted. The 
hon. gentleman at the head of the Government 
was quite right last night in saying that this 
portion of the Bill is the centralising part of it. 

The PREMIER: I said nothing of the kind. 
The HoN. J. M. i\IACROSSAN: I mean the 

leader of the Opposition. 
The PHEMIER: You said the hem. gentleman 

at the head of the Government. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : He is prophetic. 
The HoN. J. M. JIIIACROSSA~: There is 

scarcely a divisional board in the colony that 
could not furnish members to form land boards 
to do the work in their Tespective tlistricts; and 
their work, if necessary, could be revised 
by the Minister for Lands. I look upon 
this land board proposal as a most dangerous 
deprorture from the principle of responsible 
government. It is one that will not stop there. 
If we once make a false step in this direction we 
arg alniost certain to make another or two after
wards in the same direction, and things will go 
from bad to worse until responsible government 
will almost cease. No doubt it is a very nice 
thing for a Minister to try to get rid of 
responsibility; but when a gentleman aspires 
to that position and gets it, he should 

accept the responsibility, and should do his 
duty under that responsibility fairly and 
honestly, and let people say what they will. 
Surely his position as :Minister for Lands, ad
nlinistering a n1easure of this kind, is no grl'ater 
than the position the judge• occnl'Y in the 
country. They are not afraid of their responsi
bility ; th~y perform their duty with justice and 
impartiality, and to their own credit and tlw 
benefit of the country. \Vhv should not the 
JI/Iinisterfor Lands do tl1e same? Surely that is not 
a portion of the "Georgian" theory-to abrogate 
responsibility ? I should think that a mm1 who 
has the moral C'll1rage to accept the "Georgian'' 
theory would lmve the moral courage to accept 
the rc,;ponsibility of ruling the whole universe. 
I think the land board, :VIr. Speaker, is a very 
bad portion of thio Bill, and nothing would please 
me better than to have it omitted entirely, or 
emascubted in such a WilY that the Minister will 
have the responsibiiity and that the House will 
he able to criticise its administration. The hon. 
gentleman at the head of the ('"overnment asked 
me, where did the board initiate'! I will tell 
him. There are other clauses, but I will refet· 
to the 17th clause, which says :-

" 'Yllencver it iR nece~sary to determine the amonut 
of any rent or compensn.tion payable uncler t.hit-:~ Act, or 
to determine any otl1er amonnt required by this Act to 
he determined. the same shall be determined by the 
board, and the following rules shall be ob:;;:erved :-" 

They call on the commissioner to furnbh them 
with proof, an<! there is the initiation. There 
is scarcely a single clause in the whole of the 
Bill which leaYes the Minister for Lamh any
thing to do. The board will be like the mayors of 
the palace in the time of the Capetian clyuasty in 
France. The Minister will be the lazy king; and 
these two men will be actually bossing the depart
ment and drawing two salaries, while the Min
istet·, who could do the work for one salary, will 
be doing nothing. Am! they will be without criti
cism. They will be not only irresponsible to us but 
irresponsible to everybody eloe, unless the l\Iin
istry are certain they will be able to suspend one 
of them, and that the suspension will be carrie<l 
through when Parliament meetH. They will 
never attempt to suspend them unless they are 
certain they can command a majority in both 
Houses. \Vhatever responsibility they will have 
will be under the control of the :VIinistry; but it 
should not be under the control of the Ministry. 
If they are responsible to anyone they should be 
under the control of this House ; they should 
be responsible to this House the same as the 
Auditor-General. 

The PREMIER : It is exactly the same 
tenure. 

The HoN. J. M. MACEOSSAN: I come now 
to the existing pastoral leases in Part III. 
Under this part, l\1r. Spe11ker, the pastoral tenant, 
or rather the pastoral lessee, when he comes 
under this Bill, if he is a runholder under the 
Settled Districts Pastoral Lands Act or under 
the amending Act, gets one-half of his run 
given back when half is resumed by the board : 
and different periods are fixed according to the 
length of time in every case that the lease 
has been in operation. The conditions which 
then follow are these :-The pastoral lessee 
for the half which is not resumed receives 
an indefeasible lease for ten yeat'S -that is, 
in the settled districts. Now, I recollect 
the time, not so very long ago, when the 
hon. gentleman at the head of the Government 
objected very strongly to giving the pastoral 
tenants in the settled districts a ten yaars' lease 
which would not be indefeasible-a ten years' 
lease which carried with it the right of resump
tion at any time, and the right to throw open this 
land for selection. I recollect the time previous 
to that when he thought five years quite enough; 
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but now, on the head of these ten years which 
the'e tenants obtain, he is going to add ten years' 
more indefeasible lease, and pay them for the 
improvements at the termination of the lease; 
or pay them for the resumption of the run 
if he should take a portion for 8ettlement 
during the existing lease. Xow, let anyone 
compara the position the hem. gentleman 
occupied on the previ0us occasion of which I 
speak, and the position he occupies now. I take 
up the position of objection he occupied then. I 
object to indefeasible leases being given to the 
pastoral tenants, either in the settled or in 
the unsettled districts, or anywhere else; I 
object to the pastoral tenants being paid for 
improvements on the termination of their leases; 
I object to their being paid fOl' the run or a 
portion of the run if the run is required 
for settlement and resumed ; and I appeal to the 
experience of the mother-colony, New South 
\Vales, which has just passed a Lane] Bill, to ~how 
thrtt the squatters there had not been given the 
right to payment for improvementS<. Yet the 
hon. gentleman will now actually saddle the 
country with an indefeasible lease, payment for 
improvements, rtnd payment for resumption; 
and at the end of ten ye;crs what will be the 
condition of the settled districts? I m;cke 
bold to say, Mr. Speaker, that, if the grazing 
farm portion of this Bill is only a partial 
success, at the end of ten years, in the ;;ettled 
<listricts, the small graziers and the then pas
toral tenants will combine, and they will get the 
land for n•,thing ; and the amount of money 
the State will have to pay for the improve
ments upon those runs at the end of twenty 
years from this time-that is, the ten years 
now rlUllling, and the ten years thev are to 
get-will be such that the Governmm1t of the 
day-more e.o;pecially if it be an impecunious 
Government, as all Liberal Governments are
will say, "\V e cannot afford to pay for these 
improvements and must give up the runs to the 
present holders." That is the condition of 
things the hon. gentleman propose' shall exist 
in this co.untry twenty years hence in the settled 
districts. But instead of giving such favours 
to the pastoral tenants in the settled districts, 
I think he ought to have done better-he should 
have reduced the rent. I believe the rent was 
unfairly fixed at a very high minimum. If he is to 
confer favours at all, I think that favour of fixing 
the rent at £1 for every square mile of land in 
the unsettled districts should be left to the board. 
That I would not object to, hut I object to 
saddling the Government in such a way with 
those pastoral tenants that they will not be able 
to get rid of them. Then, in the outside districts, 
as soon as this Bill comes into operation, the 
same kind of resumption will take place ; 
the same division of the runs ; the same 
compensations will be given ; the same inde
feasible lease will be given, but for a longer 
period-a period of fifteen years. Now, whea 
we come to think that the very first of the pastoral 
lease': that can fall due will not fall due until 
1891, and they will be falling due from that time 
in different years for ten or fifteen years, and 
when we add that period to the fifteen years 
·which the hon. gentleman is going to give 
them, we find that these men will actually 
be living in possession of the land for 
from twenty- five to thirty years, and at 
the end of that time they are to be paid 
for a lot of improvements. \V ell, I think the 
statement which I made, that the hon. gentle
man is unable to grapple with the Land question, 
is thoroughly borne out when we see what he is 
g,Jing to saddle the country ;vith in regard to these 
pastoral tenants. If the members on this side 
of the House who represent squatting constitu
encies act in the interests of party and not in 

the interests of the country, they will accept 
this Bill in its entirety, because it is the best 
Bill from that point of view that they could 
have. 

The PREMIER : I wondered when that wa' 
cmning. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: You expected it, then'? 
The PRE~IIER : I knew somebody would 

say that. 
The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN: The hon. 

gentleman knew that it was deserved. 
The PHE?viiER : It is the old bogie. 
Tlw Hox. J. !VI. MACROSSAN: It is a new 

bogie. \V e never had an indefeasible lease 
before. \Ye never had compensation for the 
resumption of a run before. vVe havQ had 
compensation for improvements in the case of 
selections, but not at the termination of a lease. 
It is a new bogie, and a bogie which, when 
the people come to understand it, they 
will not have. Let us examine more closely 
into what will be the condition of tl1e 
country thirty years hence, when this Bill has 
been in full operation. If it has been suc
cessful, there will be a large class of small 
pastoral tenants-a very numerous class indeed. 
I have not gone into the figures on that question, 
but it is one which any member may go 
into very easily for himself by taking the 
ha! ves of the runs; and there will be a 
large class also of men-big sr1uatters, wealthy 
men- whose improvements will amount to 
millions of money. It will not be a fence 
here and '' dam there, but there will be 
improvements that will have cost very likely 
fifty millions of money. l'\ow, I ask any 
man in his senses will the Government be pre
pared to pay that money to get hack its own 
land-the land which has been given away-
squandered by the hon. gentleman at the 
head of the present Government? The only 
hope that I can see of averting this calamity 
-and it will be a calamity-is that the 
grazing portion of this Bill will not be a 
success. The agricultural farms have to be let 
by the board in areas of 960 or 320 acres, as the 
case may be, and the grazing farms in areas of 
20,000 acres. Now let us see how the hon. 
gentleman encourages settlement in that respect. 
He told the House last night that we were 
going to haYe a class of small lessees-small 
graziers-and that these were the men that the 
big leaseholders are to be displaced by. Very 
well, let us see how far the provisions of this 
Bill carry out that object. In the first 
place, the grazing farmer has to fence in the 
whole of his farm-twenty-three miles at £60 a 
mile to start with. 'That is to be done within 
two years, or it may be extended to three. He 
must then, if he utilises the farm, build a house. 
He must make provision for artificial water if 
there is no natural water upon the farm. 
And now comes the pinch. I am giving the 
manner in which these small graziers are 
to be encouraged. The small man is to 
pay four times the rent that the big man 
alongside of him will be called upon to 
pay. I take, of course, the minimum. The 
minimum rent that the big squatter, whose 
land has been resumed as fairly as possible, so as 
to make the capabilities of the one half equal to 
the other-the minimum rent upon that is to be £1 
per mile; and byway of encouragement to the small 
grazier he will have to pay £4 per mile, and to 
compete with his big neighbour under, not 
only that disadvantage, but under the disadvan
tage of being compelled to fence in his selection. 
Then, in addition to that, the lessee of the small 
station, or small sqnattage, as I may call it, 
does not get off with that. At the end of a 
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certain term of years his rent is to be raised. 
It is to be re-appraised, and :1t least 10 ]'er 
cent. added to it ; and that goes on contimmlly 
to the end of his lease. All this time this small 
m;1n who ha1:\ hE'cH encouraged to take np this piecr• 
of land is to pt~y four time,; at least-it mav lle 
five or six time~--hut four tilnPs at leas( the 
rent that his big· neighbour has to pay, and that 
on a sqnattage which the latter has had the 
ben~fit of holding for at least twenty-one y<'ars. 
Agncnltura.I settlen1eut is to be enCdUI"aged in 
1nnch the ~:-;an1e \vay. It j:-; to he t>ncmn·a"·l~d hy 
the.system, tlu:t I ·spoke of a sh<_>rt time ,';'g·o, ,;f 
tax1ng all the nnprovement:-; wh1ch the selector 
will have to pnt upon his property lJefore he 
can utilise it.. He dig:-; a, well or InakeH a 
dan1, and incre::tses the vnlue of his lea~e; and his 
rent i~ to be raised. lf he i:-; an as"idunu:'i and 
inchmtrions rru1n, UlHl cultivate~ hi,-:; land in a 
better degree than hi~ neighbonr, making his 
farm more Yaluable, his rent is to be raisec!; ttml 
anything he can rlo in improving hif' land, ~o that 
it may be better utilise<!, incre~tse,.; his rent. 
That of course is all in the interests of settle
ment ! \Yhy, the position of the poor ryot 
in In<lia is ex:wtly similar. There, in some 
portions of the country, the St:>te is the !~tndlorrl. 
In some P?rtions of India, ~nch a::; T_T pper BengfLl, 
the State m not the bncllord, :md there the ryot 
iHcnntentetl and prosperou~, but where the State i:-~. 
the landlord he isrliscontentecl m1el is almost worse 
off than the Irish peasant. 'l'hat is an instance of 
State htndlordship ; and here we are ac,ked to cli,;
pose of our land under exacth' the same condition". 
If he improves his bnd tl}e appmiser raises his 
rent. In fact, the rentR have gone on iucreasinu 
from the time when they form one-tenth to on.{: 
eighth .the produce of the soil until they are now 
two-thn·ds and three-fourths, and in some cases 
leal"mg the tenant the barest l"'ssible sub,.;ist
ence. That is State la ncllordism ; that is the 
taxation of improven1ents. HaYing seen the 
evils of that, the Home Government, in 18Gii, 
brought preHtmre to bear on tbe India.n C+overn
ment, and compelled them to pass a regulation 
preventing the taxation of the welk They gave 
them a right to tax the land on ''general consider~
tions," as it is called. How did the appraisers 
get out of that? They simvly said, "This bnd 
is more valuable hecmbe there is a well upon 
it; we will not ta.x your ''Tell, but on 'general 
considerations' \Ve will rais-o your rent"; and the 
rent was raised a .. ccording1y. That i::; the KY~ten1 
proposed under this Bill, and proposed, mark 
you! by gentlemen \vhn raiHed the greatt:;;t outcry 
upon me1nbers on thiB side, 'vhrn sitting on that 
:-;ide, for havi11g taxed irnprovmnents nn<ler the 
Dil·isional Boards Act. But under that A et the 
twmey raised by that tax"tion was spent in the 
ni,.;trict, and for the benefit of the men who raitl 
it, whereas this tax is to be taken out of hi., 
pocket and spent for the benefit of the l>ig 
speculator and the small speculator living· in the 
towns, and who are not taxed at all. The pnr
chaser of lan<l within two miles of a township 
can get eighty acres of land at auction at the 
upset price of £1 per acre, and the buyer need 
not even fence it in, but leave it in a state 
of nature. Meanwhile the to\\'11 grows gradu
:tlly ; it may even grow round it, and the land 
becomes enhanced in Ya]ue until the unearn<"l 
increment becomes 1 'robably .£100 an acre. He 
can cut it up, as is done every day round Bris
bane and other towns in the colouy, and nmke 
immense sums of money out of it. The poor 
struggling country farmer, who goes a few miles 
further into the bush to reclaim the land and 
make a home for his family, has to pay for every 
improvement he puts on his land, and every 
penny of that goes to the benefit of the town 
speculator who is protected as against him under 
this Bill. The Minister for Lands spoke the other 

day abont principles of equality and justice, and 
said that all classes should be treated alike. \Vhy 
does he not treat. all classe., alil<e under this 
Bill ' \Vhy should the selectors be taxed on their 
improvernent§, and their rent increased every 
five year>, while the man who speculates in town 
lauds shall reap the benefit of it, and the benefit 
of his labour as well, because the lalJour of the 
mau in the country increases the Yalue of land 
in the town; and the man in the town gets both-· 
the unearned increment m1d a portion of the 
labonr of the unfortunate selector. I will give 
a mythic:tl case. I will not mention names or 
places, hut hon. members on both side> know 
full well what I allude to. I can imagine a 
certain pmtion of land in a northern 
town being mid at a very small price per 
acre--tnken up under the cotton regula-
tions at nothing per acre, absolutely 
nothing. That land, after being pur-
chased at £:) an acre, I believe, was allowed to 
lie in a state of natnre. The Government of the 
colony waR in the n1eantin1e spending over 
half-a-million of money in railways, harboms, 
and other improvements :wound that place. 
Private crtpital to the amonnt of another half
niillion w:iR spent in bringing the Rurrounding 
conntry under cultivation, until this land, which 
cost £."i an acre, can be sold for £20 an acre or 
more. Yet the owner of land lilm this, while 
actually reaping· the benefit of that expenditure, 
ami of the improvements of the poor selector, 
pockets this enormous sum withont having earned 
one penny of it-withont having even expended 
a penny on the soil. This is a case which I think 
iR ap1·opos of the question un( ler discussion ; 
and if the lYiinister for Lands or the Premier 
had been actuated by feelings of justice, and the 
principles of equality and fair play between man 
and man, he would never seek to tax the 
imrmwements of selectors, and raise their rent 
for htwing put their own money on the soil, 
without at the same time conferring the same 
benefit--if it is one-upon the holder of lands in 
the towns. This Bill is a most unfair one in that 
reRpect, for neither the grazing fanners nor th~ 
selectors are treated fairly ami honestly. As I 
have said, the small man pays four times the rent 
of the Li~. man. \Vhy should that be so ? \Vhy 
shonl:l a man, because he is poor or takes up a 
small selectirm, be compelled to pay four times 
more for it than a man who has taken up 
one ten times as large? But how will this 
affect settlement ?-for settlement is what we 
want, and what the hon. gentleman professes to 
want. If it will pay-and I am not certain whether 
it will pay or not, becau,.;e I have my doubts 
:thout the amount of rent being too huge-if 
it will pay the small grazing farmer to take up a 
20,000-acre block, it will pay the. man, a portion 
of whose run has been resumed, to utilise the 
same block ; and he can easfly do so. There is 
nothing to prevent hirn having an accon1n1odating 
shepherd or stockman, and build a hut upon that 
20,000 acre block. 'l'hcre is no dummying what
ever, and he will simply secure himself by the 
mortgage clauses of the Bill. There is therefore 
every facility left in the Bill itself for the present 
lessees to occupy every piece of land that will be 
taken from them-and there will be no increase of 
settlement. There will be an increase of rent, 
with an increase in the apparent number of occu
piers of the soil, but no increase whatever in the 
real number. This can be repeated. The 
lessee can take up every piece of land that has 
b@en taken from him by finding the men in 
his employment. He is not bound to stock it; 
all he is bound to do is to fence it in. He simply 
occupies it; the same thing can be repeated 
in every land district in the colony ; and settle
ment under this portion of the Bill will not be 
one-twentieth part of what the hon gentleman 
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expects. But the Minister for LanJs himself 
does not want settlement, although the Prerr,ier 
may, for he told us distinct]:;' the other night 
that his reason for not including that portion 
of land next to the bonier of }'\ ew South 
\V ales was that he was afraid people would come 
over from New South \Vales and settle upon it. 
There is too much of the old squatter in him to 
want settlement. 1'\ ot the old mythical S<Juat
ter, Mr. Speaker. I want to make a distinction. 
There are s<Juatters and squatters : but the old 
mythical squatter who could not grow a cabbage 
is not dead yet. Now as to the scrub lands, I 
do not think I shall trouble about them, and I 
do not think many of the people of the country 
will trouble about them either, except, perhaps, 
in certain favoured spots. I admit there are 
qpots, such as the Dugandan ancl Rosewood 
Scrubs, where if a man got 10,000 acres he might 
<lo very well out of it. 

The PHEJYIIER : The Bill does not apply to 
scrubs of that kind. · 

The HoN. J. M. MAOIWS!'lA~: Yes, it 
does. 

The PREMIER : No, it does not. 

The HoN .• J. M. MACROSSAN: I do not think 
the rest of the Bill is worth dissection "t present, [IS 
we shall h[lve another opportunity in committee 
of disRl:.cting it. I wiRh now to say Homething 
"bout the financi"l operation of it. I think this is a 
<Juestion the Treasurer should h[lve entered upon 
when he made his speech on the secoml reading. 
The hon. gentleman S[litl last night, that if the 
lessees of the settled districts did not choose 
to come under the provi,.;ions of this Bill they 
might stay out; but he implied that if the l"nd 
was wanted, of course, it wonld be resurned. 
\\Tell, it can be resnmed, bnt there m·e certain 
leases which are falling· due, and which can be 
operated upon without troubling the pastoral 
tenants in the settled district.; fm some time 
to come ; together with the amount of land 
that is o11en for selection at present in the 
settled districts-some 19,000,000 acre~. But 
there are certain runs in the unsettled districts 
the leases of which are f>Llling due ; some fell due 
last year, :md some will fall due this year
altogether some four or five hundred '!eases 
between the 30th of .June, last year, and the 30th 
of June, 1890. These are wh"t are called the 
renewed leases under the Pastoral Leases Act of 
18G9. Now, I will suppose that the Government 
will operate on these leases; that they will not give 
the tenants any other tenure than that provided 
by this Bill ; and I will just take the first three 
ye[lrs of the operation of the Bill-I do not 
want to \veary hon. n1mnbers by going too far. 
In 1883, 1884, and 1885, there will be >elttwether 
173 runs falling into the hands of the State~ con
tainin~ 7,424 square miles, and Jl"ying a rental of 
£6,H2G. I may S[IY that this is part of the in
formation I tried to get in the Lands Office, 
?ut was prevented fron1 getting, so I got it 
mclependently of the office. Other information 
which I could not get there, I was unable to 
supply myself with. \V e will suppose these 
7,424 square n1ileR a.re operated npon; one
half is taken for settlement, and one-half left to 
the pastoral tenant. I will take the minimum
of course I can deal with minimums only, as I 
have no knowledge of anything hut the minimum 
in the Bill, and we cannot assume [lnything 
beyond it. The h"lf of 7,424 square miles is 
3, 712. At £4 per squ[lre mile, which would be 
the rent of the small farmer, this would be 
£14,848, and the other half, at £1 ]Jer S<Jnare 
mile, would be £3,712, making altogether £18,560. 
Th"t is the rent which will be derived from 
those runs which will fall in up to 1885. From 
that is to be taken the rent which is now being 
paid for those same runs, and then you will 

get the increase on the rent deri ve<l from them. 
The rent now being paid is £G,92G ; S•J that the 
difference, £ll,fi34, is the increase of rent upon 
the·<e runs within the next three years. Th"t 
is to Hf\~7-t;nnposing: the Government are 
able to ·get tb e m'achinery of this Bill in 
\Vorking order, and operate as I have assulned
that is the rent we shall derive in the beginning 
of 188G. That g-ives them a whole year from the 
time the Act comes into force to get it into 
working order. ~ow I mn going to give the 
hem. tbe Colonial Treasurer a great benefit in 
thi~. I a,n1 going to Hnppose-althongh it is 
only "supposition on my part-that the selection 
of agricultnr;:tlla.nd will go on at the ~;:tine rate aH 
it has been doing. The avemge of the ]a,t two or 
three years has been alHlut (i.30,000 acres, and I will 
sup])(Jse there are G:JO,OOO acre; selected under 
the agricultural part of this Bill, which will 
gi,·e exactly £8,000 rent. Adding that to the 
£1l,G34, we get £Hl,G34. That is at the begin
ning of lRSU. ~ow, come to the losse~ we 
will have at the beginning· of 188G. In 
the first place, we dispense with auction 
salt" of country lands, and we dispense 
with pre - empti ve leases and with selec
tion purchases. These "re all items kept 
separate fr01n the annua-l rents-hon. n1en1-
hers mm;t 1mder,;tand that. Then we shall 
have no ne\\;: tntnHaction:-; from the beginning of 
next year; that is also a separate item from the 
annual rents. \V ell, I find that in 1882-that is 
the latest I C<m get-the new tran,;actions 
amounted to £40,000; I will take the average at 
£4i\,OOO. The paid-up b"l::mces-also an item by 
itself-mnounted to £4i:i,OOO. Now we come to 
the lm;s of rents. These are things I wanted to 
get, and could not g·et, from the Lands Office. 
:\laking an estim"te as near [IS I possibly can, 
the amount of rent which I think will be 
lost for the first three years will be about £30,000 ; 
very likely it will be more. I have [IYTivedat it in 
this way. I h[l\'e taken the total acreage at 
present under selection; and I have taken the 
fourth part of that-2,000,000 acres-to drop 
out of the rent list Jw the beginning of 1886. 
That will reduce the re{1t of the runs by £30,000. 
\V ell, the total losses mentioned now amount 
to £220,000. Of course it leaves a rent list of 
about £90,000 still from the beginning of 1886. 
N" ow put the incre<L'e against the loss. I will 
deal with round numbers, lectving the odd 
fig·nres out altogether. The increase upon 
these runs of which I have spoken and the 
selections mnounts altogether to £19,000; take 
that from £220,000, ,.,cl it ]e[lves £201,000. 
This is the loss which will accrue to the State 
for the first year nntler the operation of this Bill. 
The loss th>tt will accrue in the second year 
will be less tlutn that, those quantities being 
fixed; the increased rent not being fixed, the 
quantity is a progresBive one. The second year
that is, in 1881), which under the ope>·ation of the 
Bill, will bring us to the beginning of 188/ -will 
give an increase of £29,000; the next year the 
increase will be £38,000. Taking the increase 
from the decrease in each year, the total loss for 
the three yem·s at the brginning of 18RS will 
be £!\49,000. I'\nw, if I am mistaken in any 
way, hon. gentlemen on that side of the House 
are themselves to bl:<me for not supplying us 
with the inform"tion. I shonlJ have arrived at 
the total loss under the Bill f,lr the next three 
years easily enough if I had been supplied with 
the infornmtion I wanted. It was the duty of 
the Government to supply members of the 
House with that information ; and I make bold 
to say that the Bill will not be allowed to go far 
into committee unless the Treasurer gives it
in fact, it will be unconstitutional to allow the 
Government to proceed with an important 
measure of this kind, dealing in such ~· 
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radical way with the finances of the colony, 
without telling us and taking the respon~ibility 
of how it will operate on the finances. But the 
loss will go on beyond the three years. I can 
even give more selections than this. I can give 
the hon. gentleman two million acres additional 
grazing farms in the settled districts each year 
for the three years. That will be six millions of 
acres. That, with the three times 650,000 ncres, 
which I have allowed for agricultural farms 
every year, and the grazing farms and the 
renewed leases under the Act of 1869 fall
ing due, will actually bring the selections 
up to 13,000,000 of acres, being two millions 
beyond the total acreage of selections from the 
beginning of the colony up to the present time. 
The hon. gentleman at the head of the Treasury 
has a difficult job before him; and I feel as con
fident as I am standing here, that he will have 
to sing th« same son,; before two years that he 
had to sing the last time he was in office, and 
that the Government will be obliged to leave those 
benches after having brought the revenue far 
below our expenditure. Our wants are increasing 
at a most rapid rate, nnd the Government will 
make matters still worse. This deficiency, too, 
will operate, not only on the finances, but on the 
trade and commerce of the colony. Then the 
men on this side of the House will be.called upon 
to retrieve the disaster brought about by hon. 
gentlemen on the other side. I am confident 
of that. I say that if the hon. gentleman had. 
devised a measure by which this disaster was to 
be brought about, instead of trying to devise one 
to encourage settlement, he could not have 
employed a better tool than the Minister for 
Lands to do it-that is, if he is allowed to Le 
the author of this Bill, which I doubt very much. 
I say, that by the calamity that will take place 
in this country Ly placing l'" in the grip of the 
pastoral tenant,, which this Bill does, by 
restrictions being placed on bon<! ,tide agricultural 
selectors, and by the finances of the colony 
being deranged for a number of years, the hon. 
gentleman will have done more harm to the 
colony than the best Government that has ever 
existed in any country will retrieve in ten years. 

Mr. BROOKES said : I have listened to the 
hon. member for Townsville with great pleasure ; 
and now that he has closed, I cannot help think
intr this: that when the great bulk of the popu
lation read his speech to-morrow morning they 
will wonder what he is aiming at; they will not 
be able to understand him. The hon. gentleman 
is trying to play a double game. He wants to 
take the part of the pastoral tenants and also of 
a democrat. Now, it is not possible for the 
two characters to be combined. Like most 
people when they have a had case, I notice that 
the hon. gentleman concluded his speech with a 
number of prophecies. Well, I do not know that 
any member of this House in particular is en
dowed with the spirit of prophecy. It is rather 
dangerous to prophesy before the event. The hon. 
gentleman also expressed the opinion that this 
Bill will plnce the lands of the colony in the 
grasp of the pastoral tenants. Now, I propose, 
with the permission of the House, to present a 
picture of what the colony is now-just what it 
is now. I propose to read from the paper I have 
in my hnnd some information which has been 
very carefully compiled so that there will be no 
mistake about it. 

Mr. NOR TON: Where from? 
Mr. BROOKES: Never mind that. I should 

just like to address nre mark to the hon. member: 
if he wants to say anything, let him wait until 
I have done. Now, we find that the land in 
this colony is allotted in something like 
this way :-The Bank of New South Wales 
holds 76 runs in the North Gregory district, 48 

in Maranoa, 46 in Leichhardt, and others on a, 
diminishing scale till we come to 1 only in the 
Port Curtis district. The total is 304. The 
Commercial Banking Company of Sydney holds 
167 runs in different parts of the colony. The 
highest number in any single district is fi4 in the 
JYiaranoa, 31 in Burke, 27 on the Darling Downs 
-the unsettled part. The Queensland National 
Bank is recorded to lease 103 runs ; its highest 
number is 26, in respectively Maranoa and vVar
rego. The Mercantile Bank of Sydney holds 32 
runs in Mite hell, 16 in Leichhardt, 2 in l\Ioreton, 
and 1 each on the D<erling Downs and Kennedy; 
altogether, 52 runs. The Union Bank of Aus
tralia holds 37 runs in the W arrego district, 22 
in Leichhardt, and 3 in Mitchell ; total, 62. The 
English, Scottish, and Australian Chartered 
Bank holds 49 runs ; Australian Joint Stock 
Bank, 46 ; Bank of Australasia, 35; London 
Chartered B<tnk of Australia, 28; Australasian 
Agency and Banking Company, Melbourne, 18; 
City Bank, Sydney, 13; Oriental Bank, Mel
bom·ne, 9 ; Commercial Bnnk of Australasia, 18. 
Then, taking the number of square miles, the 
Bank of New South Wales is at the head. It 
has 18,052;'t square miles, or 11,053,600 acres; the 
Commercial Bank has 7,82()~ square miles, or 
.5,010,880 acres; Queensland National Bank, 
5,567~ square miles, or 3,563,200 acres; Mer
c,tntile Bank of Sydney, 3,352~ square miles ; 
Union Bank of Australiat, 2,593 square miles; 
Australian Joint Stock jjank, 2,507¥ square 
miles ; English, Scottish, and Austmlian Char
tered Bank, 2,449~ square miles; Bank of 
A ustralasb, 1, 416;)- square miles ; London 
Charterecl Bank of Australasia, 1, 214 square 
mile'<. The other five banks have 2,930¥ square 
miles amongst them. The totnl number of runs 
for which these banks are registered as lessees 
is 904, containing 47,913~ square miles, or 
30,6ti4,640 acres, being 1-14th of the whole area of 
the colony. The Bank of New South vVales has 
control Ol'er 3,868 sr1uare miles in the Mitchell; 
the Commercial Bank has 1,259,520 acres in 
:M:aranoa, at a trifle over ;J;d. per acre per 
annum. The Queensland National Bank has 
395 square miles in North Gregory for £67 5s., 
or 15~ acres for 1d. per annum. The Bank 
of Australasia has 708;f square miles in Maranoa 
for £676 !ls. 7d., which is less than 20s. per 
square mile, or 2~ acres for 1d. per annum. 
The Australian Joint Stock Bank has 459 
square miles in Leichhardt for £411 10s. Sd. 
The Mercantile Bank of Sydney has 787~ square 
miles in Leichhnrdt for £436 16s. rental, or 
nearly five acres for 1d. per annum. 
Those are the banks ; now we will take the 
companie8. The \Vestern Queensland Pastoral 
Company limits its holdings to the Mnranoa and 
\Varrego. In Maranoa it has 9 runs, in Warrego 
33 runs; total, 42 runs, containing 1,918 square 
miles. The Queensland Inve•tment and M<lrt
gage Company has 1 run in the Port Curtis 
district, 11 in the unsettled district of Darling 
Downs, 8 in the Leichhardt, 6 in the Mitchell, 
and 7 in the W arrego; total, 23 runs, equal to 
1.040! square miles, or 665, 7GO acres. The 
Darling Downs and Western Land Company has 
1 run in the settled district of Darling Downs, 1 
in the Moreton, 4.5 in the Gregory North, 
8 in the Maranoa, and 8 in the Mitchell ; 
total, 62 runs, equal to 4,025~ square miles, or 
2,575,480 acres. The North Austmlian Pastoral 
Company has 8 runs in the Kennedy, containing 
323:l; square miles. The Lansdowne Pastoral 
Company has 14 runs in the Mitchell, containing 
956 square miles. The Peel River Land and 
JYiineral Cnmpany has 9 runs in Maranoa, con
taining 247~ square miles. The Scottish Aus
tralian Investm<ent Company has 12 runs in the 
Burnett, 6 in Burke, 1 in the unsettled district 
of Darling Downs, .5 in Leichhardt, 28 in 
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vVarrego, and 92 in Mitchell; total, 144 runs, 
containing 6,265~ square miles, or 4,010,080 
acres. The office of this company is at B. D. 
Morehead and Company's, but there is no list 
of shareholders or directors at the Supreme 
C<J\lrt. The South Australian Land Mortgage 
and Agency Company has 3 runs in the 
Leichhardt, conk<tining 7i5 square miles. The 
Australian :Mortgage and :b'in>mce Company has 
6 runs on the Maranoa, containing 203 square 
miles. The North British Australian Company 
has 8 runs on the Warrego, 8 in Leich
hardt, 2 in the unsettled clistrict of Darling 
Downs, and 1 in the settled district of Dar
ling Downs ; total, 19 runs, containing 901 
srjuare miles. The New Zealand and Aus
tralian Land Company has 29 runs in the 
Mitchell, and 1 in the W arrego ; total, 30 
runs, containing 2,061~ square miles, or 1,319,280 
acres. The A 118tralian ~Iortgage and Agency 
Company has 2 runs in the Bmke, 11 
in the North Gregory, and 14 in the South 
Gregory; toto,!, 27 runs, containing 1,835 
square miles, or 1,174,000 >tcre". The Xew 
Zealand Land and Mercantile Agency Company 
is registered >ts the lessee of 8 rtms in the 
South Gregory, containing 347~ sqtmre miles. 
Altogether, these corporations are the real or 
nominallessees of 395 runs, containing 20, 199§ 
square miles, or 12,927,600 acres. The five 
largest are as followH :-Scottish Australian In
vestment Company, 144 runs, 6,265~ square 
miles, or 4,010,080 acres; the Darling Downs 
and Western Land Company, 62 runs, 4,025~ 
s<1uare miles, or 2,575,480 acres ; the New 
Zealand and Australian Land Company, 30 
runs, 2,061~ square miles, or 1,31!!,280 acres; 
the \Vestern Queensland Pastoral Company, 42 
runs, 1,918 •quare miles, or 1,227,520 acres; and 
the Australian Mortgage and Agency Com
pahy, 27 runs, 1,835 sqnare miles, or 1,174,-400 
acres. If we add the runs in the hands of banks 
and other monetary institutione, we have as 
follows :-Banks, 904 runs, 47,913:\ square miles, 
or 30,664,640 acres; companies other than banks, 
395 runs, 20,199§ sqnare miles, or 12,927,600 
acres: total, 1,299 runs, 68,112~ square miles, 
or 43,5!12,240 acres. The ~ueen•land Xational 
Bank appears on the Government returns as 
the lessee of 103 runs, equal to 3,500,000 acres; the 
Queensland Mortgage Company as lessee of 
23 runs, equal to 665,760 acres ; the Darling 
Downs and \V estern Land Company as lessee 
of 62 runs, equal to 2,57fi,480 acres; the 
Scottish Australian Investment Company, 144 
runs, or 4,010,080 acres ; and the Australian 
Mortgage and Agency Company, 1,174,400 acres. 
·when these figures are in print, people will be 
able to appraise at their value the speeches made 
by hon. gentlemen on the opposite side. Anyone 
who has lived in Anstralia for any time must 
have felt that there was something excessively 
wrong in the way in which the lands of Australia 
have been dealt with. The hon. the Premier, 
last night, gave a very correct description of the 
beginning of squatting. We are accustomed to 
hear a great deal about the progress of Australia. 
Let us compare the progress of Australia 
with that of other colonies. Discounting the 
advantage of their proximity to England, there 
i" no comparison between the progress of the 
United States and that of Australia. The 
squa.tting system has been shown by the figures 
I have given to have been the great secret of the 
retardation of the progress of Australia,- and I 
think it is high time that the colonies woke up 
to a perception of this fact. I do not know 
whether the bstspeaker had read the speech made 
by Mr. Dalley in the Legislative Council of New 
South Wales : if he ho,d, a great deal of his 
present speech would have been an impossibility. 
1 do nC't intend to trespaao very long on the , 

time of the House, but I just wish to say that if 
we have been silly in dealing with our lands we 
have comp>tny in South Australia. That colony 
has got a great northem territory, and in con
nection with it I find an advertisement in the 
Daily Telegraph of the 16th .Tune--and the same 
advertisement has appeared in the Times-and 
there is a long prospectus ad vertiHed. Really, 
when I read that advertisement, I was thunder
struck. Two private individuals, Mr. C. B. 
Fisher and Mr. Manrice Lyons, were attempting 
to float a company in London to take up 
22,200,000 acres. They have got quite into the 
squatting way, and have boasted in this pros
pectus that., being capitalists, they have got the 
"cream of the country." We have heard that 
talked for thirty years, and we shall hear it 
talked for >tnother thirty years more, if the 
gentlemen on the opposite side of the House 
ever sit on this side again. I shall not say much 
more upon that ; but I will just say this much : 
that I was very glad to hear this morning that 
this company did not float. \Vith reference to 
home>teads; what a lot the opposite side has made 
about homesteads! \Vhen I remember that we are 
considering the second reading of a Land Bill, it 
cause:,; me to think that this is a Bill on which 
both sides of the House ought to take a full wide 
view. But it is impossible. The hon. leader of 
the Opposition has not changed in the least, and 
we all remember what a providential escape the 
colony had from his plans. \V e remember that 
we only escaped "by the skin of our teeth" from 
having hacll2,000,000 acres of the best lands in 
this colony handed over to just such a company 
as theoneihavereferredto. Ifthatlandhad been 
given to those six or eig-ht gentlemen what 
would they have clone? They would have had a 
" concession." 'rh at would have been a 
saleable thing, and they would have sold it 
at once, and would have been enriched by that 
single transaction ; and we, in this unhappy 
colony of ~ueenslaml, would have been s>tddled 
with foreign people of every description trying to 
make the most of the bargain. "\Ve might have 
had amongst the number some impecunious 
dukes. I see one in this vrospectus of the 
South Australbn Company. I may say, in 
passing, that I do not like dukes ; they ought to 
stop in Scotland or in England, or anywhere but 
here. At all events, I hope the'{ will not come 
prow ling around Queensland. look upon them 
as I would look upon a dingo around a sheep
fold - no more and no less. But with 
refereHce to the homestead clauses, I have not 
the slightest doubt that it will be admitted on 
both sides of the House that the homestead 
clauses have done an infinity of good. Why is 
it the Opposition make such a mountain of them? 
'rhere is no great opposition on this side to the 
homestead clauses. The spirit which created the 
homestead clauses is in this Bill, and all I ask 
from members on both sides of this House is 
that they shall endeavour to observe and discern 
this spirit if they have the power to discern it. 
I ask that every hon. gentleman in this House, 
who has aright respect for his position and a right 
esteem for every one in this colony, to endeavour 
seriously to ascertain the lines of this Bill. 
I know it is too much to ask, and I cannot expect 
some of the hon. gentlemen opposite to be able 
to take this view of the matter. They are im
beclded in the vested intere,sts of the squatting 
system, which I distinctly pronounce it to be the 
curse of Australia, and to always have been. Is ay I 
hail the advent of this Bill with a very great 
amount of pleasure, and I call upon hon. members 
in this Housetostancl by it. I will ask, does anyone 
mean to say that the amendment proposed by 
the hon. leader of the Opposition last night is 
1<incere? It carries its insincerity on the face of 
it. Vvhy, it is a Yote of want of conEdence, ami 
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if the Premier would take my :mgg-estion, which 
I do not suppose he will~ I may ;,ay that if I 
were Premier l would tell the hon. leader 
of the Opposition, that I would take it as a 
vote of want of confidence~and the sooner 
've go to a division uvon it, and have done 
with it the better, and not have to sit 
here night after night talking all round 
the compass, like 'o many wind-bags. I shall 
not t:tke up the time of the Hotme very long, 
though I might talk for ever upon the various 
parts of this amendment. I have said that the 
whole of them have the stamp of insincerity 
upon them; they have the stamp of a wish to do 
nothing~the stamp of a wish to throw dust in 
the eyes of the people, as well as in the eyes of 
hon. members of this House. I will just read 
the last:~ 

"That this Hon8e, therefore, re(1nests the moYet" to 
temporarily withdra\v t.he Bill." 
What humbug! Why this is the essence of hum
bug! Suppose we were to withdr11w the Bill for 
twenty years, how will we be in a better position 
then to accept the Bill? There is nothing prac
tical in the suggestion. It is a dec>eitful sugges
tion; and, moreover, we are told it is to be with
drawn temporarily~ 

"'rith a view to its early reintroduetion in a form 
better calculated to cheek abuse and m1cmnage the 
legitimate settlement of the people upon the lauds of 
the colony." 
\Vhy, do not these figures, which I have just 
read, speak of an abuse which the leader of the 
Opposition has been aiding nnd abetting ever 
since he had any political power at all 1 And 
the people of this colony horJe for no checking of 
this great abuse from gentlemen opposite, and 
as for encouraging the legitimate settlement of 
people on the land,; of the colony--why we know 
very well that squatting and settlement do not 
agree. You might as well expect sheep and 
wolves to agree. There is something in the 
nature of pastoral occupation opposed to close 
settlement. The farmer and the squatter do 
not agree, and never have agreed. I ·have 
been in this colony for more than thirty years, 
and have known many instances of a sr1uatter 
driving away the little farmer from his neigh
bourhood as a pest and a nuisance, because to carry 
on his avocc<tions he says he requires absolute 
quiet. I have often said, that if the squatters 
had the whole terrestrial globe for a run, they 
would want the moon for a heifer paddock. I 
do not, as I have said, intend to speak at leng-th 
just now upon the Bill. \Ve shall have many 
opportunities of again referring- to its provisions. 

Mr. J'\ORTOK: I rise to a point of order. I 
did not like to interrupt the hon. gentleman 
when he was S]Jeaking, but I think it is very 
important that the House should know whether 
those returns which the hon. member has re>ed 
are reliable. I asked the hon'. member if they 
were furnished by the Lands Office, and he de
clined to reply. I wish now to know whether 
I am in order in asking the hon. Minister for 
Lands if those returm; were compiled by the 
Lands Department. 

The SPEAKER : That is scarcely a point of 
order. 

Mr. NOR TON: I wish to know if I can put 
that question? 

The PHE::\HER : You may not make a 
~peech. 

Mr. NOR'l'ON: I do not wish to make a 
speech just now. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member may 
reply to the hon. gentleman's question with the 
consent of the House, if he pleases to do w, 
hut it is scarcely "'point of order. 

11r. BHOOKES: I have no objection to 
reply to the point of order. The hon. member 

for Port Curtis can aBk me any <]uestion he lil;es, 
but I reserve to myself the liberty of answering, 
and I do not choose to answer his question. 

lVIr .• JOHDAN said: The hour is late; I move 
the ttdjournment of this deba,te. 

Mr. NOHTOK said: I think thehon. member 
who has moved the adjournment of the debate 
has given n1e a very fait· OlJlJOrtunity to 
put the question which I wanted the J\Iin
ister for Lands to answer just now, or 
rather which I gave him the chance to 
answer without asking. You, 1\Ir. Speaker, 
have decided that I wa;; not entitled to 
ask the question in discussing the point of 
order. I should like to know from the hon. 
gentleman now, whether the Lands Office 
supplied the returns which have been read by 
the junior member for ::'\' orth Brisbane, J',fr. 
Brookes. We know that it is information which 
ought to have been given to a member on this 
side of the House. '\Yhv it was refused to him 
the Minister for I~ands knows, but I do not 
think any hon. member sitting on this side of 
the House knows. It appears to me that 
the hon. member for Townsville (the Hon. 
J. M. Macrossan) has heen treated in 
a most discomteous way in being refused 
that information, which, I think, every 
member of this House is entitled to have if 
he asks for it, and which ought to have 
been supplied to hon. members at the time the 
:\linister moved the second reading of the Bill. 
If the I\linister for LaTH Is did supply the infor
uw.tion to arnetnber on his ovvn side of the House, 
he shonlcl not have refused it to a member on 
this side. If the hon. gentleman had answered 
1ny q11estion and f;::tid "Yes, the hon. junior mern
ber for North Brisbane got it from the Lands 
Office," there would be an end of the matter. 
As he has not clone so, I now ask him fairly was 
that information which the hun. junior member 
for Korth Brisbane read to the House supplied to 
him from the Lands Department? It contained, 
I think, some returns which could not have 
beeH got from other sources, and that is the 
reason I ask the question; because I think it is 
groo~,ly unfair tha,t members on one side of the 
House should be suppliecl with any information 
they want, while the same information is refused 
to members on the other side. I hope the 
J',Iinister will answer the question. 

The l\IINISTJCE FOR LA::'\DS said : I am 
surprised at the concluding remarks of the hon 
member, becmJSe he seems to have assumed 
that information was SU]Jplied to one m6mber 
and refused to 11nother. He might have waited 
to know whether that was the case or not. The 
information or the figures which the hon. the 
junior member forJ'\orthBrisbane (Mr. 13rookes) 
has read to-night were certainly not SUP!Jlied by 
the Lands Office; at all events, not to my 
knowledge. I know nothing of them, and never 
gave any authority for their production. \-Vhence 
they came, I know not. I expect they could be 
got from public papers, which are records of 
this House ; or the hon. member may have got 
them out of the report of the working of the 
Lands Department. Now, as to the matter 
which thehon. memberfor Townsville complained 
of to-night, the hon. gentleman made a request to 
the 'C'nder Secretat"f for a very complicated and 
ebborate retum to· Le prepared for his special 
inforl'l1ation. The Under Secretary came to me 
and asked me whether he should give it to the 
hon. member. I said, "i\o ; it may be pre
pared, and if he asks for it in the House I will 
be prepared to lay it on the table of the House, 
so that it may be avaihhle to every member in 
the HoUfie." I refused to grant it to him 
epecially. I have nothing more to say. 
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The HoN. J. M. ~IACROSSA:01 ,aid: I must 
correct the hon. gentleman. I wanted no infor· 
mation for my own special use. I wanted infor
mation for use in this House. I tol<l the 
Under Secretary for Lands that; and any man 
who thought I wanted it for my own special use 
must be a special fool. \Vhy should I want to 
know the number of leases falling iuto thu hands 
of the Govemment within the next three years, 
except in connection with son1e public CJUe::ition ·: 
I told the U ncler Secretary that I wautetl the 
information asked for to use in this Hou.se-not 
for my own special use. \Vhat he may have tolcl 
the JYlinister I do not know. I only know that 
the :Minister refused me the informatiou. I 
asked for it on \Vednesday, and woc1lcl have got 
it on the Friday, had not the hon. gentleman 
interferer!. To show that it was not n 
complicated return I requested, I may state, 
that I got out a large portinn of the information 
myself. But my o,pplication was refused, simply 
because the hon. gentleman wanted to keep 
this side in ignontnce. The inforrnation which 
he himself should have supplied to the House I 
wished to supply from the L>1nds Office, but I 
was· refused it. At the s:une time I may say 
this : that the Under Secretary for Lamls said 
there would be no clifficultv who,tever iu getting 
out the information, and professed his willing· 
ness to give it, and he would ho,ve done so if the 
hon. gentleman had not interfered o,nd prevented 
him. I say that no member of this House 
should be, refused any information on public 
business by any department. As :\Iinister for 
:Mines, I have given information on pnblic lmsi
ness to prominent citizens of Brisbane, who were 
not members of Parliament. \Vhy should this 
not be clone if it is for the public benefit"? And 
I maintain it was for the public benefit tlmt I 
should have got the information I asked for, 
which infornuction the Colonial Treasurer should 
have supplied to this House. 

Mr. 'r. CAi\IPB.ELL said : I think that the 
hon. gentleman who hasjnst sat clown-the htm. 
Inetnber for Town.sville-has been enrleavonring 
to mislead the House in the expressions he has 
made use of. I am r]uite certain that if he had 
applied to the lYiinister for Lando for the infor
mation that he says he o,pplied for, anrl o,t the 
sarne tirne gave.his reasons for applying for t.hat 
infonnation, it would ba ve been given hiln. \Vhen 
he applied for that information, I presume-and 
I think the presumption is not a very violent 
one-that he applied for it as a parti"'tn; 
and he wished to make use of that information 
in this House. I do not say that he was wrong 
in wishing to make use of t!uct infonuation, lmt 
I think that information of that clmrncter should 
be asked for in this House ; and if any member 
goes, simply as a mPmber, to the Lands Oflice, he 
should be denied such information unless he can 
show a good and substantial reason why it should 
be given. \Vhen the hon. member for Townsville 
went for information-! speak under instruc· 
tion-the Minister for Lands never knew that 
he wished to receive the information as a mem· 
ber of the House. He simply "aid tlmt he re
quired it. And I say the Minister for Lands 
was perfectly justified in refusing the informa· 
tion. I have as much right to go to the 
Lands Office and ask for information as the 
hon. member for Townsville; and if the 
Minister for Lands is to be pestered with every 
1nen1ber of the House,~perhaps, going and aH1dng 
for information without the authority of the 
House, 'I do not see where his duties will encl. 
I certainly think it might have been more dis
cretionary for the Minister for Lands to have 
given the hon. member for Townsville the in
formo,tion ; but that hon. member should not say 
he asked it o,s a right, and that he would have it as 
a riR"ht He has not thP. ri::-ht. f.n rln <:;(1 Of rrotn• 0 

we know that the hem. member for Tuwnsville is 
a man who bears great weight in this House as 
he does in the whole country, and as he ought to 
do ; but I do not think he ought to put forwud 
that character as entitling him to any privilege 
beyond any other member of the House. I 
think that is exactly the impression he is en
eleavouring to convey to thb House-that because 
he is an old and experienceel member of the 
Hou~e, any information for which he ask:; ought 
to be given him without question, whether 
he has a right to get it or not. I a1n quite 
confident that the Minister for Lands would be 
quite willing, if asked, to give any informa
tion of the kinel. In this ca,se I a,k why should 
the Minister for Lands object to give the infor
mation? It h exactly the information he should 
give-that he "·onld give-to carry out his nwn 
policy; and I cannot for the life of me under
stand why the lwn. member for Townsville 
shoulrl say that the lYlinister for Lands ought to 
httve withheld that infmrnation. Of course, we 
know that the hun. gentleman sits on the opposite 
side, and tlmt he wishes to make a little-and it 
is a very little indeed-political capit>el of this 
nmtter; hut I think the opening remarks of his 
addrefl,.s thiH evening were u11worthy of him. H·e 
i~ a n18111ber upon whmn 1 have looked for 
some ymtr"-I have followed the course of 
debate in this House for some years--m1d 
looked upon him with re,;pect; but reo,lly 
when I heard him referring to that matter
[ do not oay tlmt he should feel grieved
but I really felt that he had lowered him· 
self somewlmt in my estimation. I think 
the hem. member should not only retract what he 
so,id in regard to the Minister for Lands, but 
should possibly apologbe for· the insinuations he 
hctd made. 

:\[r. ,JOHDAX rusE to speak. 
The Ho:>'. SIR T . .YiciL \VllAITH: The hem. 

gentlernan cannot speak again to his own 
an1enclment. 

The SPJ~AKER : The hon. member cannot 
speak after ha,·ing nw\·ed the adjournment of the 
tlebate. 

The PIU:1\UER: I have one word to say in 
respect to the question of information having 
been refused. I am sure that every member 
of the Government will be only too glad to 
afford all possible information to every hem. 
member, or to the House generally, to assist 
them in arriving at a correct conclusion on that 
most important of mo,tters-the Land Bill. If 
the hon. m em \>er for Townsville had intimated 
to the Minister for Lands the information 
he reqe1irod, I have not the slightest doubt 
that it would have been given. But the 
information, to have been of value in the hon. 
member's speech, should have been in such a 
form as to be accessible to other hon. members, 
that they might follow the hon. gentleman and 
correct any errors or erroneous inferences he 
might clmw from the materials at his disposal. 
It is quite possihle that the hem. gentleman 
might draw erroneous inferences. l'\ obocl:v, 
however, will conclude that the Minister for 
Lands wittingly kept back information dealing 
with tbe question. It is late now, and though 
we have not made very great progress with the 
debate this evening, I will consent to the 
adjournment. 

The HoN. SIR T. MolL WRAITH: I think 
great progress has been made ; and we have 
to-night listened to one of the most eloquent 
speeches ever cleli vered in the House-the speech 
of my hem. colleague, the Hon. Jl,lr. Macrossan. 
Rpeaking- to the question of the o,djournment 
of the debate, I wish to say a few worc!H 
;,, , • .,_fn••c.nr-<0\ 4-,-, ;,_,(r,,.....,..,,~;_..,,.., 1-.~!.-.~~ ••. !.L-1..1...~1..1 



684 Crown Lauds Bit!. l_ASSEMBLY.J 01·own Lands lJiU, 

from the member for Townsville. Everv hem. 
member knows perfectly well that when 'he has 
work to do a~:d intends tn do work in this House, 
he can be materially a"si"ted by the officers in 
the different departments; a.nd it h>J.s been the 
recognised right of every working me1nber of 
this House to get all information th»t consists of 
facts only, if the department can possibly fur
nish them. He simply asked for facts, not 
for the purpose of leading hon. members astray, 
but to prove from the authenticity of those facts 
coming from the Lands Department that his 
argument was true. It W»s to facilitate the 
Government business that the hon. gentleman 
wanted the information. The Minister for 
Lands clearly refused it because he thought the 
hon. rnetnber \Vas going to n1ake a. da1naging 
speech against the Government-which he did. 
That was why the Minister for Lands refused 
the information ; but there is a great deal lrlore, 
which will come out in future debates. 

Mr. BLACK : Before we adjourn, I may 
mention that during a conversation I had with 
the hon. member for Townsville I pointed out to 
him that certain information which I considered 
very important in the discussion of this. Land 
Bill had been applied for by me no less than five 
we~ks ago. It is a return which would have 
been of importance to members in di;cusHing 
this question, as showing what runs were likely 
to be immediately brought under the operation 
of the new Land Bill. It is a most simple re
turn. I called for it on the 16th July, and it has 
only been distributed to members to-day. 
I cannot help thinking that the Lands Depart
ment have been exceedingly remiss in this matter. 
Important information of this sort might cer
tainly have been supplied very much sooner. I 
know that the bulk of this information was in 
manuscript twelve months ago, for I had it in 
my possession, but I wanted to have some further 
details in connection with it; and my advice to 
the hon. member for Townsville was that he 
'hould go and endeavour to get what he wanted 
without moving for a return, which, from my 
experience of departments was not likely to he 
furnished before the debate on this Bill had closed. 
Now with regard to whttt the hon. member for 
Cook has said. He, a new member-a novice
comes here and tells us, after the grand speech 
delivered by the hon. member for Townsville, 
that he (the hon. member for Townsville) has 
sunk in the estimation of the hon. member for 
Cook. 

An HoxontABLE MEMBEH : V.'hich memlJer 
for Cook? 

Mr. BLACK: The junior member. 

~Jr. T. CAMPBELL: The senior member. 

Mr. BLACK; I will call him the hem. mem-
ber for Gook, Mr. Campbell, so that there may 
be no mistake. vV ell, sir, I h<>pe that when the 
two speeches-the speech of the hem. member for 
Townsville and that of the hon. member for 
Cook-go forth to this colony that there is suffi
cient intelligence left in the people for them to 
be able to point out which of those two members 
has sunk in the appreciation of the public. 

The SPEAKER : After what has fallen from 
the hem. member for Townsville with regard to 
the return referred to, I think I should be per
fectly justified in instructing the Clerk of the 
House to inform the Government Printer thnt 
any returns ordered by this House to be printed 
ehould take precedence of nJl other buoiness in 
the Government Printing Office. I wish to 
state this because it is through no fa,ult on the 
part of any officer of the House that the return 
in question has not been printed. 

The PRE:!'.IIER: In reference to what vott 
have "aiel, sir, I may point out that I, ns Colo
nial Secretary, am in charge of everything 
connected with the Government Printing Otlice, 
ttnd, while every facility will be given for 
the printing of parliamentary papers, as far as 
the means at the disposal of the office will ttllow, 
I cannot undertake to say that the printing 
of parliamentary rmpers \Vill take precedence of 
all other work which may require to be done. I 
can, however, say thnt no t.mtecessary delay will 
occur. 

The SPEAKER: I mav mention that I 
meant any order that mig·l1t be given to the 
Government Printer to be given through the 
Colonial Secretary's Office. I did not mean to 
say that the officers of the House would be in
structed to communicate direct with the Gov
ernment Printer ; but I think the House will 
agree that papers ordered by the House to be 
printed should be printed and distributed to 
hon. members as soon as possible. 

The Hox. Sm T. )IciLWRAITH: I quite 
enrlon,e what the l'remier has said. I do not 
believe that this Hon'e ought to take the respon
si hili ty of saying that the management oft he l'rint· 
iug Office should be taken out of the hands of the 
Colonial Secreta.y. He is responsiLle to this 
House, and I believe that is a much better 
system than giving the Printer instructions 
which will relieve him of that responsibility. 
I am sure that the reason given for 'this return 
not ha Ying been produced before-that the work 
could not Le carried out before-is not the cor
rect rea,;on : and I know <iuite well that while I 
had ch»rge of the Printing Office, parliamentary 
work was a! ways attended to. 

The HoN .• T. :M. ::\IACROSSAX : I mtty be 
allowed to say that no fttult can be found with 
the gentleman in charge of the Printing Office. 
He told me distinctly, when I went to see if I 
could find a copy of the return, that he did not 
know that there was any importance attached to 
the return. If he had known, he said he would 
have had it printed before. I told him that the 
only importance attaching to it was that it would 
be used during the debate on the Land Bill, and 
he said then th"'t he would do his best to ha Ye it 
printed on Tuesday. 

Question put and passed, and the resumption 
of the debate made an Order o! the Day for 
to-morrow. 

AD.JOrRKMEKT. 

The PREMIER, in moving the adjournment 
of the House, said: As the private business will 
not occupy a great deal of time, I hope to be a hie 
to make con"iderable progress with the second 
reading of the Land Bill to-morrow. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Might I 
ask the Premier how long he thinks the debate 
is likely to last ? 

The PREMIER : It is rather difficult to form 
an opinion on that subject. It depends very 
much more upon members on the other side than 
on this. Two or three nights ago, the member 
for 'fownsville said he thought the debate might 
close in one evening after that. I was unable to 
agree with him then, and two nights have passed 
since that time. I certainly hope it may be 
finished at the outside in two more days from the 
present time. I am very anxious to bring the 
debatP. to a conclusion, and will do everything in 
my power to bring about that result. 

The House a.djmtrned H.t twenty-~~e~ tn rninnt-ee 
ra~t 1') o'clock. 




