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QUEENSLAND 

DEBATES. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

SECOND SESSION OF THE NINTH FARLIA~:IENT, 

APPOINTED TO MEET 

AT BRISBANE, ON THE EIGHTH DAY OF JULY, IN THE FORTY-liiGHTH YEAR OF TilE REIGN OF HER 

li!AJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA, IN THE YEAR OF OUR LORD 1884. 

[YOLUJl1E 2 OF 1884.] 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Thurscl"y, 1G Octobe1', 1884. 

Formal :\Jotion.-Oaths Act Amendment Bill-considera
tion of Legislative Couneil's amendmcnt.-Immi
gration Act of 1882 Amendment Bill-•·onsideration 
of Ijcgislative Council's amendmcnt.-Cro\yn Lands 
Bill-committee.-..Adjourmnent. 

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

FORMAL MOTION. 
The following motion Wad agreed to :
By the HoN. ,T. M. l\IACROSSAK-
rrhat there be laid on the table of the House a Return 

sho-wing the perpendicular depth from the surface of 
the deepest mine on each of the following goldfields, 
na-mely :-Gym pie, Charters Towers, Itavens\vood, Hodg
kinson, Palmer, a.nd Ethcridge. 

OATHS ACT AMENDniENT BILL-CON-
SIDERATION 01<' LEGISLATIVE 
COUNCIL'S AMEND:YIENT. 

On the motion of the PREMIER {Hon. S. W. 
Griffith), the House went into Committee to con
sider the Legislative Council's amendment in 
this Bill. 

The PREMIER said there was only one 
amendment in the Bill, and he felt sure it 
would be accepted by the Committee. The 
Bill provided that if a person was not capable, 
through any reason, of taking an oath, it should 
be the duty of the person authorised to 
administer the oath to satisfy himself that the 
taking of an oath would nut have a binding 
effect upon the conscience of the person, and if 

so satisfied he must declare in what manner the 
evidence should be taken. The amendment 
provided that, after the person authorised to 
administer the oath had satisfied himself that 
an oath would have no binding effect upon the 
conscience of the witnec<s, he must also satisfy 
himself "that he understands that he will be 
liable to punishment if his evidence is untruthful." 
He thought that was a very good amendment, 
and he therefore moved that it be agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 

The House resumed, and the Bill was ordered 
to be tmnsmitted to the Legislative Council by 
n1essage in the usual way. 

IMMIGRATION ACT OF 1882 AMEND
lVIENT BILL-CONSIDERATION OF 
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL'S ,AMEND
lVLENT. 

On the motion of the PHEMIER, the House 
went into Committee to consider the Legislative 
Council's amendment in this Bill. 

The PRJ~lVIIER said the only amendment was 
in section 4, which contained a stipulation that 
the employer should provide proper accommo
dation for the labourer and his family. The 
Legislative Council proposed that that accom
modation should be " house " accommodation, 
which he understood it meant. As there was no 
objection to the ::cmendment, he moved that it be 
agreed to. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed, and the Bill was ordered 

to be transmitted to the Legislative Council by 
message in the usual way. 
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CROWN LA~DS BILL--COJHJ\IITTEE. 
On the Order of the Day being read, the 

House went into Committee to further consider 
this Bill in det,il. 

The MIXISTER FOR LANDS moved that 
chtuse 33 stmtd P"'rt of the Bill. 

~Ir. ,TESSOP s"'id that before that was put he 
wished to call attention to the advisability of a 
new clause or a proviso being introduced with 
regard to the pro.~ecution of drovers for trespass
ing. As clause 32 now read, a man who had 
trespar:;sed might h::tve gone a long dit5tance 
before any steps were taken to prosecute him. 
He had li'nown men summoned after they had 
gone fifty, ~ixty, and one hundred nliles ; and 
he thought a clause should be introducecl 
providing· that action nnu:lt be taken within a 
limited period, so that persons need not be put 
to unnece.,..;;;ary expense and inconvenience. As 
the clause st<iod, a month mig·ht elapse before 
the issue of a sununons. 

1\Ir. STEYEJ'\S said he thought the suggestion 
of the hon. member w:ts a fait· and re;csonable 
one. Although everything· should be clone to 
keep travelling stock within proper bound,, 
still drovers should receive fair play. He had 
kno\vn several instances shnilar to that n1en
tionecl by the hon. member, drovers having been 
allowed to go a very long distance from the run 
on which they trespas,ed, and then brought back 
several days' journey to answer the charge. He 
thought a chtuse might be introduced tn meet 
such case~. 

Mr. ::\IOREHEAD said he h"'d known worse 
things than that. There were many crtses within 
his knowledge where, to save him~elf the expense 
of appearing to defend an action and leaving his 
property in charge of another, a drover had p~id 
£10 or £20~although if the case had been tnecl 
the probability was that he would have got off. 
It paid him Letter to submit to that blackmail 
than to h"'ve the case tried. 

The ~H:'-<ISTER :FOR LAXDS said it was 
certainly true that such things did happen, and 
he had known in,tances himself. He thought it 
might be provided against by requiring the infor
mation to be laid within a certain time after the 
trespass complained of. He knew that some
times there was very great difficulty in getting a 
magistrate to grant a summon" ; in smne cases 
a journey of lOO miles had to be made. He 
thought it would meet the case if it were made 
nece'"ary to issue the summons within a week.· 
He wm1ld therefore ask leave to withdraw his 
motion with regard to clause 33, for the purpose 
of introducing a new clause. 

l\Iotion, by leave, withdrawn. 
On the motion 0f the ::\U:\ISTER li'OR 

LANDS, the following clause wccs inserted ttfter 
clause 32 :~ 

Any information for an offence against the pro
·visions of the la.st preceding section mnst be laid \Yi1 hin 
seven days from the time when the matter o! tlw 
information arises. ' 

On clause 33~" Sale of leases by auction"~as 
follows:~ 

"If any lease under this part of this Act is forfPited 
or otherwise determined before the expiration of the 
term thm·eof, the Governor in Council may, by procla
mation, declare the land which was comprised in .such 
lease to be openert. to be leased to the first apvlicant, tor 
the remainder of the term of fifteen years. snbjcet to 
the smne conditions as were applicable to the former 
lease. 

" Or tbc land may be dealt 'vith under any other pro
visions of this Act applicable thereto." 

l\Ir. ::\IOREHEAD asked if the marg·inal note 
\Vas not incorrect ? 

l\Ir. P ALMER said he had intended to call 
attention to the marginal note, as there was 
no lll'<JVision in the body of the clause for 

the sale of leases by auction. It was well 
known that under the Act of 1SG9 all forfeited 
leases were put up to auction, but in the clause 
before them it was provided that the first 
applicant might obtain the lease, ttncl that would 
leave room for injustice to creep in. Anyone 
might forfeit his lease hy accident, and in such 
a case the first applicant would probably secure 
the htnd for the balance of the term. 

The 1\IIXTSTER :FOR LANDS said the 
n1arginal note wat; wrong, aF; would be seen 
on r;eacling the clause, which provided that 
where a lea,e was forfeited the Governor 
in Council might "declare the land which 
was cotnprised in ~mch lease to be open 
to be leccoecl to the fit·,;t ttpplic:1nt." "Cm! er 
the old system of selling the lPa.oes by auction, a. 
number of cases h>tcl occurred in which the 
lenses \Vere sold ·without Cm11petition, and 
secured by thE' original tenant at th<· upset price. 
That had heen clone oYer a dozen times to his 
knowledg0. But under the clau-e if a man 
forfeited his run he had no chance of competing 
for it ag·ain. The objection raised the other night 
\Vith reg·ard to cornpem;ation for in1prove1nents 
would be met by the new paragraph., which it 
w"s proposed to add to the clause, and which 
were now in the hands of hon. members. They 
were [LS follo\V0d :-

If the htllll is leased for the 1·cnutinc1er of f.~'e term, 
tht-:n if tlH·re are upon the htnd any impro; emrnts .. the 
nP-w lf'h"iCC shall pay to the Canner lessee e0lllJl<'ll"·ltion 
for ~mch imnrovcments. The altlonnt of ~-ueh eompcnsa,
tion ~hall ... be (lctcrminetl by the board aftt>r hearing 
both parties, and shnll be recoverable by action in any 
court of competent jurisdiction. 

If the la.nd is otherwise dealt 'vith, then an.\" amount 
lvhirh is afterward:-; W'ccived by the Crown in l'I::'"'PCCt 
of ~neh imprmunents ~Jutll be paiU over to the former 
lessee. 
He moved that that amendment be added at the 
end of the clause. 

Mr. J\IIOllEHEAD said he certainly thought 
that the amendment was " step in the right 
direction, bnt it did not go a' far as it ought to 
do. He took exception to the last part of the 
1st parao-raph in the amendment, which ;,tated 
that the 

0

amount of comvensation to be paid by 
the new lessee should "be recoverable by action 
in any court of competent jurisdiction." He 
thought himself thttt the amount of compensa
tion fixe<] by the board should be paid hy the 
incon1ing tenant to the Govern1nent, and by 
them handed over to the outgoing or forfeiting 
tenant. He did not see why, after the decision 
of the board had been arri vecl at, the outgoing 
tenant, who would probably be in a peculiar 
position, should be compelled to enforce his right 
in a court of htw. \Vhy not adopt the system 
in vogue in dettling with bnds that had been 
resumed and thrown open to selection, under 
which the incoming tenant paid the amount of 
improvements to the State? The only difference 
between his proposition and the one contained 
in the amendment was that his proposal would 
give the outgoing tenant an absolute certainty 
that the amount of compensation fixed by the 
board would be pttitl by the Government. It 
would be a sine qud 1wn that the Yttlne of 
improvements, as appraised by the bon,rd, should 
be paid by the incoming tenant to the (+overn
ment, and then h:1nded by the Government to 
the outgoing tenant. The incmning tenant, he 
would point out, would be lKtid in ca .• h for those 
impro,·ements at the expiration of his lease, as 
provided in the lOOth clause. He thought it 
would simplify nmtters if th:1t part of the 
amendment to which he had referrerl were struck 
out. 

The PREMIER said he assumed that the 
hon. gentleman me,nt that the improvements 
should be paid for before the lease was issued. 



01'own Lands Bill. [16 OcTOBER.] 01•own Lands Bill. 1045 

Mr. MO REREAD : To the Government; the 
issue of the lease rests with them. 

The PRBMIEI=t said the clause made compen
sation for improvements a debt due by the in
coming tenant to the outgoing tenant; payable 
in the same way as any other debt. The pro· 
vision which stated that it "shall be recoverable 
by action in any court of law," meant that the 
debt could be recovered in the same way 
as any other debt. W'ith regard to the 
argun1ent tha,t the incon1ing tenant should 
be prevented from utilising the land until 
the money was paid, he would point out 
that the outg-oing tenant might be prepared 
to accept promissory notes from the incoming 
tenant. If it were m•vle a debt between the 
two, the incoming tenant woulll make the best 
terms he could. There might he several people 
willing to take up the rnn on terms, and the 
outgoing tenant 1night be willing to accevt 
terms. It would probably he a benefit to him 
to do so, also a benefit to the incoming tenant, 
because in that case he would not be bound to 
pay a large amount out of pocket immediately on 
t<.tking possession. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the language of the 
clause was almost imperative. It stated that 
"the new lessee shall pay to the former lessee 
compensation for such improvements," and that 
such compensation "shall be recoverable by 
action in any court of competenG jurisdiction." 
If the money were to be paid, as he suggested, by 
the incoming tenant to the State, the new lessee 
would, at the termination of his lease, be paid in 
cash for the value of those improvements by the 
f+overnment. Considering the positive language 
used in the formerpartofthe amendment-that the 
new lessee "shall" pay to the former lessee, and 
that the amount of such compensation "shall" 
be determined by the board-the language in the 
latter part, making the amount a debt recover
able by law, seemed inconsistent. 

The MINISTER :!<'OR LANDS said it must 
he remembered that they were dealing with for
feited leases, aiHl that the amendment was a 
concession. It provided that a man who had 
forfeited his lm:tse should get compensation for 
his improvements from the incoming tenant, and 
a means of getting it. That seemed quite as 
far as it was necessary to go in cases of that 
kind. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said 
the object of the concession made by the Gov
ernment was to eecure that the outgoing tenant 
of a forfeited run should be protected to the 
value of his improvements. But that had 
not been effected by the propose<! amend
ment, becauf::\a, instead of giving the outgoing 
tenant the money for his improvements, it simply 
ga.ve him :-t right to roco\~er the rnoney by proc0'1s 
of law. \Vhy shoulrl not the Government, go 
the whole way, inhtead of bringing forward a 
half-measure? As to the Premier's remark, th<.tt 
an outgoing tenant rnight be inclined to rnake 
terms, and take bills instead of cash, it simply 
meant that an incoming tenant would use the 
power put. into his hands, and try to make better 
terms than he would otherwise be entitled to ; 
and that was not what they wanted. As to the 
objection that it would have the effect of 
locking up the htnd by preventing the Govern
ment from re-leasing it, he failed to see anything· 
in it, because it could be got oYer by reducing 
the rent. But the chief objection to the amend
ment was that it would lead to lawsuits. It 
would he far better to make the incoming tenant 
Jl'LY for the improvements before he got posses
sion of the land. 

The PllK~\1H;R said it was not likely to lead 
to lawsuits, because there was no possibility of 
the .incoming tenant :disputing his liabilit;~'. 

The liability was absolute ; there could be no 
defence to an action; it was simply a debt which 
must be paid. The other plan suggested might 
tend to prevent the outgoing tenant getting paid 
for his improvements at all. If it was insisted 
that the lease for the remainder of the term 
should not be given unless the. money was paid 
down, perhaps nobody would take it, and the 
outgoing tenant would never get paid for his 
improvements. As he had before stated, the 
amendment was in favour of the outgoing 
tenant, of the incoming tenant, and of the 
Crown. The money was made a debt, and the 
parties were left to make the best terms they 
could between themselves. If the incoming 
tenant did not pay, the lease might be sold over 
his head. 

The HoN. B. B. MORETON said that no 
time was mentioned in the clause within which 
the proclamation must issue. If the proclama
tion was delayed for a long period the improve
ments on the forfeited run might go to ruin, and 
the outgoing lessee would get nothing at all for 
them. 

Mr. P ALMER said the amendment was 
contravention of the Act of 1869, which had not 
lJeen repealed, and which provided that forfeited 
runs should he put up to auction. That system 
had worked very well, especially for the Trea
sury, and it wonld be to the advantage of tlw 
Government to adhere to it. 

Amendment put and passed. 
Mr. P ALiYlER asked if the Jl.1:inister for Lands 

would be civil enough to answer the objection he 
had raised '? 

The MINISTEH :!<'OR LAKDS replied that 
the clanse under discussion dealt only with for
feited leases under that particular part of the 
Bill, >tnd, instead of putting up such forfeited 
leases to auction, it wa,s determined to declare 
them open to be taken up by the first applicant. 
:Forfeited leases under the Act of 186~), in which 
the auction system was retained, were dealt with 
in the next clause of the Bill. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that, to his mind, 
there would be a great objection to the system of 
the first applicant getting the land. He took it 
that a proclamation would appear in the Govcm
ment CJa.zette, and, therefore, the inhabitants of 
Brisba.ne "\Vould have a great advantage-unless 
the telegraph was made use of, and that very 
C[Uickly-over persons living in any other part of 
the colony. Supposing, for the sake of argu
ment, that he or anyone had instructions from a 
man who wished for a piece of country, who said, 
"\V atch the Gazette, and so soon as you see a 
notice that a certain run is forfeited apply for it 
for me," a person in Brisbane would be aimost 
sure to get it, although there might be a dozen or 
a hundred other people in the country who were 
anxious to have it. 

The MINISTER FOR LA~DS : It has to 
be proclaimed open for selection. 

Mr. :YIOREHEAD said that the proclamation 
would, in any case, come first to the knowledge 
of the people of Brisbane, where the Gazette was 
published, and it was f[Uite clParthat that was an 
undue advantage. It would he better to adopt 
the auction system under which runs had to be 
advertised--for, he thought, two months-before 
they were put up. That gave a chance to every
body. 

:Yir. KORTO:N said that for his part he 
thought that the difficulty might be met by a 
proclamation stating that the land forfeited 
might be taken up by the first applicant on 
certain chty, tw<> or three months in advance. 

Mr. MO.IU~HEAD said that if the applictt
tion system were to be adopter! they would have 
to resume the olr1 system of drawing lots, 
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becmme if the applications were to be in before 
lO o'clock on a certain day, which was to get the 
preference if half-a-dozen applications were sent 
in? \Vhich was the first applicant, snpp<"ing 
that they all reached the lands office together, 
or even supposing that the local commissioner 
received them? There was nothing in the Bill 
which showed how it was to be decided. He 
hoped the Government would see their way to 
put in a clause to meet the difficulty he had 
pointed out, which difficulty was certain to 
arise if the Bill was left as it was without any 
such clause to meet the case. 

The PREMIER: The case of two or a dozen 
applications, or more than one, at the same 
time? 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he would not press 
the Government to draft an amendment at once. 
They could recommit the Bill. The difficulty 
had been met in two ways in different Land Acts. 
One was to decide the matter by lot, which he 
thought was a very bad way, and had led, as 
they all knew, to a man putting in a lot of 
dnmmy applicAtions for the same piece of land 
under different names. The other mode, which 
was perhaps better, was to decide it by auction 
amongst the applicants. Those were the methods 
which had been adopted before, and some mode 
would be absolutely necessary, as it wonld be 
impossible to decide who was the first applicant. 

Tll8 PREMIER said that they started upon 
the assumption that the occuprmt who forfeited 
the land did not consider it to be worth any
thing, so he did not think there would be a 
great rush to take it up. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD said the hon. gentleman 
said that if a run were forfeited it was 
not likely that there would be many appli
cants for it. He did not think that was a 
good reason. They knew there was very often 
great competition at auction for lands that 
had been forfeited. He had seen the hon. 
]\fin ster for Works going to buy country at 
auction son1e years ago, and '~running'' in a n1ost 
vicious way for a piece of land. He did not know 
whether the hon. gentleman did any good with 
it afterwards. Sales by auction of lands which 
were not thought to be of any value had often 
excited a great deal of competition. It could 
hardly be said that, because a man under certain 
circumstances was compelled to forfeit land, 
there would only be one person apply for it. 

Mr. KATES said he knew that certain agri
cultural selections had been forfeited, and no less 
than forty-five applications had been sent in imme
diately afterwards. It was necessary that there 
should be some proviso made in the clause to 
decide who should have the land, if two or three 
applications for it were received at the same 
time. It should be decided by lot. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he did not care how 
it was decided, so long as there was some way 
provided. 

Mr. JESSOP said he thought sale by auction 
would be a far better way of deciding it. He 
could bear out what had been said by the hon. 
member for Darling Downs. He had seen 
twenty or thirty applications come in for the 
same piece of land. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that if the Govern
ment were agreeable, as he assumed they were, 
to recommit the Bill to insert some chtuse deal
ing with the matter, it might be settled then. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
On clause 34, as follows :-
" If the lease of any run held under the Pastoral 

Leases Act of 1869, situated in any part of the colony in 
whi1~h this Act is in iorcr for the time being, of which 
the pastoral tenant has not elected to take advantage of 
the provisions of this Act, is forfeited or Va('ated, the 

rnn mny he offered for ~nle by pnhliP- anct.ion. for the 
reAidue of the term of the lca:-:e e01HJmtecl from tile 
nearest fir~t day of .July. The npset prit•c ~hall not be 
less than ten shilllngs per f::.qnare mile of tile Cf::.till1atetl 
area., and the highco:-;t amount hid shall be tlJC anunal 
rent to be pnid for the residue of the term. 

"Or the land comprised in the rnn ma.v be dea1t with 
under any other lJrovisions apvlicable thereto." 

Mr. J\IOIU,HEAD said perhaps the Minister 
for Lands would explain why the auction 
system was adopted in that clause. The hon. 
o-entleman had told them before that he did 
~ot believe in that system: that it had led to all 
sorts of wrongs and inj1u;tice being con1rnitted; 
and yet he proposed to perpetuate it. I! !he 
Bill was to be looked upon as not contammg 
conflicting· elements, he thought the simplest 
way would be to have the runs falling in under 
the Act of 1869 valued by the board, and 
treated in the same way as those under clause 
33. The clause, as it stood, was quite out of 
keeping with the rest of the Bill. 

The MINISTER FOR LA::'\IDS said if runs 
held under the Pastoral Leases Act of lSG!J were 
not brought under the Bill they would remain 
under the Act of lSGD, and be dealt with accortl
inu to that law. The clause provided that if such 
ru~1s were forfeited they slwuld be offered at 
auction. It was not intended to disturb those 
runs. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said if the runs under the 
Act of 18G9, held by persons who did not elect to 
come under the Bill, were forfeitetl, it would be a 
golden opportunity for the Uove_rnrnent to tnke 
jJossession of them, and deal w1th them untlPr 
the Bill. But it was not proposed to do that. 
It was simply propose<! to put them up to 
auction. 

The J\IIXISTER :B'OR LAXDS: Or deal 
with them under any other ]Jrovisions of the 
Bill applicable thereto. 

J\Ir. MOREHEAD said the last portion of the 
clause was what nobody coultl understand. 1f 
it was so intended, what waf< the nse of the 
]Jrevious part of the clause? \Vhy did not the 
hon. gentleman, if he believed the Bill to be a 
good one-which no doubt he did--take advan
tao-e of the opportunity of runs, previmmly held 
u;der the Act of lf\GH by persons who die! not 
elect to come under the Bill, falling in, and 
immediately grasp those lands am! put them 
under the prodsions of the Bill? 

The MINISTER JWH LA="DS : They may 
be offered at auction. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : The hon. gentleman had 
expressed his opinion strongly against the auction 
system ; and if that system was so bad, why con
tinue it? If the Bill was a good one, there was 
no necessity for having two n1ocles of dealing 
with those forfeited runs. 

The Hox. Sm T. M elL \VRAITH said it had 
been a mystery to him for a long time why the 
clause ha<! been introduced at all, and the 
Minister for Lands, that day, had given a very 
good reason why it should not be included in the 
Bill-because it kept up the nefarious system 
by which runs were previously sold. The hon. 
gentlem11n had described that system as a very 
bad one.-by which people bought runs at auction, 
kept them for a year or two, forfeited then1, and 
after a time got them back again. If that was 
such an iniquitous system, why not abolii<h it 
altogether? 'What rea.son was there for renewing 
it? Now it was proposed that in cases in which 
runs were forfeited and actually came into the 
possession of the State, instead of putting them 
to better u~e than they had been-\Yhich was one 
of the avowed objects of the Bill, and which 
they could do without interfering with anyone
they were to be dealt with under the old system, 
which was to be continued. That told distinctly 
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ar;ainst the Dill. It practically said, "\Ve must 
get some squatter to take np this rnn, and then 
we will hunt him out of it." \Vhat necessity 
was there for the clause at all? The provi
sion "or the land comprised in the run 
may be dealt with under any other provisions 
applicllble thereto" meant simply nothing·. If 
the land was forfeited it became Crown land, 
rmd might be thrown open to selection at any 
time. The propoHal of the ?.linister for Lands, 
that they should sell those runs by auction after 
the ler~ses rtctually lapsed to the Government, wrts 
creating new dit!iculties which they would have 
to pa-ils a la'v to rmnedy at smne future tirne. 
The \Yhole thing was absurd. 

The l'llK:\HER said he could reply thrtt the 
objection was very absurd, although that die! not 
mldmuch to the weight of his argument. The 
clanse wrts in no way inconsistent with the 
scheme of the Bill; on the contrary, it was 
perfectly cowdstent with it. The scheme of the 
Bill with respect to land to which it was intended 
tu apply was that runs under the Act o' 1869 
wonld either rema.in as they were or be brought 
under the operation of the measure r:tt the 
option of the pastoral tenant. If a run were 
forfeited without a provision of the kind referre<l 
to being inserted in the Bill, it would simply be 
Crown land, aml could only be dealt with by 
occupation lic,mse or selection. It might happen 
thrtt the most convenient wrty would be to treat 
such lands as still under the Act of 18G9, and 
submit the lease to auction. Th11t was the old 
system, which had been very much rtbused; but 
inKtances rnight arise where it would be found 
useful ; and the Government proposed to retain 
that power, so that it might be exercised when
enr it was found advisable to do so. He wa,s 
under the impre,;sinn thrtt it would be better to 
de"l with those lamb in that way than merely by 
.'41~loctionor occupation licenseR, because by having 
both modes they might prevent the land from 
being forfeited to avoid paying rent rtnd then 
taken up again. 

The Hox. Sm T. ?.'IciLWRAITH: That is a 
Rtrong argun1ent against the clause. 

The PREMil<:R: It was a strong argument 
r:tgainst the present Act; but throughout the Dill 
it was proposed to deal with runs that remained 
under the Act of 18G9 under the present law. 
The clrtuse simply re-enacted the provisions of 
the Act of 18liD that would be repertled other
wi:·.:;e, 

J\'Ir. :MOREHEAD said he could not follow 
the hon. gentleman at all. He had said rnore 
thflll once during· the debate on the Dill that 
he hoped very few tenrtnts in the schedule would 
not come under its provisions ; that he believed 
it would be better for them"elves and the country, 
and tlmt he did not apprehend that many would 
stand out. And yet, when he got the oppor
tnnity-whcn land w<Ls actually thrown into the 
hands of the Government-he llidnot propose 
to utilise it in what he himself considered was 
the best way fur the State, bnt proposed to 
allow it to remain under the provisions of the 
Act of lSGD, nearly the whole of which was 
rep!laled by th,, Bill. The hon. gentleman said 
that tho,;e lamh must be put up to auction or 
hronght nlH1er tlle occupation clauses, but surely 
th" 34th clamm might be so drafted as to 
pbce that land in exactly the same position 
a,, lrmds dealt with under clause 33. He 
thought " clause should be so drafted that 
tho,,e lands should be valued by the board; rtnd 
the first applicant-or the successful applicant, 
whichever it might be-should get the land. He 
thmw:ht him,;elf it wrts introducing a compli0[l
tion into the measure by retaininp; the rtuction 
system for the disposal of the forfeited leases of 
rnn:-:. It wonl<llea.d to a gl'eat tleal of trnnhle, 

which could very easily be obviated by a modi
fication in the clause. There was no necessity, 
to his mind, why the one or two rtlternatives 
stated by the hon. gentleman were necessarily 
to be accepted. There seemed to be a third 
course, which he hoped would be taken. 

The :MINISTER FOR LANDS said that the 
hon. n1ember \\'anted to insist on their going 
back to the auction system when they were 
dealing with the 33rd clause; but now, when 
they wanted to keep it for the purpose of the 
34th clause, the hon. member objected. In the 
one cabe they were consolidated runs, rtnd in the 
next case they were separate blocks; and why 
the hon. p;entleman should think they should be 
use<l for settlement at once by the Government 
he did not know. The fact of the matter was 
that when a run wrts forfeited it was generally 
very valueless country. People did not for~eit 
good country. They forfeited country wh1eh 
they did not consider it worth their while to pay 
rents for. The only way to deal with such cases 
was to offer the land at such a rate of rental rtt 
rtuction as was most likelv to induce them to 
take it up. Those lands· were valueless for 
settlement. 

?.fr. STEVENSON: They are nothing of the 
sort. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said the 
hon. gentleman said they were nothing of the 
sm;t, but he happened to know as much about 
forfeiterl runs as that hon. gentleman did. If 
they did forfeit good country, they kept a wrttch
ful eye over it and saw that others did not get it 
at auction except by paying high prices. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH : You have 
had experience in that, ton. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said he 
thought the better way of dealing with those 
runs was to offer them rtt rents that were likely 
to induce people to take them up; and he main
tained it was the best way to get at their valne, 
as there was no practicrtl value now. 

Mr. STEVENSON said that the hon. the 
Minister fur Lands had tried to make them 
believe thrtt it was only comparatively valueless 
country that was ever forfeited. He under
stood that was what the hon. gentleman said, 
but he ha<l known times when the whole of 
the blocks on a run, with the exception of 
the head-station-good, bad, and indifferent
had been forfeited. He had known circum
stances arise where the lessee could not keep all 
the country-even the head -strttion block. In 
18G8 or 18G\l he himself forfeited every block on 
a station he was managing, with the exception of 
one, and there was no better country in the 
colony than that country. Of course, as the 
hon. gentleman said, he kept a watchful eye 
over it. In the case of one block which he 
applied for, rtfter the lapse of some time, to he 
put up again at auction, he had to pay rts much 
as £5 r1 square mile for it, through a mistake 
of the hon. gentleman now sitting along
side him- Mr. Archer- who opposed him. 
But when the hon. gentleman found out the 
mistake-that it was a forfeited block-he got 
it at 12s. a square mile. It would never have 
paid him tn have kept it at £5 a sr1uare mile, 
and so he came to an rtrrangement with the hon. 
gentleman's brother by which he got it rtt 12s. a 
square mile, the upset price. It was not a case 
where the country was valueless. It was a case 
where they were in such a position that they 
could not afford to pay the rent for the country. 
The same thing might har>pen again, rtnd the 
country su ppnsed to be valueless cot;ntry-what 
the hon. p;entleman called comparatively value
le>Zs conntry-might be forfeited. He thought 
that the suggestion made by the hon. member 
for Balnnne was worthy nf consideration. 
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Mr .• JESSOP said there was a large number 
of runs outside the schedule the leases of which 
had expired, but for which no provision was 
made in the Bill as to what would be done with 
them. Perhaps the hon. the Minister for Lands 
would tell them how he intended to deal with 
those runs. 

The PREMIER said that the nms were all 
inside the schedule under clause 23. 

Mr. JESSOP : There is no provision men-
tioned. 

Question put and passed. 
Clauses 35 and 36 passed as printed. 
Mr. KATES said he was going to propose that 

a new clause be inserted after clause 36. He did 
not think he should have any great difficulty in 
explaining the desirability of his amendment to 
the Bill. Its advantages were manifold, and he 
was sure they would commend themselves to the 
favourable consideration of the Committee. The 
chief object of his amendment was to preyent 
what had been termed in that Committee "pea
cocking"; to prevent intending selectors from 
picking the eyes out of runs ; to prevent their 
selecting the choice pieces; and to compel them 
to take np the land as surveyed-good, bad, or 
indifferent. By the introduction of his amend
ment into the Bill reserves would be left for main 
linesofroacls,fortownships, for water, and for road
making material; and divisional boards would 
he relieved in a great 1neasure from being com
pelled to resume, and to open roads at considerable 
expense, which very often causerl a deal of heart
burning· and dissatisfaction and nnpleasant
ness between the ratepayers and the board. 
The board would be relieved in a gmat measure 
from deciding boundary disputes, for selectors 
would not be compelled to apply to the members 
of the board to decide matters in connection 
with overlapping, etc. The new clause would 
also do away with a great many of the objections 
raised by hon. members opposite in connection 
with compensation for improvements, because 
intending selectors would at once know what 
they had to pay for improvements. It had been 
said by the hrm. member for Normanby that a 
selector might avoid payment for a woolshed by 
selecting in such a way as to cut out that par
ticular improvement. If the amendment were 
not introduced, a selector might make a 
starting· point, fi Ye or six chains from a 
fence, on the resumed portion of a run, and avoid 
payment for the fencing ; and not only that, 
but have the use of the strip of land between 
his boundary and the fence. As he said before, 
the advantages to be derived from passing the 
new clause were various and manifold. The 
question had been raised at various meetings in 
different parts of the country, and at nearly all 
those meetings it was unanimously held that 
the introduction of such :m amendment was 
desirable. It might be raised as :tn objection 
that they could not get enough sun-eyors for 
the work; but he thought that objection could 
be overcome by bringing surveyors from other 
places. It might alw be objected that the 
amendment would ret~Lrd settlement; but it wao 
not >et all likely to have that effect. Other hon. 
gentlemen wmild no doubt be able to point out 
additional advantages to be derived from the 
mnendment. He therefore movecl the following 
new clause:-

Before any land is proclaimed open to selection 
under this part of the Act, maiu lines of road and all 
uece~,s;ary re.,;;erves for public purposes shall be SlUYeyed 
~tnd marked on the ground; the remainder of the area 
shall be subdiYided into suitable portions for selection, 
and if some portions are suitable tor agricultnral farms 
a.nd others for grazing farm:._ the proclama.tion rleelaring 
f-.:UCh land open to selection shaH specify whieh portions 
shall be open to selection as agriculturnJ farms, nnd 
\V hie h as grazing farms. 

The MINISTER FOH LANDS said he shonlcl 
not like to take the reSJlOnsibility of sayiHg· that 
the Survey Department could keep pace with 
the demand for ngricultnral areas, though they 
might in regard to gmzing areas. If the thing 
could be clone he thought the clauRe would be " 
most rlesirable one ; but to say that selection 
should not take place until the Survey Depart
ment was so perfectly organised :ts to meet 8\·ery 
possible demand might have the effect of retard
ing the selection of agricultural areas. In the 
case of grazing areas, f:lnrvey Inight precede 
settlement, and ought to precede settlement ; 
but in the case of agricultural farms the 
amendment would luwe the effect of shutting 
np lands for selection until they were surveyed. 
The hon. gt'ntleman might attain his object 
more readily by moving an amendment to the 
effect that no land should be thrown open to 
selection until it had been surveyed. If such an 
amendment were c:trried, it would necessarily 
provide for roads and things of that l<ind. 

Mr. KATES said that one object of the motion 
was that main roads should be reserved to be 
utilised hereafter· for railway purposes-either 
for nmin lines or for branch lines. \Vhat the 
Minister for Lands said in reference to 
g-razing areas he (Mr. Kates) thought just as 
necesRary in respect to agricultural a,rea.s:, bccmu.;o 
they knew from experience that a great deal of 
land had been rendered usele''' through selectin;,; 
before survey. If there had been survey before 
selection in connection with agricultural areas 
hitherto, they would ha Ye had a great deal of 
land utilis•:d which was at present not occupietl 
at all. The selectors would have ,had to take 
good, bad, and indifferent as it came, instead of 
picking out the very best portions. 

The 1\HKIST:ER :FOE LA:0i"DS said he ad
mitted what the hem. member Raid throughout; 
but it simply remlved it,;elf into the question 
whether the surveying could he 1nade to keep 
p"ce with the denu1nd for settlement. He 
thought it would be doubtful whether it coulcl be 
in :-tll inst:_tnces in the agricultural arer1s, bnt he 
]Jelievecl it could be clone in the gmzing- areas, 
which were larger, and were more easily surveyed. 
'There were very many reasons why the object of 
the amendment could be carried out with gre:~ter 
facility in rega.rcl to grazing areas than the agri
cultural arm1t<. It was simply a question as to 
whether it was desirable to restrict settlement in 
the eYent of the Survey Department not being 
able to keep pace with the demand ; and he 
would not accept the responsibility of keeping 
the department equal to the dem:tnd. It onght 
to be left to the Government to determine 
whether they could c~Lrry out the work, and 
whether the land should be thrown open before 
snrvey or not. 

1\Ir. SALKELD said he presnmed that in any 
case the land would have to be surveyed some 
time or other. If it were not surveyed before 
selection, it would have to be snrveyccl after
wards; and in his opinion it would be better to 
have it surveyed before. It was only :1 question 
of making up the arre>ers of work in the Survey 
Department. The work was behind alre:~cly, 
and he knew of numbers of people who conld 
not get their land surveyed. Ho believed in 
ha1·ing all land surveyed lJefore l1eing pro
claimed open to selection, and he thought 
they would he justified in going to consider
able expense in providing· an extra staff of 
sun-eyors to keep pace with the work. If the 
question as to whether land should be sur· 
veyed before being· proclaimed open to selection 
came to " division he should Yote for it. Iu 
regard to n1ain roads, anyone who haLl seen tlH~ 
difficulties that had Llrisen in the past, and ihc 
expense and trouble which had occurred, could 
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have no doubt as to whether he should support 
the amendment. If, when lands were thrown 
open to selection, the permanent water and main 
roads were surveyed, both the Government and 
private individuals would be saYed a considerable 
nmount of expense. He hoped the Government 
would see their way to adopt the new clause, and 
even if an additional expense had to be incurred 
in procuring surveyors it would be an advisable 
and proper thing to incur it. 

Mr. GRIMES said he was in favour of the 
clause becoming part of the Bill, and he W>ts very 
glad to find that the objection of the Minister 
for Lands had been narrowed down to the diffi
culty of obtaining· surveyors. He did not think 
there would be any difficulty in that respect; at 
all events he knew that very few •-electors would 
care to go upon their selections before they were 
surveyed. He knew of many instance.~ in which 
selectors had been obliged to forfeit their pay
ments through going upon land before it had been 
surveyed, because \vhen the land was ~urveyed 
prior applicantH had crushed them ont from the 
land they had selected; and for that reason he 
thought it was not at all likely now that they 
would get agriculturists to settle down on the 
land before it was surveyed. In reference to 
main roads, it was important that they should 
have them laid out at the very first, so that no 
difficulties might arise to disturb the selector 
when he had well settled down. 

J\Ir. GROOM said the clause introduced quite 
a new feature in the land legislation of the 
colony. He was decidedly in favour of the 
principle of survey before selection, and he did 
not think the objection that there were not tmtli
cient surveyor,; to carry out the work would hold 
good at all. Anyone who had been a regular 
attendant at the land conrts, as he had been, 
would have noticed many cases in which six or 
seven individuals entered into competition, eilch 
::timing for the same selection. The result had 
been that they had had to go to >enction, one 
bidding- aga.inst the other, and gi \'ing priceR 
which were entirely beyond the Yalue of the 
land they de~ired to select. He knew of a re
m>erkable illustration of that state of things 
which occurred abont two months aqo, or 
perhaps le,,, when some land was declared 
open for selection at Allora. One hundred 
and twelve persons applied for selections, and 
<mly about forty-eight were succes,;ful. He was 
informed by a gentleman who was there, th>tt 
there were fift~- whose applications were bow2 
fide, but between sixty and seventy were simply 
du1nn1ies, anil. each received an honorariun1 
of £i5, and in one case as n1nch UR £20, to 
withdraw their applications, in order to >~llow 
the IJon,t fide persons to get possession of the 
land. There were, however, four or fi\'e selectors 
who would not submit to that species of black
mailing, and who went to aucticm; aml land 
tlmt was put up at ±:1 ltis. an aci·e realised ±:3, 
J.A, aml in one case as much rts £G :1n ac1·c. At 
the recent land court at Toowoomba there was a 
ease of blackmailing- of a similar kind. The 
land was put up at Gel. an acre ; two per
sons bid against es,ch other, and they ran 
it up to Os. per acre per annum. The 
individual who was successful had to pay 
£70 for the first year's rent, but what was the 
result? As soon as he realised what he had done 
he sent in an application to the Minister for 
Lands to be relieYed of his bargain, saying that 
he hnd misunderstood what he was about, and 
that he helieYed he was paying $Is. an acre for 
the whole term of the lease, and not per annum. 
It was quite possible that that individual might 
be correct in what he said, and that he had 
bought the land under a misapprehension; but 
if they could prevent selectors from taking part 

in those demoralising scenes in the auction-rooms 
it would be a step in the right direction. If the 
mnendment would effect that object it would ]Je 
a very desirable one. There was another point 
to which he wished to draw the >ettention of the 
Committee in connection with that matter. They 
were to have under the Bill large agricultural farms 
of !lGO acres, andalsohomesteadareasofwhich the 
limit would be lGO acres. 

The Ho:\'. J. M. MACROSSAN: No; 320 
acres, I hope. 

::\fr. C+ROOM said: At least he understood 
the clause in the Bill, dealing with that subject, 
in that way. \Vhether the area was to be lGO 
acres or 320 acres, there were several voints to 
which they wonld h>eve to direct their attention. 
Speaking for himself, he had always been in 
favour of 320-acre areas. He happened to know 
that some of the very best seiectors in the colony 
were men with 320 and G40 acre selections, >end 
if they could induce more genera1 settlement of 
that nature they would accomplish a great object 
indeed. But unless there were areas set apart 
already surveyed, ho\v were the im1nigrantH 
vvho \vere con1ing out here to know where to go? 
It was a matter of great importance that there 
should be a plan in the different land offices at 
Toowoomba, \Varwick, Rockhampton, and other 
larger centres, showing the surveyed areas, 
an<l thus letting intending selectors know where 
they could take up land; instead of putting 
them in the position of being compelle•l to 
wamkr out into the bmh and hunt for the land 
themselves. That was the difficulty they had 
been labouring under all along, and very often it 
came to this, as hon. members would know: 
Supposing, for in·,tance, that he (Mr. ({room) 
applied for a 640-acre conditional selection, and 
some individual who happened to know the land, 
and had had his eye upon it, applied for a home
stead area of lGO acres. '\V ell, that man opposed 
him, and, unless he (Mr. Groom) submitted to his 
terms, the whole of the selection which he desired 
to become possessed of was entirely ruined by 
the particular way in which his opponent wished 
his homestead to be surveyed. That had been done 
in a great many instances, and he thought it 
highly desirable that they should put it beyond 
the power of such men to le\'Y blackmaiL He 
thought it desirable that there should be areas 
surveyed >tnd set apart, so that a man might 
know where he could take up l1tnd. 'l'here were 
areas of land, as hon. n1en1bers n1ust know, 
on the banks of creeks and rivers, where, if 
a man got GO acres, he had sufficient to make 
a living out of. There were other places where 
a man required 320 acres; but he considered 
GO acres in certain localities that he knew 
of, where, of course, the land was exceptionally 
good, \Vas sufficient for any 1nan. He kne·w 
of one gentleman- a successful selector in 
] lrayton and Toowoomba -- whom the hon. 
men1ber for Rockhampton harl heard inform 
His :Excellency the Governor that he made 
.£400 or £:)00 a year out of a selection, 
the area of which was GO acres. He knew 
of other localities where the land was equally 
good, and where GO acres would be quite 
sufficient for a man to make a good living
out of. The are1L of the land surveyed and 
opened for selection should be estimated 
entirely by the quality of the land and its 
position with regard to a market. That was 
a matter which should be taken into consi
deration, because the nearness to r>eilway or 
water com1nunication n1ade a great difference 
in the Yalue of land. If it w·ere thoronghly 
understood that the establishment of survey 
before selection was to be p>ert of the land policy 
of the colony, he believed it would do an im
mense amount of good, and more particularly if 
the surwyed area" were set apart so that any 
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immigrants intending to settle on the land might 
know where to select, and should not be obliued 
to go-aH they had to (lo now-~into the tn~'"'h, 
alnwst blindfold, and without knowing where 
they could select. The Covernment should 
say :tt once whether they were prepared to 
:tccept the amendment of the hem. member 
for Darling Downs. If the only objection 
to the adoption of the princi] .le of sm·ve,· 
before selection was the want of r-mrveyors, li 
was an objection _t.hat could lle ea:-;ily got over. 
Ife 'vas sure the 1-lon:-:e wonlU :tt once C(JlH~ent to 
the expenditure that wmrld l1e nece"itatml lly 
the eul\Jloyuwnt of n1ore t;Un'eyorB to c::trry orlt 
that pnucijle. It wonlcl be an immense adY<Ln
tage to ha<."e th~ areas npen for selection in 
clifferen~ ]mrts of the colony thoroug-hly defined, 
~o that Intending selector:.; 1uight know when~ to 
go and what l<Lml to select. 

The l'lll:l\IIER said th<Lt there was no doubt 
that the ach antages of snrvey before selection were 
very g-reat. No one could douLt tlmt; the only 
matter that could rabe <Lny doubt was whether 
selection sLould be sto1•pecl until the snrveys 
\vm·e rnacle. That was a nw,tter deserving serious 
considerati< .n. In the early days of the colony 
arelt:; were pointed out for people to select, 
bnt r-;ornr:h )\V or other thev were a.Iwav.s 
found to bll nnfit for sclectimi. The princi]7c1.l 
objection t{l HHI'\~ey before :-;election ar; an unb€nd
ing and ri::·id rule, which waR fonnd in New 
Sonth \Y:tl"s and other colonies, and which led 
to its alJOliiion, was this: that it put into the 
hands nf tl1e clepartlnent, or s.ome HnLorc1inate 
offic<·r of th" c1epartment who cm1lcl not be got at, 
the l><HV81' of Rtnpping· selection aJtog-ether, rthnt 
must not b'' lost sight of. He knew the <1d van
tages of ~ nrvey lH."fore selection were enor
rnnn~, hut Rn \Vere the p<nvers which it lJllt 
iHto the lmnds of snbordinate officer• tu 
prevent sel,ction altogether. He wonld give 
illustmtions of it. Sup]losing they adopte<l 
~mrvey l1efore ::;election as :1, rigid rule now : in 
the first place, Helection upon <Llllands <Lt pr·es<mt 
open to selection wonld he stopped nntil they 
fonml snneyors to cut them up into proper 
areas. Selection w-ould be absolutely stopped 
for some months at any rate. There would be 
absolutely no selectiun during that time. That 
\Vould be ::t serious thing, no doubt, and it 
might be desirable, if they proposed to 
adopt the principle <Lt all, to allow some 
time at least to elapse so that bnds <Llready 
open to selection might not be withdrawn frmir 
selection for so long a tinHl. He would point out 
another difficulty which mig-ht arise. Suppose 
there \Vere certain person:; \vho n1ight not want 
their rmlR interfered with by selections, what 
would be e<Lsier than tlutt in the most-he would 
;.:,ay~nntraceahlc 1nanner pm;sible it wou](l he 
fonnd that somehow or other the surveyors never 
happened to go there, but <Lppem·ed to Le <Llways 
mgently rec1uired elsewhere. 

1\Ir. DON ALDSON : \Vhere is yom board ? 
The PRE::\ITEH said the board would not be 

the administrative head of the snneyors. That 
would be '' matter for the }IiniHter to attend 
to. Tho"' thing·s had happened in 1'\ew Sonth 
\Vales and had a great deal to do with the cry 
of free selectiun ; they had run to the other 
extreme, and did a great deal of harm. In this 
colony they took a middle course, and <Lllowetl 
free selection before sun·ey only in cerbin 
specified are11s. There were ver;~' great objec
tions :tlso to that, and they lmd been pointec\ 
out th:tt afternoon ; a great deal of country 
was wasted, and many persons could not get the 
land they desired to select. They were between 
those two difficulties. He thought it was desir
able, before the Committee came to a conclusion 
upon the matter-to make what wonld Le a 

ra<lical change, for it would be a radic<Ll change 
in their present system-t.o weigh well the ad nm
tages and disadYantages of each systmn. They 
saw what the advantag-es of the present system 
were. They saw also the disadvantage of 
the proposed system-and he believed it was 
almost itH only disadvantage-that it would 
be in the power of subordinate officers, not
witlwtanding the greatest desire on the part of 
the J\linister to lw.v·e the land selected, Ly 
not httving the :-:;ubdivisionH and surVCJ;K 
rendy in certain places, to stop selection 
for a considerable time. That disadvant<Lge 
shoulLl be carefully weighed before they made 
np their rnind>':l to in..."5ist, m; an absolute rule, 
that all land shoulLl be surveyed before selec
tion. :For his own part he should be glad 
to see that principle :tdopted, if the dis
advantag-e he had pointed out was not too 
serious <-t one. He ·wa;; not so satisfied about the 
atlvisability of insisting that all m<Lin roads and 
reserYes shoulLl be m<Lrkecl. The hem. member's 
clause went rather too much into detail. The 
import<Lnt point, howeyer, was that land was to 
be surveyed and divided into suit<Lble blocks for 
selection. Tlmt was really all the hon. member 
c<Lred for, as he umle1·stood him ; and the 
exact phraseology was perhaps not of so much 
consequence, for if it \Vai'::i not right now it could 
be put rig-ht "ft.erwards. 

Mr. HOR WITZ s<Lid he would surport the 
mnendment of the h<m. member for D:trling 
Downs. They h<Ld lmcl experience of all that 
h<m. membei· had s<Lid already on the Dar
ling llownH. At present they were going 
to deal with a new scheme altogether for 
the management of the l:tnds of the colony, 
and he thought the time h;;d now <LrriYed to deal 
with the <jnestion raised by the hon. member for 
lJarling ])owns. Yor instmrce, they h<Ld cases 
of rnen having :;ettled on fal'nls and houw:-;tend.s, 
arHl the Uoverrnnent rna.de railways and road:-~ 
throngh them a!Hl cut them up and destroyed 
them. The time h:td arrived when the Uov
ernment ,;)wuld take into consideration the 
ad vis1cbility of reserving two or three chains 
along highw<Ly roads for the nmking of rail
w<Lys, so that they might not afterwards have 
to interfere with the bnd. In the district he 
had the honour to represent many farmers h<Ld 
suffered in that way ; :tnd though no doubt they 
were paid for the land which the countr-y 
had taken away from them for the making 
of branel1 lines of railw<Ly, still much of the 
land was destroyed, and some farms were 
spoilt altogether. The hem. member for 
Darling Downs, by his amendment, intended 
that, in the survey of laml for selection, highway 
roads should be reserved, so that <Ln intending 
selector might know ex:1ctly the piece of land he 
waR going to select. l-Ie kne\v of cases in '"'hieh 
rmrties had taken up land, and :1fter living on it 
for twelve months a surveyor came and shifted 
them completely away from that loc<Llity. The 
surveyor only carrie<l out his instructions, but the 
p<Lrties afterwards refused to take the land allottecl 
to them, because it w<Ls useless to them. On 
different occasions parties had taken up lUO acres 
of land, an cl :cfter living upon it for two years the 
Go\·erninent can1e a.nd nw,de a ron,d right through 
the midtlle of it, ancl thus destroyed it completely. 
It was the object of the amendment of the hon. 
member for Darling Downs to prevent that in the 
future. , \Vith regard to the remark of the }fin
ister for Lands, that he did not think he would be 
<tble to carrv out the principle because he would 
not be able" to get suneyors, he could tell the 
hon. gentlen1an that there were any a1nount of 
surYeyors to be got. If they could not ,;et a suffi
cient number of them in this colony they could 
get them from New South \Vales or Victoria. 
There would be no trouble in getting them ; an 
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abundance coulcl be got within a fortnight if they 
were require<l. He hoped the l\Iinister for 
Lands would be able to see his way clear to 
accept the amendment, which was a very useful 
ono. 

The HoN .• J. M. MACRORSAN said he was 
glad to see the principle of survey before selec
tion so well debated on the other side of the Com
mittee. He did not think the objections raised 
by the Premier and the Minister for Lands were 
insuperable. As regarded surveyors, he admitted 
at once that there was a deficiency in Queens
land- at least there was two years ag-o, but 
at that time surveyors were well employed 
n,ll over the colonies. That was not 'th~ 
case now. He did not know whether the 
statement made by the hon. member for 
\Varwick-that plenty of surveyors could be 
got in Victoria and New South \Vales-was 
correct ; but he was perfectly certain that if the 
}finister for Lands would advertise in New 
Zealand he would get them, because there was a 
want of employment for surveyors there. That, 
therefore, would meet the difficulty of the want 
of surveyors. Another objection raised by the 
Premier was that if they adopted the system
an entirely new one-it would stop selection for 
" certain period, probably three months. He 
(Hon . • T. M. ::\facro~san) thought if it stopped 
selection for even four months tha.t would not 
be such a calamity in comparison to the value of 
the new system. The principle was so valuable 
that if it were adopted he believed the country 
would he well satisfied to allow selection to be 
stopped for a while-that was, if it was neces
sttry. He did not think selection would he 
stopped, though it might be retarded. 'l'he hem. 
gentleman had referred to the experience of other 
colonies which had led them tu adopt free selec
tion before survey. He (Hon .• T. 2\I. Macrossan) 
did not think that the experience of ::'\ ew South 
\V ales in the matter of selection was very great 
prior to selection before survey being adopted ; 
but the most successful agricultural country in 
the world-the United States of America-"had 
survey before selection. There an immigrant did 
exactly what the hon. member forToowoomba said 
immigrants should be able to do in Queensland. 
He went to the lands office and asked the land 
agent for a map of the district. The agent 
pointed out to him the different selections which 
were unapplied for. The man placed his finger 
on a spot and said, "Has that been applied for?'' 
If the answer was "No," he said he would 
have that, and it became his property; there was 
no more trouble about it. He had li:eard of men 
going into the bush in Queensland, as described 
by the hon. member for Toowoomba, to look for 
land, and being unable to find it. At the same 
time he had seen letters in the newspapers com
plaining that people had been induced to come 
out to settle in the country, and that when 
they came they could not find land to settle 
on. That would be the case under the system 
proposed in the Bill. He thought it was <juite 
possible to adopt a system under which the 
surveys would be carrie<l out more rapidly than 
under the present system. Selection was going 
on everywhere undflr that system; consequently 
surveys could not be carried out as fast as they 
would be under a regular system. In the 
United States surveyors divided the land into 
townships of thirty-six S<juare miles; that was, a 
square of six miles on each side. Those town
ships were divided into square-mile blocks, and 
each square-mile block into quarter-sections
that was, 160 acres. The thing was done 
rapidly ; and every man could take Llp 

lGO or G40 acres, all he had to do being 
to go to the Lands Office and point out 
what he wanted. He (Hon. J. M. ;yracrossan) 
thought the Government could not do better 

than accept the proposal of the hon. me m l1er 
for Dctrling- Downs, ant! quite forgot the fact 
that settlement might be retarded for three or 
four months. He admitted that it would be 
retarded, but not to the extent that the Premier 
thought, as surveyors could be sent to do the 
work immediately. There was a large staff of 
surveyDrs in the country, and there were rail
ways running in alrnost every tlirection ne~1r 
to lancl that should be surveyecl for settlement. 
He thought surveyors might be sent there at 
once, and then the difficulty which the immi
grant hu.d of finding good land would be 
entirely obviated. If the land were surveyed 
into sections or blocks people could pick out the 
spot they wanted. There would then be no such 
thing as that demoralising- practice which had 
been alluded to, and by which IHmd .tide selectors 
had hc1d to pay three or four time, more than 
they oug-ht to pay. 

Mr. MACFARLANE said he thought the 
advantages of survey before selection rnust be 
vory apparent to anyone who had taken the 
land question into consitleration. The great 
drawlmck to settlement in the colony in tlw 
past had been the want of the very thing
that should be introduced into that Bill. 'l'he 
<Juestion had been before the House on many 
occttsions. He himself had to complain some 
years ago of the want of tnaps in the vnriou::; lan(l 
offices. Had there been n1aps i1n1nigrn.nts would 
have been able to go to an office and see where 
land was open for selection. It appeared to him 
that the Government, in drawing up the Bill, 
had really intended that there shoul< 1 be survey 
befnre selccticm. He sai<l that from the manner 
in which they hatl drawn up the 38th chmso, 
which said:-

"·when any land is so proclaimetl open for selection, 
nutps shall be prepared and exhibited to the ]1nblie at 
the land office of the district and at the Department of 
Pnblic Ikmds in Brisbane showing the land so open, its 
distance from raiJway m· water carriage, the priee }JCr 
acre, the mnximmn area that mny be selected by any 
one persou in the tlbtrict, the quality and capabilit·ics 
of the land so far as they can be stated, and such other 
information as may be preseribcd.'' 

It was evident from that that the framers of the 
Bill intended that there should be snrvey before 
selection. He believed there would be a great 
deal less confusion if they were to have the farms 
in the agricultural areas properly surveyed, so 
that anyone, as had been well observed by the 
hon. member for Townsville, could go to the 
lands office, and by looking at a map put a finger 
on the land he required. He did not think the 
department need be much afraid about the want 
of surveyors. He was positive if they adver
tised for a hundred they could get them ; they 
could get a good many in Queensland ; in fact he 
knew that some h"'d applied to the department 
for work. The want of surveyors, therefore, 
would not stmlll in the way of the a<loption of the 
amemlruent. It would be an improvement on the 
present sy.stem to adopt survey before selection, 
and it would be a great deal better for all partie;;. 
He believed the countrv would be divided in 
a way more suitable ·for agriculturists and 
graziers, and the system would be very much 
better than the old plan of taking up a bit here 
and a bit there, as in the past. 

Mr. MELLOR said he was inclined to favonr 
the principle of survey before selection, if pro
perly carried out. In the early days of the 
colony they had had some experience of the 
system, which was not altogether favourable. A 
nice map, beautifully got up, was exhibited in 
the office; and when an immigrant went to 
look at the land shown on the map as 
open for selection, most of it would not 
keep a bandicoot. Now they had learnt more of 
the value of the htnd in different parts of the 
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country, and he hoped, if the system were 
adopted again, it would not be the inferior lands 
which would be surveyed, as that would not 
induce settlement. As far as the mnendment 
referred to the nmrking out of the main roads, it 
would be of great assb;tance throughout the 
agricultural areas, and save the local bodies the 
great expense they were put to in proclaiming 
roads and obtaining resumptions. He knew 
many instances where settlement had taken 
place, and where the selectors, having no road to 
their homes, had to appeal to the divi;;ional 
bo<Lrds to open roads. 

J\Ir. ISAMBEHT said he thought the diffi
culties in the way of adopting the principle uf 
~urvey before selection were not so great as 
the Minister for L<Lnds and the Premier pictured 
them. If ever the proverb " More hurry, less 
speed" was applicable, it was in the present 
instance. He did not believe there would be so 
much difficulty in getting the work of surveying 
done. If the staff of surveyors at present em
ployed were given specified districts to survey, 
instead of having to go about and look for places to 
survey, they would get through twice the work. 
The system might retard settlement a little for a 
few months, but eventually it would greatly 
facilitate settlement. The necessity for the laying 
out of roads was patent to everyone. In densely 
settled districts like Ro.<ewood, where the 
people had selected here a bit and there a bit, it 
was a very difficult nmtter for the surveyor to lay 
out roads. It seemed to him that the advan
tages attaching to the system bid down in the 
proposed new clause were so great that the 
difficulties were trifling in compariwn. He 
should have much pleasure in supporting the 
e][luse, though it might be necessary to amend 
it a little mulmake it more elastic. 

The MINISTEl~ FOR LA:l\'DS said that the 
Bill as it stood would give the Government the 
option of withholding land from selection till 
[lfter survey, or allowing it to be selected 
before survey. Their reason for proposing to 
retain the power of throwing open land 
hefore survey was that the organisation of 
the Survey Department might nut be so per
fect as to enable them to keep pace with 
the demand for land; and that might result in 
expense and delay. Ji'or his own part, he 
thoroughly believed in not opening up any bnd 
until it was surveyed, but still he would like the 
power in cert[lin cases to open an agricultural 
area without survey, if they were unable to keep 
pace with the requirements. However, he was 
quite content to be tied down to the principle of 
no selection before survey. His only reason for 
proposing anything else was his fear lest the 
department should not be organised in such an 
effective manner as to keep pace with the 
demand. 

Mr. P AL"M:ER said he was very glad to see 
so many hon. members supporting the principle, 
because he advocated it on the second read
ing, and then quoted from a work on America 
to show that in the United States the surveys 
were always kept ahead of the demand. Judg
ing from the manner in which surveys were 
carried out in the pastoral districts-perhaps 
thousands of miles in twelve months-he did 
not think there could he any difficulty with 
the Survey Department. The Government had 
only to infuse a little vigour into the depart
ment and they would have the work done. 
'With regard to what the Premier had said as 
to the introduction of the principle making 
selection subordinate to the Survey Department 
-if any clifliculty arose from that cause, it woulrl 
be sufficient proof that the whole department 
wanted organising. If the operation of the Act 
were postponed for a certain time, in the interval 

surveys could be m9,de sufficient to meet all 
demands. He did not think the application of 
the principle would retard settlement in any way. 

The PREMIEI~ said the principle of survey 
before selection seemed to be accepted by the 
Committee. He had thought it wise to call 
attention to the difficulties connected with the 
matter in order that it might not pass without 
the fullest consideration, but for himself he was 
prepared, if the Committee saw their way to 
adopt the principle, to accept it. It would, of 
course, require a con::;iderable a1nount of expen
diture and extra labour on the part of the de
partment, but he sincerely hoped that no Gov
ermuent would eYer allow the insufficient supply 
of surveyors to prevent settlement. The amend
ment, as at present framed, would require a good 
deal of alteration, and he had been endeavouring 
to draft an altered clause during the discussion. 
He would suggest to the hon. member who had 
moved the amendment to accept the altered pro
position which he had prepared, as it would fit in 
more conveniently with the rest of the Bill. He 
would read the new clause which he suggested 
should be substituted for the amendment. It was 
as followed :-

Before any land is proclaimed open to selection, it 
shall be surveyed under the direetion of the Surveyor
General, and divided into lots of convenient area for 
selection, ·with proper roc:tds and reserves for public 
tmrposes, and such lots shall be marked on the ground 
by posts not less than tlwee feet in height, at the cornm•s 
of the lots. 
The latter pB-rt of the amendment would then 
be omitted, as what it contained was provided 
for in a different way in the Bill. It would be 
extremely inconvenient if the hon. gentleman 
insiRted t1pon carrying the part referring to the 
proclamation of the lands open to selection, as 
that was otherwise provided for in the Bill. He 
would ask the hon. gentleman to accept the 
altered phraseology which he (the Premier) had 
suggested. It would carry out all the hon. 
gentleman desired. 

Mr .• TORDAK said he hoped the hon. member 
for Darling Downs would accept the substituted 
amendment, which met the case very fully, and 
which was perhaps less open to objections which 
might lie against the clause in its present 
form. He (Mr. Jordan) attached very great 
importance to that matter. If they were to 
promote settlement and make it successful on 
a large scale, they shonld do it systematically. 
He was very desirmm that that should be carried 
out. 

Mr. KATES S[lid if the amendment suggested 
by the Premier included agricultural areas-

The PREMIER : All selection will come 
under it. 

J\fr. KATES said that nnder those circum
stances, with the permission of the Committee, 
he would withdraw his amendment in favour of 
the provosal made by the Premier, as they both 
amounted to the same thing. 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 
The PREMIER moved that the following 

new clause follow clause 6 :-
Before any land ls proclaimed open to selection, it 

shall be surveyed under the direction of the Surveyor
General, and divided into lots of convenient area for 
selection, 'vith prover roads and reserves for public 
purposes, and such lots shall be marked on the ground 
by posts not less than three feet in height, at the corners 
of the lots. 

New dause put and passed. 
On clause 37, as follows :-
" The proclamation declaring the lnnd open to 

selection shall appoint a day mat being less than four 
weeks after the date of the proclamation) on and after 
which the land \Vill be open. And on and after the da.y 
so notified the land sllall be open to selection accord
ingly. 
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~"~ 'riw proclamat'ton Rhall alt5o speeify whether the 
land is in an agricultural area or not, anU ~hall ctedare 
the maxim urn area of land which may be ~electell by 
any one person in the district. 

"Such maximum area shall not-
1. In the ensc of land in an agricultural area, ex~ 

ceed nine hundred and sixty acres, m· except as 
next llereinaftrr provided, be less than three 
hundrecl and twenty acres; 

2. In the ease of other land, exceed twenty thousand 
am·e~ or, cxee11t ns next hereinafter l'rovided, be 
less than live thousand acres. 

"If the land has been already ~nrvcyccl. the procla
mationnuty direct that it shall be a.pplied for in blocl\S 
as :·ml'\·eyecl, aml not otherwise; and every such direc
tion shall be ohserved ·whether the area of ~ueh snrve:red 
bloc•ks he less than the minimum area herein before in·c
H~rihed or not. 

"'rhe proclamation shall al::;o SlJecify the annual 
rcut, per acre to be paid for the land: 

"Such rent shall be not less than three pence }ler 
act·e in the case of land in an agricultural area, and not 
less than three halfpence per acre in other cases. 

"In the case of land in an agricultural area, the 
proclamation shaU further specify the price (not b?'ing 
less than twenty shillings per acre) at which the lessee 
may purchase the land in fee-simple. as hereinafter pro
vided. 

"'l'he proclamation may also state the Yalue of any 
improvements uvon any land by the proclamation de
clared open to selection." 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said there 
were a number of verbal amendments to be 
moved in the clause, the first being to omit the 
words "except as next hereinafter provided" in 
subsection 3. 

The Hos. Sm T. MciLWHAITH said he 
understood that the J\Iinister for Lands intended 
to make some amendment providing for farms 
partly agricultural and partly pastoral. That 
had been one of the most successful systems of 
settlement that had been adopted in New South 
\Vnles. 

The MINISTER J<'OR LANDS said there 
was no doubt that nearly all the farms in tm 
ttgricultural area would be both agricultnral and 
]Jttstoral. For instance, if a man took up the 
maximum of 960 acres, probably not more than 
200 acres would he a.gricultur:d land, and the rest 
would only he used for grazing purposes. But it 
would be within an agricultural area, and would 
have to be treated as an agricultural farm. 

'L'he Hos. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said that 
was just the difficulty. There would be a large 
amount of land in every agricaltural area 
unfit for agriculture ; why shoulcl not that land 
be reserved for grazing purposes, so that men 
could have mixed farms? The scheme was 
wrong in principle, for it assumed that all the 
land within cert<.tin boundaries was agricultural, 
and all the land beyond them pastoral.. It did 
not make allowance for a farm of 200 acres of 
agricultural land and 1,200 acres, or even 5,000 
acres, of pastoral land ; and those cases would 
be very frequently met with. The clause 
assumed that all the agricultural land was 
together. 

The MINISTEl"t FOR LANDS said there 
was only one way of meeting that difficulty, and 
that was to specify the land in a block. But 
that would be a complicated and very undesir
able way of dealing with it. Areas could be set 
aside in localities where it was well known, or 
could easily be a~;ccrtained, that there was a fair 
amount of agricultural land; but there would 
:1lwttys be a <Jua.ntity unfit for agriculture, and it 
would be for the surveyor, if he had any judg
ment, to :1pportion a fair share of each. 'l'here 
w:1s no part of the country, that he knew of, 
where a man could take up DGO acres which 
would be entirely agricultural land ; still, the 
whole of it would be in an agricultural area. In 
other districts there would be no difficulty, for 
they would be grazing districts, pure and simple, 
in which agriculture was not at present contem
plated. 

Mr. JESSOP asked by what means a man 
could select tt grazing farrn in an agricultural 
area? It wa:-3 certain that a very large portion 
of the bnd included in an agricultural area 
would be fit only for pastoral purposes, but there 
was no provision by which that land could be 
utilised as grazing farms. He did not think a 
large area could be found anywhere that wtts 
wholly agricultural. 

The JYIIKISTEit FOR LANDS said the 
agricultural areas would consist of a large n1U11her 
of small armts, :1nd the best efforts would be 
Juadc to define which should be grazing areaH 
and which agricultural areas. If a nw .. n took 
up a farm, only a portion of which was suit:1ble 
for agriculture, there was nrJthiug to prevent 
him from lming the remainder for pastoml pur
poses. 

Mr. JJ,;SSOP said they had not been given 
the slightest idea of what was to be the size nf 
grazing areas ; whether they were to be 5,000 
:1cres or 20,000 acres. They could not go west 
of the R:mge and find an area of 20,000 :1cres that 
did not cont:1in a lot of inferior land, which might 
be useful for grazing purposes, but not at nU 
:1dapted for agricultural purpooes. The clause 
mig·ht be so worded that, after a certain period, 
lm1d not taken up for :1gricultural purposes might 
he applie<l to grazing ; so that the selector 
n1ight con1bine grazing and agriculture~ 

The MIXISTER FOie LANDS said that 
when the whole of the available land in o>n agri
cultural area was exhausted, and the portion 
left was not fit for agriculture, it would be pro
claimed open as a grazing :1rea; but they could 
not fix any definite time in the Bill when that 
should be done. It was a nmtter that must be 
left to those who had to administer the Bill to 
deal with. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the hon. the Minister 
for Lands did not a pp ear to (juite grasp the 
argmuents of the hon. the leader of the Opposi
tion and of the hon. member for Dalby. In the 
Bill they had simply two classes of settlers pro
vided fur~agriculturists :1nd small squatters, or 
pastoralists; and, as bad been pointed out by those 
hnn. members, there was no provision made for a 
middle class who would combine agriculture rmd 
grazing. Only the two extremes were provided 
for. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said that 
even in land that was proclaimed open as a 
grazing :1rea there might be portions that could 
be utilised for certain forms of agriculture ; and 
there was nothing in the Bill to prevent a man 
who took up a grazing farm from utilising any 
portion of it for agriculture. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : 960 acres ? 
The MINISTER FOR LAKDS : In an agri

cultural area he could not take up more than 960 
acres, but in a grazing area he might find 
many portions suitable for agriculture, and the 
balance could be used for grazing. After 
the whole of an agricultural area had been ex
hausted by the selection of all the pDTtions that 
were suitable for agriculture, the portion left 
that would be simply available for grazing 
would be thrown open :1s :1 grazing area. There 
was no difficulty whatever. 

Mr. JESSOP said that was what he wanted 
to arrive at~ to know if the Bill would provide 
for that. There was no such provision in it 
:1t the present time. He wanted to see 
provision made for agriculture and grazing 
combined ; and if no other hon. member 
moved an amendment to provide for that, he 
should do so. As the clause stood, they might 
have a l:1rge aren proclaimed as agricultural; 
one-half of it might be fit for agriculture and be 
taken llp as such, and the vthe1· half might 
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remain unsold for years, unless some proviSIOn 
was made to deal with such cases; and why not 
provide for it now when framing the Bill? 

The PREMIER said the scheme of the Bill 
wa,; to divide the hmds generally into two 
ela.~Rei:-1-one good enough for agriculture, and 
the other not. If the hmd was good enough for 
agriculture it would be proclain1ed as an 
agricultural arenr, and, if not, as a grazing area. 
The area allowed to be selected would of 
course vary according to the <Juality of the 
land. In the case of very poor land the 
maximum armt would be allowed to be 
tnken up ; while in the case of land not 
good enough for agriculture, but still Yery 
good in other respects, a rninirnun1 would be 
fixetl. There was nothing whatever to prevent 
the holder of a grazing farm from cultivating the 
whole of it, or as much as he liked. Of course, 
where the land was mixed-some good along the 
creeks, and others bad at the back-it would be 
made a grazing area. Such lands could not be 
made an agricultural area; but where there was 
a sufficient area of good land it would be made 
an agricultural area. The Bill in that respect 
was as flexible as possible. 

Mr. NELSOX said hon. members appeared 
to forget that they had already passed a new 
clause to follow clause 36, because if that were 
muried out it would do away with chmse 
37 almost entirely. For inst:tnce, that clause 
said, in the 4th subsection, '" if the land has 
been already surveyed"; but they had deter
mined that it must be surveyed. It appeared to 
him that all that was nece"'ary to pro vi< le in the 
danse was that the prochtmation should direct 
that certain land should be open for selec
tion, either for purposefo; of agriculture or fur 
gTazing. All the land would have to be sur· 
veycd before it was proclaimed, 11nd all they had 
to do was to proclaim whether it was intended 
a;.; an agricultural are:t or as a grazing area. 

The MINISTER J<'OR LAKDS said that, 
supposing the lands were surveyed in lGO-acre 
blocks, and the proclam11tion provided that a 
selectm might take up 320 acres, there was 
nothing to prevent hirn fron1 taking up two sur
veyed blocks ; and if the area was afterwards 
withdrawn he might take up 9GO or 2,5li0 acres
as many blocks as would make up the maximum 
area allmved. He thought that would meet the 
difficulty. 

The Ho:". Sm T. 1\IciLWRAITH said the 
hon. Minister fur Lands had not attempted to 
meet the difficulty that had been propounder] 
first-that was to provide for a mixed class 
of a~riculturists and pastoralists. Provision was 
made in clause GS for the ac<J.uisition of freehold 
land by agTiculturists; and why should they not 
go further, 11nd provide for the ac<J.uisition of 
freehold land by pastoralists? The Government 
might, of course, divide the land into pastoral and 
agricultural leases, but it was quite certain that 
men who had been pastoralists would desire to 
ac<J.nire certain portions of their holdings as free· 
holds ; and if they were contented to take it up 
as agricultural land, for which they were prepared 
to pay, why should they not be allowed to do so? 
That he believed was 11 want which would be felt, 
and which could easily be provided for in clause 
liS. The Minister for Lands ha<l not addressed 
himself to that part of the argument at all. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said the pro
position of the hon. member would be distinctly 
opposed to the principle of the Bill. 

The HoN. Sm T.l'dciLWRAITH: In 'rhat 
way? 

The MINISTER :FOI~ LAXlJS saitl th"t the 
right of ac<pliring freehold wa,; confinecl to 
c.;ert<-Lin area~:; aud a certain uutxiHllUll. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH Why 
should it be ? 

The JYIINISTEH l'OR LANDS said that 
people should not be allowed to ac<J.uire free· 
hold in large holdings. If they gave a man 
a large holding for grazing purposes, he should 
not be allowed to ac<J.uire a freehold of it. 'The 
next generation might require to deal with that 
land, and they did not want to debar them from 
dealing with it. They gave the people the utilisa· 
tion of the land now, which could Le done only 
by lea,;ing large tracts of land; but there might 
come a time when it could be done in tmother 
way. They should not fix those who came after 
them by hard-and-fast legislation now, from 
utilising those lands in a way they might think 
it right to take. 

The HoN .• T. JYI. MACHOSSAN said that 
the Minister for Lands had told them tl:at it 
was contemplated in the Bill to grant freehold 
in agricultural areas, but he thought the hem. 
gentle1nan had forgotten that he was granting 
freehold in other areas outside agricultural 
areas-areas that could not be cultivated at all 
-he referred to town and suburban lands. It 
was of far more importance, he believed, to the 
country to keep the valuable town and suburban 
lots in their own hands, for many reasons which 
he could point out, but which perhaps at present 
there was no need to point out, than it was to 
keep the freehold of grazing land. He should 
like to know why the hem. gentleman had not 
applied the reason he had mentioned to those 
lands. An agriculturist had a great many diffi
culties to contend with, and no doubt was 
entitled to get the freehold if he wished to 
ttc<tnire it. But why should a town speculator 
~a 1nan who Wtl.r13 a rnere Hpeculator, in fact, 
in town lots or sub m-ban lotH- be allowed 
to take it up and to hold it unutilised-·not 
even fenced-uutil the people who were work· 
ing around him, and building, cre11ted n 
tremendous value for the land which he hacl 
taken up, but of which value the State got 
no share whateYer ? 'The State ought to get 
a share of the increased Yalue of that land, 
and would the hon. gentleman tell them why 
they should not get a share of the increased value 
of those suburban and town lands? Because, if 
a sufficient reason were given, he should have no 
objection to the passing of the clause; but if he 
did not get a satisfactory reason he should have 
very serious objections to its passing. 

The MINISTER l•'OR LAKDS said he 
would admit that he had not much practical 
experience about that. A wise man would only 
attempt what he could possibly accomplish, and 
he should go the whole way to deal with the 
<J.Uestion if he thought it possible to be accom
plished. The only reason why it was not done, 
so far as he was concerned, was because he did 
not think it was possible to accomplish that 
object. 

The Hox. J. l\1. l\fACROSSAN : Why? 

The MIXISTER FOR LANDS said they 
must have a commencement when they made a 
new departure, and he thought it was more 
possible to accomplish it in the way proposed 
than by any other. That the other would follow 
might be assumed as certain, but that it was not 
possible now was one reason why he had not 
attempted it. 

'rhe Hox. J. lVI. MACROSSAN said he 
rather doubted the impossibility which the hon. 
the ::\Iinister for Lands conceiYed. He could not 
sec the impoosibility of itpplying the same prin
ciple to town and subul'lmn lots. They must 
ha\'e a eolnlnencelutmt, no doubt; hut if the 
JYiinister for Lands aud his colleagues tueant to 
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do anything of that kind, every day's delay added 
to the ditficulty-becatme there was more land 
of the. kind being taken up than had been the 
case httherto. It was only that day that he had 
sent in an application from a constituent of 
his np north, who wished to acrp1ire the 
freehold of the land on which he had built 
his honsc on a surveyed township. The land 
had not been sold yet; bnt, if snch a principle 
a.H he advocated wa~ laid down, thctt gentlenutn 
would never have rerjuested him to ask the 
'Minister for Lands to have that lanrl put up for 
sale, but wonld have been Ratiofied with the same 
rule th»t was applied to everyone else to have 
his land lea,ed. 'The hon. member must recollect 
that the freehold of grazing land had not been 
ttc<]Uired hitherto, except in the case of pre
cmptives, and then, he believed, generally speak
ing, that the pre-en1ptives were, to a certain 
extent, nwre or les::; agricultural lands ; HO 

that really, although the hon. gentleman might 
pride hilnself on introducing a new princiv:e, 
it was clearly shown t.hat he had not even 
touched the principle which he pretended to 
introduce. He maintained that the Minister 
for Lands ought to begin at the very point where 
he said it was irnpossible to begin, and ought to 
begin with the town lots if he began at all. The hon. 
gentleman knew as well as he did that every man 
of ability who had written on that subject had 
regretted the sale of town lots as being 1t far 
11!'ettter evil thltn the ,,a]e of any country lands. 
The hon. gentleman must know thttt the 
author of the theory he had taken up, and 
other gentlemen who had preceded him in 
that line, looked upon the aggregation of 
esttttes on which towns were built, and in which 
the people were crmnped for room, as a far 
~reater evil than the aggregaHon of estates in 
the country-bad as that w;;s. They need not 
go to the large towns of the old country-they 
need not go outside Brisbane to see the e\'ils that 
had arisen, and were arising daily in this city, 
through the diabolical sy,tern of cutting up 
land into 1G-perch allotments. The hon. gentle
man had only to say that he would sell no 
more town lands in order to stop that sale 
of land. \Vho could compel him to sell the 
htnd? But the hon. gentleman harl. gone further; 
he was even going to sell suburban lands in SO
acre lots; and by-and-by the lucky purchaser 
of SO-acre lots in fJ.""~ownRville, or smne other 
towns that were rising rapidly, would become a 
millionaire-would be able to build a township 
on it. They had heard of land going in Towns
ville at £30 and £100 a foot, which ten yettrs ago 
coulcl have been bought for less than £1 a foot. 
It surely ought to make the Minister for Lands 
seriously consider the matter before he got up 
and said it was impossible to prevent it. It was 
possible for the !ton. gentleman to crush agricul
turist' by putting as many impediments in the 
way of ac<]_uiring freehold as possible. He 
thought the J\Iinister for Lttnds was not serious. 
He did not believe the hon. gentleman's col
leagues or their supporters put so 1nuch pressure 
on him as to make him believe it was impos
sible not to refrain fl'l)m selling town !an ds. 
Had it been reported to the hon. gentleman 
by the town lands speculators in Brisbane 
that it was impossible • He was <J.Uite certain 
it could not be his colleagues who said it was 
impossible, and he did not believe it was his 
supporters inside the House, but he believed it 
was the speculators- the land-oharks outsicle 
the Hou.se, who made their fortunes by dealing 
in these 1G-perch allotment'- who made him 
believe-who frightened him into believing that 
it was impossible to begin there; that he must 
begin i\0 or lOO miles outside the town. The hon. 
gentle1nan on;..;·ht to be aHha,rned uf ::;ayiug it was 
impossible to begin now. 

J\Ir. ,JORDAN said the 1\Iinister for Lancb 
had been ridiculed for attempting to introduce 
the Georgian system into the legislation of the 
colony; but now he was found fault with because 
he did not carry out t)utt systeru to the extreme. 
He (Mr. J orclan) belie1,ed in the system, but he 
could not believe that if the ::\-Iinister for Lands 
had bron~·ht in a Bill containing the lea~ing 
principle only it would have been carried during 
the present s0ssion. And he did not think the 
hon. member for Townsville bdievecl it would 
have been carried either. The :Minister for 
Lands did not see his way to accept the sugges
tion of the htm. member for J\lulgmve, that per
sons taking- up 20,000 acre" should be allowed 
to purcha"e a portion, bemtuse that would violate 
the principle laid down in the Bill-that the 
leasing principle only should apply to all pastoral 
lands. He cliffered from the hem. member for 
J\Iulg-mve when he said that the Bill clidnot pro
vide for tillag·e in connection with gmzing. Thttt 
was one of the great objects of the Bill; and 
they knew what had been accomplished by free 
selectors in l'\ew South \Yales by combining 
tilhtge with grazing. The results there had been 
highly ><atisfactory, and they hoped to see the 
smne systern cfLrried out in Qneen::;ltLnd. 
They could not suppose that in a great 
number of instances an area of 20,000 acre:; 
would not contain a certain proportion which 
could be profitably tilled, so that agricul
ture could ea,-:dly be cmnbined 'vith grazing 
in those cases. .Again, persons who were disM 
posed to keep a few cattle mig-ht take up !HiO 
acres ; and they could not suppose that all the 
HGO acres woulrl be specially suited for tillage, 
l.mt that a portion would be suited only for 
grazing stock ; w tlmt tilhtg-e could be combined 
with grazing in tha,t ca~e also. 

Mr. FEHC~USON said it was refreshing to 
hear members on both sides of the Committee 
supporting the leasing principle, and it was 
especially pleasing to him to see the hnn. 
member for Townsville turn round. He be
lieved that if the Minister for Lands had 
stuck to the leasing principle pure and simple 
it would have g•me through. lf the pre
sent Parliament would not have adopted the 
system, he believed the day was not br distant 
when it would be adopted by the Parliament of 
Queensland. He was sorry the l\J:imster for 
Lands had yielded, to a certain extent, in con
nection with the homestead chtuses. That wa., 
a great rnistake, as \Vas shown by the experience 
of New South \V ales. In that colony at one 
time there were 170,000 selections taken up by as 
many selectors under :Sir John Robertson's Land 
Act, and nearly all in small areas; but at the pre
sent time there were not more than 18,000. '\Vhat 
had becmne of the rmnaining 152,000 selections? 
They had been absorbed by large landed proprie
tors, thus proving clearly that no matter how land 
was alienated-if the whole of Queensland were 
alienated to-morrow in areas of 300 acres-it 
would in time get into the hands of comparatively 
a few individuals owning large estates. 

Mr. l\IOitEHEAD said he had listened care
fully to the last speaker, who was certainly a 
thorough nmn, and fully prepared to carry ont 
the principle he held-that the land should be 
held by the State for the benefit of each indi
vidual member of the State. Bnt they 
conld not have a better test case, so to speak, 
in connection with thttt principle than that of a 
certain gold mountain called ::\Iount l\forg-an, 
which was owned by a small number of people, 
but which had been valued at sums varying from 
£(),000,000 to £200,000,000 of money. In a paper 
the other day he saw £27,000,000 set down '" '" 
moderate estimrrte. He tlwnght the ( :overmncnt 
ought to conoider whether it wonlclnut be ad vio· 
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able in the interests of the Sta,te to resume that 
land~giving compensation, of course-to resnn1e 
that mountain of gold, because it really was not 
owing to o,ny special knowledge of those who held 
it at the present time tlmt it ho,d become so Yahmblr. 
It was really the property of the State. And he 
proposed in the way of compem<ttion to pay to 
those who held that land the O'ame money they 
paid for it, together with interest at G per cent., 
from the time they took up the land~he would 
even gh·e them 7 per cent. \Vhen the State had 
that £27,000,000~tlmt unearned increment~ 
why ohould they borrow money at home when 
they lmd that £27,000,000 in the colony'? \Vhy 
not re,mne the land'! It would he quite as just to 
do so as toresumethelandsof the sqtmtters, becau:>•l 
when it was leased it was of the same value as 
the lands of the squattet·s when they were 
leased ; and he was sure that such a measure 
would be passed by an overwhelming majority of 
both Chambers. He hoped the Government 
would take the matter into their consideration. 
Re did not wish to deprive the people who had 
shares in the property of anything they harl paid 
in ; he would make them a liberal allowance for 
what they had invested, together with interest. 
But that unearned increment was the property of 
the State ; it had not been created by any special 
knowledge on the part of the indiYidual holding 
the propel'ty; o,nd he w>ts sure the hon. member 
for Hockhampton would be one of the first to 
assist the Government, should they make such a 
proposition as he (Mr. Morehcad) had suggested. 
The hon. member was so imbued with the 
Georgian principle, and the justice and propriety 
of the views expre,,ed by :iYir. Henry Georg-e, 
that he would, no doubt, assi,;t the <1overnment 
in pa~<:~ing such a 1nea~-nue; and when the n1atter 
was brought prominently before the country~ 
when they found that the Stat<J would enjoy 
such an in'1n1cnse unearned incren1ent as wa, uori.
tained in that mountain of gold~the people 
would approve of the measure. He trnsted the 
Government would take the subject into their 
consideration. The taxpayer would be relieved, 
and the country would be able to prosecute 
public works for the next ten years, if :Mount 
Mm·gan w>ts half as v>thmble as it was repre
sented to be. Perhaps the hon. member for 
llockhamptnn would himself introduce such a 
measure as he had suggested. 

The PREMIER mid he would suggest that 
they get back to the clause under discussion. 
There was ti1ne enr;ngh to discnHs a clause near 
the end of the Bill when they came to it. 

The Ho)[ .. J. M.MACROSSAN said he made a 
mistake in introducing the subject as he had done, 
but he did so because the Minister for Lands made 
the assertion, in answer to a qut\htion asked by 
the hon. member for Mulgrave, that the sale of 
land within grazing areas was contrary to the 
principles of the Bill. Re (Hon .• J. M. Macros
san) denied that it was. However, he would 
debate that wbject further on when they came to 
the clause dealing with it. The snJe of land was 
mentioned in the Bill, but whether it was appli
cable to grazing or agricultural areas was x:tnother 
thing. It was merely a qnestion of expediency. 

Mr. lcERGUSON said when he spoke he 
addressed himself to the clause before the Com
mittee. He clid not refer to anything else, but 
he mu•t say that the arguments of the hem. 
member for Balonne were the hest he could use 
in favour of the leasing f.;ysten1, because he 
advocated that no further land should be alien
ated. At the present moment 11ount 11organ 
was alienated from the Crown, and that was a 
very strong reason why such a mistake should 
not be repeated. 

l\Ir. :MOREH.EAD said, the hon. member 
bavin;; t;ot Mount l\Iorgan-<tnd he had Gince 

been informed that he was one of the proprietors 
~he could understand that he did not wish any
one else to get it. Re was speaking seriously 
when he saiel that he hoped the Govenm1ent 
would take some steps to resume that mountain. 
The Premier told them the other night that 
there was nothing to prevent the resumption of 
freehold, and he hoped a commencement would 
be n1ade by resun1ing l\ionnt J:vlorgan, and giving 
compensation to the amount expended by the 
present proprietors. \Vlutt money had been 
expended he thought shoulcl be recouped to the 
owners by the State ; but that :Mount l\1orgttn 
should be vested in the State for the benefit of 
e\·ery individual member of thccommnnity he had 
not the least doubt. 

l\[r. STJ<~VENSON said he did not agree 
with the hem. member. The shareholders should 
be obliged to disg-ors·e what they had taken out 
of the mountain. 

Mr. l\IOREHKAD: 'i'hey ha\·e settled it on 
their wives, 

Mr. F1U~GUSON said that all through the 
session the Opposition had abused the Govern
ment for repudiating their bargains. Repudia
tion h<td been the cry ever since the session 
began, and now hnn. rne1nbers of the Opposition 
were themselYes ad vacating it. 

Mr .. Jl\SSOP said now that the Mount Morgan 
discussion appeared to be over, and before the 
chmse passed, he would like some explanation 
from the Government as to how it would work. 

'i'he PTIEMIER : 'What is the difficulty? 
1\Ir .• TESSOP s(lid he could not undersbnd 

why a man should not be allowed to take up less 
than 320 acres. \Vhy should a maximum and 
minimum both be fixed? 

The PRJ<;:iYIIEn "tiel some confusion had 
arisen bemtuse the clause was di vicled in printing ; 
one portion being- on one page, and another on 
the other side. If the hem. member would read 
the two parag-raphs together he would have no 
difficulty in understanding them. One part uf 
the clause said~ 

" The proclamation shall declare the maximum arc~ 
of land which may be si'lected by any one :person in the 
district." 
That was the maximum. Then the other part 
said~ 

" Such maximum shall not exceed nine hundred and 
sixty acres, or, exeept as next hereinafter prescribed, 
be less than three hundrecl and twenty acres." 
It. varied between the two, and the selector 
might t:tke up any area under the maximum that 
he chose. He must take it up according to the 
way in which it was surveyed ; but if there were 
blocks surveyed of 5 s.cres in extent he might 
take them up. 

The Hox. Sm T. JliiciLWRAITH said what 
the hon. member wanted to know was why a 
maximum and minimum should he declared at 
all. If a maximum was provided surely that 
was sufficient. Re did not see any reason for 
providing both a n1axilnun1 and a minimum. 

Mr. NELSON said he thought the clause, con
sidering that the ls.nd would be surveyed, re
quired a great defll of amendment. He did not see 
why they should have areas fixed at all. They 
would only lead to unnecessary complict~tions. 
Fur instance, the 2nd subsection read:~ 

" rrhe proclamation shall specify whether the land is 
an agricultural area or not." 
That was quite sufficient, because it was a very 
difficult thing to find a large extent of country, 
especially on the coast lands, where an area 
could be proclaimed that wa~ large enough for 
tm agricultuml are<t. vVhy the two things 
should be mixed up he could not make out. 
Accordin;:; to the clatwe, land would have to be 
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cleebred '" being either wholly a,gricultural or 
wholly gmzing. He did not see any necessity 
for that. 

J\Ir .. JF.8SOP said the object of the Bill was 
to create close settlement, but he maintained 
that it would do nothmg of the kind. He could 
not see why, if a man wanted to select, he should 
be obliged to take up 320 acres or none at all. 
He would allow him to take up any smaller 
quantity. 

The PitE:\HER said the point was this : If no 
1ninimun1 1naxin1un1 \Yas fixed, the G·overn~ 
ment n1ight fix the 1naxilnn1n at 80 acre~, 
which perhaps might not be a desirable thing. 
That was the object of fixing the minimum maxi
mum, but whether it was a goon object was 
another thing altogether. He had no very strong 
feeling upon the subject. 

The HoN. J. J\I. MACROSSAN said that, as 
they had passed a clause that afternoon providing 
that the land should be selected in surveyed 
blocks, the Government ought certainly to make 
up their minds as to the size of the smallest 
blocks. The smaller the blocks were the longer 
it would take to survey them, and the greater 
the retardation of settlement. As pointed out 
during the discussion upon the new clause 
proposed by the hon. member for Darling 
Downs, the land could be surveyed in 
square-mile blocks ; and straight lines cutting 
through them and dividing them into four 
sections would give blocks of 160 acres; and 
if they were divided again into eighths, they 
would have blocks of 80 acres, which he thought 
should be the smallest blocks. If the GoYern
ment made up their minds as to the size of the 
smallest blocks, it would greatly assist the clear 
understanding of the clause. He did not think 
it would be convenient to survey blocks smaller 
than 80 acres. There was not a great deal of land 
in the colony upon which a man could make a 
good living out of SO acres. He must admit, 
of course, that there were some favoured spots, 
like the Uosewood Scrub, where a living could be 
made out of a smaller acreage than that, but 
he thought it would be found that in most cases 
SO-acre blocks would be found quite small 
enough. 

The Pl~EMI:ER said the object of the clame 
was to prevent one n1an getting n1ore than a 
certain amount of land in one di.strict. He might 
take up land in two or three blocks if he liked. 
Supposing the land was surveyed in SO-acre 
blocks a man might take np three or four of 
them. 

Mr. JJ~SSOP: Could he take up one block? 
The PREMIER said he could ; he could take 

up one, two, three, or four blocks, and the area 
he could take up in all would depend upon the 
quality of the land. In some cases 320 acres 
would be enough, and in other cases 9GO acres 
would not be too much to allow a man to take 
up. The object was, on the one hand to prevent 
a monopoly on the part of the selector, and on 
the other hand to prevent the Government from 
restricting the land to too small areas. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that what was, he be
lieved, understood by the clause was, that while it 
was not compulsory on a man to take up 320 acres, 
he could do so if he chose, or he could take up 
]escJ than that area if he chose. He might take 
up 320 acres under the most unbvourable 
circumstances under the Bill if he chose ; and 
he could take up less if it pleased him. 

J\fr .• JESSOP said that as he now understood 
by the cl<tuse that a man could take np 320 
acres if he chose, and that if he thought it 
better he could take up a lesoer area, he was 
satisfi.ed. He only debir<:d tu have that 
explamecl. 

1884-3 :r 

The Hox . .T. M. MACROSSAN said he would 
like to ask the Government if they had made up 
their minds thoroughly that the maximum area 
to be taken up should be 9GO acres-that that was 
the lar"'est block of land that one man could take 
up under that Bill, as an agricultural area? 'Vas 
there no chance of their allowing a man to take 
up 1,280 acres-the area mentioned in the Act 
of 1876 and which he considered a more con
venient' block? There could be no question of 
monopoly in this colony, with th~ hundr~ds of 
millions of acres they had got, m allowmg a 
man to take up 1,280 acres. H.e won!~ like the 
Minister for Lands to answer his questwn. 

The MIJ'\IST:Eit FOR LANDS said he be
lieved the question was whether 960 acres was to 
be the maximum. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Have the 
Government quite made up their minds not to 
increase that area? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : They can
not increase it if it is carried in this Bill. 

The Hox. J. M. MACitOSSAN: An amend
ment may be proposed before the Bill is passed. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said that 960 
acres was the maximum area which any man 
could take up. 

The Hox. J. M. MACitOSSAN: That is if 
this Bill becomes law as it stands. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes; if this 
Bill becomes law. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said he believed 
that a 1. 280-acre block would be more suitable than 
the 960--acre block proposed, and, therefore, he 
would move that the words "nine hundred and 
sixty " in the 3rd subsection be omitted, with 
a view of inserting the words "one thousand 
two hundred and eighty." That would decide 
it. 

The MINISTER FOit LANDS said, with 
the ]Jermission of the Committee, he would 
withdraw his amendment, to enable the amend
ment of the hon. member for Townsville to be 
put. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said, in movinO' 

his amendment, andinadvocacy ofit, he wouldlik~ 
to point ont what the Minister for Lands him
self said not very long ago. That hon. gentleman 
had said distinctly that it was quite possible 
there would not be more than 150 acres of good 
agricultural land in a block of 960 acres, and the 
rest would be grazing land. Another hon. mem· 
ber had said that there would not be more than 
200 acres of good agricultural land in such 
a block ; and the hon. member for Dalby 
maintained that it would be impossible to get a 
960-acre block of good agricultural land. He 
thought himself it would be very difficult in 
many parts of the colony to get more than 200 
or 300 acres of good agricultural land ; and if 
they restricted the selector to960 acres the balance 
would not be enough to enable him to make a 
good living out of it by grazing. They had 
much better, therefore, increase the area. At 
the same time it would not be necessary 
to have agricultural areas containing all 
good land in blocks of that size, because 
another part of the subsection provided that 
there might be another maximum of 320 acres. 
So that, where there was excellent agricultural 
land, the blocks might be restricted to 320 acres, 
and where there were blocks of agricultural 
land mixed with what might be called good 
grazing land, they might be raised to 1,280 
acres. He thought the hon. member for South 
J>risbane had pointed out the success which 
had attended tillage combined with pasturago 
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in New South \Vales; but he (Hon .• T. M. 
Maerossan) did not know of any part of New 
South \Vales where selectors had been sue· 
cessful in eo m bining tillage with pasturage on 
such small areas as was proposed by the Bill. 
The hon. member probably forgot that in New 
South Wales the selector was allowed a large 
grazing area. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Three to one. 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said that 

in New South Wales a selector taking up a U40-
acre selection got three times that amount 
of grazing land-that was to say, he had 
four times 640 acres, and he was, therefore, 
successful. It mnst be remembered also that, 
although they boasted a great deal about their 
!and in this colony, it was not capable of carry
mg the same number of stock per acre as the 
land in New South Wales; and, remembering 
that, they should not restrict the area t.o a 
smaller size than it was inNewSouth Wales-that 
was if they expected to combine agriculture with 
grazing profitably. For those reas'ons he thought 
blocks of 1, 280 acres would be better than the 
area proposed in the Bill. As a matter of fact, 
he thought that even such blocks as those were 
too small ; but as that was the area mentioned 
in the Act of 1876, he had moved it in pre
ference to the area mentioned in the Bill. 
He knew a district in New South Wales which 
was wholly selected ; there was not a single 
squatter in it. It was a district in which he 
lived sometimes when he went to that colony. 
The selectors there had been successful, but not 
on small areas. They grew 50, 60, and 100 acres 
of wheat, and not only they, but their sons and 
daughters, and other relations, had selections, 
so that between them they had 3,000 or 4,000 
acres. The balance left over that used for 
wheat-growing they used for grazing purposes. 
That land in average seasons- in a season 
like the present-carried one sheep to the acre; 
in good seasons it would carry more. Now, 
there was no such land as that in Queensland. 
The Minister for Lands might laugh ; but he 
(Hon. J. M. Macrossan) said there was not. 
There was not a whole district in Queensland 
with land that would carry a sheep to the acre. 
'l'here might be certain favoured spots here and 
there on a run, but not a whole district. He 
maintained that 1,280 acres was quite little 
enough for any man to take up, and he should 
certainly divide the Committee upon it. They 
ought to give a sufficient quantity of land to 
enable a man to combine agriculture and 
grazing. 

The MINISTER J!'OR LANDS said that 
the hon. gentleman had stated-he did not 
know whether it was his own opinion or 
whether he thought it might probably be the 
case-that in 960 acres about 150 acres of agri
cultural land might be got. He (the Minister for 
J_,ands) thought that if a man had 150 acres of 
agricultural land out of such a block he had 
quite as much as he was likely to work. There 
were very few men who would work more, 
unless perhaps it was a company who held a 
large quantity for sugar-cane. However, the 
Committee were not dealing with those men, 
but with ordinary agriculturists. He did not 
know whether the hon. gentleman maintained 
that 150 acres was too small or too large ; 
but he held that it was quite enough, and 
the balance was a fair allowance for use 
a' grazing land. The hon. gentleman had 
referred to New South Wales, and talked 
"'bout grazing land there. He (the Minister for 
Lands) had a pretty good knowledge of New 
South "\V ales, and also of Queensland, and he 
maintained that there was as good grazing land 
in Queem;l;md a:; there was in ::'\ cw South \V ale:;. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: It will not 
carry as many sheep. 

The MIJ'\ISTER FOR J,Al\DS sttid it 
would. There were portions of Queensl;md th:tL 
wonld carry as mnch stock as the best portions 
of New ::louth \Vales. There was no !ant! in 
Queensland that would carry ><S much stock to 
the acre as that on the Hunter River, but that 
had been done by ringbarking. When he lived 
on the Hunter River, which was his native place, 
there was no ring barking. Yet he believed that 
except as to one portion at the head of the Hunter 
River there was as good country about Clermont 
and Springsure. The timbered country in Kew 
South "\V ales that had been ring·barked was, no 
doubt, good ; but the same could be said of the 
timbered country in any portion of Queensland 
as soon as it was ringbarked. Let them look at 
the position of selectors in New South "\V ales. 
Two-thirds of the agricultural population of the 
colony were in the position of tenant farmers, 
in spite of all the land taken up under free 
selection. They had a grazing right over three 
acres to one ; and how long did that last them'? 
Only until they were able to secure the deeds of the 
land, and then they handed it over to a neigh
bouring large freeholder. That was the way in 
which the system had been worked. There were 
no doubt a few isolated instm1ces in which men 
had maintained their freeholds, but that had 
been the practical result of it. The principle of 
the Bill-and one that the Government intended 
to adhere to-was that 960 acres should be the 
maximum quantity that a man could make a 
freehold. If hon. members wanted to get more 
than that, they would have to get another Bill 
to do it. He was quite satisfied that that was 
quite sufficient for any man to work profit>tbly. 
The hon. member talked about 1,2SO acres. "\Vhy 
did he not make the area 2,560 acres at once, 
if he wanted men to get large-sized properties 
to hand over to somebody else as soon as they 
became freeholds? Unless the hon. gentleman 
could show that 9GO acres was not enough 
to make a prosperous well-to-do farmer, and 
could bring forward something that would help 
him to maintain his argument, that argument 
would go for nothing. There were many places 
in which 320 acres in a rich ><gricultural district 
would Le quite sufficient for any man to deal 
with ; and it would be so arranged that in such 
districts that quantity would be proclaimed as 
the area to be taken up ; but in other districts 
960 acres would he the extent, and if there were 
150 acres of agricultural land in that a man 
would have quite sufficient. 

Mr. :MOREHEAD said that the hon. gentle
man, in replying to the hon. member for 'l'owns
ville, had stated that there was no country in 
New South \V ales thttt would carry more stock 
than country in Queensland. He (~Ir. More
head) was as well acquainted with the two 
colonies as the Minister for Lttnds, and he s>tid 
that that statement was nut true. The hon. 
gentleman also said there was country in (-lneens
land thttt would compare favourably with any in 
New South "\Vales, except at the Hunter .River; 
and that was at Clermont and Springsure. Now 
at Clermont there were larger areas open for 
~election than nettr any township in the colony ; 
m fact, there wtts double or treble the quantity. 
There were also large areas thrown open about 
Springsure. 

The MIXISTBlt }'OH LANDS Scrubby 
mountains. 

:\Ir. MOREHEAD said they \\"ere not; a 
large portion of the bnd was good country. 
Couhl the hon. ge11tlm11an point tu one in:-.~tance 
where a. lll<\Jll, either at Clernwnt or ~}Jring
oure, made a liYing out of UGO acre;,? The hull, 
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~entlemnn lmd f[Uotecl instnnces, and, Its he had 
appealed to Cm"'tt', tu C<esar he (Mr. Murehead) 
would take him. 

The J\1INIST:El{ I<'OR LANDS: It iH a 
grazing di8tdct. 

Mr. l'IIOREH:EAD: The hon. gentleman 
compared it with the land mentioned by the hon. 
member for Townsville. 

The JYIINISTER FOH LANDS: For grazing. 
Mr. MOREHI<~AD said the hon. gentleman 

cmnpared it with the illustration brought forward 
by the h<m. member for Townsville, where 100 
acres were laid down in wheat, and in some cases 
3,000 or 4,000 acres occupied by stock. The hon. 
gentleman knew perfectly well that there was no 
country about Clermont that would grow wheat. 
'rhe hon. gentieman was in a hole, and the only way 
he could see of getting out of it was to say he knew 
more about the two colonies than the hon. member 
fur Townsville did. He (Mr. Morehead) had no 
doubt that the hon. member for Townsville knew 
more about all the colonies of Australia than 
the hon. Minister for Lands. With reference to 
that particular subsection, while intending to 
vote for the amendment of the hon. member for 
'rownsville, he thought it would be well for the 
Government to fix a minimum unless they 
wanted the country to be "peacocke,l." Unless 
they did that there was nothing to prevent 
any individual selecting his 20,000 acres over 
a dozen different holdings in the country. 
He might take up 640 acres here, 100 there, 
and 100 there, and have to be bought out 
in each case by the pastoral tenant. It was 
simply introducin~ the blackmail system of 
free selection that hnd been the curse of New 
South \V ales. He hoped the Minister for Lands 
would take steps to prevent such a state of things 
in this colony. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAX said he had 
been in both the Clermont district and the 
Hunter district. He had neither been a stock
man nor a shepherd, but he had used his eyes, 
and he did not believe that country in Queensland 
could carry as many stock to the acre as New 
South \V ales. By way of illustration, he would 
mention that over twelve months ago he travelled 
in the train from Sydney to Albury in com
pany with a gentleman who owned stations 
both in New South Wales and on the Darling 
Downs. His companion pointed out to him 
a freehold portion of a ruu belonging to him, 
containing 70,000 acres, and assured him that 
the whole year round those 70,000 acres car
ried 90,000 sheep. Could the hon. gentleman 
point out such a place in Queensland? Certainly 
the country was ringbarked, and that, no doubt, 
increased its carrying capacity. That run was 
150 miles from the district he had spoken of 
before, where grazing and agriculture were com
bined, and where the selectors had large areas 
for grazing ; much larger than the 960 acres pro
posed by the h<m. gentleman, or the 1,280 acres 
he(Hon. J. M.Macrossan) proposed. The selec
tors in that clistrict were certainly successful, but 
they were successful because they had large 
areas, and not because they were confined to 
sumll ones. 

Mr. JORDAN said he was of opinion that 
agricultural farming was not likely to be success
ful in the hands of capitalists, but it was likely 
tu be successful in the hands of working men. 
'l'he farmers who had small holdings were as a 
rule successful, whilst those who hacl ambition 
en.ongh to purchase a large domain fref}uently 
rumed themoehes. Tlt>tt was the rule in one 
district \\·ith which he was acquainted, and he 
believed it waH the l'lde generally in cmnwetion 
with till<ege throughout the colony. In <\n,tralia, 
where Lcbuur wa;, very co;,Lly, the lllall who could 

do his work with his own hands a,ncl with the 
a~~istance of hi~ family was the man who would 
succeed as >tn agriculturist. He believed a great 
number of farmers failed through having too 
much land; and the almost universal success of 
the Germans was due to their being con
tent with small farms and working them 
thoroughly. He did not think the proposal 
of the hon. member for Townsville would 
effect the object of benefiting the farming class, 
who would generally succeed better on smaller 
farms. They had to fence their holdings within 
three years; and if they took up two square miles 
instead of one Sf[Uare mile, or half a square mile, 
or some smaller area, many of them would ruin 
themselves over the fencing. A mile and a-half 
for a person intending to engage in agri
culture was abundant. 'rhe Bill provided every 
facility for those who wished to go in for pastoral 
pursuits on a small scale. They could take up 
5,000 acres, and on those larger areas could con
tinue tilling and grazing. He thought the hon. 
member for Townsville was mistaken in saying 
that those settlers who had been successful in 
raising stock and feeding them in winter were 
those who had large areas. If his memory served 
him aright, they were persons with small areas
a Sf[Uare mile, he thou.:ht-and yet they were 
successful in devoting a small portion of their 
holding to till,ge for the purpose of keeping their 
stock in winter. He should look the matter 
up, and give hon. members the result of his 
searches on another occasion. 

HONOUHABLE MEMBEHS; Oh, don't! 
Mr. JORDAN: I am sure the information 

will be very interesting and very instructive. 
Mr. BLACK said he had heard some very 

extraordinary arguments from the hon. lYiinister 
for Lands and the junior member for South 
Brisbane (::Ylr. Jordan). Their views on agri
culture showed that they knew very little about 
it. The hon. Minister for Lands had given 
them to understand that, out of 960 acres, 150 
acres were quite sufficient for an ordinary person 
to devote his attention to at agriculture. The 
hon. member for South Brisbane had told them 
that the small farmers were those who were 
more generally successful throughout the colony. 
He entirely differed from them, especially from 
the hon. member for South Brisbane; and, 
although he wasf[uiteprepared to admit that about 
Brisbane, about 'roowoomba, and possibly about 
Maryborough, where there was a reasonable 
market for small farmers, small areas of land were 
sufficient to enable them to get a living, and 
that small farmers deserved encouragement, 
yet he maintained that, in other parts of the 
colony-the North, for instance-where agricul
ture was carried on under different conditions, and 
where agriculturists had to compete with the mar
kets of the world in tropical productions, small 
areas would not enable men to get a living. He 
believed that it was intended that in the maximum 
area of 960 acres a certain proportion was to 
be set apart as gra"ing land if the country was 
not of a quality good enough to allow of it being 
classed as agricultural land; that, as the Minister 
for Lands had said, there might be, say, 150 acres 
of agricultural land and 810 acres of pastoral 
land. He understood that the pastoral land 
would be paid for at a lower price. 

HmwunABLE Jlihmmns on the Opposition 
Benches: No. 

Mr. BLACK said he could hardly believe that it 
was intended that, where 800 acres out of 9GOwas 
only ef[ual to pastoral land, a rental of 3d. per 
>wre a year wa~ to be charged for the whole. 
It would be a most unreaomutble proceeding. 
He could understand gh·ing a selector an oppt~r
tnnity of making a !iYing if he had only to 
pay the uame rate for the pw;toml land on hie 
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selection as those who took up larger areas were 
charged-namely, Hd. per acre. It seemed 
monstrous that a man should have to pay the 
full price for agricultural land, when a consider· 
able proportion of his selection could only be 
classed as pastoral or grazing land. He would 
like to have some explanation on that point from 
the Minister for Lands. 

Question put. 
Mr. BLACK said he would ask the :Minister 

for Lands whether it was intended to charge 
3d. per acre rent in cases where a large f[Uantity 
of the land held by the selector was grazing, and 
not agricultural, land? 

The MIN1ST:ER FOR LANDS said the 
price for land in an agricultural area was 3d. per 
acre per annum. 

Mr. BLACK said he begged again to ask the 
Minister for Lands the f[Uestion whether-assum
ing that a selector took up 960 acres in an agri
cultural area, of which 160 acres were agricul
tural land and 800 acres were pastora.lland-he 
would have to pay the maximum rental of 3d. 
per acre for the grazing land? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said the 
selector would have to pay 3d. per acre for 
all the land he held in an agricultural area. 

Mr. KATJ<~S said a man need not select the 
land unless he chose. If he found that it did 
not suit him-that there was too much grazing 
land in the block-he could select another piece 
with more agricultural land in it. 

Mr. BLACK said a piece of land might be 
surveyed as a 960-acre block, and a selector might 
be anxious to take up that particular block if he 
could get it on reasonable terms from the Govern
ment. He might be ctuite prepared to pay 3d. 
per acre for the agricultural land, but certainly 
not for the pastoral. In clause 35 it was pro
vided that-

" The Governor in Council, on the recommendation of 
the board, may by proclamation define and set apart 
any country lands as agricultural areas.'' 
He heard that survey before selection was 
intended, and as the Minister for Lands or the 
board were to decide what would be agricul
tural areas, he could not see why a selector 
should be required to pay more than a grazing 
price for grazing land. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said they could look at 
the matter from another point of view. If a 
man was not satisfied with 960 acreg in an agri
cultural area because the block contained too 
much grazing land, and he could not cultivate 
the whole of it, he might take up 5,000 acres in a 
~razing area and only have to pay 1~cl. per acre. 
He might, however, have 1,000 acres of agricul
tural land in that selection, and why should he 
not pay 3d. an acre for that? If a person hold
ing pastoral land in an agricultural area was only 
to be charged 1~d. an acre for that land, then 
the selector in the grazing area should pay 3d. 
per acre for all the agricultural land in his 
selection. The principle cut both ways. But 
he did not see why anyone who took up 5,000 
acres should not cultivate as much of it as he 
liked, without let or hindrance. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause-put; and the 
Committee divided:-

AYE~, 26. 
)fm:srs. RutleflgeJ }files, Griffith, Dutton, Diek~on, 

Sheridan, l\iacdonald-Paterson, IPoote, Groom. Kellett, 
J:rookes, ..:\:Iellor, L.'l.:'lmbert, Jordan, 1fhite, 'l'. Can1pbell, 
I~eat.tie, ~alkelcl, Grimes, Kates, Bnckland, J~ailey, 
l~ergu8on, ::\Iacfarlane, Iligson, and IIor"itr.. 

XoEs, 13. 
Sir T. l.Icllwraith, ::\Iessrs. Archer, Xorton, ::\:Iorehca<l, 

:\Iacrossan, Black, J essop, X elson, Stevenson, Lalor, 
Govett, Palmer1 and Lissner. 

(~uestion resolved in the affirmative. 

Mr. NELSON asked if he should be in order 
in moving that the amount be fixed at 2,560 
acreH? 

The CHAIICYIAN said it was too late, the 
amount having been fixed at 960 acres by the 
last division. 

The MIKISTER FOR LANDS moved that 
the words " except ns next hereinafter provided" 
be omitted from subsection 3. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the Committee were 
entitled to know why the words were to be 
omitted. He supposed there was some meaning 
in the amendment. Possibly there was none. 

The PREMIER said the words proposed to be 
omitted referred to the 4th subsection, which 
would have to be left out. 

The HoN. ,T. M. MACROSSAN said they had 
now adopted the principle of survey before 
selection, and according to the last division flGO 
acres might be selected in an agricultural 
area. The Premier had told them that a 
man would be able to select 9GO acres in 
several small blocks-that he need not take 
it all in one block. How was it intended 
to prevent the best of the land of several 9GO
acre blocks being selected by one individual, 
leaving the worst of the land to others? If the 
land was surveyed in 80-acre blocks, a man 
might select twelve of them. Something- must 
be done to meet the difficulty he had pointed 
out, or it would be a bar to selection. 

The PREMIEH said that if the land was 
surveyed in SO-acre blocks he did not think 
the Government would allow the maximum to 
be 960 acres. The land was to be surveyed, and 
that would prevent a man from picking nut all 
the good pieces. If the land was so good that 
SO-acre blocks were considered sufficiently large, 
the maximum would be fixed at 320 acres instead 
of 9GO acres. 

The HoN. .T. M. l\IACROSSAN said the 
selector would be able to select to three times 
the size of the smallest block within the area. 
One selector would be able to "peacock" an area 
having a maximum of 960 acres, according to the 
size of the blocks into which the 960 acres would 
be divided for selection. Of course, if the area 
were divided into 960-acre blocks, the selector 
must take one; but if in 320-acre blocks, he would 
be able to take three-he would be able to 
" peacock" three areas of 960 acres each. That 
was an evil that should be provided against. 

The PREMIER said that if the land w>ts of 
such " character th>tt 320 acres were a proper 
>trea, it would not be any great injury if, from want 
of competition, one man got tht·ee blocks ? He 
would have to keep up " sepamte establishment 
on each one, to improve e>tch one, and to pay the 
full rent for each one ; and he could not get the 
freehold of more than one. At least it would 
take him thirty years to get the freehold of the 
three. He did not think the danger was such as 
to be worth guarding against. 

The HoN. J. lVI. MACROSSAN said the evil 
would be that the balance of the 640 acres would 
not be worth selecting by anybody else. Sup
posing a man picked out 320 acres out of a 960-
acre block-the only good agricultural land upon 
it-it would not be worth anybody's while to 
take np the other 640 acres. 

'l'he PREMIER said that if a piece of land 
was surveyed as a £160-acre block the selector 
must either take it all or leave it. He could not 
pick a bit here and a bit there. A man must 
take the block as it was surveyed. But '" 
provision to that effect would have to be inserted 
in a su bsectuent clause. 

Mr. KELLETT said the difficulty could be 
got over by striking out the minimum are~<, and 
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then let it be proclaimed that 160 acres should be 
the quantity, and no more. If there were parts 
of it fit for agriculture, the amount could be 
reduced by proclamation to lGO acres in such 
cases. They would only have to strike out the 
h~tter part of the subsection and proclaim 1GO 
acres instead of 320 acres, and thus get over the 
difficulty of having the good portions picked out 
and the inferior ones left behind. It would make 
the clause work much better. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL WHAITH said he 
would like to understand the amendment. He 
did not clearly understand the explanation of 
the Premier. Supposing the maximum area 
selected in an agricultuml area was 9GO acres, 
and the Government determined to survey it in 
320-acre blocks, the maximum being 960 acres ; 
thflt selector would be entitled to select three 
blocks. Supposing he selected three contiguous 
blocks, and resided permanently on one of them 
for the ten years prescribed in the GSth section ; 
did he understand the Premier to say that 
according to the Bill he would be entitled to only 
320 acres? 

The PREMIER : Yes ; that is how the Bill 
now stands. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciWRAITH said it would 
have to he altered, beeause surely it could not be 
the meaning of the Bill that, while it granted 
the right of the selector to select the maximum 
area in any agricultural district, the Government 
should have the power of simply coming in 
and surveying blocks in smaller areas, and pre
venting his selecting the amount the law allowed 
him. They harl decided that a man should be 
entitled to select the maximum area; but the 
Government were enabled by that clause to limit 
the amount of land. The amount might be fixed 
at 960 acres, and it might be surveyed in SO
acre blocks, and the power of the selector to 
purchase would be limited to that. That was 
not the intention of the Bill, surely. 

The PREMIER said that question came in in 
the clauses relating to the acquisition of freehold. 
He would point out how very fair it was. They 
could not divide the country into little districts 
of half-a-mile square. ·where the quality of thGJ 
land was poor the maximum of 960 acres should 
be allowed; but some parts of the country 
might be so rich that 80 acres would be quite 
sufficient to make a living out of-as good as 960 
acres in inferior parts. A n1an \Vou1--, have to take 
his chance. If he wanted to acquire an area of 
80 acres he could have it at 2,;. 6d. an acre; but 
if he wanted an area of !loO acres he could take 
what he wanted. 'fhere was a great deal to be 
said on both sides of the question. Howe,·er, 
the present was not the proper time for the 
discussion to be raised. 

The HoN. SIR 'l'. JVIciLWRAITH : When 
do you propose to raise it? 

The PRK\1IER : At the GSth clause. 
JVIr. J\IOHEHEAD said the passing of the 

amendment of thehon. member for Darling Downs 
would entail so many amendments to the suc
ceeding clauses of the Bill, that he thought it 
would be as well if the Government came down 
on Tuesday with a revise of the Bill. They 
would not get very far with it that night. He 
held in his hand twenty-six amendments of the 
Government, and there would be a great many 
more to fit in with the amendment carried by the 
hem. member for Darling Downs. They should 
have the Bill in their hands in an amended 
form, at any mte, up to the termination of Part 
IV. 

The PREMII~R : That is intended. 
Mr. MOREHEAD said they were working in 

the dark as it was, with all those amendments, 

which would lead to an immense deal of trouble 
afterwards ; he was certain that the time was 
only being wasted. 

The PREMIER : No, it is not ; unless you 
are determined to waste it. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the Premier was quite 
in error in saying that they were determined to 
waste time. He wished to understand the Bill 
at a.ny rate, and he supposed that many other 
members also wished to understand it. There 
was not a day passed but that they got amend
ments sent down, or even brought into the 
Committee, while it was sitting, by the Govern
ment themselves on their own measure. It 
would be much better for the Government to 
come down on Tuesday with all the amend
ments which were consequent upon the decision 
arrived at with regard to selection after survey. 

The PREMIER said that if the hon. gentleman 
would only look down the subsequent clanses he 
would be able to see in five minutes all the 
amendments that would be necessary. He had 
himself had them all marked off hours ago, and 
could enumerate them in a moment. He did not 
wish to puzzle the hon. gentleman. He intended 
to state, when the House adjourned, that the 
Government proposed to have that part of the 
Bill reprinted, showing the amendments already 
made. 

Mr. JESSOP said that the suggestion of the 
hon. member for Balonne was a very good one, 
as it would enable everyone to see what was 
intended. 

Question put and passed. 
Mr. KELLE'l'T moved that the words "be 

less than 320 acres" be omitted. 
The Hox. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH: What are 

your reasons ? 
Mr. KELLETT said he had given his reasons 

before, and scarcely thought it necessary to do 
so again. He did not see the advantage of 
having two maximums in the clause. They had 
already fixed the maximum area at 960 acres, 
and the Minister for Lands could, by proclama
tion, define the area below that that could 
be taken up in any district. As a rule the 
agricultural areas would be small, and the 
:Minister could proclaim any maximum area he 
liked as open for selection-possibly 120 or 1GO 
acres. He thought that would get over the 
difficulty suggested by the hon. member for 
Townsville as to the necessity of the best lands 
being set apart in small areas for agriculturists. 
There was a clitss of agriculturists who culti
vated their land without going in for grazing 
at all, and provision should be made for such 
men by allowing them to take up small 
areas. In such places as the Rosewood Scrub, 
for instance, 1GO acres would be quite sufficient 
for a man to take up. Three hundred and 
twenty acres there would be more than a man 
could till for a long time, and for that reason he 
had moved the omission of the words. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said that upon 
consideration he was inclined to accept the 
amendment. It could do no harm, as it left 
ample power in the hands of the Government to 
determine the area that conld be taken up in 
different localities. He had no objection to offer 
to it. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said that 
was just an exemplification of the way in which 
the Government managed their business, so as 
to waste the time of the Committee. He could 
see no reason why there should be a minimum 
fixed to the maximnm area to be selected, and 
therefore, at an earlier hour, he proposed exactly 
the same amendment that the hon. member for 
Stanley now mover!; they hltd some discussion 
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upon it, in which the Premier intimated that it 
was a very bad thing that the Government should 
have the power of fixing the minimum as low as 
they liked, and he was put down in that way. 
Now; however, when a supporter of the Govern
ment, later in the debate, broughG forward the 
same amendment and gave the same reasons 
that he (Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith) had given, the 
Minister for Lands rose and accepted it. If the 
Government conducted their business in that 
way, he thought the Premier and the Minister 
for Lands ought to be the last two men in the 
Committee to complain of waste of time. 

The PREMIER said the hon. gentleman's 
memory was bad ; it did not even carry him 
back to what took place that evening correctly. 
It was quite true that the hon. gentleman, at an 
earlier period of the evening, ad verted to the point 
in rtnestion, and he (the Premier) thought there 
was a great deal in it. Instead of the Govern
ment objecting to it, as the hon. gentle
man had stated, he had said that they did 
not entertain any strong opinion upon the 
subject one way or the other ; and while 
he (the Premier) admitted the arguments in 
favour of the hon. gentleman's suggestion, he 
at the same time pointed out reasons in favour of 
retaining the words in the clause. He did not 
Pxpress a strong opinion one way or another ; and 
before the matter went further the hon. member 
for Townsville moved an amendment which 
intercepted the debate on the point, which was 
then confined to that amendment ; and when 
they came back to the question again he 
fully expected that the amendment would have 
been moved by the hon. the leader of the 
Opposition, instead of by the hon. member for 
Stanley. 

Mr. MOREHEADsaid he understood from the 
hon. gentleman, when replying to the hon. mem
ber for Towns ville, that ifthe area was fixed at, say, 
SO acres, a selector, having taken up that area as 
an agricultural selection, could make no other 
selection, and that he must hold it continuously for 
ten years before he could make it freehold. He 
P.ertainlythought that that did not meet the views 
of a large number of members of the Committee. 
He was of opinion that a very much larger area 
than 40 or SO acres should be allowed to be 
made freehold. He believed in the minimum 
of the maximum area being fixed, and there
fore he should vote against the amendment of 
thehon. member for Stanley. 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON said that, 
as he understood the Bill, any man living in the 
colony might take up 960 acres of agricultural 
land in as many selections as the Government 
ple:.sed to give him. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : And he can only get the 
freehold of one ? 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON: And he 
might get the freehold of the 960 acres. 

The HoN. SIRT. MciLWRAITH: No; only 
of one selection. 

Mr. MACDON ALD-P ATERSON said it was 
all very well to say that a man would only take 
up a small area at the start, but when he got 
under way and became prosperous-as he hoped 
all agricultural settlers in the colony would-he 
would want to take up more land ; and if the 
interpretation put upon the clause by some hon. 
members were true, he would not be able to take 
up any additional areg, beyond the selection he 
took up in the first instance. If that was the 
meaning of the clause, he {Mr. Macdonald
Paterson) should certainly vote against it. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: That is what the Premier 
has told us. 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON said that 
was not the intention of the l3il! p,t all ; and he 

was sure that a great majority of the members 
of the Committee never thought that it was the 
intention. He contended that every bona fide 
resident in the colony ought to be at liberty to 
take up 960 acres of freehold land. 

The Ho:<r. J. M. MACROSSAN said if the 
amendment of the hon. member for Stanley 
were carried they would only have a maximum 
area of 9GO acres fixed by the Bill, and the 
Government would then he able to fix the area 
which a man would be able to take up at, say, 
SO acres, as had been suggested by the hon. 
the Premier. He did not think the Government 
should have the power of fixing the maximum 
area at SO acres. He thought the maximum 
should not be less than a selector could take np 
at the present-160 acres ; that that was the least 
area the Uovernment should be allowed to fix. 
Of courRe, if a man thought fit to select less he 
should be able to do so ; but he shoul<l not be pre
vented from selecting 160 acres if he chose to take 
up that area. The acceptance of the amend
ment would put that power in the hands of the 
Government ; and he certainly thought it was 
not a desirable power to put into the hands of 
the Minister for Lands-a gentleman who be
lieved that if a man took up five acres of land 
he took up five acres too much. That was the 
opinion which the hon. gentleman had expressed 
frequently in that Committee ; and he thought 
they should restrict the power of the Government 
with regard to the area below which they shonlcl 
be allowed to give. He certainly hoped that the 
Committee would not allow the amendment to 
pass. 

Mr. KELLETT said he did not think that the 
amendment affected the question at all in the 
way that had been pointed out, because there 
was no minimum before, but there were two 
maximums; and he proposed that the maximum 
of 320 acres should be struck out, because the 
Minister for Lands could proclaim the maximum 
area that could be taken up in any district. 
They could claim the maximum as they chose in 
any district, but what he wished especially to 
mention was that he was not in the Chamber 
when the hon. the leader of the Opposition spoke 
on the subject, and had not heard of his intention 
to move an amendment, directly or indirectly. 
On the fint occasion of his reading the Bill he 
could not see the value of the proposition, and he 
thought still it was very advisable in some dis
tricts that so large an area as 320 acres should 
not be proclaimed. It resolved itself into this : 
that when it had to be surveyed previously to 
selection, it was the same as making the 
minimum SO acres. If it was surveyed into SO
acre blocks there it stood, and they must take it 
up. If the survey was to be beforehand, they 
were really making the minimum by surveys. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH: No. He 
can take it in blocks up to the maximum. 

Mr. KELLETT said he understood they 
could acquire a certain quantity of freehold land 
up to the maximum, but what the hon. gentlemtm 
said was something new to him. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the Premier had 
stated distinctly that, supposing a man wa" 
entitled to 320 acres and took it up in f011r 
blocks he would only get the title of freehold 
forth~ 80 acres on which he was living, and then 
only after ten years' residence. 

Mr. J!'ERGUSON said he did not agree with 
the amendment at all. He thought 320 acres 
was a small enough maximum in any part of the 
colony-wherever it was. If the amendment 
was passed the Government had power to make 
it 50 acres ; but they could not make it more 
than SO or 100 acres, which was encouraging the 
people tll f(O on the land to starve thernselvr.s, 
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He did not think there was any part of the 
colony where a man should be encouraged to 
settle on less than 320 acres. The Government 
had power to fix the maximum in any district. 
He did not at all agree with the amendment, 
and ~hould vote against it. 

The Ho~. Sm T. MoiLWRAITH said he 
asked for information more than anything else, 
when he asked the reason why the maximum 
minimum should be arranged ctt all, and he must 
say he agreed with the answer given by the 
l'remier~namely, that it was not a power the 
Government should have of limiting their maxi· 
1nurr1 area to a:-; low an area as they cho~e in any 
district. He did not think the hon. member 
who moved the amendment had considered its 
result. He did not believe there was any 
rlistrict in the colony where the maximum 
wonld be fixed at a less amount than 320 acres. 
He thought no Government would abuse such a 
power, but he did not see why they should have 
the power. The clause suggested a matter for 
con.sideration, and it would save time if hon. 
members made up their minds on the question. 
lt was quite clear that hon. members did not 
know how the survey that had been decided on 
before selection limited the amount of area that 
could he acquired as freehold. That would have 
to be provided for; because, when they arranged 
to take free selection after survey, they certainly 
must come to the conclusion that the amount 
to he selected by any selector, in any agri· 
cultural area, was to be limited to the par· 
ticular size of blocks that the l\linbtry might 
choose to survey the land in. They did not 
for a moment suppose that they put into the 
hands of the board or the Minister the power of 
limiting the amount of selection. They had 
decided the maximum area that a selector should 
select in a particular area---between 320 and 9GO 
a.cres~lmt the further restriction was not con
templated that it should be divided into SO-acre 
blocb, and that the right of purchase should be 
confined to one of those SO-acre blocks. That 
wns the interpretation w hi eh had been given to 
the clnuse by the Premier, and it would have to 
be amended if the Committee thought as he 
did. 

Mr. KELLETT said he must say that when 
he moved the amendment he had not understood 
what the Premier said~that they could only 
acquire one freehold. He did not think that by 
reducing the area~as he thought might be ad
visable in some spots~they could take up to the 
maximum and acquire what they held. He did 
not think if a man held one block he could not 
take up another, or else he should not have 
moved the amendment he had. He asked leav~ 
to withrlraw the amendment. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWHAITH said before 
the amendment was withdrawn he would suggest 
a <juestion, which the Premier would have to 
consider. Supposing a maximum of 9GO acres 
w»s fixed in any particular atea and the Govern
ment decided to suney it into 320-acre blocks, 
he thought that the power of acquiring the land 
should remain as it was up to 960 >teres, hut that 
re;;idence on any one of those 320 acres should be 
taken as residence on the other blocks. 'fhey 
should not be allowed to do what was called 
" peacocking." They ought to take up selections 
adjoining one another. He did not think, if land 
was surveyed into SO-acre blocks, they should be 
>tllowed to take up 060 acres in SO-acre lots 
which did not adjoin each other; and that resi· 
dence on one should be tl,ken as residence on the 
land. 

The PREMIER slticl he was just going to 
point out very much what the hon. member had 
said~not because they could deal with it then, 
hnt th>\t. they might tmckrstn.nrt it now, anrt t.hen 

be able to deal better with it whp,n they got on 
further. The scheme of the Bill, before the idea of 
survey before selection was introduced, was that 
up to the maximum appointed by the Govern
ment it should be entirely for the selector to say 
what land he should take~if a maximum of 960 
acres he could take 960 acres to make a freehold. 
The effect of the alteration, by requiring survey 
before selection, changed that scheme, and now 
the man could only get the freehold of the selec
tion on which he resided. He was disposed to 
think that the other scheme might he altered. 
But, in considering the question of acquiring the 
freehold by residence, it had to be borne in mind 
that a man might not take up all at once; he 
might take up one block this year and next year 
he might be able to acquire another, and in the 
course of three or four years he might take up 
another, and in the course of another three years 
he might take up another, until at the end of 
ten years he had taken up the maximum area. 
He only mentioned the matter now because the 
point had to be thought out, and worked out, 
before they could come to a decision. 

Mr. MORE HEAD said that exactly bore out 
what he said a short time before-that the clause 
moved by the hon. member for Darling Downs 
(Mr. Kates) had led to certain complications 
with regard to subsequent portions of the Bill 
which required time for consideration. There 
was no use in hurrying the measure now. The 
Premier had shown them very clearly that there 
was a very important matter to be thought out 
and considered, and a very important clause 
would have to be amended in regard to it~the 
68th clause, and any preceding it. He thought 
it would very much facilitate matters if the Gov
ernment saw their way, after tha passage of the 
clause~if it was passed~to report progress, so 
as to give them time to bring down their 
amendments, consequent on the amendment of 
the hon. member for Darling Downs being carried, 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON" said he 
was glad to hear that the Premier was favourable 
to selectors taking up the maximum area. But 
the effect of the new clause moved by the hon. 
member for Darling Downs (Mr. Kates) was 
such that they had better adjourn till next week 
in order to consider the altered aspect of the 
Bill. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved the 

omission of the words "except as next hereinafter 
provided" in the 2nd line of the 2nd subsection 
of paragraph 3. 

Amendment put and passed. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved that 

the words "two thousand five hundred and sixty" 
be substituted for the words "five thousand" 
in line 7. 

Mr. ::'lrORTON asked whether it was the 
intention of the Government to allow selectors to 
cultivate any portion of their grazing areas? 
He did not mean for their own use, but in order 
to sell the produce. 

The PREMIER: They may do what they like 
with their land. 

Mr. NOR TON said he was glad to hear it, 
because during the debate on the second reading 
the Colonial 'Treasurer stated that the selector 
would have merely a grazing right. It appeared, 
however, that the hon. gentleman was not 
correct~ that he was making a rash statement, on 
the spur of the moment. 

The COLONIAL TREASUREH said he was 
surprised at the interpretation put on his remarks 
by the hon. gentleman~an interpretation which 
he disclaimed entirely. He merely referred 
to tlw rental which wnnld n.ccn1e to the Stato 
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from grazing areas, and never expressed an 
opinion as to the mode of occupation or the 
profit the grazier would enjoy from his holding. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD said the Minister for 
Lands ought to give some reason for the l•ro
posed amendment. 

The MINISTEH FOH LANDS said it was 
considered that in some districts 2,560 acres 
would be quite enough for a grazing area. 

Mr. MO REREAD said he admitted it would 
be large enough from a dummying point of view. 
He supposed the amendment was intended to 
give increased dummying power, for there could 
be no other reason. The larger the area the more 
expensive it would be to improperly secure that 
portion of a run thrown open to selection ; and 
it would be less costly to ~ecure the land in areas 
of 2,560 acres than in 5,000-acre areas. 

Amendment put and passed. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved the 

omission of subsection 4. 
Amendment put and passed. 
The PHEMIER said he had one or two 

amendments to propose in order to make the 
proclamation referred to in subsection 5 corres
pond with the practice with respect to proclama
tions of land to be sold at auction. He moved 
the insertion of the words, "the numbers of 
the lots and their area and" after the word 
"specify." 

Amendment put and passed. 
The PREMIER moved the omrss1on in line 

14 of the cl.,use of the words "the land," with 
a view of inserting the words "each lot." 

Question-Th"'t the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause-put. 

Mr. NOR TON said he would like to show the 
hon. the Colonial Treasurer that he was wrong 
in what he had said on the second reading of the 
Bill, and ever since the second reading he had 
been waiting for an opportunity of cloing so. He 
would refer the hon. member to page B31 of 
Hnnsard, and there he would find the follow
ing:-

" The hon. member for Port Cur,tis asked why lJOlders 
or grazing farms should not have the right of a1'r1niring 
the fee-simple of their land in the same way as holders 
of agricultural areas. I contend that if the hon. gentle
man had paid any attention to the remarlcs of the ::\lin
ister for 1Vorks he wonlU not haYe troubled the House 
with such a question; because the Minister for "~orks 
cleal'ly pointed out that the holder of graJ-:illg land has 
the gras:s-right of his land only; while the agrienltural 
holder puts into the soil his time, his money, and hi:.~ 
labour, and for such he has the right to acquile the fee
simple. '!'he former, with only his gTa~s-righL for thirty 
year5l, bas not the same claim to consideration as the 
holder of :u1 agricultural area." 
The position they were in was this : An "gricul
tural farmer had the right to buy under the 
provisions of the Bill, but a farmer taking up his 
grazing land, although he might take up 500 
acres and cultivate a part of it and put all 
his labour in m it and spend money upon his hold
ing-although he might hold it for thirty ye"rs 
he would never be able to acquire a freehold. 
Then in the "gricultnral distl·icts a man might 
be in the same position. He might luwe land 
there that was utterly unfit for cultivation; he 
was not obliged to cultivate one acre, but hccauoe 
it was in an agricultural district he W:l,S allowed 
to make a freehold of it in ten years. The thing 
was an utter absurdity. However, he was glacl 
to have proved the hon. the Colonial Treasurer 
to be wrong. 

The COLONIAL TREASURER '·aid he did 
not intend to occupy the time of the Committee 
by entering into a debate npon a qnestion which 
was not relevant to the cbuse. Perhaps when 
they came to clause GS, and if it was not too late 

in the evening, he would reply to the hon. mem
ber. Possibly he might have something to say 
when the proper time arrivecl. 

Mr. NORTON: Another idea might occur to 
you then. 

Amendment put and passed. 

1\Ir. FERGUSON said thev had now arrived 
at a part of the clause to whi~h he had referred 
earlier in the evening-the tninitnum rent of the 
grazing areas. They had already clecided that the 
minimum rent of the present pailtoral lessees 
should be 10s. per square mile, and for the 
resumed portion of the run £4 per square mile, 
or eight times as much. There being no differ
ence wh"tever between the two halves of the 
runs, he could not see why the small grazier 
should be asked to pay .£4 per square mile, when 
the n1inin1nn1 rent for the large grazier had been 
fixed at 10s. per square mile. If the minimum 
was fixed at such a high rate as £4, the result 
would he that the resumed half of the runs would 
never be taken up, especially taking into con
sideration the provision which had been agreed 
to with reference to selection before survey. 
The small graziers had to compete with the 
larger holders; they hacl to fence their hold
ings within two or three years and do many 
things vvhich the large graziers had not to 
do ; and he therefore contended that they 
should not be asked to pay such a high rent. 
Instead of £4, the minimum ought to be fixed 
at £2 per square mile. That was only fair 
because it was always within the power of the 
board to raise the rent. It was not necessary 
to say much more, but he intended to move, 
on the 1Gth line of the clause in subsection 
:'5, that the word "halfpence" be o'llitted, with 
a view of inRerting the word '' fa.rthings." lf 
there was 20,000 acre:' of an inferior cla,s of 
land, why should a man not have the right to 
take it up at a reduced rate? A !,'Teat deal more 
country would be likely to be occupied if his 
amendment were carried than would be the cnse 
under the minimum fixed in the Bill. He begged 
to move that the word "halfpence" in the Hith 
line be omitted, with a view of inserting the 
word '~farthing>." 

The MINISTER FOR LAKDS said the 
hon. gentleman did not seem to understand why 
the price had been fixed at 1~d. in one case 
and as low as 10s. per sqnare mile in another. 
The reason \Va~:; that the tnan paying 10s. a 
square mile for some of his country would have 
it for fi£tecn years, while the other man had it 
for thirty years. Again, the man paying 10s. a 
square mile would only pay that price fur those 
lands where settlement was not likely to occnr; 
that was for lands of a very inferfOI' quality 
indeed. That price was originally fixed at .£1, 
bnt was reduced to 10s. Settlement was 
certainly not likely to occur on any land 
that was worth only 10s. a sc]uare mile. No man 
would ever attempt to take up 20,000 ncres in 
a place where the land was only worth 10s. a 
scruare mile. He h"'d no objection to the amend
nlent 1naking ,)~J.. an acre the rninin1tun, as it 
would after all be left tn the !Joard to determine 
the value of the bnd. 

Mr .• TESSOP saicl the hon. member for Rock
hamptun thought there should be a reduction in 
the pl'ice for grazing are:lls, and he agreed with 
him, but he should have liked him to go further 
and reduce the minimum for agricultural areas 
also. He thoug-ht such :. reduction would meet 
with the approval of the Committee. If the hon_ 
member would withdraw his amendment for the 
present, he would move that the minimum price 
for agricultural areas should be 2d. instead of 
3cl. per acre. 
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Mr. FERGlTSON said thn,t, with the per
mission of the Committee, he would withdraw 
his amendment to enable the hon. member for 
Dalby to move the amendment he proposed. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. JESSOP : I beg to move that the word 

"three " in the 15th line be omitted, with 
a view of inserting the word '~two," tnaking the 
price for agricultural tneas 2d. per acre in~tead 
of 3d. 

The MINISTER J<'OR LANDS said he could 
not accept the hon. member's amendment. If the 
land was not worth 3d. per acre for agricultural 
purposes, it was a mistake to throw it open for 
agricultural purposes. He thought the minimum 
price for agricultural land mentioned in the Bill 
was quite as low as it should be. 

Mr. NORTON said the hon. gentleman had 
himself pointed out only a short time ag-o that 
only a very small portion of the land selected 
would be fit for cultivation. 'l'he hon. gentleman 
considered IGO or 160 acres of good land out of 
!lGO was a very fair proportion. \Vhy should the 
hon. gentleman call the rest good agricultural 
land and charge 3d. per acre for it. The 
:Minister would proclaim a certain district as an 
agricultural area, and it did not matter whether 
one-half, one-fifth, or only one-tenth of it was 
agricultural land, it would all be called ttgricnl
tural land-and 3d. per acre would have to be 
paid for it; while er1nally good land just out
side of it, but not in an agricultural area, could 
be got for very much less than 3d. per acre. 
A man might not cultivate the land in an agri
cultural area, and another man might cultivate 
the land in a, grazing area. It was optional with 
them to do whnt they liked with it. There was 
nothing to compel a man, under the Bill, to cnlti
vnte the lanrl he took up in an agricultural area. 
As he had said, the J\linister for I .. ancls admitted 
that in a block uf 9GO acres a man might not 
get rnore than 160 acres of good agricultural 
land. It was right, perhaps, that he should 
pay the :id. per acre for that, but he would 
alw have to p::ty 3d. per acre for the balance of 
800 acres, which was not good agTiculturalland. 

Mr. GEOOM said he did not think any 
farmer would object to pay the Government 
3d. per acre for g·oocl agricultural land. He 
knew farn1ers hhnself ·who \Vere now paying 
squatters on the Darling Downs 10s. per acre 
per annum for land. He also knew a mem
ber of that House who had recently let land 
at 5s. per acre per annn1n on a clearing 
lease, and the persons who rented it gave promise 
of doing exceedingly well, and their proi(ress 
during the present year had been something 
wonderful. Ko farmer would, he believed, 
object to paying the price mentioned in the Bill 
for good agricultural land. 

Jlilr. NORTON : But it is not agricultural 
land. 

Mr. GHOOM said he had heard a good many 
observations that evening about the land not 
being agricultural land. If the land was set 
apart as agricultural land it would, he presumed, 
be agricultural land and not grazing land. 
The grazing areas were distinct altogether from 
the agricultural areas. He thought it would be 
admitted that the pick of the· agricultnral land 
had already gone into the hands of ltcrge free
holders. 

The HoN. Sm T. l\1oiLWRAITH: No. 
Mr. GROO::YI: A very large proportion of it. 
The Ho:-<. Sm T. MoiL\V:RAITH: You can-

not get the Darling Downs ont of your head. 
The colony is not the Darling Downs. 

Mr. GROOM said he was not speaking par
ticularly now of the Darling· Downs, but he 
knew that was the case elsewhere, besides on the 

Darling- Downs; and he said again that a ve1;y 
large proportion of the best agriCultural land m 
the colony had already been secured. 

The Ho:-<. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: No. 
Mr. GROOM said a very large proportion of 

it undoubtedly had been secured, and under 
those circumstances he did not think that 3d. an 
acre per annun1 was at all n.n excessive rent for a 
farmer to be asked to pay for agricultural land. 
If a farmer was not prepared to pay 3d. per acre 
for agricnltural land, he had better not go into 
agriculture at all. He thought it was useless for 
the Committee to reduce the price mentioned 
in the Bill. In regard to the amendment moved by 
the hon. member for Eockhampton, he had heard 
complaints that l~d. per acre for grazing lands 
was a great deal too high, and he was prepared, 
therefore, to support the hon. member in his 
amendment; but he thought the price fixed for 
agricultural lands-namely, 3d. per acre-should 
be adhered to. 

Mr. NORTON said the hon. member's arg-u
ment was a good one so far as it applied to good 
agricultural land ; hut the lYiinister for Lands 
himself had told them that it would not be good 
agricnltural land, and snrely they could take 
thrtt hon. gentleman's opinion as worth so1ne~ 
thing. The Minister for Lands had told 
them that if a man taking up 9GO acres 
got IGO acres of good agricultural land 
he might think himself very fortunate. The 
hon. member's argument applied in the ca~e 
of the 160 acre'< of good acrriculturallancl, but m 
the case of the balance ~f 800 acres it did not 
apply at all. Take the case of the Da.rling 
Downs. A man taking up a 9GO-acre block of 
land there might get lGO acres of good land, and 
800 acres of stony riclg·es, and why should he 
have to pay 3d. per a.cre for the ridges? The 
hon. member knew the country well enough 
and he knew that in many cases where there was 
good land the ridges came clown to it, a~d it was 
just a mass of stone. It was called agnculturol 
land, but it was not agriculturallancl at all. The 
hon. member confused two ideas-his idea of 
what the clause expressed with what it did not 
express ; it called land agricultural that really 
was not agricultural. As for the selector who 
took up 9()0 acres, he would have to pay 3d. an 
acre for 700 or 800 acres of grazing land, unfit fur 
anything else but grazing. 

J\Ir. GRIMES said he would point out to the 
hon. member who had just sat down that the 
agricultural areas would be picked blocks. They 
would be picked first for the quality of the land, 
and secondly, on account of the facilities for 
getting produce to market. He took it that the 
Government would never choose agricultural 
areas where selector.s would ha ye to take produce 
byroad more than thirty or forty miles to market; 
they would choose them near the rail way lines, or 
near some navigable river. In those cases 3d. 
an acre would not be too much to pay. To have 
the areas near a railway or a navigable river 
would make them much' more valuable than if 
selectors had to cart their produce to market. 

Mr. BLACK said the hon. member for Oxley 
assnmed that agricultural areas were only to be 
proclaimed within thirty or forty miles of a 
market. Then what about all the agricultural 
land in the North, for a large portion o 
which there was not a market nearer than New 
South \Vales or Victoria? Surely the Govern
ment did not accept that new explanation of 
where agricultural areas were to be? The hon. 
member cfor Toowoomba gave the Committee to 
understand that a large proportion of the 
agricultural land in the North was already 
selected. He thought the hon. member made a 
great mistake. The hon. member had travelled 
through the northern portions of the colony, and he 
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must have seen or heard pf the millions of acres 
there awaiting development. It would do the 
colony much harm if they were to tell immi
gra?ts that the largest proportion of the 
agnculturalland was selected. He maintained 
that not one-tenth of it was selected. In refer
ence to what the hon. member said about 
land at Darling Downs having been let at 5s. an 
acre on clearing leases--

:Mr. GHOO:::vt:: Not on the Darling Downs. 
J\Ir. BLACK: \V ell, in the portion of the 

colony to which the hon. gentleman referred. 
He had no doubt that that re<tlly was the Cttse ; 
lmt he could tell the hon. gentleman th<tt he 
knew of lands that were let on five year:-;' clearinu 
len,ses for nothing n,t all. He thmight tlut cm;"'. 
sidering thn,t selectors wonld have to tt~ke np 
go~H.l. and had land together, and that, a,:-; the 
Jv[nnsterfm- Lrlllds hn,d given them to understand 
l!JO acres of agricnltnr~l ln,nd out of a block of 
()(50 ':erns ""'" <[nite sufficient for any man, thw, 
leaving 810 acres for grazincr pnrpo:-;es the 
minimum rental might fairly be rednced to 2d. 
per acre. 1 t would remain with the :Minister for 
the time l•eing to incren,se the rent if the land 
was really worth Inore. A~ it 'vaR under::.tood 
as he hn,d '<tiel, that the n,gricultnral sdector wa~ 
to tnke good and bad land together, anrl pay an 
erp~tcl rent for both, it W[tR only fair that it should 
l>e m the power of the 1\Iini,;ter to fix the mini
mum rent at less than 3d. 

Mr. :1\ELSO::"f said he would draw attention 
to_ the fact that they were now fixing the 
rrnnnnnm r·ent ~that wn,s to say, they were 
now fixing the rent which the won;t agricul
tural land in the colony waR supposed to be 
cal'able of ]mying. They"lmew that much of the 
land wa~ 111 )t \Vorth paying rent for at all. .A .. ny
one who hnd travelled much would know that 
thn,t was the case, not only in ~neensland, but 
in other places. Even in Ireland, which had 
been settlc;d so long, he sn,w by a n•turn laid 
before the House of Cmnmons there were 
li,OOO,OOO acres which returned no rent what
ever. In the United States he alw saw, frol!l 
a return, that out of 1,fi00,000,000 acres there 
were no less than 200,000,000 which were sup
posed to be valueless and which returned no 
rent. If the minimum value of the worst 
land in the colony which could be called 
n,gricultnral land was worth 3d. per n,cre, were 
they to suppose that if they began, sn,y, n,t Cape 
York at 3d. per acre they would keep on adding to 
the value according to the increased advantages
according to the situation oftheland and the bcili
ties for getting to market? If so, by the time they 
got to the settled districts the land would be worth 
about ten times as mnch. Considering that the 
Committee were fixing the rent for the lowest 
description of agricultural land, the rent in the 
part of the country where he lived would be 
something enormrius. \Vith regard to land 
being let at 10s. an n,cre, n,s mentioned by 
the hon. member for Toowoomba, he believed 
there wn,s "ome ln,nd pln,ced at that price ; 
but he had been told by the gentleman who let it 
that though he made n,n agreement with a man to 
take the land at that price, the matter went no 
fnrther~the man agreed to tn,ke up the land, but 
never di<l so. That, therefore, was nothing to 
judge by. He thought, considering tbn,t they 
were fixing the rent of the lowest description ,;f 
land, that if they reduced it to 1d. an n,cre it 
would be quite enough, especially if they were 
going to trust to the board to assess the land at 
"' fair value. 

Mr. FOOTE sn,id that, according to the hon. 
member's speech, it might be thought that 
there wn,s no good land in the colony away 
from the coast or rivers. His experience wn,s 
that fnr a~ricultural lv,nd ;3d, an !1\!N wn~ li'>t 

one iota too high. The object of the Bill was 
to induce settlement and increase the revenue. 
It wn,s quite clear that the revenue from the land 
was not what it ought to be. The holders of 
the land had not been bearing an ef!uitn,ble por
tion of the burden of taxation, and it was f!uite 
time they should pay their share. Snpposing 
half of the !)()0 acres wn,s fair agricultural land, 
was 3d. an acre too mucb for the whole? He 
did not hold with the hon. member for Oxley 
that the Government should fix the agricultural 
arerts on a navigable river or contiguous to 
a railway station. He believed that settle
ment would t<tke place under the clause~ 
not so much with a view to raising pm
duce to be sent to market, as for the 
raising of Rtock, e!-i!Jecia,lly Hheep. The agricul~ 
tnrist conl<l mise sheep Yery much better than 
the gmzier. \Vhere the grazier could only keep 
one sheep, the agriculturist, if he knew how to 
me his holding, could keev ten or twenty, and 
produce wool with a far superior stn,ple, n,nd a 
better carcase of mutton. He knew he would 
rather have agl'icultural land and pay 3d. an 
acre, than take grazing land. Of course, if"' mm1 
had not sense he could not use it, any more than 
he could use money he did not possess. If a mn,n 
had any sense he would not take up inferior 
land; if he did so he would not be likely to suc
ceed very well. There was abundance of bir 
agricultuml ln,nd in the colony, especially on 
rrmny of the Northern rivers ; and he believed 
it would be med J>rincipally for the raising of 
stock, and not for growing fmgar-cane or maize, 
or those other products which could only be got 
to market at "' great expense. 

J',[r. BAILEY said he could not n,gree with 
the ln,st speaker, that the f!trmers did not uear 
their fair share of the taxation of the colony. 

Mr. FOOTE : I did not say the farmers ; I 
said the holders of the soil. 1 alluded principally 
to the graziers. · 

Mr. BAILEY said the farmers hn,d paid over 
and over again for their land; they had always to 
pn,y the very highest price, and were still cn,lled 
upon to pay a higher price than anybody else. 
If, n,ccording· to the calculation of the hon. Minis
ter for Lands, the farmer got only 150 acres of 
agricultnral land out of 9GO n,cres~insteacl of 
paying 3d. an acre he would be practically 
paying 18d. Another consideration wn,s that 
much of the land was covered with dense scrub, 
and would cost £10 to £15 an acre before it 
could be used for agriculture. It would be 
better to give it to him for nothing, and pay him 
for taking it, n,s then lands which were useless now 
would be made useful to the country. That 
would be better thn,n taking the last penny they 
could get out of the fn,rmer's pockets. A rent of 
3d. n,n acre did not seem extmvagn,nt in itself ; 
but considering the tir11e and money which had 
to be expended in making the land fit for use, he 
could not see why the farmer should have to pay 
more than the man who received his land in 't 
state in which he could use it. As for sheep 
farming and grazing on those agricultural lands, 
the idea was almost absurd. 

Mr. EOOTE: :1\ot at all. 
Mr. BAILEY sn,id he did not know what it 

might bn in the pn,radise about Ipswich and the 
])arling Down:.; ; he Hpoke fron1 his own ex
perience up north. They had tried the sheep
grazing busineHs, but it was not a succeHs. 'rhey 
could not put ten or twenty sheep where the 
Sf!Uatter could only put one. 

::VIr. :FOOTE : Y on did not know how to do it. 

Mr. BAILEY said they had tried to learn, 
hut failed. They had to work agn,inst difficulties 
which peoplG clown here knew nothing about. 
Th~ ffmner Wft.>J willing to hear hh f~·ir Rhf\re of 
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the burden of taxation ; but he did not think it 
was fair that he should be asked to bear more 
than his neighbours. 

Mr. SALKELD said he thought that hon 
members who objected to the minimum rental for 
the agricultural farms hardly considered what 
it amounted to. Threepence an acre on 9GO 
acres-which was the maximum area allowed
amounted to £12 a year. The hon. member for 
Northern Downs had said that the selectors 
would pick out the best land first. That was 
very true. They did not anticipate that the 
selectors would take the worst land first · nor 
was it in the interest of the colony that 'they 
should do so. It was not advisable that the poor 
la;ncl ;should be taken up too quickly. In every 
•hstnct the worst land was left, sometimes for 
yetus ; but there was no harm in that. vVhen 
population increased, and land became more 
scarce, it would all come in ; and there was no 
wisdom in reducing the minimum rent below 3d. 
an acre, on purpose to meet people who wanted 
to take up the worst land in the district. No 
matter how small the districts proclaimed by 
the Government might ):le, there ~vould always 
be some poor land mcluded m the a"ri· 
cultural areas ; but to think that a r~nt 
of £12 a year for 9GO acres was going to 
be a burden on a man was simply ridiculous. 
If they ?onsidered the difficulties of carriage, 
the quality of the land, and many other cir
cumstances in connection with the occupation 
and utilisation of the land, he thought the 
proposed rent was a comparatively trifling 
amount. He believed that the only effect of 
reducing the prices would be that the-land would 
be taken up by people for purposes other than 
those contemplated in the Bill. He would, there
fore, decidedly oppose any reduction of the rent 
in either the agricultural or grazing areas. The 
annual re_ntal of 1,000 acres in a grazing area 
was only £6 5s. If the land was not worth that 
it was not worth anything. It must be very 
miserable land indeed, and a man had better 
have nothing to do with it. 

Mr. ANNEAR said he agreed with every 
word that had fallen from the hon. member for 
Bundanba. He was in Maryborough a few 
days ago, and happened to see in the butchers' 
shops there snme sheep that had been bred and 
raised by one of those farmers who had been 
referred to _by the hon. gentleman. They were 
bred and raised by :Mr. James Dowser, of Tiara, 
close to where the hon. member for vVide Bay 
lived. He had also seen sheep from the northern 
parts of the colony and from the Darling Downs, 
and he must say that not one of them could be 
compared with those from Tiaro. He considered 
that a measure which offered a man an agri
cultural farm at half-a-crown an acre was 
a very liberal measure indeed, and that thou
sands of people in the mother-country would 
be induced to come to the colony and take 
advantage of its provisions. In his opinion, 
half-a-crown an acre was the lowest amount 
anyone should be asked to pay. He felt 
quite sure that the Bill was a Bill for the 
people, and that, if the clause under discussion 
were carried out in its integrity, the result 
would be of great benefit to the conntry. The 
clause which had been introduced by the hon. 
member for Darling Downs, provirling for survey 
before selection, was one of the best features nf 
the Bill. The hon. member for Townsville had 
referred to the land laws of America. He (Mr. 
Annear) thought they could not refer too often 
to America. If they copied what had been 
done in that country greater facilities would be 
given for settling the people on the soil than 
were afforded at the present time. He had seen 
people introducer\ into the colony witbont any 

attempt being made to put them in the way of 
ascertaining what lands were thrown open and 
available for selection. He felt certain that the 
amendment which had been passed that evening 
would prove beneficial, not only to the people 
now in the colony, but also to the thousands yet 
to come. 

The Ho"' .• J. M. MACROSSAX said he was 
afraid that there were some hon. members who 
had spoken on that subject who did not qnite 
understand it. The hon. member for Bundanba, 
who lived in the heart of an agricultural district, 
and the hon. member for Toowoomba, did not, 
he thought, quite understand the questinn. l f 
the 3rl. per acre which was to be paid by the 
selector wa.s to go towards the ultimate payment 
for the land as a freehold he could comprehend 
the arguments that ha'l been a<l vanced, lmt 
hon. members must recollect tlmt the 3d. J•er 
acre was to be paid by the agricultmi"t for the 
u'e of the land. 

Mr. FOOTE: \Ve know that very well. 
The HoN. J. :VI. MACROSSAK: If the selec

tor wanted to make it a freehold afterwmds, he 
must pay the price put upon it by the Govern
ment. Let hon. member' comparethetreatmeut 
of other occupants of the soil under that Bill 
with the way agriculturists were treated. He 
would take the big squatter first. The Cmn
mittee reduced his minimum rent on the previous 
evening to 10s. per square mile. Now, whttt 
was the reason for reducing the minimum rental 
to be paid by the pastoralist to 10s. a square 
mile, and making the agriculturist pay 3d. per 
acre or about twenty times as much? \Vhat 
was the justice of such a difference? In each 
case the soil was si m ply being used, and in 
neither case was a freehold to be acquired by 
the payment of the money. Then coming to the 
grazing farmer, they found that he got his land 
at 1~d. an acre, or one-half the amount paid by 
the farmer. \Vhy should the agriculturist be 
compelled to pay twice as much as the grazier, 
and twenty times as mnch as the squatter? He 
could see no justice in such an arrangement. If 
the Bill provided that the 3d. per acre should go 
towards the payment for the fee-simple, then 
there might be some ground for fixing that 
amount, but after he had paid that rental for a 
number of years he was no nearer securing a 
freehold than he was at the start. If he wished 
to buy the land he had to pay the price fixed by 
the Government whatever that price might be, and 
it was not to be less than £1 per acre. He thought 
the amount specified in the amendment proposed 
by the hon. member for Dalbv was too high, seeing 
that the payment was for· the use of the soil 
only. 

The PREMIER said that surely if the use of 
the land was not worth the interest of 5 per 
cent. on 1\s., the land ought not to be taken 
up as agricultural land at all. He thought that 
was a complete answer to the argument of the 
hon. member for Townsville. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : It is no 
answer at all. 

The PREMIER said he repeated that if the 
land was not worth the interest of !) per cent. on 
f>S. it ought not to be taken up at all, and the State 
was only deluding people by asking them to take 
it np as agricultural land. 

Mr. :FOOTE said the hon. member for Towns
ville seemed to think that no member understood 
the clause but himself, but he (Mr. Foote) could 
assure the hon. gentleman that there were other 
members of the Cmnmittoo who thoroughly un
derstood the whole question. The hon. gentle
man had stated that the selector had to pay £1 
per acre if he wished to purchase his land. \V ell, 
sup~Jo~ing he had, tb~tt w~s a very low pries 
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indeed. But the selector would still be subject 
to taxation under the Divisional Boards Act
that celebrated measure brought in by the late 
Government-to the extent of a 1d. or 1~d. per 
acre. Really the rental fixed by the clause under 
disctmsion was a very small interest after all, and 
he thought it would be conducive to the settle
ment of the lands :tnd an increase in the revenue 
of the .colony, if the clause were passed by the 
Committee. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said the 
Premier's reply, that if land was not worth 
taking up at the interest on 5s. per acre it should 
not be taken up at all, was no answer whatever 
to his objection. That payment was simply for 
the use of the soil, not for the soil itself. There 
were millions of acres in the hands of the pas
to:·a~ lessees, for whom they had provided a 
nnmmurn rental of 10s. per square mile, of far 
better agricultural land than would be thrown 
open for selection under that part of the l~ill. 

The PREMIER: Then they will have to pay 
more than 10s. per square mile for it. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said that 
if the board fixed a hir,;·her price, well and good. 
They also had the power of fixino· the rent of 
agricultural land higher than 3d. p~r acre. But 
they were now fixing the minimum rent, below 
which the board could not go ; and it ought 
to be left low enough to meet all cases. He 
saw no reason why the agriculturist should be 
asked to pay a higher rate than any other occu
pier of the soil. 

Mr. MA C:FARLANE said he failed to see 
the injustice to the agriculturists as pointed out 
by the hon. member for Townsville. The Bill 
dmtlt with three great classes of occupiers-the 
squatterR, the small graziers, and the agri
culturists. \Vhere was the injustice to the 
agricultmist if he had to pay 3d. an acre, while 
the squatter paid only a farthing? He failed to 
see it. If the whole of the land of the colony 
could be taken up for agricultural purposes the 
same rent would be paid for all ; but, as that wtts 
not the case, they must use the land to the best 
advantage-letting the best of the land to the 
farmers, the next best in small grazing areas, 
and the remainder in large m·eas to the sq natters 
who had a perfect right to pay a smaller rent fo; 
it. Threepence an acre was not the interest on 
borrowed money ; and if a farmer could not afford 
to pay 3d., or even 6d., an acre for the best land 
in the colony, he had far better seek some other 
occupation.· 

Mr. BAILEY said that hon. members were 
losing sight of the actual circumstances of selec
tors. Not many of them would take up the 
maximum area. 1\fany of them would take up 
320 acres, and of tlutt area perhaps 1\0 acres 
would be real agricultural land-dense scrub. 
The selector would thus have to pay a rent of 
1s. 6d. an acre on the only land fit for his pur
pose, and it would take three years before he got 
that land into anything like proper condition. 

1\Ir. :FOOTE: No. 
Mr. BAILEY said that if a selector could 

clear 50 acres of scrub and put it into cultiva
tion within three years he would be a very 
clever man. 

Mr. FOOTE: It can be done in the first 
year. 

Mr. BAILEY said it was not until a selector 
had got his plough into the ground-and he 
would have spent £15 an acre before that was 
clone-that he began to make any profit out of 
his land. It was different with the grazier. The 
grass was already growing, the land was clear 
and all he had to do was to put his cattle upo~ 
it. Those men had also to pay a lower rent 
than selectors who had to take up dense scrub. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : Why 
should they take up dense scrub? 

Mr. BAILEY said that nearly all the suitable 
land was dense scrub, except on the Darling 
Downs. It was rather hard on the farmers to 
make them pay as high a rent as ls. 6d. per 
acre, but they had got pretty well used to being 
treated in that way. 

~Ir. JORDAN said he had known many 
farmers who would willingly give £10 or £12 an 
acre for scrub land. He had been selling land 
of his own to Germans on the Logan at from £9 
to £10 an acre, and they were glad to get it, and 
instead of it taking them three years they got a 
crop off it the first year. Their plan was 
to cut clown the scrub, burn it off, and plant 
maize between the stumps ; and in a 
short time the stumps rotted, and could be 
easily removed, and then they conld some
times take two crops a year off the land. 
Farmers knew how to manage those things 
better than some gentlemen at \Vide Bay. If a 
man, and eHpecially a learned man, had to pay 
for his labour, he generally had to pay "throug:h 
the nose'' for it, and he was seldom a successful 
farmer. He (Mr .• T ordan) never advocated farming 
by capitalists; squatting was the proper sphere 
for them. There was something in what the hon. 
member for Townsville had pointed out, that 
that 3d. an acre was not to go towards fee-simple, 
but for rent. The amount was certainly low 
for really good agricultural land. But in some 
of the areas there might be a large proportion of 
poor land, and as they were now engaged in 
fixing the minimum, it might be advisable to fix 
the minimum in such cases at 2d. per acre. He 
himself was satisfied with the rental as named 
in the Bill ; but as the Minister for Lands was. 
prepared to reduce the minimum for grazing 
land from 20s. to 10s. per square mile, it might 
be a reasonable thing to reduce the minimum 
on agricultural farms by one-third. Many blocks 
of ()UO acres might contain not more than 150 
acres of good agricultural land, and in such 
cases it would be well to make the minimum 
rent 2d. an acre. 

1\Ir. HIGSON said that scrub land was ten 
times more valuable than other land for agri
cultural purposes. Not six months ago, £G, £7, 
and as much as £10 an acre was given for land 
of that description at Scrubby Creek, near the 
station of the hon. member£ or Blackall, at Grace
mere ; and it had paid the buyers very well. 
The small interest of 5 per cent. on the piuchase 
money would represent a rental for that land 
of 7s. an acre. He thought it was very liberal 
indeed. 

Mr. JESSOP said he was glad the discussion 
had arisen, as it showed the Uommittee and the 
country generally who were the true Liberals. 
Some gentlemen on the other side set themseh·es 
up to be supporters of the poor working man, yet 
they wanted to charge him a higher rent. Two
pence an acre was quite enough. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause-put. 

'fhe Committee divided:-
AYES, 22. 

.:\1essrs. Griffith, :!\files, Dutton, Rut1edge, Dickson, 
Sheridan, :Poote, ::\'lacdonald-Paterson, Salkeld, Grimes, 
Kates, Donaldson, )lacfarlane, Ferguson, Horwitz, 
Higson, An near, -White, J orclan, Isambert, Brookes, and 
Groom. 

XOES, 14. 
Sir T. ~IciJwraith, 3Iessrs. Xorton, Archer, ;\Iorehead, 

Black, i\:Iacrossan, .Jessop, I .. alor, Bailey, J\Iellor, Nelson, 
Lissner, Govett, and Palmer. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
Mr. :FERGUSON moved that the word 

"farthings" be substituted for "halfpence" in 
the 16th line. 
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Question ~That the word proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause~put and 
negatived. 
Question~ That the word " farthings" proposed 

to be inserted be so inserted~put. 
Mr. MOREHEAD said that the Committee 

seemed inclined to serve some classes of agricul
tural selectors, as they were prepared to serve 
the grazing selector. · 

The HoN. J. l\1. MACROSSA::'-r said he did not 
see why any difference should be made at all. 
The runs were supposed to be divided in the 
most ef!uitable way. The grazier got one 
half at the minimum rent of 10s. per Sf!Uare 
mile, and the other half was to be divided 
amongst the small graziers, who were to be 
charged nearly four times as much as the large 
grazier who had held the same land, and probably 
paid the same rent for it, for many years. That 
was the way the Government were going to 
encourage the small settlers. If anything, the 
small settler should have it at a still less rent. 
It was not because there was a difference of 
fifteen years in the tenure : that did not make 
any difference in the value of the land~one-half 
being for fifteen years and the otherfor thirty years. 
That was not sufficient to make the difference 
between le~s than a farthing per acre and three 
farthings per acre. He contended that it was 
not fair, and certainly not in the interests of 
settlement to do so. Either the man who held 
half a run should pay more or the small graziers 
shoL1ld be put upon the same footing. 
Question~Tbat the word proposed to be 

inserted be so inserted- put and passed. 
The PRE:NIIER moved that in subsection 7 

the word "may" be omitted for the purpose of 
inserting "shall." He said the amendment was 
necessary in consef!uence of the decision that had 
been come to respecting the survey of land 
before selection. 

Mr. NELSON said, before that was put, he 
should like the Premier to allow him to move an 
amendment in subsection li. He did not see why 
agricultnrists should have a privilege which 
graziers had not ; and in order to encourage 
men to settle down on the land, make their 
homes upon it, and to improve it, he should move 
that subsection 6 be amended by the omission 
of the words " in the case of land in an agri
cultural area," so as to read to the following 
effect:~ 

"The proclamation shall further specify the price (not 
being less than 20s. per acre), at which the lm;see may 
1mrchase his holding, or any portion thereof, not exceed
ing 960 acres in fee-simple, as hereinafter lJrovided." 
He believed such a provision would do an 
immense deal to encourage people to improve 
their lands. A man who was only a tenant 
would not spend his money in improving the 
land, but if he had a prospect of making 
it his own at some future time, and being 
able to hand it down to his children, he 
would do so. It would also enable graziers 
to combine agriculture with grazing. A man 
who had a large area under leasehold might 
not devote himself entirely to sheep and cattle. 
It might suit his purpose to cultivate the soil 
as well, hut he would certainly not do so if 
he had only a tenure which he knew he would 
have to give up in a certain time; or one under 
which he would have to pay an additional rent 
for every acre he cultivated. He felt satisfied 
that if the same privilege was extended to small 
!,'Taziers as to agriculturists it would conclnce 
very much to the proper settlement of the country. 

'rhe PREMIER said, with the permission of 
the Committee, he would withdraw his amend
ment. 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 

Mr. NELSON moved, in the first place, hy 
way of further amendment, that the words "in 
the case of land in an agricultural area," at the 
beginning of subsection 6, be omitted. 

The PRE::YIIER said he thought the Com· 
mittee had pretty well made up their mind that 
they did not intend to allow any alienation of 
land in grazing areas, and, therefore, the sooner 
they came to a division on the question the 
better. ·what the hon. gentleman proposed was, 
practically, that every lessee in a grazing area 
should have a right to pre-empt a mile and a-half 
of country, and the Govemment were not pre
pared to accept it. 
Question~That the words proposed to be 

omitted stand part of the clause~ put and passed. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, the clause 

was further amended by the omission of " may" 
in the let line of subsection 7, and the substitu
tion of" shall"; the omission of the words "land 
by the proclamation" in the 2nd line of the same 
subsection, and the insertion of the word "lot." 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved that 

the Chairman leave the chair, report progress, 
and ask leave to sit again. 

'rhe HoN. Sm T. MciL WRAITH said he 
understood from the hon. the Premier that the 
Bill would be reprinted and circulated amongst 
the members by Tuesday next. 

The PREMH~R said he proposed to reprint 
that part of the Bill which had been passed, and 
also to circulate amendments that would be 
necessary to be made in consequence of having 
adopted the principle of survey before selection. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said it 
would be convenient to hon. members if the 
Government would print the Bill, showing in: black 
letters the amendments which had been made. 

The PREMIJ~R said the Bill would certainly 
be printed in the way the hon. gentleman had 
indicated. 

On the motion of the MINISTER FOR 
LANDS, the CHAIR3!AN left the chair, reported 
progress, and obtained leave to sit again on 
Tuesday next. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER moved that the House do 

now adjourn. 
The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: I wish 

the hon. the Premier would state the business 
that will be before the House next Tuesday. 
To-morrow is private members' day, and many 
hon. members will not be here. 

The PREMIEH : We will proceed with the 
Land Bill on Tuesday and \V ednesday, and 
probably on Thursday. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD: Does the hon. the Premier 
intend to go on with the Jury Bill to-morrow? 

The PREMIEH : No. 
Mr. MOHEHEAD : The Pharmacy Bill will 

be taken, I suppose? 
The PREMIER : I understand so. 
Mr. MOHEHEAD : It appears to me the 

three Bills are not of any pre~sing importance, 
and as possibly there will be no quorum to
morrow, we might as well adjourn till Tuesday. 

The PRENIIER : There will be a f!Uorum, I 
think. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Are any of them Gov
ernment Bills ? 

The PREMIEU: No. 
The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: You 

will not take any Government Bill to-morrow ? 
The PHJ<~l\UER: No. 
The House adjourned at nineteen minutes to 

11 o'clock. 




