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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Tlw>·sd!!!t, 30 Octobe1·, 1R84. 

Que!';tion.-Crowu Lands Bill-committee.-Printing 
<iommittec.--Acljourmncnt. 

The SPEAKJ~R took the chair at half-past 
3 o'clock. 

Cl"CESTION. 
The Hos. B. B. MORE'l'ON asked the :iVfinis

ter for \Vorks-
lrudcr what a.rrftng-ement m· agreement "ith the 

different proprietor~ thereof did the Uovm·nment con
struct the sidings or branch lines to the following place.~. 
namely:-

1. To l'"engal'ic ~ngn.r H,cfinrry from the Jdaryborough 
and Gym pie Rnilway;. 

~- To '\Yilson, Hart, and Company's sa,vmill, Mary
borough, from the \Yharf l':xtem~ion t 

:t To the :Smelting 'Vorks, 2\Iount PPrry, from the 
:J.'lonnt Perry Railway Station;: 
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The :MINISTER FOR ·woRKS (Hon. W. 
::Vliles) replied-

l. Ou condition tlmt Vfcs.~rs. Cran and Company for
wardr~d. by ra.il, all goods, emtl, and produce eon..,igned to 
and rrom tlu~m, and tltat theyc0n,·cyt~d to tlH~ Government 
rree from any claim for compensation. all the land re
llUi.rod for the braueh. 

2. On condition tllat -:\Ie~srs. \nlson. Hart. and Com
pany paid cost of the siding. 

a. Ou condition that the ::\Ionnt PPrry ::\fine owner..., 
should pay the cost of. siUiug on'L:--ide the raihvay 
boundaries. 

CROWN LAXDS BILL--CCJ:\fMITTEE. 
On the Order of the Day being read, the 

House went into Committee to ful"ther consider 
this Bill in detail. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. C. B. 
Dutton) said he pro posed to insert a new 
clause after clause ll8, as passed, to provirle 
for homestead settlemellt. The new clau'e 
differed somewhat from the form of the 
homestead clauses in the present Act, bnt con
tained many of the advantage,; "uppo,;ed to 
;tttach to the pre~ent homest,~acl clauses, though 
m some respects 1t d~a,]t more f,wonrably with 
the selector than they dirl. The new clause 
provided that upon J;aymeut of rt !mm which 
together with the rent already paid, would mal<~ 
up half-a-crown an acre, together with the deed 
and assurance feeH, the Heleet1n· havinu ful
filled the conditions st>tted, wonl;l be e;;titled 
to a deed nf grant of the law! in fee-simple. 
There was only one disacl vanta,:e to the home
stead selector, and that was that he had no 
right of ]Jriority over other selectors; hut 
that could not be considered of groat moment 
when the advantages he otherwise had were 
cons;dered. Fnder the new clause the time 
in which he was allowed to complete hi,; J.>a.Y
ments was extended bv two years. The 2nd sub
section, a:;, ~VOUld be se~~~, COntained a Very impO!'- I 

taut and liberal provtswn, and would be found 
of great a~vantage in nutny c::tRes \vhere a 
selector havmg a wife and >t number of children 
might die intestate. The clause enabled tlw 
w_i~ow to tender tlw proof of fulfilment of con
dttwns and make the payment" ; and she was to 
be entitled, after all the conditions were fulfilled, 
to the deed of grant of the laud in fee-simple. 
The clause must be considered more liberal than 
the present homeste~>tcl clanse in many respects. 
He therefore moved that the followitw new 
clause be inserted to follow clause GS, as JXL~sed :-

lrith respect to agricultural farmE<, the area whereof 
does not exceed one hundred an(l sixt.y aerc~. the 
following provisions shall have effect:--

1. If at any time before the expiration of seven years 
from the commencement of the term or the lea::;e 
the Ie-;;see proves to the comm'i.ssionel' in open 
court that the condition of occupation herein
bef?re prescribed has been performed for the 
perwd of five years next preceding the tender
ing of such proof either-
la) By the continuous and bontt .tide residenrc 

on the holding of the originalle~see him
self, or, 

(b) In case of the death of the originHl lefl.:•a~e 
before he has so resided for five :rears by 
the continuons and bona .firle reslclenc~ Of 
such lessee on the holding for n. portion of 
that period, an1 by the continuous and. 
bona fide residence on the l1olding for t.he 
remninder of the period of some person 
beneficially interested in the ho1din0' nnde1· 
the will, or as one of the next of kin1:> or the 
original lcssue-· ' 

and that a snm at t.he rate of ten shillings per 
acre has been expendell in substantial n.nJ ver
manent improvt~ments on the land, the h•'~see, 
Hpou. payment at the 'rreasury, or other plaee 
appomted by the Governor in Council, of a sum 
which together with the rent already paid will 
make np the sum of two shillings and sixpen<'e 
per acre, together with the prescribed fee and 
.~tssuranee fee, ohall be ent.itle(l to a rteerl. of !)'rant 
of the land in fee-simvle: ~ 

2. Pt·ovided that 'i.f the original Je:;;see dies before 
the expiration of seven \'t•;trs from the com
Hli·nctmJCnt of t.he term ol: the lease and before: 
making ~nch proof as aforesnid.. iutcstate, aml 
lPavin.g n wiclow, the 'vidow may tf'nder such 
pro·1f to the eommi:-,sioner. ftnd. upon making 
such proof and such payment.3 as aforesaid, s1w 
shall be entitled to have a deed or grant of the 
lnnd in fee-simple i:;..•med to her, and shall holcl 
the land upon the same trusts as if she had been 
duly appointed administr:ttOl' of the laud of the 
deet''1!'<Cd lessee. 

•J, The vrovi.,:;ions of this section shall not apply 
to an:v holding aeqnired bv any peri'iOU who 
luu~ a('(tnired. a homc.;t<":Hl s:.cle('tion under the 
Crmvn L tnds .A..licn·ttioil ~\.et of lH7G, or an\' of 
the Acts thcr,·by repealed. ~ 

·t ~o person shall take advantage of the pro
visions of tlti~ :-. ·ctiou in respeet of more than 
one holding of '''hich he is tlw original lessee. 

5. 'rite provisions of thi;;; f.iCPtion shall not IJe 
app1ieahle in respect of any holding which has 
])cen mortp:agcd or sub-let. 

'l'he Hox . • 1. IlL ?,fACROSSAK ,aid he was 
extremely ghd to fine! that the hon. 1\Iinister for 
I1ands wtLH gt·adua.lly acquiring con1nwn sense 
upon the Land qne:o.tion. ?\ othing could give 
greater proof of the crude mttnre uf the Bill when 
laid upon the table of the HrnJRe, th:tn the remtn
tatinn the :\finister for LanclR had ju,t now made 
of his stateinentH when 1nudng the ;-;econd read~ 
ing of the Bill. He was glad, and he thought 
the Committee- were eclually pleased, tlmt that 
was ;;o. He hoped the hnn. gentleman would 
continue to in1prove in the :-:;an1e direction, ~nd 
t~at by-and-by they '.vonld be able to improve 
h1s hon. cnllea~s·ne the 1\Iinistr,,r for \V 0rks, 
who, lw bc!im·e<l, looked npon the homestead 
clan~es of the .Act of 1 R7G a.s being 1nost 
iniqnitonH. In congratulitting the ]\linister for 
Lands npon his complete change of ideas upon 
the homestettd clause,;, he might add that he 
ilhoulrl have been glad if the hon. gentleman 
had gone a little further. He had aJways 
thought that the homestead chtlbes of the Act 
of 187G did not go far enough; they only allowed 
160 acres to be tttken up by a man, who had 
to rcsirle npon his selection for five :l'ears 
before he could make a homestead of it. They 
knew tha.t in many places it would be very 
difficult for a man to get SO [teres of good 
ag-ricultural hmd out of a selection of lGO acres. 
He therefore thought it would be advisable if 
they doubled the acreage proposed to be allowed. 
He did not think the country would lose any
thing by it, and he was quite certain that the 
hon1estead selector woul<.l gain by the increar.;e. 
as then he might get 80 acres of good agri
cultural land on his holding, and the balance 
which was of an inferior quality could be utilised 
for grazing stock. He believed the Minister 
for Lands desired settlement, although he waf< 
of opinion that the hon. gentleman was very much 
mL;taken in his ideas in framing that Bill. No 
better encouragement would be given to settle
ment than by making the provision he (Hon. J. M. 
::Yiacrossan) now suggested. A selector could not 
expect to become an exceedingly rich man with 
320 acres; he would simply b'' able to live com· 
fortably on that area, and probably leave some
thing behind him for his children. He did not. 
intend to propose an amendment if the l\1inister 
for Lands would take the matter n p ; but if the 
hon. gentleman declined to rlo so, then he would 
move that 320 be substituted for 160. 

Mr. BLACK said he quite endorsed the 
remarks made by the hon. member for Towns· 
ville. He considered that 160 acres were insuffi
cient for a man to make a profitable use 
of the land. In a country like this, where a 
selector had so many vicissitudes of climate to 
contend against, and where he had very likely to 
combine grazing with agriculture in order to 
utilise the land with a teasonable amount of 
success, it was a mistake for that Committee or 
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for anyone to believe that 160 acre" was sufficient 
to enable him to make a reasonable living. In 
that ovinion he (Mr. Black) was not singnlar. 
It was an opinion which many members of that 
Committee who had had experience in different 
districts of the colony would endorse, and which 
was held by the Minister for Lands himself. 
The hon. gentleman knew perfectly well 
that 160 acres was not ennugh for a home
stead selector to make a lidng on, and he 
(Mr. Black) thought it was a gross •1et of 
inconsistency on the part of the Minister to 
introduce that new chuse after enunciating 
the views he did on the second reading of the 
Bill. In order that there might be no mistake 
as to the opinions held by the hon. gentle1nan, 
who was supposed to be the framer and father of 
the Bill, he would read the remarks that he 
made as reported in Hansard of August 6. On 
that occasion some hon. members in the House 
were under the impression that 160 acres might 
possibly be enough for a homestead selection, and 
they took exception to the homstead provisions 
not being included in the Bill. The reason the 
Minister for Lands then gave fur not including 
the homestead <:la uses in the measure was that 
the area allowed by them was utterly insufficient 
fora man to make a living on. Hon. members 
on the Opposition side of the House advocated 
the retention of the homestead clauses, and this 
was hm11 the hon. gentleman expressed himself 
on the subject :-

"If I thought those gentlemen could have believed 
it"- / 

That was, that the homestead selector could make 
a living on lGO acres-
u I should hn,ve pitied their ignorance; but I helieve 
they knew perfectly well that limiting n man to 160 
acres as a homestead would be the mo~t effectual way 
of debarring· a man fr·om the sucf'essful occupation Or 
the land; and thiLt letti,lg him get it at halF-a crown 
an a(~re wa~ the nucst mea s of having it turned over 
to the large freeholders, by a proccs~ they onlv too well 
understand. H ~ 

He (Mr. Black\ would ask why, after that very 
decided expression of opinion on the suhject, 
and hif:l very long experience in the colony, 
the hon. gentleman had introduced in the new 
clause now submitted to the Committee the 
very thing which he condemned on the second 
reading of the Bill. He (Mr. Black) believed 
the hem. gentleman was right in his first ex
pression of opinion, and he now asked him 
whether he would go back to the principles 
which he then enunciated, and which he (:\h. 
Black) endorsed, and whether he would increaHe 
the area from 1GO to 320 acres, in accordance 
with the sugge"tion of the hon. member for 
Townsville? If that were done they \1 ould 
simply give the homestead selector a re.asonable 
chance of success in settling on the agricultural 
lands of the colony. 

The MINISTER l<'OR LAKDS said the 
reason whv he would have liked to have seen the 
homestead clauses left out of the Bill-and he 
made no secret of the fact that he would like to 
see them omitted-was because he considered that 
in many parts of the country the area allowed 
was not sufficient for a man to make a fair 
living on, and that to say that a homestead 
selector should be allowed to go all over the 
cmmtry and take property of every other 
selector was simply tempting a man to take up 
land in back country where there was no possi
bility of making a living; and that, in his 
opinion, was a grievous wrong. But the general 
wish or desire on both sides of the House, and all 
over the country, seemed to be that the home
stead clauses should be retained. Those clausee~ 
appeared to be specially valued. He, however, 
had not changed his opinion in the least as to 

the amount of land upon which a man could 
make a fair living, but his remarks on the 
occasion referred to by the hon. member for 
lYiackay referred to the whole country, and not 
to special parts of it. They knew perfectly well 
that in rnany places a n1an rnight rnake a living 
on 50 acres under special circunu;tances-in a 
specially favoured locality, where the land was 
near a market, and a mwigable river afforded the 
means of tmnsit for the produce of the land. 
But, as he said before, to tempt men to select 
land in places where they could not possibly 
rna.ke a living was doing a grievous wrong. If 
homestead selection was confined to certain 
fayourable localities, he could quite understand 
that men might do well on a small holding, and 
he had no objection to people settling on an area 
of 1()0 acres in districts where the land was good 
and the facilities for working it were of a kind that 
would ensure success to a man with a fair know
ledge of his business. The new clause he had 
proposed would encourage that sort of settlement. 
vVhy should the area be doubled, or trebled, or 
cun verted into whatever quantity the hon. 
gentleman contended for? He certainly could 
Ree no rea.son, or justice, or fa,irness in it at all. 
He conceded what he h'td done as an advantage 
and privilege, >tnd he did not desire to curtail 
that privilege in the case of those men who had 
been already in posse,sion of it ; but he had the 
greatest possible objection to the extension of 
the privilege to a greater length than before 
existed, especially considering the great facilities 
and opportunities for settlement to men of the 
smallest means which were contained already in 
the Bill. 

Mr. DONALDSON said he wished to make 
a brief reference to the last paragraph of the 
last clause passed on the previous evening. It 
was CJuite possible that under that clause a man 
might take up 960 acres of land with the desire 
of making it into a freehold, and that he might die 
after Jiving on it five or six years, or any period 
less than the ten years which it was compulsory 
for him to reside before hP acquired the right of 
freehold. He (.:\1r. Donaldson) believed a child 
of tender years who would be the beneficial 
owner of th"e lane!, :tnd not being able to comply 
with the conditimlR of residence, would be 
debarred from ever acquiring the freehold of it. 
Again, the original owner might leave his 
property to someone residing out of the colony, 
such >ts an aged parent in the old country, 
and in such caBe it nlight not be convenient for 
that person to come to this country in order to 
comply with the condition of residence. It 
would he very hard, seeing that all the concli
tions had been completed as long as the man 
livrd, and the balance of time not being com
pleted by one who was beneficially interested in 
the selection, that per,on should be debarred 
from acquiring the freeholn. He had suggestP.d 
last night an amendment in the clause, and 
the remarks made by the Premier gave him 
the impression that lw (Mr. Donaldson) was 
then wrong. He had, however, read the clause 
again, and was now under the impression that 
his ol"iginal interpretation of the clause was 
right. He trusted, therefore, that if the Bill was 
recommitted the clause he referred to would 
receive further consideration. 

The PREMIER said he would say a word 
upon the point the hon. gentleman had adverted 
to, although, the clause having been passed, the 
discussion was irregular. He confessed he did 
not see why, if a man who had acquired land 
died and left it to somebody else, that pE'rson 
should have any greater facilities for acquiring 
the freehold of the land than any other person. 

Mr. DONALDSOK: I mentioned the case of 
a child. 
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The PREMIER said in that case, if a man 
left his property to his family, the privileges 
would still continue. If the home was kept up on 
the land after his death the children woulrl reap the 
same advantages as himself. It was not intended 
to give land to persons who conld not nse it; bnt 
in the case mentionerl the land would belong to 
the family all the same. The clause was in
serted to 1neet a ~pecial case~ and it wm; not 
intended to give any peculiar facilities to other 
persons for acrtniring· freeholds simply because a 
man died. The person who acquired land hy 
the death of another was not deserving of greater 
con,ideratiun than the man who acrtuired it by 
purchase. 

Mr. CHUBB said the difficnlty referred to 
~memed to he in the 1neaning of the \Yord " con
tinnouti. '' Of course" cnntinwJus" 1neant nothing 
but continuous, but suppose the case of a widower 
with a boy five years old. \Vhen the father died 
that boy would pmbably be sent to school, an<l 
there would be no person beneficially interested 
in occupation of the land. There was, tLcrefore, 
a good deal in whttt the hon. member s.~id, and 
he could uuder<tmtd a mk<e in which that event 
would occur. A man with a family of yonng 
children could leave the !awl t" them, lmt when 
they were sent to school there would be nobody 
to perform the conditions of residence, awl the 
children would lose the land. 

The Hox. Sm '1'. ::VIuiL\VRAITHsaid, under 
ordinary circumstances, the hon. member for 
\Van·ego would have been told by the Premier 
th<>t a clause which had been passed coulrl not 
be re-di8cue;,ed, an cl the fact of the hon. g-entle
nlan answering the hon. men1ber for \Varrego 
only showed how glail he was to get aw;ty from 
the real point at issue-namely, the rea,ons which 
induced the Government to go back to the home
stead clauses. The absurd inconsistency of the 
:Minister for Lands was not a matter of any 
great importance to the Committee, so far as he 
individually was concerned ; bnt it was very 
important when they considered that the Bill 
was in the hands of the Government, and that, 
according to the way in which it was passed, so 
it would be administered for a certain time at all 
events. The gross inconsistency of the hon. 
gentleman who had introduced the amendment 
\Vas shown by reading a few passages from 
Hansw·d which preceded that read by the hon. 
member for :Mackav. The :Minister for Lands 
said:- • 

"Instead of the conntry being held in the hands of 
n few men, whom one eau :;tlmost count on one'~ 
fingers, we shall have thousands of men holding anfl 
prospering on theh small llolding.s, im;tead of being shnt 
in upon areas of 161) or 6i0 acres, but men who can get 
~pace enough to liye upon an(l prosper upon, as they 
have not been able to do heretofore. I can onlY cou
eeive the pttriJose of some hon. gcntlemr-n in t.his irmu .. e, 
who must have known that 16J acrt·s was not euough 
for a. man to live and rear a family upon. Some may, 
from ignorance of the interior, have thought it was 
enough ; but there were many who ln1ew better, and 
wllo can only have affected to believe it b•~eause it 
~ecured to them the pos~ession of their leaseholds or 
frvcholds without interference." 

Now, that g·entleman had not only given them 
hi$ opinion that 1GO acres was only enough for 
a man to starve on, but he blamed hrm. members 
who had combated that opinion, and he im
pugnecl the motiveR of hon. members when they 
upheld their opinions against his in the House. 
His recantation amounted to this: He said, in 
the opinion of hon. members, 160 acres was a 
good homestead for a man, and, therefore, he 
had brought in the clause ; and he brought it in 
saying that he expressed the opinion of both 
sides of the House in his desire not to curtail the 
privileges that· homestead selectors had before ; 
but he would not give them any further privi
)ej$"es, But the clause the hon. gentleman hau 

hrought forward now was very far from giving 
to the homestead selectors the privileges they 
held before. He (Sir T. Mci!wraith) differed 
with the hfm. gentleman as to the effect the 
homestead clauses had had on the settlement 
of the country. In some cases he believed they 
hac! worked to the detriment of the i::ita te ; 
hnt those cases were few compared with the 
innumerahle instances where the honwstead man 
had settled on the country under the privileges 
of the Act of 1876. It had been a good Act all 
through, and although the Minist-er for Lands 
did not like to see the land go at 2s. Gd when 
other men were willing to pay £1 per acre
although previous Ministers had grumbled at 
that--still a far-seeing _Minister would come 
to the conclusion that after all it was a good 
thing, because it encouraged men to settle down 
in the conntry. \Vhat the hon. gentleman gave 
in place of the home,tead clauses, they had l1efore 
-the privilege that a man coming to the colony 
could get a homestead for himself. \Vherever 
land was thrown open to selection any man had 
the privilege of selecting a homestead for himself. 
\Vherever IarHl wrtb proclaimed open for :-:;election, 
he could mat k out a homestead and sit down on 
it, and he had to pay 2>. Gd. an acre in five yearly 
instalments. \Vhat was it they had got from 
the hon. gentlen1nn now? The hon. gentleman 
had pcrfeetly forgotten the effeet of the amenrl
ments that had be. n made in the Bill. He 
lmd perfectly forgotten that the character of the 
Bill had been considerablv altered, especially 
by having survey before selection, which was 
completely ignored in that clause. Now, here 
was what the homestead selector was to get 
instead of the priYileges he had before, and 
that explanation was to be viewed in the light 
of the assertion made by the :Minister for Lands 
that he harl no desire to curtail the ]Jrivileges 
that the homestead selector had had up to the 
present. Hitherto, the homestead selector could 
go anywhere where land was proclaimed open 
for selection ; but now, to whom was the privi
lege of selecting a homestead confined ? To 
the men whose holdings were actually 160 
acres or less. Let hon. members couple that 
with the fact that it was the Government of 
the day who had the privilege of limiting 
the area that each was to hold. What 
effect would that have? In the first place, 
any Ministry would have the power of actually 
and completely taking away the right of home
stead selection. They had simply to make the 
minimum holding surveyed, Hil acres, and the 
whole of that clause was gone-completely 
gone-because it did not apply to the 320 or G40 
acre lots, but only to holdings of 160 acres or 
less. That was a curtailment of privileg-es with 
a vengeance. The homesteader would be com
pletely at the mercy oi the Government ; he 
would be confined in future to conditions which 
the Minister for L~mcls had informed the Com· 
mittee must be limited to the 160-acre 
lots. A rrmn who had 640 acres would only 
he able to select and make a freehold or 
leasehold to the extent of 160 acres. That was 
supposed to be a privilege given in the Bill. 
\V by, it was making a fool of the land legislation 
of the colony. It was making tt fool of what the 
homestead selector actually believed he wonld 
o11tain from the Bill, and completely ignoring 
public opinion as expressed in the Press. That 
opinion was certainly that the homestead clauses 
had resulted in the settlmnent of the people on 
the land. There had been some evils in connec
tion with them, but they had been more than 
counterbalanced by the good, and there was no 
reason why that good should not continue. But 
the people of the colony were beginning to be 
frightened at the fact that they were not to 
select wherever!and was thrown open for selection, 
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In order to give the homestmtd selector the 
privilege he lmd hitherto had, or something
equal to it, they must give him the right that 
any man had in ~tny part of the colony. He did 
not see why a homestead selector should be con
fined to " piece of land abont which the Govern
ment or the board said, "This i,, an ag-ricultural 
area.': He ~vould give every nuln the right of 
Helectrng at Iton1a, Hurat, Tntnbo, or BlackaJ], or 
wherever he n1ight choo8e to go. \Vhy Hhould 
they frighten ttway the people in that way~ The 
effect of the Bill would be to cut up the Jl"'toral 
districts, ""cl the hornestettd clauses would be 
CJnite excluded. In the next phteP, why should 
not the homesteader have the ri'l"ht to make " 
homestead out of the arett which 1e might hold'! 
Supposing he took up a 640-acre hlock that was 
""'''eyed by the Government, then he should be 
entitled to have his lGO acres out of that counted 
as a home,tead. It was only by making those 
two concessions that the homesteader would 
be placed in the position he was now in. 
'fhere was no que.,tion that the :Minister for 
Lands wao far behind the opinion of the 
country on tlmt subject. By the extraordinary 
way in which he was contriving by that clame 
t.o luck up the land, people everywhere were 
gettin~;" frightened. They could not get a free
hold under £1 a.n acre aud a ten yea.r:;' re~ideuce; 
and the re,nlt of th"t would be that there would 
]Je very little land taken up. If thttt was con
sidered tt great ~tcl vantage by the :Ylinister for 
Lands, he (Sir T. 1\lcilwmith) did not consider 
it was so, tend he was ec1ually certain that the 
country would not see th•· adYttntag-e, nor would 
the Tre~tRurer see the advantage when he ca.u1e, 
in future ye,tr~ if he wai:i iu the Httnw. position 
--or, at <:tll 6VentP., other Trea,snrer"l·-to look 

at the vaca,nt Trettf!ury owing to the opera,
tion of the Act. Besides that, they were 
actually doinq· ttway with the principal induce
ments to immigrants to come to the colony, by 
cutting down the homestead clau,es. Of course, 
he wtts quite sure the Premier, from what he had 
~aid on previous o~casiou::;, would go to work 
v-ery cautiously in altering the laws in such a 
way ns not to allow the evils that had accrued 
to the State from the operation of the present law, 
. Just let hon. member,; comider in what wav the 
homeste"d clauses had worked, and what hac!"been 
done under them. There was evidence that they 
had led to settlement-that there had been legiti
mate settlement undet· those cl"nses, and that 
the evib that had resulted from them were rare. 
Ko doubt there had been some evils by home
steaders making home,;teads out of land that 
they knew was going to be selected under other 
dauses. Some of the homestead men, e,;pe
cictlly in the neig-hbourhood of land thrown 
open for selection, and in small country 
towns, had used their local knowledge to 
obtain selections lar?;er than they ought to 
hav-e had, and h~td been perfectly willing to 
get over the conditions of occupation :ts best they 
could-thus approaching ~ts near to dun1n1ying aH 
ever they possibly could. That was :t disadvan
tage; it \\as a di::;adntntage and a lo~s to the 
people of the colony ; but those who did that 
wcr~ so few that such cases were scarcely worth 
considering. It httd never been a system. Such 
"thing could only be clone by a fm, individuals 
who hac! the local knowledge, and it had re
sulted in very little httrm to the State. There 
had been bonfi fide settlement under the clanses, 
and yet they had the Minister for L:1nds 
daring to say that they were not justified 
in having homestead clanS<""', such as the 
country had enjoyed under the Act of 1876. 
~ot only th"t, but the :\Iinistry iu power at the 
time, or the bo,wd. conic! cmnpletely wipe out 
home,tea.d :<dcct.ion by si m ply making the :Jreas 
over 160 acre~. 8h•.Jul•l such power ab that 

be left to the bmtrd ? 'Why should the privilege 
be limited in the way proposed? It had not 
only heen thus curtailed, but it had been con
fined entirely to the agricultural dbtricts. The 
effect of tlie clause would be to curtail the 
privileges of the homestead selector a hundred
fold. He hoped the Government would see 
their mistake, and, instead of that half-hearted 
acknowledg·ment of what the homesteCLd selec
tors had c!6ue for the colony, retrace their steps, 
aud give them those privilege,; they enjoyed 
under the present law. 

The PRKlvlJER said that the hon. gentleman 
seemed very ang-ry with the :\Iinister for Lancla 
for his '"'tion in respect to homestead selec
tions. 'fhat appeared to be the principal 
]Jart of the hon. gentleman's speech, judging 
from its tone. Now tlmt they had done with 
the :Minister for L"nds in ccmnection with the 
cbuse, he supposed it would be sufficient if, 
for the remainder of the time, they discussed the 
chtuse. J:t was a very singular thing to notice 
the incunsit<tency of the hon. members on the 
other side of the Committee. The hon. mem
ber for Townsville, the other day, when he 
wanted to an:;wer the :\1inister for Land2, 
quoted statistics to prove that all 8Uccessful 
farms were under lf;O acres. The proposition 
the hun. gentleman then wanted to prove was 
that it w'" found by experience that farming, 
to he Rncce;-;f:lful, rnw;t be cc.t.rried on on fR.rlllh 
whose area was less th;tn 1GO acre>. To-day the 
hon. gentlmnan wanted to prove the contrary 
proposition ; ,sn to-(lav he gave then1 an 
opposite argument. The hon. the leader 
of the Opposition then got up, and the 
principal part of hi,; speech was that there 
mud be selection before survev. After having 
cordially supported the change in the proposition 
of the Government-that there 5hould be survey 
before selection-the hem. gentleman made a long 
speech oaying thttt small selectors shonld have 
the vri vileg·e of selecting before survey all over 
the colony. How could they have survey before 
selection, and selection before survey? He had 
uo donht that the hon. member would like 
to so alter the Bill as to make it perfectly 
unworkable, and would advocate any alteration 
if he could succeed in producing that result . 
If they were to haYe survey before selection 
they must necessarily leave it to the Govern
ment to provide suit>tble lam! for settlement. 
That was pointed out before the Committee 
adopted that view. Tt was ]Jointed out that 
it would be in the power of the Government to 
prevent selection in the case of homestead 
Illt:'ll, as in the ca.Re of any other :-;electors. 
They could have the land ·"" divided by roads 
that no one could get n1ore than a ~quare n1ile any~ 
where. All those powers were conferred on the 
Government by the system of survey before 
selection. But if they were going to have the 
principle of selection before survey, they would 
thereby allow a hotnestead man to go to any jJart 
of the colony am! rlo what he liked. Half-a
dozen homeste"d men mig-ht spoil the whole 
surve~" by selecting a little bit here and there. 
and taking the water rights on the reemmed 
area of a run, or on any specially suitable place for 
storing \Vater. That v;as what the hon. gentle
man contended for. He thought that was one of 
the evils of homestead selection. The pritociple 
of allowing the nmn who became a bond jide 
farmer to get the lam! on the easiest possible 
terms was a good one, but the abuse of the system 
was to pick ·out the eyes of the country, and they 
would do so to a much greater extent if they 
\vere allowed to do so in a grazing area. ~urely, 
if they hac! selection before suney in areas of 
160 acres, it would have the effect of prevent
incc tbc g-re;;ter part of !.he land hcing u- •;d 
fof i!ny p·~trpot.,e of ~ettlen1euL except itE prtt)l'Ut 
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purpose. If the hon. member was driving at 
that, his argument would be consistent, as tend
ing to the object he had in view throughout. 
The hon. gentleman did not believe in the Bill ; 
he did not want to see the settlement provosed 
by the Bill, and would sn]Jport any amendment 
that would have the effect of defeating the mea
:;ure. The hon. n1ernber fl:liJ the privileges given 
by the Bill were not PC[ual to those given in 
the existing Act. Tn w htct resl'ect were they not 
8CJLUtl? Under the Bill the homestead selector 
would not be allowed to pick out the best of the 
land altogether and spoil the surveys of all the 
~urrouncling- country. It wa.s not the genuine 
friends of settlement who would desire to give 
privileges of that kind. In what other respect did 
it differ? The area was the oame ; the price was 
the sttme. 'l'he only difference was that the 
terms were easier ; that was the only difference. 

The Hox . • T. M. l\IACRO~SA~: More than 
that. 

The PHEl\IIER: The price was the same ; 
the area was the same ; and the terms were 
easier. 

The Hox .• T. 1\I. ::\{ACl{OSSAX: More than 
that. 

The PHJ£.:\liEH: At least they might he 
easier. At any rate the seleetor would not have 
to pay more than 2s. Gel. on the whole period; 
;md he had got the advantage-he mig·ht dispose 
of it. The homestead selector took it up; he 
made his bargain ; he could do nothing but either 
hold it ti ve ymu·s or lose it altogether ; he could 
not sell it. It was proposed by the clam;e th"t 
the man should have a lettse like anyone else ; 
and it woulrl he optionaJ after seven year,.; to 
convert it into freehold if he lmd lived on it; or 
he could sell it; he was not ohliged to forfeit 
it. It was a great additional privilege given to 
him. He th:mght the changes that were made by 
the clause, compared with the present Act, were 
made equally in the interest of the country and 
of selector:;, rfhe }Jl'tlVi~iOllH Wet·e, a,:; Il8ftl'ly a:; }JOK
Hible, the Rcune~taking away one privilege, t1ul>t 
had been abutied, frmu the !'3elector, and conceding 
the additional privilege he had pointed out. Xot 
a single word had been said till that :1fternoon, 
publicly, l:mgge~ting for a, lllOlllent that the clause 
did not carry out what""'"'' desired, because it was 
:.ts nearly a.nalogon~ to the hon18stea.d ·qystmn as 
was compatible with the general scheme of the 
Bill. In regard to the t'{UggeRtion to in
crease the a.rear, it wtts (le::;irable to n1ake coa
ce::.;sionH to seen re Uon(i .tide occupa,tion. but they 
could not afford to throw away their land for 
nothing. If they were getting- clo.se settlement 
they were not throwing theil· land away for 
nothing. They were getting actual occupiers on 
the land, and nobody, he thought, would object 
now to give then1 the saute pri\ ilege as had been 
given hitherto. vVhat was proposed now Wtts to 
givethmn a greater privilege thn .. u had 1-.JE'engiven~ 
than h11d been asked for. They began in Hi08 with 
80 acres. In 1872 an Act was p>tssed which extended 
the m·ea to 320 am·es, but on the eondition of living 
on the land five years, and paying the full price. 
In 187G the arpa of 80 acres was again reverted 
to for hornesteads, and a. provi::3ion analogous to 
that in the Act r,f 1872 was introduced iu res
pect to fa.rntH in a hmnesteard area., a1Jd per
sonal reoidence was compulsory. In 1879 the 
aren, was ag·ain extended to loO, acres, and it 
had never been suggested that a larger area 
should practically be given away for 2s. Gd. 
an acre. It mu>t be bornP in mind that land 
given away at that price would be probably 
worth more than £1 an acre. He quite agreed 
that in many parts of the colony even :320 
acres would not he enough. They had pn•
vided t!Htt the Cinvernment conld not reduce th•·· 
n1aximum qf gra,jns a.rea:~ bd·.nv 2,J60 acre~. 

\Vhere homestead settlement was likely to be prac
ticable in tht~::;;e parb:;, there was no reason why the 
Government should not survey snmll blocks and 
throw them open for selection. In other parts of 
the colony---and certainly in those places where 
homestead ,.;ettlement could be carried out for 
clo;-:Je set Llenitmt of pen:>ons actually eng:.tged in 
fanning---an area of lGO acres ha cl always been 
cousiderecl mu.st suitable. They had been told 
in one breath there wa~ nothin~ Ho ~neues::iful a~ 
farms of lliO >ecres, and in the next breath that the 
area. wati altogether inRnfficient. l-Ion. 111e1nLers 
did not seem to be consistent in the ;ame speech. 
He had pointed out that the privileges given by 
the elause were rea.lly quite aB great as the 
privileges given under the present law. It was 
a perfectly fair exchange. \Vith >e slight modi
fimttion of detail, it was exactly the same. 
'l'he principle the hon. member advocated would 
be utterly inconsistent with survey before selec
tion. 

The Hox. Sri< 'r. MciL\VHAI'l'H said that, 
if the hon. gentleman would leave out of his 
speeches all tho.-;e portiouH in which he imputed 
bttdmotives to his opponents, and in which he 
miHcon~trued, tllit-iquoted, a,nd affected tu nlit)~ 
under,tttnd them, his speeches would be very 
much slwrter, and it would lead to a better 
nmlerstauding· of the debates. The hon. gentle
umn emnmeneed by oaying that he (Sir T. 
:\[cllwmith), after having warmly advocated 
"n·vey hefon, selection, had tumed round and 
advocated tha,t there should be homeBtead selec, 
tion before stnTey thmugh all parts of the colony. 
~rhe hon. gentlen1an wa.:; wnmg in both re:-:;pects. 
In the first place, he (Sir T . .:llcllwrn-ith) had 
neYer ''nu·rnly .-;upp{lrtecl survey before selection. 
He did not rernmnher having exprestled an 
OlJinion on the subject. The hon. gentlen1an W<.:l.rH 
wrong there. 

The PREMIEH : I did not use any such 
ex}Jrm;:-li_on. 

The Ho:sc. 1-lrn T. :\IcTLvVRAITH : 'l'he hon. 
gentlenHtn said I warmly supported it. 

The l'UKVIIlU{: \\'hether I M:ticl so or not, I 
think so. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWILUTH said he 
did not warmly support it ; he did not rem em her 
having expressed Ml opinion on the subject in 
the House. In the next place he did not advo
cate, no,,~, fn:e selection of hon1e..;teads all oYer 
the colony, and he had taken very good care to 
exp1ain wh:v it was not necesscn-y with the BHl 
as it stood at the present time. \Vhat he did 
advocate wa::-;, to widen the area over which hmne
:-:teaden:3 ~hould. exerci:·ie their privilege consis~ 
tently with the Bill, as it stood now with the 
surniy before selection clauses; and he had 
explained how that could be done by giving to 
every holder of a grazing farm 'Jr of a pastoral 
farm the right to take up a homeste:u!. Under the 
Bill as it stood nnw, the objections raised by the 
hrm. member would not etancl for a moment; 
because the (}overnrnent would have the privilege 
of laying out the selections before they were 
taken up, and could ,.;ee that there was no 
monopoly of water by any !"Wticubr selection. 
It was wmething astonishing to him-perhaps 
he ~hould not say it was a:,tonishing, bec11use he 
had seen it so often in the House-that the hon. 
gentleman, with his lawyer's expertness, should 
have picked up ttll the ideas of the most 
outrageout:ly a,nti- progressive Land :.Yiinister 
they had had in the House, and should advo
cate them with all the arguments which had 
been used in the old days against settlement. 
He was ready to bring up all those old argu· 
1nentti now, when they \vere wanted to defend a, 
colleague who wa.s putting back the colony in 
t.hn m1ttter nf bl!d legislation. \Vhat. he (fii,
T. :IIcilwraith) ;;aid an1'mntecl lo thi~> Thij 
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Minister for Lands stLid he wtts willing that the 
homesteaders should have the privileges they had 
had hitherto. He (Sir T. J\Icilwraith) said that 
under the clause a,, proposed they would ha ,~e 
nothing like the same ['ri vileges. '\Vhereas they 
had hitherto had the privilege of selecting any
where up to 1GO act·es, that wa.s now confined to 
agdcultural farms which had been laid out by the 
Government, aud whichmig·ht be HiOacrh or less. 
The clause did not allow them to go over the same 
ground nor into the same district. Unless con
cessions of that .sort were granted, it waH c1uite 
absurd to talk about having gi,Ten the san1e 
privileges. He believed himself that the price 
of £1 per acre for bnd was ton high for the 
colony. It was too high, considering the 
competition they had in other colnnies, with easy 
acces~ to Inarket by Ineans of rail way ; and it 
was a gre~Lt deal too high con::::;iderin~ the corn
petition they hacl with other parts of the worlrl, 
and especially America. The colony could only 
be ''prosperous colony if it were an inhabited 
colony, and they ought never to lose sight of that 
in their legi.,lation. They ought to legiolate RO 

a~ to encourage people to eom,J: nncl settle on 
the lands. So far as they hotel gone up to the 
present, their legi:->la.tinn wa.~ wor:·•e thnn the 
land legislation of 18Gii, and would have a 
tendency to block settlement : and the object of 
his remarks on the clause, as proposed by the 
1Iinistet· for Lands, w cts to trv and check that 
tendency. He wished to see the land as free as 
possible, consistent with bonc'i fide '*''ttlerrwnt; 
and he believed that objec~ coul<l be attaine.i by 
extending the principle of homestea<1 selection, 
which mig1

1t easily he done quite consistentlv 
with the Bill ''" passed H!J to the vresent time. · 

The PUEMIEH said he did not think he was 
genemlly very obtu,e, but he confessed he could 
not follow the hon. gentletnan's atgtunent:4, 
Takin.\-!' hit! lrLRt spe ,eh with his forruer one, he 
could not make them fit in with one another at 
all. In his last speech the hon. gentleman said 
he did not ask that the homestead selector 
should take up his selection wherever he liked, 
while his first speech appeared to kwe been all 
on that point. \Vhat the hnn. gentlenum wanted 
now was that a.ny grazing fartnershonld he allowed 
to take up a pre-emptive of 1GO acres on his 
farm. 

The Ho:-~. Sm T. :VIuiLvV1LUTH: I said, 
more than that. 

The PREi'IUER: Perhaps it was more. If a 
man were allowed to pre-etupt that, why shnnld 
he not pre-empt two sqna.re miles? The Govern
ment did not propose that the right of pre
emption should he given to any selector unrler 
the Bill, except on the conditions stated. The 
hon. gentlemrrn had not attempted to explain 
how he was going to extend the pri dlege all over 
the colnny, anrl yet have survey before selection. 
He did not remember using the expression that 
the hon. member warmly supported the principle 
of survey before selection; but he certaiuly was 
under the impre,sion-and he belie\·ed most mem
bers of the Committee were under the same im
pression- that the hon. gentleman and his 
friends on that side had cordially and warmly 
supported that princi['le. They h,ccd accepted it, 
at any rate, without a word of pr,;test, and if 
any of them spoke on the subject at all they 
spoke in favour nf it. \Vhether he had used the 
expression or not, he certainly had thou"ht, and 
still thought, that the hon. gentlem;tn, up to the 
present time, had been a warm supporter of the 
principle of survey before selection; and enr 
since that principle was introduced into the 13ill, 
the Bill had been framed on those lines. 

Mr. JORDAK said he had alwayw been a 
strong advocate-he had been called an entlm
&iastic a-dvocate-of farming, in oppo~iticn to the 

idea that it could not possibly be made success· 
fnl in the Australian colonies. He had always felt 
from the beginning, while adntittingthatAustralia 
was essentially a pnstoml country, thttt a great 
portion of the conntry was suitable for agricul. 
tuml pnrpnses ; bnt in the interest' of the work
ing man~-the real uom'1 ,fide fttrmer who would 
till the soil with his own hands~--he did not think 
that large rtreas were desirable. He said so, 
especially, because he had now been enabled by 
observation to verify theories which he held 
t\\~enty-five years ago, and which he advocated 
in the first session of the (lueensland Parliament. 
Nince tlmt time he had liYed for six years in one of 
the most snncessful agricultnral districts in the 
colony-nmnely, the Logan-and he ahvays ob
served that the men who were really successful 
in tilling the soil were the small farmers
men who contented themselve,, with a reason
nble quantity of land, from 40 acre" up to, 
s::ty, lGO acres; whereas a great llUlnbcr of 
persom resident in that di,trict "ho had been 
mnbitious enough to take np large quantities of 
land were almost invariably unsuccessful. He 
thought the home3tead selection provided for by 
the Bill was something like the old system, and 
was quite equal to it. He believed the amendment 
introduced by the hon. :Ylinister for Lands would 
enconrage the particular kind of fanning which 
could he ennie<l on by the real working men. 
lt was often the poorest men in the land who, 
feeling consciou' of the power in their arms of 
clearing the fore,t, tilling the soil, and wringing 
a livelihood out of the ground, and having the 
heart aU<! energy to settle on. the bnd-it was 
oftL~n that cla:-:;:-; \vho ntade agriculture a suc(!ess. 
Tho::-;e rnen were the poorest 1nen aln1ost-n1en 
who bad very little capital. He had often said 
t1H1t the successful men in .Austraha who had 
achieved success, especially as settlers on the 
l::LtHl, even including those engaged in pas
toral occupation, were chiefly those who 
came to the country with little or no money. 
The men who brought out a little fortune 
very easily lost it, but the men who came without 
two sixpences to rub tog0ther, by persevering 
bhour and energy, had been successful in the 
colony. 'That was especially true in reference to 
those who had turned their attention to agri
culture. On those grounds he did not fall in 
with the views advocated by the hon. member 
for Tnwn;;ville. He believed that hon. member 
was as thoroughly in earnest as he himself was
that he believed in settlement by "'n agricultural 
class-but he thought the hon. member made 
a mistake when he considered he was serving 
the interests of the farming class by advo
cating the extension of the area of homesteads 
to 320 acres. lf one portion of the country 
were surveyed into 320-acrc blocks, and another 
into 160-acre blocks, and settled on by agricul
turists, they would find that the 160-acre men 
would be the successfnl men; and on that 
ground he would adhere to the 160 acres. If 
he understood the hon. member for Mulgrave 
aright, that hnn. gentleman was of opinion that 
the homesteader should be anv man who had 
taken up a grazing or an agricultural area in any 
part of the country. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: When a 
man has taken up !JGO acrt s, he should be allowed 
to select HiD acres of that area as a homestead. 

Mr. ,JORDAK: The hrm. gentleman would 
give a man the privileges of a homesteader on 
that 160 acres. But what was that bnt selection 
before survey ? If it was not that it was very 
much like it. After getting 960 acres, a man 
would be able to convert H50 acres of that area
whatever part he liked-into a homestead. He 
nbjected to that altogether, and he could not con· 
ceive how snob a provision could be con~istent 
with the cl!m~e& of the Bill already p;M;sed. 
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The Ho~. Sm T. MoiLWHAITH said th>:~t 
if the hon. gentlenmn considered the d>:~te on 
which the clause w>:~s printed and circul>:~ted he 
would see wh>:~t >:~n >:~bsurd speech he lmd just 
m>:~de. He said th>:~t to give" man the privilege 
of m>:~king a lGO-act·e homestead out of !JGO acres 
would be >:~llowing free selection before survey, 
which wtts tt privilege he ought not to have. But 
the clause was circulated by the Government >:~s 
their own >:~mendment on the Land Bill before 
t-;Urvey before ;.;election vvas agreed to, if not 
before it w>:~s contemplated; and it was meant 
to give the right of selecting homesteads oYer the 
whole of the >>gricultural areas of the colony. So 
that it not only gave a man the rig·ht to select 
the best pm-t of his own farm, but the very be.,t 
part of any agricultur:1l are>:~. · 

The PHEJ\IIER said the clause was certainly 
circulated before the principle of survey before 
selection was >:~dopted; but as it., bnguage was 
exactly applic>:~ble to the ::Lltere<l principle, no 
ch>:~nge w>:~s made. Did the hnn. gentleman 
think the Government had not c>:~refully con
sidered the cl>:~use since the :1memlment to which 
he had referred was made? The only difference 
was that before the principle of survey before 
selection w>:~s adopted >:~ny selector woulci br >:~ble 
to take his pick wherever he chose, whereas, 
now, the land h>:~d to be surveyed before it could 
be t>:~ken up. 

The Hox. Sm T. MoiLWHAITH: What is 
the difference? 

The PREMIER said they could not have the 
two principles tog·ether, as the hon. gentlem>:~n 
knew very well. They could not have both 
survey before selection, and selection before 
survey ; >:~nd the Committee had un>:~nimously 
>:~greed to h>:~ve survey before selection. The 
principle they had adopted gave gre:1t power 
to the Government, but any Government that 
>:~ttempted to abuse that power would very soon 
be called to order by l:'arliament. 

The HoN . • T. M. MACROSSAN said th>:~t 
if he held the opinions entert>:~ined by the hon. 
member for South Brisb>:~ne he certainly should 
not support the Bill. The hon. member said 
that the sm>:~ller the >:~rea the more successful w>:~s 
the selector. He did not know wh>:~t particular 
>:~re>:~ the hon. gentlenmn considered the best
it might be 5, 10, or 12 :1cres-but the Bill 
enabled a man to takp, up !JGO acres. Therefore, 
:1ccording to the :1rgument of the hon. member, 
the Bill must be encoumging men to ruin them
selves. But it w>:~s hardly worth while to 
>:~rgue on the success of srrmll farms, as op
posed to large farms. Everybody knew th>:~t 
they paid under certain conditions >:~nd in 
cert>:~in places ; and everybody knew >:~lso 
that f>:~rms ten times the size, which paid in 
certain pl>:~ces, would not p>:~y in other places 
under other conditions. Farming· must be 
regulr.ted >:~ccording to the conditions of the 
country-the soil, clim>:~te, >:~nd other matters
so that it was preposterous to >:~rgue >:~bout small 
:1nd large brms, which were simply relative 
terms. The le>:~der of the Government' had made 
two or three slight mist>:~kes in the little speeches 
he lmd made on the cl::Luse. He >:~ccmed the 
hon. member for J\fulgrave of h>:~ving warmly sup
ported survey before selection ; he thennari·owed 
it down to .the Opposition side h>:~ving warmly 
Rupported tt; >:~nd then he s>:~id that they 
did not protest >:~g::Linst the principle. That, 
certainly, was refining down what he said-it w:1s 
almo;t like the " three black crows." The fact 
of the matter was that he (Hon. J. 1\I. M>Lcrt•ssan) 
was the only member on his side who supported 
survey before selection. He believed in the 
principle now; but surely his side of the Com
mittee were not responsible for opinions to which 
he g>:~ve expression ! If one side were held res-
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ponsible for the opinions expressed by any one 
member, some stmnge things could be fathered 
on the Government side. If the I'remier took 
the tremble to look at Hansard he would 
find th>:~t he was the only member on the 
Opposition side who supported survey before 
sele~tion. The Government seemed very :1nxious 
to accept the principle, the only protest coming 
from the ::\Tinister for L:1nds, who thought he 
could not find surveyors enough. He believed 
th>:~t hon. gentleman was now convinced th>:~t he 
would be able to find enough surveyors, >:~nd that 
he would be able to pbce a sufficient C[Uantity of 
surveyed l>:~nd in the m>:~rket for selectors. In 
speaking to the cbuse, he did not think he w>:~s 
inconsistent, as the leader of the Government 
seemed to think, in advocating 320-acre home
ste::Lds, even though he h>:~d C[twted st>:~tistics to 
prm·c that small brmers were successful in 
nmny parts of the world. He was C[Uite prepared 
to quote the same statistics again; and he believed 
that small farmers had been successful in Queens
land. 13ut it lmd been in certain places, :1nd 
under cert>:~in conditions. Snmll farms had been 
successful at Rosewood, l<'assifern, and other 
places; but if the s>:~me men were phced on br 
l>:~rger :1re>:~s in other parts of the colony they 
would not be nearly so successful. Everything 
depended upon circumst::Lnces, >:~nd he wanted 
the circumctances to be bro>:~dened-not n>:~rrowed 
clown to 160 acres. He w>:~nted power to be 
inserted in the Bill by which men, in some phces 
and under certain circumstances, might be able 
to t:1ke up 320 >:~cres; and there were hon. mem
bers on the other side, he thought, who were of 
his opinion in that m>:~tter. As to the :1rgument 
th:1t the colony could not >:~fford to throw aw:1y 
its l:1ncl, th:tt was :1ll nonsense. They would 
not be throwing away the l>:~nd if they 
g:1ve it for nothing to men who would 
>:~ctu>:~lly live upon it and cultivate it. That 
would be far better than getting wh>:~t the 
Government in which the present Premier was 
Attorney-General used to c>:~ll a ''sufficient price" 
-a thing with which he (Hon. J.M. M>:~crossan) 
never agreed, bec>:~use the only re>:~! "sufficient 
price" w>:~s cultivation. It must not be forgotten 
that they were in competition with a country 
which gave the s:1me number of acres-
160-for nothing. Some hon. members talked 
as if the L>:~nd Bill would encoumge immi
gmtion from Europe, but he (Hon. J. M. 
J\1>:~cross>:~n) failed to see where the encourage
ment can1e in, when a n1an could go across 
the Athmtic from Europe in ten days, t>:~ke up 
160 acres of land, mtd get the title-deeds of it 
for nothing >:~fter h>:~ving lived upon that land 
for five years. The people of that country did 
not believe they were throwing >:~w>:~y their 
land ; they knew f>:~r better th>:~n th:1t ; and had 
American statesmen, eighty ye:1rs :1go, given less 
encouragement to persons to t>:~ke up homeste>:~ds, 
the popubtion of th>:~t country now, instead of 
being ne>:~rly 60,000,000, wotild probably lmve 
been not more than 20,000,000 or 25,000,000. 
He had no sympathy with people who talked 
>:~bout giving aw>:~y the land for nothing. Better 
give it aw:1y, he s>:~id, and h:1ve it settled. He 
would like to he:1r from the Minister for Lands 
whether he was willing to accept >:~n extension of 
the >:~re>:~ to 320 >:~cres. He did not w>:~nt the 
honour and glory of proposing an :1mendment 
of th:1t kind, especi>:~lly as it W::Ls far more likely 
to be successful if moved by some hon. member 
on the other side. The Government looked at 
anything coming from the Opposition with >:~n 
eye of suspicion, as if no "good thing" could 
come " out of Nazareth." Look at the northern 
]mrt of the colony, and :1sk what a man could do 
with 160 acres, especi>:~lly where there were no 
markets, as there were in the South. Most of the 
good land on the coast had already been selected. 
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The PREMIER : No. 
Mr. GROOM: Hear, hear! 
The HoN. J. l\I. MACROSSAN : l\Iost of 

the good land that was fit for agriculture, on eas1· 
terms, had been selected. That was the case as 
far north as Cooktown. 

The PREMIER : No. 

The HoN. J. l'II. MAOROSSAX said he had 
had better opportunities of becoming acquainted 
with the facts than the hon. gentleman, as he 
had not only seen the towns, but had travelled 
on the main roads as well. ·where would the 
hon. gentleman get land at present in the 
Burdekin Delta, in the Cairns district, on the 
Mossman, or on the Daintree? The best and 
the most accessible of that land had beii'n 
taken up. Such being the case, it would be 
unfair to the people in the northern portion 
of the colony to confine them to the same 
area-160 acres-as in the South. He would be 
willing to accept ttn amendment giving the 
Government power to proclaim certttin areas 
within which 160 acres would be the maxi
mum, and other areas within which 320 acres 
would be the maximum, leaving it to the 
Government and their officers to decide where a 
man might expect to make a living from the 
smaller acreage. There were plenty of such 
spots in the country-plenty of spots where a 
man could make a living off 40 acres, or even less 
-as Chinamen, near Brisbane, did off 5 or 6 
acres. But those were exceptional patches of 
soil, and could not be taken into calculation. 
If the Minister for Lands was willing to accept 
the amendment he had suggested, he should 
support him ; if not, he should propose the 
amendment himself. 

The MINISTER J!'OR LANDS said that 
whether a man could get a living off 160 acres or 
not depended upon a great many conditions, but 
generally speaking that are>a was large enough for 
that purpose, if well watered or near a market. In 
taking up a homestead those were the first things 
a man took into consitleration. If a man took 
up 320 acres in the back country, he would be in 
just as miserable a position as if he had taken 
up only 160 acres, except that the grazing area 
would be larger. There wa3 ample land in the 
North, and in many of the southern parts of 
the colony, where a man might settle upon 160 
acres with a certain prospect of success. It 
was quite true that a large proportion of the 
best lands in the best localities in the North had 
been taken up in areas of from G40 to fi,120 
acres, and on which there would be no settle
ment for years to come-not, perhaps, until they 
were cut up andsold to smaller ho!Llers. But that 
was the fault of past legislation and administra
tion-chiefly administration -because there should 
have been some knowledge of the character and 
quality of those lands before they were allowed 
to be made away with. Indeed, to allow those 
rich lands to be alienated on the terms they were 
seemed to be absolutely a crime of the worst 
kind, and one which he did not wish to see 
repeated. There was one case in which 15,000 
acres of rich sugar land had been taken up in one 
lot. The land was certainly taken up in the 
names of three people, but all the lots adjoined, 
""nd it was well known to be in the possession of 
one man. That was a thing the Government 
desired to stop. As to the queJtion whether 160 
acres were sufficient, there were very few agricul
turists possessing that number of acres who were 
able to utilise more than half of it in cultivation. 
To increase the area to 320 acres, w that people 
could take up back country, would be perfectly 
futile ; 320 acres would be of no more use there 
than 160. It might be something that a man 
conic! put up a home and live upon, if he were 
~ngaged at clay work or contwct work ; but to 

think of making a living out of the land itself 
was a.n absurdity, unless it vvas situated nearsmne 
large centre of population, such as Charters 
Towers, or other large inland towns. l\Ien might 
be able to live upon small areas in such localities; 
and there was nothing in the Bill to pre
vent the Government from putting up the 
land in such areas as to suit the wants of 
the people. They could set aside areas to 
be dealt with under the homestead clauses, near 
townships in the interior, where 160 acres would 
be of use. He could r1uite conceive that HiO 
acres would be of use to a man carrying on the lmsi
ness of a carrier, or who occupied a portion of his 
time in shearing, and at other times took contracts 
for darn-1naking, fencing, and so on. He could 
make a home, and keep a few milkers and 
working horses; and 1GO acres would be sufficient 
to meet the wants of people of that class. The 
hon. gentleman also said that the Government 
were n1ore incline([ to accept suggestions frorn 
their own side than from the other. He (the 
Minister for Lands) thought it was only natural 
that they should do so, because the views of mem
bers on their own side were much more likely 
to be in accord with their own than the views 
of hon. members opposite. The hon. gentleman 
had asked him if he were inclined to "ccept an 
amendment increasing the area to 320 acres, and 
in reply he had to say, distinctly and definitely, 
that he was not, because he held that lGO acres 
were sufficient for the purpose intended. If there 
were no other means of acfjuiring land than under 
the clause, there would be something in the hon. 
gentleman's contention; but the provisions of 
the Bill for obtaining land in any part of the 
country-whether agricultural or pastontl-were 
so easy that he did not even suppose that the 
clause would be availed of to any great extent, 
except in special localities ; and in regard to 
those the Government would be prepared to 
meet the deman<l as fast as it arose. 

Mr. GROOM said he had always been a warm 
supporter of the homesteltd clauses from the time 
of their first introduction in the Land Act of 
1868. He was also a very strong supporter of 
the amended homestead clm>ee", which were 
brought in by the gentleman who was l\rinister 
for Lands at the time, the Hon. .J. l\lalbon 
Thompson, in 1872, when it wa< found necessary 
from the practical working of the Act of 1868 to 
increase the area to 320 acres ; and it was done 
in this way :~An imn1igrrtnt arriving in the 
colony, and having what was called "" selection 
order," could select 120 acres of agricultural 
land, or 320 a01·es, comprising both agricultural 
and pastoral bnrl, on the following conditions: 
That he paid for ten years for the agricultural 
land 1s. 6d. per acre per annum, and for the 
pastoral land !le!. per acre per annum, that being 
the full price fixed by the Act of 18GS. linder 
that Act there could be no doubt that a very con
siderable amount of settlement took place in 
different portions of the colony, because men 
were able to select agricultural and pastoral land 
combined. He knew himself some of the best 
homestead farmers in the colony who were in
duced to settle under the provisions of that 
Act ; and consequently, when, in 187G, it w>ts 
proposed to sweep those clauses away, and 
to introduce the SO-acre system, he g>tve 
the proposal his most strenuous opposition. 
He was one of those who thought that no 
very great harm could arise if, under certain 
conditions, the area of 1GO acres was increased, 
in certain portions of the colony, to S20 acres; 
because there was no doubt that they had a 
great variety of climate to deal with. He knew 
some portions of the colony where if a man 
h>td even 40 acres of land he ought to do 
exceedingly well. 'fhere were <lther plaec.s where 
a man with 80 acres could tlo very well 
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indeed; and other places where if a man 
had 160 acre~ he would have almost a for
tune in his hands. Again, there were other 
places-he could go so far as to say, within 
100 miles of Brisbane-where a man with 320 
acres, who did not wish to go in for agricultura,l 
but for pastoral occupation, would find it as much 
as he could do to ma,ke a living. He took it 
that the object of homestead clauses was to 
attract population to the shores of the colony. 
He believed that that was the primary object of 
the Legislature in 18GR, and had been from that 
time to the prh<ent. Bearing in mind that that 
was their object, let them look at wlmt was 
being done elsewhere for the same purpose. 
They knew that there had been for many years 
past a steady and continuous stream of the very 
best farming popnlation from Great Britain, and 
also from the continent of }:m·ope, into .\mel'ica, 
and on a smaller S<'ale into Canarla. The 
question then naturally suggested itself-what 
facilities were there for immigration to those 
places ? \V ell, he held in his hand a book, a 
copy of which was given to every immigrant 
immediately he lamkd on the shores of 
America, in New York, and he there found 
that not only wns the immigrant invited to 
go to America and settle down upon its splendid 
land, but he had a homestead given to him for 
nothing~Aitnply on the condition of ret:iiding con
tinuously upon it for five years. In Canada equal 
facilitie:, were offered. There the head of the 
family was not only made a free pre,ent of 160 
acres of land, but he might pre-empt 200 acre, 
1nore, and after a certa.in residence he gnt 
that land at a dollar per acre. So that tlu;, 
facilities for inducing mnigrants to go to both 
1\n1erien. and Canada 'vere infinitely superior 
to anything that Wl\S offered by any of the 
Australian colonies. Then they must bear in 
mind that the voyage to those countries was 
comparatively short; and if a man found that 
thing:;; vv~ere not so pleasing as he anticipated 
it would be very easy for him to earn suffi
cient money to take him back to his own country. 
Bnt the case wa' very different with an immi
grant coming to Australia. He had to break 
up his home, and come lG,OOO miles, and, 
no matter whether things were as he anti
cipated or not, he must remain. Looking at 
the matter from that point of view, he could 
not see that the Government would be com
mitting any breach, or at all overstepping the 
bounds of discretion, if, a' the hon. member 
for Townsville had suggested, they extended 
the homestead area in certain districts to 320 
acres ; because, although lGO t1cres might be 
sufficient in some cases, it would be perfectly 
inadequate in others. '.Vhen he mentioned the 
other clay that, from what he had seen during 
his travels up north, he belieYed a large propor
tion of the agricnltnral land there had been 
already selected, the hon. the leader of the Oppo
sition \Yas kind enough to Ray "Ko," but he was 
glad to find that he was now borne out by the 
hon. member for Townsville. 

An HoNOntAmE ME1IBEI\: The leader of the 
Government, not the lcctder of the Opposition. 

Mr. GROO~I: No; the leader of the Oppo
sition said so, and it is recorded in Jian<rt?'d. 

The HoN. Sm T. M oiL '.VHAI'rH When? 

Mr. G ROO~f said that, when spE,aking upon a 
similar question to the one no\v nncler discussion, 
he said that a large portion of the best agricultural 
lands of the colony had been alreacl~- selectecl, 
and was in the hands of large proprietors. The 
hon. Inmnber forl\Inlgntve then :-:aid ''~o," but he 
Wa8 glad to find tlutt the hon. !llernber for 
Townsville hatl that afternoon lJo!'IIe out what 
he had previnewly '"'i<l. 'l'lmt w;~s one of the 
rea,;on,; why he thun;;ht it would be <JUitc cum-

petent for the Ministry to extend the homestead 
selections in certain portions of the colony to 
320 acres, in place of 1GO ; because selectors 
could not get 1(i0 acres of really i)OOd agricul
tnmlland-they must take a considerable por
tion of inferior land to make up the 160 acres. 
He knew that homestead selection had done good. 
'.Vith regard to the remarks which fell from the 
Minister for Lands on the second reading of the 
Bill, he would g·o so far as to say that he knew 
himself of certain cases where homesteads were 
taken up nnder Yery improper circum~tances. 
He knew cases in which the proprietor of a 
station had nsed a nmnLer of his hands to take 
up 320 acres each-user! them as dummies. He 
knew of others who had taken up lGO acres, 
:end put npon those homesteads the most primi
tive improvements-a hut that a blackfellow 
would scarcely live in, which barely complied 
with the provisions of the Act-and for no 
other purpose than to secure the homestead 
and sell it to the first person who was 
pre1 >ared to buy it. He agreed with the hon. 
member for Mulgrave, in saying that they had 
had a considemble amount of good settlement 
under the homestead clauses of the Act of 1876, 
ant! he thonght it was within the province of 
the Government to extend that settlement by 
fixing the area in certain districts even as lo'v 
as RO acres, and extending it to 320 acres in 
other districts where they could not get sufficient 
agricultural land to satisfy the homestead selee
tor, and where he would have to t"'ke in a large 
proportion of pa,toral land. There was an 
omission in that homestead clause, and it was 
this : In the Land Act of 1868, after very careful 
consideration, there was inserted-and he thonght 
the hon. member for Townsville would correct 
him if he was wrong-but he believed what was 
inserted was a fac-simile of what was in the 
American Act :-

" Xo lands aC<Lnircd nnder the foregoing provisions 
shall, in any en•nt, become liable to the satisfaction of 
any debt or drbts contractecl prior to the issuing of the 
Crown grant thereof." 

That provision had been in all their statutes up 
to the present time; but it was not inserted in 
the homestead clanses of the present Bill, nor 
had any explanation been given as to why it was 
left out. ~'1. petition had been sent in request
ing the repeal of that clause, upon the ground 
that it opened the door to a very great amount 
of fraud. A homestead selector might go to a 
storekeeper and run up a heavy account and 
refu,e to pay it, and then the storekeeper or the 
merchant, as the case might be, when he tried 
to recover judgment, would find that he could do 
nothing until the Crown grant was issued to him, 
and, in the meantime, as soon as the selector had 
seemed his certificate, it was competent for him 
to sell the land, and in that way evade his 
creditors. He did not think cases of that kind 
were nun1erous ; not enough so to justify the 
abolition of the principle; and therefore there 
was no reason why it should not be re-inserted. 
Perhaps the Minister for Lands would be able 
to inform the Committee why that particular 
provision was left out. He had been a strong 
supporter of every facility being given by the 
Government in extending homestead selection to 
the most extreme boundary. Looking at the 
great distance of Australia from the mother
country-over 15,000 miles-and the enormous 
advantages which were offered, not only by the 
United States Government, but also by the 
nun1erous land-grant cmnpa,nies, \Vho abnost gave 
away land, they ought to endeavour to offer 
ecpml facilities to try and bring people to this 
colony, even if they gave thent the land for 
nothing. Considering the variety of climate 
and that in some caFeH, o\ving- to dronL~'ht, 
the wheat crops might be a total failure, the 
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lGO-acre homestead man might he utterly 
ruined, and he thought there would he nothino
contrary to the provisions of the Bill if a clans~ 
were drafted providing that in certain districts 
the area might be extended for pastoral home
steads to 320 acres. He could not see that any 
great hardship would accrue, or that it would lie 
inconsistent with the provisions of the Bill. 

Mr. NORTON said he rruite agreerl with what 
had been said by the hon. g·entleman who had 
just spoken, that a very desimble settlement had 
taken place in the colony under the homestead 
clauses. In some cases the settlement had 
not been desirable; but taking it all through 
the colony, in all districts, it had been such 
that every district had been benefited by it. 
He agreed with what had been said of the 
de~irability in Rome ca;;;es of allm.vlug a greater 
nrea than lGO acres to be trtken up under 
the clause which had been proposed. It was 
quite evident, he was sure, to anyone who 
was acquainted with the different parts of 
the colony that an area of lGO acres would be 
almost useless in some cases. He did not 
see why that kind of settlement should not 
be encouraged by allowing· a selector to bke 
up a larger area. J3ut before that parti
cul'.'r question was gone into, he thought it 
des1rable to say a few words on the clause 
generally. The Premier contended, when he 
spoke a short time ago, that a settler taking 
up land under this Bill, by the clm1se now pro
posed, would have almost all the advantages of 
a settler under the pre&ent Act. He must have 
overlooked some points contained in the amend
ment which was now before the Committee. In 
the first place, under the existing Act, a selector 
took U)l a homestead selection, as rertuired in the 
43rd clause :-

,,Every homestead selector ~hall continnom~ly ana Uon(Z 
.fide reside on the land during the whole oi' the said 
term of five years." 
Of cour,e, if a strict interpretation were put 
upon that provision, a selector would be bound 
to reside upon the land during the whole of that 
time; but a wider interpretation had been 
put upon it, which allowed the residence of the 
family to mean the residence which was re<juired 
by the Act. He knew persons who had not 
resided continuously upon the land; but they 
h,od made their homes there, and their families 
had lived there while they had been away for 
months, employed either as carriers or shearers, 
or as bushmeu, and such like. They had had all 
the advantages of having a home for their families 
without being bound down to live continuously 
on that selection during the whole term of their 
probation. There was no such provision under 
the Bill. According to the amendment the 
selector mu~;t personally resiclc. 

The PRE:\UEH : It is the ~ame language. 
::\fr. J'\ORTON said that was a mistake. The 

elau~e :-;aiel :-
•· B~· the (~oniiunon:'i nud l;r;ua fiflp resiflonce on the 

holdiug of the original lessee himself." 

\Vhen such terms as those were used, it was 
impossible to interpret it to mean illlyone but 
the original lessee. If the same phraseology 
had been used in the present Act, the wider 
interpretation he had referred to could not 
have been put upon it. Under the clause 
before them it was absolutely impossible to 
interpret it to mean anything other than 
the form there used-it absolutely applied 
to the holcler of the la!Hl himself ; so that 
a ca.rrier who wi~hed to e::_trrv on his 
ordinary work, which sometimes "'took him 
away for 1nonths from hiH own horne, would 
not be entitled to the privileges which other men 
would have in taking np land under the Bill. 
Jle pointed ihat out, because he thonsht it 

necessary, if the Minister for Lands desired that 
carriers should ha,-e the advantages they ought 
to have under a cla,use of that kind, to amend 
that particular subsection of the clause in order 
that it mig·ht not apply to the man himself only 
but to his family, in the event of their residing 
on the selection in his absence. Again, there was 
a provision made in the clause that, in the event 
of the death of the originalle"see, the condition 
of occupation might be performed by other 
members of his family ; but it appeared to him 
that, if the les"ee made a will before he had the 
opportunity of getting the land as a freehold, the 
family could not get the advantage of it. There 
w11s " prcnision nmde that in the event of his 
rlying intestate, nnd the condition of occurJation 
being performed by the rest of his family, if 
he had a widow, she might "tender such proof 
to the comnliHtlioner, and, upon n1aldng such 
proof and such Jmymcnts as aforesaid" she 
should be entitled to the deed of grant of 
the lane!. But it was only the widow-no 
other member of the familv could fulfil the 
conditions required of the o1:iginal selector and 
be entitled to the deed of grant ; so that if 
a 1nan was a w·idower and had a fanlily, though 
they might fulfil all the conditions required of 
himself, they \Hmld not be entitled to the deed 
of grant under the clause as it now stood. Only 
one person could be so entitled, and that was the 
widow, in the event of there being one, and then 
only if the selector died inte,;tate. There was 
no provision 1nade for the selection going to any
one named in a will made by the original 
lessee. Under the present Act there was such a 
provision made, not only in the event of the 
originalle,,see having made a will, but if there 
was no will left, by which the property would 
go to the next of kin of the originalles,ee, who
ever the person might be. Clause 45 of the Act 
of 187G provided that-

" In the case of the death of a homr~tead selector 
after his aprllicaticn. and l1cfore the expiration of t.he 
time limited for making proof of the performance of 
conditions, all his rigllt. title. and interest in the said 
land shall pass to the llCrsons follmving; that is to 
say,-

1. H the selector have marle a "'!'-'rill to the persons to 
whom the same shall thereby be giYen; 

2. If the selector died intestate, to hi8 widow (if 
any) for her own use; and if he leave no widow, 
then to his personal representatiYes for the 
l)enelit of all hi:s ehildren lif any) in 8(11utl 
!:'hares; and if he leave no children, then for 
the benefit of hi:;; next of kin, aecorcling to the 
:-::tatutes for the (lh;;tnbntiou of personal estate. 

And the person to whom such rjgl1t, title, or interes-t 
shall pass under the }ll'OYi.siou:; of tl!i.s Hection may. at 
au~' time 'YiLhin two yrars after the death of the 
selector. an cl without bc'tng- liable in the meantime to 
the performance of any eonditior1s other than the pay
ment of thP annual in~talments, ~ell the :-;aid land for 
the benefit of the perl3ons beneficially cntitlell thereto." 

So that under the present Act, if a selector died, 
and pttyrnents were HHlde by .his heirs, vvhoever 
they might be, then they wonld get the benefit 
of the land, in the same way as if he had fulfilled 
all the conditions himself, and applied for the 
deed of grant. It appeared to him to be the 
effect of the clause now proposed, that, in the 
first place, the selector himself must, personally, 
continuouHly reside on his selection for the whole 
of the term ; and in the Hecond place, only in the 
event of hio dying intestate could his widow, and 
no other person, be placed in a position by which 
she might acquil"P the land. 

The PRRlVIIER said the hon. gentleman 
a,,:ked \Yhy, in the ca.se of a 1ua11 1naking a vvill 
all(] dyins·, the persons interested unrler the will 
shonld not become entitled to the land by residing 
on it and fulfilling the conditions. There was 
no reason wh:ttevcr why they should not become 
entitled to the lm1d. The dausc was drawn Ul' 
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expressly with thlLt view. Thttt WlLS provided 
for in the clause, if the hon. geutleman would 
only reltd it. 

Mr. l'\ORTON : Where? 

'J'lw J'JtENTTElt said the hrm. gentlemau 
would find it provided for in subsection 1 ( U) 
which sltid :-

"In rase of the death of the originallcj\'~ee bei'orc be has 
so resided fm• live years, by the continuous and bona 
fide residence ot' sw:h lessee on the holding for a portion 
of that period, and by the continuous and !Jon(! .fide 
residence on the holding fot· the remainder of the period 
of some person beneficially intere...,ted in the hol<ling 
under the will, or a:s one or the next of kin, of the 
original lessee." 
That provide<] for the cltses whether a man died 
withont " will or with a will. If he died with 
a will the land could be acquired by the person 
under the will. The hon. gentlenmn raised 
another point on the subsectiou (a)-

" By the eontinnons awl hrma fide residence on the 
holding of the orig·inalle~sce himself." 
He did not know that there wlts any difference 
between that and the language of the present 
home8tead cbmes. He thought the same 
language was used in both. The fact of a 1nr1n 
being- a carrier, and being away while his wife 
resided on the selection, <lid not make him any 
the less " ooiU1 ,tide resident. A man might 
be separltted from his wife occa8ionally and 
still Le held to be a resiclent on the selec
tion-his home was there. He might go to 
England for six months, and still be a oom1 
jide resident-it did not make the selection any 
the less his home; but if he really rnltde hi, 
home MJmewhere else that would be something 
quite different. Another hon. gentlenmn hltd 
asked why the provision stttting that lands 
acquired by the homestead selector should not 
become liable for the satisfaction of any debt 
incurred by him, was not inserted in the clause. 
He eould never see any advantage in exempting 
any clltss in the community from the liability to 
pay their debts. He had seen many cases in which 
men httd taken advantage of the clause, ltnd 
refused to pay their debt~. It was a monstrouf' 
thing for the Stltte to give a man property worth 
£1GO or more, and tell him that it was not to be 
liable fur the satisfaction of his debts, and he 
neerluot pay them unless he liked. He sltw no 
reason why that system should be perpetnltted. 
He had never known any instances of it having 
done any good, and he had known many instltnces 
in which it had done a greltt deal of harm. 

Mr. NORTON said he thought the hon. mem
ber lmrdly followed him in what he said with 
regard to the question of the will. The condi
tion uf re:;idence might be performed by the 
originaJ lessee hiinself, or, in the event of his 
death, continuous residence might be performed 
by his next of kin ; but there was only one 
person who could secure the title-deed, and that 
per:,on was the widow, if the origi1ml lessee left 
a widow. 

The PREMIEll : l'\o. 
Mr. NORTON: Yes; that certainly was 

shown to be the Cltse in subsection 2. 

The PREMIER : If he dies intestltte. 

Mr. NOllTON Sltid it was provided, if tho 
original lessee died intestate, that the widow 
could secure the freehold, but nobody else. No 
other member of the family could do so, because 
there \Vas no provision made for Becuring the 
freehold to anyone but the origilml lessee him
self, except in the event of his dying intestate, 
and then his wid(nv, if he had one, n1ight secure 
it. Those were the only provisions mttde. 

The PRE:YIIER said the title given under the 
Bill was a leasehold, ttnd the ordinary principles 
of law came in. It wtts not necessary that the 

ordinlLry principles of the law about succession 
should be inserted in a Bill dealing with the 
land, except whore certain exceptions were nmde. 
There was one exception in the elatme, ltrtd tlutt 
wlts to savethewidowexpcnse. Upnnthedeathof 
the original le~~t=~o the lea.se went to his uxecutor!-i, 
if he made "will. If the original lessee mac le a will 
the residence could be performed by the persons 
beneficially intereBted under the will, and at the 
expiration of five years the executor could con
vert it into a freehold upon the payment of half
a-crown an acre. That was the case of a rnan 
dying ttnd leaving " will. In the case of a 
selector who made no will, if nothing was 
provided otherwise under the Bill, the lease 
would pass to the Cumtor of Intestate Estates. 
In snch a case the "-idow, who was the person 
entitled to a<lminister, would have to go to the 
expense of applying to the Supreme Court for 
letters of administmtion if she wished tu seeure 
possession of the selection ; but the 2nd sub
section provided that she could get the laud 
without going to that expense. Thltt was all it 
provided. A special exemption of tlmt kind 
could not be Inade a genera,} provh;ion applying· 
to other persons besides tbe widow, because then 
it would be necessary to find out who was 
entitled to the lltnd, and that was a matter for 
the Supreme Court. 

Mr. NOHTON said he could quite understand 
the explanation of the hem. gentlenmn in refer
ence to a case in \vhich the origina1 lessee died 
intestate ; but he thought subsection (n ), which 
provided that there mnst be continuous lionr1 fide 
resiclenc~ on the holding of the original lessee, 
would h:we to be amendcrl in order to allow 
residence by the family of a selector to be taken 
into considemtion. As the clause stood, it was 
irnpemtiYe that residence should be performed 
by the lessee himself, and that certainly was not 
the )Jhraseology of the Act of 187G. 

The PREMIER said the phrltseology was 
exltctly the same as that in clause 53. The 
latter provided that occurmtion on every selection 
"shall be by the continuous and /,onri .fide resi
dence on the bnd of the lessee himself, or by 
some other person who is the actual oond .tide 
manager or agent of the lessee." But in the 
clau:;e now before the Committee they wanted to 
draw the distinction tlmt residence by bailiff 
should not be allowed. Similar words were used 
in the Act of 187G in respect to personal residence 
on a selection. 

Mr. JOJtlJAJ'\ said that, as the hon. member 
for Townsvillo was now in his place, he would 
mlLke a few remlLrks in reference to the hem. 
gentleman's ob::;ervation on his contention res~ 
pecting 160-acre homesteads. He (:\Ir. Jordan) 
waR a great believer in agricnlture in the 
hands of oow1 fide farmers - men with a 
snmll capital-the cattier chtss. He thought 
the hon. gentleman went with him there, because 
he had said in that Chamber tl1at s'Jch men were 
most successful in America. But because he 
(:\lr. Jordan) held that view it did not follow 
that he did not belie Ye in the other principles of 
the Bill which made arrltng·ements for occupa
tion of other parts of the country by capitali~ts. 
That was one of the grand features of the Bill. 
Instead of having the country occupied by 
wha.t were called "squatters," who were gene
rally men with large capital and holding vast 
areas, it was proposed to give security of 
tenure to them for one-hlLlf of their runs if they 
gave up the other hlLlf, and on the latter to 
settle smltll pastoralbts. In reference to the 
statement of the hrm. member for 2\Inlgra\'e
that, if he (:Mr. ,Jordan) had read the amend
ments and considered that they were brought 
on before the Committee lmd lt!firmed the prin
ciple of survey before selection, he would lmve 
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seen the absurdity of his arguments·-ho would 
say that those amendments seemed to fit in exactly 
with the principle of survey before selection, in
asmuch as those holdings wonld be selected as 
suitable especially for agricultural occupation 
or the tillage of the soiL That was one of the 
grand argutnents in favour of MUTV('Y before 
selection. In the Act of 1SGO, the Legislature 
affirmed that principle. Instead of allmving 
persons to go and select their own little brms 
anywhere as they did in I'{ ew South vV ales, 
it was insisted that there should be survey 
before selection, and agriculturn,l reserves 
were chosen by the Government in suitable 
localities near to large towns or on navigable 
rivers, so that not only should a farmer 
be able to secure good !ann, but he woulcl 
also have facilities for carrying his produce 
to market. If that law had been honestly 
administered it would have been a great success. 
It was then maintainen by some that it was no 
use to encourage agriculture in this country, 
because that was only to encourage men to settle 
down on runs, and annoy the squatter, an,] steal 
his cattle. He contended that, now that the 
Committee had affirmed the principle of survey 
before selection, and those amendments were 
brought in, they were adopting ~ systen1 very 
much like that in the Act of 18GO. He believed 
in giving the land to boncl, fide agricultural 
farmers, but not that it should be given to men 
who had no money, in large quantities, who 
would only ruin themselves by attempting 
to utilise it. The Bill was partly intemled 
to provide a revenue from the land. It had 
been maintained that they must borrow if 
they were to carry out public works, though 
some persons said the colony could not borrow 
any longer. Now the framers of the Bill 
seemed to recognise the idea that they could 
turn their vast public estate to a revenue 
account; that by granting the squatters certain 
advantages and security of tenure the State 
conld get from them a fair rental ; and that a 
large amount of pastoral occupation by small 
capitalists, who would pay a larger rental still, 
would be induced. 'The Bill also made provision 
for men with a smaller amount ,,f capital who 
\vould combine grazing with agriculture, and 
pay a larger rent ; and besides that, provision was 
made for poor men, who had no money at all, by 
giving them 160 acres of land, for that was 
practically what it amounted to. Kow, if the 
contention of the hon. member for 'l'ownsville, 
that honw~tead selections shonld be 320 acres 
instead of 160, were correct, then to be con
sistent they should apply the homestead prin
ciple to 960-acre agricultuml farms, which gave 
the selector the right to con vert the whole of 
his farm into a freehold at half-a-crown ltn acre. 

HoxOURABLE JYIE~IBERS on the Opposition 
Benches: No. 

Mr. JORDAK said he repe:tted that, to be 
consistent, they must do that. If the contention 
of the hon. member for Townsville were correct, 
there was no reason why the homestead prin
ciple should not be applied to the DGO-acre farme, 
and even to the small pastoral sqw1ttages of 20,000 
acres. They must also make provision for con
verting those large holdings into freeholds, and 
then what would become of the lea.,ing principle 
of the Bill? 

Mr. KATES said he really did not see how 
anyone could find f;tult with the homestead 
clauses of the Bill. They were the very best 
clauses in it, because they \vonld encourage Umul 
tide settlement. What land would they give 
those people? They would give them the very 
best-the pick of the land. 

HoNOL'RABLE MEMBERS; No, no! 

J\Ir. KATES said it 'ms supposed to be the 
pick of the lanrl. He had no cloubt the 
Minister for I,aruls woul,] pick ont the hest 
portions, and if he did not he would not do his 
duty. They ought to get the best of the land, 
and it would cost them comparatively nothing, 
be<';tuse 1GO acres would only amount to £20 for 
the whole farm. He was sure the clause pro
posed would be received in the southern portion 
of the colony, at all events, with the greatest 
satisfaction. He knew that most of the Lest pro
ducers had been the homestead men. Even during 
the present year ho found that the greater por
tion of the wheat came from the homestead 
selections ; and he also found that the men with 
160 acres, if they applied them se! ves well and 
intellig·ently to the cultivation of their land, pro
duced a good deal more from it than from G40 
acres. He spoke from experience. He knew the 
homestead clauses had proved a great wccess, and 
he should like to see them continued. He did not 
know anything about the northern portion of the 
colony, and it might be that 160 acres would not 
be enough up there; but in the southern portion 
of the colony he really believed the claw;e would 
be of gTeat use. If the Government chose to 
allow the people in the northern portion of the 
colony 320 acres, he should offer no objection. 

Mr. ALAKD said he remembered, when con
testing the election in the year 1878, that there 
was a great outcry in the electorate which he now 
represented against the Douglas Act of 187G, and 
the cry was agaimt the SO-acre gibber-men. He 
did not know whether he lost his election through 
it ; but he maintained that the Act of 1H7li was a 
good Act ; and he oJw maintained that if the 
State gave away ilO acres of land to a man it 
had done a very liberal thing. He did not know 
whether it was his advocacy of that which cost 
him his election ; but, at ail events, he did not 
win his election at that time. However, he had 
not altered his opinion very mnch on the subject 
since. He still held that the Act of 187G >vas a 
good Act, :tnd that it provided for all sorts 
and conditions of men. The man of small 
means could take up the quttntity of land he 
wanted, ~tnd the man of larger means could select 
a larger quantity of html, by paying more 
for it. The same principle appeared to him to 
go through the present Bill, :ilnd he thought if 
they extended the homestead clauses to 320 acres 
they would bring it pretty near to the 060 acres, 
and that would be really placing too great an 
advantage in the hands of the smaller men. 
Now, it had been said that there was no good 
agricultural l:tnd left in the colony. Well, 
if that was the case, then he certainly thought 
the acreage should be increased, but he could not 
believe that the colony had really arrived at that 
state yet. The country could hardly be adver
tising itself ns a place for persons to e1nigrate 
to, if there was no acreage of agricultural land 
left, and he thought the statement could not be 
altogether a correct one. He must sa~· there 
was a great deal in the contention which had 
been set up that there was a difference between 
the ntrious rJarts of the colony. He knew of his 
own know ledge, as had been stated by the 
member for Darling Downs, that the most suc
cessful men round about Toowoomba-the hon. 
member, of course, referred to vV,uwick anrl 
Allora-bnt 'uonnd ToowoomLa the men who had 
had the small freeholds had been most prosperous. 
They had expended all their energies npon 
their homesteads, ancl had mane the ground 
bring" forth abundantly. K ow if there was any 
quantity of good agricultural land in any district 
in the colony, theu he thonght that that land 
should be set apart by the board--or whoever it 
was who woulrl administer the Act-surveyed, 
and cut into 1GO-acre homc,,teads. He thought 
n doing that they certainly did a very liberal 
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thing, hnt if it shoulrl be soon that in some 
portiuns of the colony there were not :>reaR of 
lancl Hutticient to meet the requirements of 
agriculture, then he Hhould have no objtcction tu 
the area being extemled to 320 acres, although 
he thought they then went rather far towards 
those men who would have to pay £1 an acre for 
!JGO acres. 

Mr. AHCHER said he was rather astonished 
to hear what had fallen from the hon. member 
for Darling Downs CMr. Kates). If he was 
still so innocent as to believe that any Ministry 
would pick out the best rmrts of the colony 
for homestead selection, then he had learned 
nothing by listening to what had taken place 
before in the House. The fact was that homestead 
selections httd been proclaimed in broken ranges, 
utterly unfit for cultivation, and he did not 
believe the present Minister would be any better 
than any former J'\1inister, although he thought 
so himself. He did not believe it was in 
the power of any :Minister to control the 
matter. The Minister wtts guided by other 
eyes than his own. He could not go all over the 
country, picking out fine bits of land, and pro· 
claiming them open for homestead selection. l!'or· 
merly, whether the land was good or bad, the 
homestead area was proclaimed. In some of the 
areas there was good land ; and cases had been 
mentioned by the hon. members for the Darling 
Downs, where the people had been prosperous ; 
but in Gther homestead areaH he defied anything 
but a bandicoot to live on more than 5 acres of it. 
'rhere were only a few parts of the country that 
he was acquainted with-unless men went far 
away fmm the coakt and into the interior
where it was possible to get large areas of 
really goorl land in one solid piec•~. There 
might be still a few parts of the Dm·ling Downs 
unselected and in the hands of the Uovermnent, 
but he did not think there was much land 
that had not an owner. There might be some 
pbccs where 160 acres of really good agricultural 
land could be obtained in a block, but they were 
very few indeed. Such a thing as lGO acres 
of really good agricultural land anywhere near 
the coast it was almost impossible to get. 
If hon. members brought their ideas about the 
value of the lttnd on the Darling Downs to bear 
on other parts of Queensland, as they would 
insist upon doing, they would simply settle 
people on the land to ruin themselves. Those 
people in a great many of the settled districts 
had probably got pieces of land which, flfter 
survey, might contain 10 or 20 acres fit for culti
vation, the rest being medium pastoral land. If 
they put a nnmber of those unfortunate men on 
lGO ~cores each, perhaps only 5 or 6 acres in 
each block would befit for cultivation. Formerly, 
in part" of the country such as the Darling Downs, 
a selector might mttke a lucky grab and get a 
selection the whole of which was good land; 
but that would now be prevented by survey 
before selection, under which the area of good 
land would probably be limited, and that limited 
area would be cut off with the worst portion of 
the block, or if there was any grazing land 
contiguous to it that would ha Ye to be included 
in the l(jO acres. He carried the Minister for 
Lrmds with him when he said that in the Central 
district a man wante,] at least 320 acres, and that 
in that are,. there would not 1Je more than 10 acre,.; 
fit for cultiv"tion, and that, if the re't wtts fit for 
grazing, that was all that was to be got from it. 
\Vhut he complained of was that hon. members 
were per,;u,.ded that 40 or 50 acres were qnite 
enough for a rnan to get a living ont of. I-Ie 
knew that, while a limited quantity of land in the 
East and \V est ::Yioreton districts lmd been 
settlecl npon, there wn,s abundance of land on 
which a man could make a living by agriculture ; 
but if hon. members would only go north they 

would find thr:ct there the quantity of land for 
cultivation was limited, and that a man conld only 
have the chance of 1ualdng a living if he wa:-; 
allowed to take up 320 acres. He knew it was 
perfectly useless expressing those views in that 
Committee, because the majority of hon. mem
bers who were in favour of homestead selection 
represented the southern part of the colony ; the 
strength of the followers of the Government re
presenting the Darling Downs or districts near 
there-parts which were not reproduced in the 
Centrttl and Northern districts-and they always 
measured everything by the kind of country 
in which they lived. It might be a bet that, in 
the South, small areas of 20, 30, or 50 acres 
were enough for a man to live on ; but hon. 
members should not, therefore, compel those who 
were living under different circumstances to 
accept the same area. If they did they would 
be simply wanting people to come to the colony 
under false pretences. No man could get 160 
acres of good agricultural land in one lot in the 
Central district, and, therefore, he should be 
allowed to take up 320 acres. 

The PREJ\IIER said it was quite refreshing 
to see the new-born zeal of hon. members on the 
other side. They thought they were going to 
make a grettt point against the Government 
becttuse the homestead clauses were not included 
in the Bill ; they thought they were going to 
score a great point on that; but they had not 
scored a point at all. Still they wanted to score 
something out of the homestead clauses, and so 
they started a new idea and said, "The Govern
ment want to limit the poor man to 160 acres; that 
is no use to hiin; we want to give hhn 320 acres." 
\Vho wanted to limit the poor man to lGO acres? 
There was nothing in the Bill to that effect. In 
the Bill as it stood there was nothing limiting 
a man to less than 320 acres. There was nothing 
in the Bill to prevent a man who had a selec· 
tion of lGO acres from taking up another 
selection of 160 acres adjoining it. If the 
maximum was 9fi0 acres he could take up six 
loO-acres as selections adjoining. The only 
thing was that if he did he would have to pay 
more than 2s. 6d. an acre for them. A man 
might take up as many selections as he liked, 
within legal limits, but it was proposed to sell 
only lGO acres ttt the extremely liber:tl price of 
2s. 6d. an acre. 1.J nder the present htw a home
stead selector could take up 160 acres, but could 
not take up any other selection. The present 
proposal wtts very much more liberal. 

Mr. ARCHER said the hon. gentleman had 
spoken about new-born zeal, but he httd not said a 
single word in reply to the argument he (Mr. 
Archer) had submitted. That argument was, that 
while in the South there was really valuable agri
culturalland where small areas were sufficient, 
there was not such land in other parts of the 
colony. 'rhey might travel miles and miles in the 
North before they got lGO acres of good ttgricul
tumlland in one block. To hold out, therefore, as 
an inducement to immigrants, that they could get 
160 acres of good land at a low price as a home
stettd, was holding out what was a fraud. He 
knew, and the :Minister for Lands knew as well 
as he, that if a man tried to get a living 
out of l(jQ acres in the North he would very 
soon come to grief. The Premier, he would 
repeat, had not taken the slightest notice of the 
argument he had used-simply contenting 
himself by saying that a man could not get 
more than 160 acres at 2s. Gd. an acre. Thttt 
<tuantity of good agricultural land in the South 
was worth more than 500 acres in the North. 
He had nnderRtoocl, from what the Premier said 
in reply to him, that there was no limitation, but 
thttt a· homestead selector under the Bill could 
take up his homestead, and then, under the other 
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leasing clauses of the Bill, could tu,ke up sur
rounding land-as far as he understood him-to 
the amount that was allowed to him. 

The PllEMIER : Yes. 
11:r. ARCH.Ell: That he he!tl the one as a 

homeste;,.cl, aml that he held the other as a 
selector under the agricultural clauses of the Bill. 
He should like to know from the Premier whether 
that was so? 

The PllE.:\IIER said that a homestead selector 
who wished to take ad vantage of the clause was 
in exactly the same position as any other lessee 
under the Bill. If his selection was not over 
160 acres he had certain privileges given to him; 
but he had no other privileges taken away from 
him. Of course, in country supposed to be 
suited for homestead settlement, the land would 
be to a gTeat extent surveyed in blocks of 160 
acres. 'l'here would probably be a great 
number of blocks of this kind, and the selector 
could take up two, three, or four blocks up to 
the maximum area, and would be the lessee of 
them. Under the two following clauses, resi
dence on one block would be taken as residence 
on all. In that respect all selectors were alike ; 
though the selector of a block not exceeding 1GO 
acres had the special privilege of being able to 
acquire the freehold after five years' residence. 
But there was nothing to prevent him occupying 
other blocks adjoining·, up to the maximum 
area; so that, in point of fact, the,;e pro
visions were much more liberal to what they 
might call the homestead selector than the 
existing law, under which he was confined to his 
one area. Under the Bill he could take up 
other selections adjoining, or even in other parts 
of the colony, provided the total did not exceed 
the maximum admissible. He had exactlv the 
same privileges as any other selector under the 
Bill, with the additional one that he could 
acquire the fee-simple of one lGO-acre block by 
five years' residence, the erection of certain 
improvements, and the payment of 2s. Gel. an acre. 

'l'he HoN. Sm T. MciL\Yl\AITH said he 
certainly did not read the clause as the hon. 
member interpreted it; and he was sure the hem. 
member for South Brisbane (.:\'l:r. ,Jordan) did 
not read it in that way, because that hon. mem
ber had contended very strongly ag-ainst his 
suggestion that every selector should have the 
right to select 160 acre' out of his lease. The 
homestead privilege was confined, by the first 
part of the clause, to agricultural farms, the 
area whereof did not exceed lGO acres. Accor
ding to the definitions, a farnl \Vas "a holding 
under the Act," and a holding was "the laud 
held by any lessee"; so that, substituting 
that interpretation in the clau,e, it would read, 
"\Vith respect to the whole amount held by a 
lessee, the area whereof does not exceed 1GO 
acres," and so on. He did not see how they 
could escape the interpretation that the privi
lege of the homestead selector was confined to 
the man whose whole letose did not compri,,e more 
than 1150 acres. The interpretation given 1y the 
Premier was not iu accordance with the wording 
of the clause. 

The PllE.:\1IEll said his interpretation was 
exactly in accord:tnce with the wording of the 
Bill. "Lessee" meant the holder of a lease 
under the provisions of the ~\et ; " holding " 
meant the land held by any lessee ; but surely a 
man might have four or five holdings. They had 
carefully provided in other parts of the Bill, and 
in the clauses immediately following, for the case 
of the same lessee having different hdlding::;. 
Each piece of lancl he held was a hol<ling. 

The HoN. Sm T. lYiciLWl\AITH: Xot by 
the ihterpretation clause. It is "the land held 
by any lessee." 

The Pl\E.:\:IU~R said that in that case, if a 
man had a selection in the Moreton district, 
another on the Darling Downs, another 011 the 
Peak Downs, and a grazing brm in the district 
of Mitchell, it would all be one holding. That 
would be absurd. The homestead privilege \\'as 
simply given to holders of agricultural farms of 
limited area. Any man who had an agricultural 
farm not exceeding 1fi0 acres had that privilege, 
in addition to those conferred on him by other 
parts of the Bill. 

The HoN. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH said that, 
if that were the correct interpretation of the 
clause, why should a man who had taken up his 
960 acres in six 160-acre blocks have the 
privilege of securing the fee-simple of one 
of tho,;e blocks, while the man who took 
up the whole 9GO acres in one block had no 
privilege at all? It ought to be the other way; 
because the inference to be drawn from the fact of 
the GovernnlE~nt having surveyed certain land in 
1GO-acre blocks would Le that that land was of 
so much better quality than that surveyed in 
960-acre Lloch. 

The PHEMIER: Exactly. 
The HoN. Sm T. J\:IciLWHAITH : Why 

should the privilege be denied to the man takillg 
it all in one lot? 

The PllEMIEH said it was because the object 
of the hon1estead clauses \Vas to encourage 
personal settlement on land speciall:y adapted 
to cultivation ; and land of that kmd 'vould 
probably be-it certainly ought to be-surveyed 
in blocks not exceeding 1GO acres. But the 
maximum could not Le reduced by the 
Govern1nent belo1.v 320 acres. They gave a 
special privilege to the man who took up 
1GO acres; if he chose to take up more 
than that of the land specially adapted to 
agriculture, and exclude somebody else who 
wanted to take it, let him have the remainder of 
the 320 acres the same as any other person. 
They gave him a special privilege for a special 
are>t of land supposed to be specially adapted 
for agriculture. ln the cuse of land surveyed in 
900-acre blocks, it might be assumed tlmt it was 
not land adapted to homeste>td selection. 'l'he 
object of homestead selection was not to en
courage the getting rid of the public land at too 
s1uall a price, bnt to encourage personal occupa
tion of the land; and they were prepared to 
surrender the price to attain th11t end. 

The Hox. Sm 'l'. MciLWRAITH asked why 
they could not allow the selector to judge for 
himself whether any portion of his !JGO acres 
would suit him for a homestead? \Vhv should 
the Government' step in and say'' Tbisis .. not hnd 
adapted for a homestead at all"?. If he thought 
that 160 acres of it was quite sufficient for him, 
why should they say that because the <{lmlity 
of that land wa~ not goo<l enough they would 
not "!low him to have a homeste.1.rl selection at 
all? The proper way to deal with the matter 
was the way he had sm;gested - to allow 
every selectqr in a farming district the right of 
having l(iO acres out of his selection as home
ste:td. They could not get over the anomaly of 
granting the hon1estead pl'i vilege to a 1nau he
cause he selected land which, in the opinion of 
the Govern1nent, waK good crnugh to be a 
hmneRtcad, while denying it in the ca~e of lanU 
which the selector thought good enough for a 
homestead, but which the Guvemment had sur
veyed into bigger blocks. He did not think 
there was any reason at all why they should not 
gi vc the privilege of homestead selection to e\·ery 
one who took up land in a fanning district. 

The P IU~l\1IEH said the hon. gentleman 
wished to give every selector the privilege of 
pre-emvtion to the extent of 160 acres on his 
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selection ; but he did not think it was desirable 
to do so. He assumed that each block would be 
surveyed in the way the countty conld be best 
utilised~that the water, the slopes, and the gra,;s 
would be taken into consideration-and it was 
not desirable tu allow the selector tu vre-em]Jt 
one part at 2s. Gd. an acre, and exclude from 
profitable use all the remainder. 

The HoN. 8m T. MciLIYJtAITH said the 
privilege was given where the land was good; 
and he did not see why it shoulcl be refused 
where the land was bad. The argument 
of the hon. gentlenwn was not a good one, 
excBpt as a general argurnent against free selec
tion. There was no danger to be dreaded from 
the fact of a homesteader being allowed to select 
one patt of his selection, bece1use limitations 
could be imposed tn prevent him from taking up 
any part without which the remainder would 
be useless. Every fitnner should have the 
benefit of the homestead clause in respect to any 
selection he took up under the Bill. :From the 
admission of the Government, it was '" right thing 
where the land was good. vVhy, then, should 
the privilege be denied where the land waB worse, 
if the selector thought it good enough for a 
homestertd? 

l\Ir. BLACK said it seemed to him, from the 
argument:< of the Premier aml the leader of the 
Opposition, that there was something extremely 
inconsh;tent in the clause as it was worded. If 
he under'•tood it aright, the homestead selector 
was allowed to take up lGO acres as a homestt>ttcl; 
he was also allowed to take up 320 acres under 
other conditions. But if the two joined one 
another, the two tog-ether amounting to 480 
acres, he would not be allowed to make one of 
them a homestead. 

'rhe PHE:WIER : Why not? 

Mr. BLACK said that was one of the dis
advantages, which \Vere becoming nwre and 
more apparent, arising from the innovation of 
the Government in respect to survey before 
selection. In taking up land which he did 
want, a man would be compelled to also take 
up land which was unsuitable for his purpose. 
He thought he was right in saying that 
one of the great recommendations to agri
cultural settlers in the existing land law 
was the fact that he was able to take up land 
according to hiB requirements. Surely a 1nan 
knew better than the Government could dictate to 
him, what sort of land he wanted! Under that 
provision, an enorn1ous anwunt of solid, honest 
settlement had taken phce, the splector knowing 
that he might travel over the length and breadth 
of the colony and select exactly what he wanted 
from the bnd open to selection. If the land he 
chose turned out unsuitable, it was his own 
loss, and the responsibility rested with himself. 
Another advantage connected with that pro
vision was that the moment the applic,tion was 
accepted by the commissioner the selector could 
go to work on his selection. Of course he was 
liable to a slightreadjustment of hi.s boundaries; 
but, practically speaking, there was no delay in 
getting on his land. After paying the deposit 
money, the survey fee, and the year's rent, in the 
majority of cases the selector could, if he chose, 
settle on the land and begin profitable work 
within a week of the acceptance of his applica
tion. The Government talked aLout the Bill 
under consideration being Yery nulCh n1ore 
liberal than the existing land law; lmt he took 
exception to that opinion, more especially after 
the adoption of the innovation of survey before 
selection. He could not imagine anything that 
would militate more against settlement than that 
new condition. \Vhen the new Bill came into 
force the lessee would have six months in which 
to surrender the half of his holding, and during 

that time the Government could simply do 
nothing~ they could not even subdivide the runs, 
for it was not likely that the lessees would 
surrender their holding' a sing·le clay before 
they were compelled by law. The Clovernment 
would have to get a large stt1ff of snrveyon.;. 
Under the old Act the selector took up 
the land he wanted, paid his deposit money, 
together with the survey fee, oo that the Gov
ernnlent were nothing out of pocket on account 
of surYeys ; but it would be totttlly different 
under the conditions now proposed. The selector 
must ha Ye a certain amount of choice in reg<trd 
to the land open to selection, and the Govern
ment would be compel!ecl to survey six times 
the amount which would be selected; and 
the lands in the different districts of the 
colony would have to be surveyed simultane· 
ously. Selectors in the southern part of the 
colony woulclnotgo to the J'\ orth to select; and the 
people in the North could not be expected to 
come to the southern portion of the colony to 
select, so that each district would require its 
own area of surveys to be made ; and, so far as 
he could see, from twelve to eighteen months 
must necessarily elapse before the lessee under 
the new Act would be able to get to work on 
his holding-. The Bill was not at all liberal in 
its conditions. He failed to see why the selector 
who took up liGO acres should not be allowed to 
enjoy the benefit of the homestead clause just the 
same as the man who began bytakin~ up 160 acres, 
and afterwards took up more. The Bill was 
not liberal to the bond fide settler, whom it would 
hamper by delays. If he found that he could get 
land on equally favourablecomlitions in the other 
colonies he would go there, and Queensland 
would lose. Agriculture had tltken a firm hold 
in the colony; and there was no reason why, 
under liberalleg·islation, it should not in course 
of time become one of the leading agricultural 
colonies of Australia; but he did not think the 
Bill we1s likely to encourage people from home or 
from the other colonies to settle on the land, or 
to induce the farmers already in Queensland to 
extend their operations in the way they would 
have done under the provisions of the old Act. 
He would recommend the Committee to seriously 
entertain the suggestion of the leader of the 
Opposition, that every selector should be placed 
on an equal footing as far as the homestead 
clause Wll,S concerned. Although, in the first 
instance, he had advocated the suggestion of the 
hon. member for Townsville that the area should 
be increased to 320 acres, yet, since the Premier 
had explained that the homestead selector would 
be allowed to select the additional amount 
between lGO acres, as homestead, and 960 acres, 
the maximum allowed, he was quite prepared to 
support the suggestion of the leader uf the Oppo· 
sition; ami he believed that if the Minister for 
Lands would accept that suggestion both sides 
of the Committee would be reconciled to the 
proposed change. Every selector in the colony 
shoulcl be placed on an equal footing, and be 
allowed to take up lGO acre" as homestead. 

l\Ir. JORDA:i'\ said he was glad they had at 
last ani ved at a conclusion, and that they at 
last saw their way to reconciling all differences. 
Hon. members on the other side would 'tccept 
the Bill now, and it could be finished off in 
about a week. But what did the suggestion that 
was to bring about the reconcilhttion mean? It 
meant that a man who had selected 0GO acres 
should have a right to take uplGO "cres of that~ 
perhaps the whole of a river frontage~as " 
homestead, ::;t 2s. Gel. an acre. Hon. mem· 
bero< on the oppusite side were like children 
sitting in the marlcet place, and saying to their 
fellows, "\Ve have piped unto you, "nd ye did 
not dance; we have mourned with you, and ye 
have not wept." They had been trying to 
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please those hon. gentlemen in every possible 
way, anrl had snpporteft :tulenchuelltH in the 
Bill exactly carrying ont their idea.s aH oxpro;.;swd 
in their eloquent speeches on the secon<l re:vl
ing; and yet they were not satiofied. At last, 
however, they were informed that there was a 
common platform, ancl no doubt the :Minister for 
Lands wouhl gladly a; ail himoe!f of it, and then 
they might get through the Bill in a few day,;. 

The Hox. J. M. MACIWSSA-:\' s>eid that, as 
soon as the Prernier had finished "nnr.sing that 
baby," he wauted to n...:k hiln for smue infor·nu1-
tion. There "ere two things to which that hon. 
gentleman Reemed to devote his time in the 
Chan1ber. The hon. gentlmuan devot(-'d a conplo 
of hours every day to correcting hiR speecheN ; 
and as at most other time• he seemed to be 
reading the Tele,naph, it led him (Hon .. T. 1\l. 
JV!acrossan) to Lelicwe that the hon. gentleman 
wrote the Teleg1·aph, and "\Yas correcting it ~tlso. 

The PRE~IIER : A very good guess ! ·what 
is it you want to know? 

The HoN .• J. 2\l. MACROS:SA:N said the hon. 
gentleman had told the Committee that a home
steader, to use a connHnn tenn, after taking np 
lGO aCl·e::;, woulll ha,ve the pr i viloge of leasing the 
balance of !WO acres, or whatever the maximum 
Inight be. The n1:.1xin11un area, wherP a hmne~ 
stead "election of loO acres could lJe taken up, 
would be only 320 acres. \Vas it aLsolutely 
certain by the clau'e that the homestectder could 
take up 320 acres ? 

The PltEMIER : Yes. 

The Hox. ,J.l\1. :HACHOSSAN: After htt ving 
taken up the homestead, would he bo ctblo to 
acquire the freehold of the other 1 GO acres? 

The PllEJ',IIER: Yes; after ten years' l'Cdi
dcnce. 

The HoN . • T. M. MACHOSSA-:\' : Then I am 
perfectly satisfied. 

The Hox. Sm T. McTLIVIL\ITH said there 
was another point that had not been met. He 
had said all along that it was in the 1 >ower of the 
Government, by refra.ining frmn Rurveying in 
any particular district any Llock lower than 1GO 
acres, to prevent homestead selection altog·ether 
in that district. If the Govemment surveyecl 
the land in 180-acre blocks, no homestead selec
tion could take place in that district ; indeed, 
anything above 1GO acres would take away the 
privilege. \Vhy should not the homesteader be 
allowed to have his homestead in any fvxming 
district? The hem. member for Sonth BrisLftne 
thought it a sufficient objection to his suggestion 
that a man might take up the whole of a river 
frontage. Bnt a clause could easily be inserted 
to prevent that, and to restrain a man from 
spoiling the rest of the selection ; but a man 
ought to have the privilege of acrruiring a hnn1ew 
stead, the smne as \Vas grttnted to any rru1n who 
selected a block that ha,c\ been surveyed into l(jO 
acres or less. l{e was arguing on the broad 
principle thftt every man who selected a farm 
was entitled to a homestead of 160 acres or more, 
no matter in what sized blocks the land might be 
surveyed. 

The PREMIER said that what the hon. 
gentleman had pointed out was one effect of the 
principle of survey before selection. It could 
also be ,,aid that the Government might proclaim 
all the richest agricultural land in the colony as 
grazing areas, with a maximum of 20,000 acre'; 
but any Government that did so would soon 
cease to Le a Government, and probably for a 
very long time~ if not for ever. If any Govern
ment conducted itself in such an in"tne manner 
it would be speedily ejected from office. The 
principle of the thing· was to entrust the Govern
ment with the responsibility of proyic\ing suitable 

blocks for selection all over the colony, and that 
in volve<l the iclea that the Government might be 
trusted to cany it out honestly. If any U overn
ment did not cany out the principle honestly, 
and did not provide settlement for all chtsses of 
perso11s, they would be ignotniniously ejected 
from office, probably never to return. 

1\lr. BLACK askecl the Premier if he under
stood him aright that, in the case of ::t home
steader taking up an aclditionallGO acres, he 
would be allle to obtain the freehold of the whole 
320 acres at the end of ten year., ? 

The PREMIER: Yes. 
1\Ir. BLACK said he was under the impres

sion that personal residence 'vas an abRolute 
condition of freehold, and a man could not 
reside on his home,;tead, and fulfil the condition 
of personal residence on the adjoining block at 
the same time, nnless it was intended that the 
consolid>ttion clause should apply to adjoining 
selections, one of which was homestead and the 
other leasehold. 

The PHEMIJ£R said thf' hem. gentleman had 
fallen into confusion in supposing that there was 
a rlifference between a lease given to a farmer 
who took up 1UO acres, anti a lease given to any 
other leRRee. But there was no difference ; ho 
would hold uncler exactly the same conditions as 
others, except that he would have the additional 
J'rivilege afforded by the clanw; he would have 
all the other privileges, and this one in addition : 
if he took np two ~tdjoining selections, resi
dence on one would be taken as residence on 
Loth ; so that if a m:m had two selections of HiO 
acres, and resided on one, that woulcl be equiva
lent to residence on both. 

:VIr. BLACK said an intelligent selector 
would begin by taking up a homestead, and then 
he would wish to add to it. There was nothing 
to prevent him from doing that. 

The HoN. J. M. MA CROSS AN: If the land 
was survevecl in !JGO-acre blocks, could any 
pe1·son take up 160 acres as a homestead in that 
block? 

The PHEMH;R : No. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROS SAN: It must be 
a block surveyed as HiO acres ? 

The PREJIIIElt : Yes. 

The HoN. J. 1\I. JVIACROSSAN: Then he 
supposed that the 9GO-acre blocks would be in
variably surveyed in one piece ; that they would 
not be surveyed in the same way ~s the hlo_cks 
he had spoken of were surveyed m Amenca. 
There they were sun·eyed in square-n>ile blocks, 
and afterwards subdivided into HiO-acre blocks; 
and a man could take up a homestead in any part 
of the conntry he liked. \Vhat he wished to know 
was, would the land for homesteaders be sur
veye<l into lGO-acre Llocks, and would it always he 
inareasofwhich320acres would be the maximum? 
Because, if it was surveyed in 1GO-acre blocks, 
and the maximum area in the district was 9GO 
acres, :tecording to what the Premier had said, a 
homesteader would be ahle to take up the balance 
of the 9GO acres. IV as that so? 

An HoNOUI\ADLg ]'.fE"IBER: Yes. 

The l'REJ\IIER said it would depend upon 
how the land was surveved. He could not state 
exactly how it would he surveyed. They had 
got sorne valuable inforn1ation about surveying 
from Canada lately, and they had evidently a good 
deal to learn on that subject. The surveys 
would, of course, depend very much upon the 
character and circumstances of the country. If 
the land was g·ood it would probably be surveyed 
in 160-acre blocks, bnt in other cases it might 
not be desirable to make the blocks so small. 
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Mr. BLACK said, as a matter of fact the Gov
ernment would he compelled to survey homestead 
selections in every district of the colony. The 
hon. the Premier just now said tlmt, in the event 
of a Government doing anything that was 
unpopular or irregular, they would be turned out 
of office. 

The PEE:VIIER : Insane, I said. 
Mr. BLACK: ·well, insane. If they did not 

survey homesteads in every agricultural district 
of the colony, they would be considered as doing 
something very insane indeed. 

The PREMIER : I think so, too. 
Mr. BLACK : He hoped they would survey 

them, and that they would be surveyed in blocks 
of different sizes in different districts-some 9GO 
acres, others 300 andlGO. 

The PHEMIER : Of course they will. 
Mr. BLACK: As he unde1·stood the clause, 

if there were a number of lGO-acre blocks, a man 
would be able to take up six of them, or 9GO acres; 
that would make one homestead. \Vould it not 
be far better to overcome the difficulty by telling 
a man plainly at once what he could take up
whether, if he took up 320 acres he must make one
half of it a homestPnd, or, if he took up G40 acres, 
he must make lGO :teres of it a homestead? He 
was sure that any intelligent man must see that 
that was what would be done ; and why did not 
the Government deal with the difficulty at once, 
instead of fancying they were n1aking provisions 
to prevent people from taking up homesteads, 
when they were actually pointing out how it 
coultl be done, and how it would he done? 

The MI~ISTEE FOH LANDS said that in 
surveying land those portions lJest o;uited for 
small settlers would be set ap:nt for that special 
purpose and object, and in pa1-ts of the country 
where land was not suited for selection of that 
kind the area might be made 320, or 400, or G40 
acres. It would depend entirely upon the 
character of the country tu be dealt with
whether it would be set apart for settlement by 
small selectors or not. If the maximum arc<1 
in any district were 9GO acres, it would probably 
be surveyed in blocks of 320 acres. 

Mr. BLACK said he assumed that where 
land was particularly good, and suited for close 
settlement, it would be surveyed in lGO-acre 
blocks. The hon. gentleman bad already 
explained that there wa,s nothing to prevent a 
man from taking np six of those blocks. 

The 11INISTEH FOH LANDS: Yes, there 
is. 

Mr. BLACK said there was nothing in the 
Bill to prevent it. If it were surveyed in 160-
acre blocks, and the maximum was 320 acres, 
any man could take up two of those blocks. 

Mr. GHOOM said the selector might take up 
two blocks if there were no competition; but the 
probability was that it would be impo;.sible for 
any man to take up six of those blocks, because 
the number of applicants would be so great that 
he would stand a very good chance of not getting 
more than one. That had been the rule, at all 
events hitherto. In fact, in some cases there 
had been five or six applicants for one home
stead; and he ventured to say, from what he 
knew of agricultnral land in many districts of 
the colony, that where it was surveyed in 160-
acre blocl<s they would not have one man taking 
up five or six blockR, but probably they would 
have five or six applicants for one allotment. 
At any rate, he hoped that would be the case 
with regard to agricultural lands. 

The HoN. J. M. ~:IACHOSSA~: I doubt it 
very much. 

::\Ir. GROOM: \Vel!, he hoped it would be the 
ca,~e. If they were going to hn.ve nnything llkft 
a large influx of population, in the shape of 
innnigranb; cmning to the colony, they could not 
suppose that one immigrant would be able to 
take up six of those blocks, and that a great 
many othen who c<nne out in the same ship 
would not be able to t:~ke up any. He believed 
a ureat deal of family settlement would take 
pl~ce under the clause. He might s~y in passing 
thttt, in the earlier part of the even:ng, ?e sup
ported the hon. membe:· for Towi:svillt; m what 
he cou::.idered :1.. very w1se ~uggest1on wrth regard 
to extendin" the area for home, teach; but after 
the-exJ"lan;tion given by the hon. the Premier 
as to the area that selectors could take up, he 
was quite satisfied, and believed that the clause 
would work well. 

Mr. NOETON said that, in order to m:cke 
the phrasAology of the clause the sa m?, a~ in th~ 
present Act, he moved that the word h1mself 
after the word "lessee " at the end of paragraph 
(n), be omitted. As the clause read,. it woul.d 
absolutely bind the man himself to resrde on hrs 
selection. 

J\Ir. ALA~D : So he ought. 
Mr. KOTITON said the hon. member might 

think he ought; but, suppose a carrier took up 
a selection, and was a\vay for n1onth:.;, how \Vas 

he to perform continual residence ther~? H.e 
knew perfectly well that it was really Jus resi
dence but there was no reason why the word 
" him~self " should be inserted. Under the 
present Act continual residence was nece~sary ; 
but it cl id not confine that residence to lumself 
personally; his fat:>ily could perform it. He 
nlight be away for s1x or t\v_elve n1onths; so long 
as his family were there. He contended that so 
low-· as the word "himself" was in the clause 
they ran the risk of exposino- the Bill, when it 
became an Act to a constrJction which would 
bind the man hi;nself to live upon it. 

The PRKMIEIL said he had pointed out that 
afternoon the inconvenience of using different· 
lanrrua(J'e in the s::une Bill to expre~t; the sarne 
i<le~. In the 53rd clause the condition of occu
pation was required to be performed by the con
tinuous and bmuc fide residence on the land '!f 
the lessee himself or some other person D s Jus 
servant. In the present case it meant the lessee 
and not his servant. It was desirable that exactly 
the same language should be used. .Residence 
was not a.nalogous to being con£p.ed ;n a gaoL 
If a man were sentenced to be rmprrsoned for 
five years he was kept there for five years; bu~ a 
man need not always be inside a fer;ce to resrde 
in a place. He might go to Englana and back, 
and still be a resident here. 

The HoN. J. M. ::\IACEOSSAN eaid that if 
that were the interpretation the board put upon 
it it would be right enough. 

The PREMIEH: It is the interpretation that 
has always been put upon it. 

The Ho". J. M. J\IACHOSSAN said he could 
quite understand the case of a carrier who took 
up a homestear! selection being away for six 
months. He should be very sorry if the word 
''himself'' would confine that man to his selec
tion. 

Mr. BEATTIE said he would point out that 
there was nothing very singular in the clause, 
because nnder the Electoral Act the same word 
was used. The qualification of an elector was 
that he must be a resident for six months in a 
district. Suppose a man lived in ~risbane and 
went away to ~ea for _five mont~s; lu~ home was 
in Brishane hrs famtly were m Brmbane, and 
he could Cl;llle back and exercise the right of a 
voter. He presumed it would be the same in the 
case of homestead selectors, 
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The HoN. J. 1\I. MACROSSAN said he 
thought the hon. gentleman's comparison was 
very unfortunate, because he had known men to 
be knocked off the electoral roll. He himself 
was knocked off through being a member of 
Parliament, because he did not reside six months 
at Charters 'l'owers in the first and second years 
of his experience as a member of Parliament. 

The PRK!\HER: That was a mistake. 
The Hox . • T. M. MACROSSAN said that 

showed the interpretation that might be put 
upon the clause. 

Mr. BEATTIE: It shows the ignorance of 
the returning officer. ' 

The Hox. J. 1\I. MACROSSAN said it was 
done by the police magistrate. 
Question~That the words proposed to be 

omitted stand part of the clause~ put and passed. 
New clause passed as printed. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved that 

the following new clause follow the new clause 
last passed :~ 

If the same person is the lessee of two or more 
farms whieh are contiguous, or arc only separated by a 
road or roads, or a creel\:, the condition of occupation 
may be performed by t.he residence of the lessee or 
another person, being his manager or <~gent. as herein
before prescribed, upon one of such farms; and sueh 
residence shall be equivalent to the residencE. of the 
lessee or that person upon eaeh of such farms, and sha.n 
confer on the lessee, in respect of each farm, the same 
rights as his own residence, or the residence of that 
person, as the case may be, would have conferred. 

Question put and passed. 
The MINISTEH J<'OR LAXDS, in moving 

the following new clause to follow the last new 
clause, as passed :~ 

lf a. lessee am1nires a.n agricultural farm in fee
simple and continues to reside thereon, such residence 
shall, so long as he is the owner thereof in fee-simple, 
continue to confer on him the same rights a.nd privileges 
as are by the last preceding section declared with res
pect to other farms held by him, in the same manner 
and to the same extent as if the farm so acquired in fee
simple were still a holcling tu1der this part of this Act-
said it was to provide for those cases in district' 
where, for instance, 9GO acres wao the maximum 
quantity to be taken up by one person; and if it 
should be divided into three lots of 320 acres, 
any selector who might have taken up 320 acres 
and made it a freehold under the Bill might be 
emtbled to take up, say, two other lots of 320 acres 
each ; and the performance of residence on the 
one he occupied as a freehold wonld suffice for 
residence on the two other lots which were con
tiguous. He moved that the new clause stand 
part of the Bill. 

Clause put and passed. 
On clause 6!J, as follows :~ 
" The Governor in Council, on the recommendation of 

the board, may by proclamatwn declare any country 
lands which are entirely or extensively overgrown by 
scrub of the kinds known as brigalow, gidya, mallee, 
sandahvood, bendee, oHk, and wattle, or any of them, to 
be scrub lands for the ptu·posN; of this Act, and there
upon the same ma.y be dealt with in the manner pre
scribed in this part of this Act." 

Mr. DONALDSON said he noticed that the 
proclamation might refer to any country lands 
overgrown by scrub ; but he presumed it would 
not apply to the unresumed portions of runs. 

The MINISTEH :B'ORLANDS: No. 
Mr. NORTON said he would point out that 

the definitions of the trees mentioned in the 
clause did not give any idea or conception of what 
was intended to be meant by them. For instance, 
take the wor-ds " wattle" and "oak." There 
were a dozen kinds of oak around Brisbane, and 
he supposed there were twenty or thirty kinds of 
wattle, and many of them were the most useful 

trees in the country, as their bark was used for 
tannin&;. The Minister for Lands had evidently 
not looked up his botany, and had not obtained 
the assistance of lHr. Bailey, the Government 
Botanist, in dr-afting the clause. There were two 
or three kinds of timber commonly called oak, 
but they were not oak at all. They were no more 
oaks than they were apple-trees, and they might 
just as well be called one name as the other. It 
would be a great n1btake to pa::;s a claw.;e 
like that without defining what those words 
meant. The great difficulty was about 
wattle. In many instances in the other 
colonies wattle-trees wer-e carefully cultivated 
because thev were such valuable trees, and 
many of those valuable wattle-trees would be 
found in their scrubs. The Minister for Lands 
shook his hea<l, but he (Mr. Norton) knew that 
the black wattle was sometimes met with in 
their scrubs, and was often called hickory. 
In some parts of New South Wales, £3 a ton 
more was paid for the bark of the black 
wattle than for other wattle-bark. In Armi
clale the tanners paid £5 a ton for the ordinary 
bark-green wattle, silver-leaved wattle, and 
other sorts; but they paid £8 a ton for black 
wattle baric That was three year-s ago, and he 
did not know what they paid now. He was 
quite sure the words used in the clause did not 
define what the hon. member intended them to 
define. 

The MINIST:B~R FOR LANDS said the names 
given to those scrub timber trees he knew were 
not the proper scientific or botanical names for 
them, but he still thought there would be no 
difficulty in distinguishing them. They were 
the names they were generally known by, and he 
did not think that any bushman would have any 
doubt as to what was an oak or a wattle-tree. 
There was no doubt the wattle they had here 
was of very little value for tanning. It was 
nothing like as good as the wattle growing in 
Victoria and Tasmanit>. There was none of 
that kind of wattle here. 

Mr. NOR TON: Oh, yes! there is. 
The MINISTEH J<'OR LANDS ,aid he had 

never 'een any, and he did not know anybody 
who had seen any. 

Mr. NOHTO:N: I have. 
The MINI:STETI :FOR LAXDS said that if 

there was any of it here it was in such small 
quantities as to tJe scarcely worth consideration. 
'rhat vahmble tanning wattle could no doubt be 
grown well if brought np here and cultivated, 
and he dared say it would pay well to do that; but 
the wattle that in llueensland covered a great 
quantity of grazing land, particularly in the 
central districts, was uttel'ly useless, and encum· 
bered the land and prevented it being put to 
some useful purpose. There were many dis· 
tricts in which oak-trees covered a large area of 
country, and were extending year by year, and 
getting so thick that it would not pay to ring· 
bark them for the purpo:;e of reclaiming the 
land for grazing. \Vith regard to brigalow, he 
had known many instances in which a large 
piece of land had been completely cleared of 
that tree by ringbarking alone, by men who 
understood how and when to do it ; and the 
land converted into a magnificent grazing 
paddock. The other kinds of timber dealt with 
in the clause were of no value. Giclya was 
certainly valueless. Bendee was almost useless, 
as cattle only fed upon it occasionally, when it 
was very young. 

Mr. NOR TON: Do they not feed on gidya? 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS said they did 

not ; that tree was perfectly useless ; neither 
sheep nor cattle would touch it. Then, as to 
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sandalwood, that never grew very thick, cer
tainly; but, wherever it was found, not a blade 
of grass could be seen for eight or ten yards 
around the tree. Land was, however, perhaps 
more easilv reclaimed from sandalwood scrub 
than any other. If a number of persons could 
be induce<! to take up scrub land under that 
clause, and turn the land to grazing purposes, 
that would be a gain to the country. It had 
been done in the neighlJOuring colonies with the 
gre&test success, mallee scrub land having been 
reclaimed in 1nany cases. The ter1n "rnallee" had 
been introduced into the clause though there was 
very little of that kind of timber in queensland. 
Rome of what was called mallee in :::{ew South 
\Vales was really eucalyptus. There was some 
very good land on the Upper Dawson, completely 
covered by small saplings which might be termed 
mallee. 

Mr. 2\fORTON : That is not mallee. 
'l'he MIJ'IISTER FOR LANDS said it was 

mallee. The difference between gum-saplings 
and mallee was not very great; at all events 
they belonged to the same family. 

Mr. NOR TO::{ said the speech of the hon. 
gentleman proved the very thing he hn,d been 
contending for. The h<m. gentlemn,n spoke 
of wlmt he called forp~t on,k. Now, forest 
oak was not only not a bad tree, but it 
wn,s reallv a very nseful tree. But forest oak 
was not the oak the h<m. gentleman designed to 
destroy; it was a scrub oak he sought to emdi
cn,te. If the Minister for Lands could succeed 
in getting rid of the vast scrubs of brigalow such 
n,s existed beyond Dalby and on the Central line, 
he would do a gren,t deal of good. Brigalow 
scrubs were to be found on some of the best 
n,griculturalland they hn,d in the colony. 

The MINISTER :B'OR WORKS : Where? 
:\fr. NORTON said he would tell the hon. 

gentleman where.. Had the hon. gentlemn,n 
ever been to Mermgandan? He (Mr. N orton) 
had seen brigalow there, and he had seen 
brign,low scrub n,bout Rosewood; n,nd yet such 
ln,nd as that was to be included in that part of 
the Bill. 

The MINISTER JWR LAXDS: There is 
some brigalow at Hosewood, but it is not 
brign,low scrub proper. 

Mr. NORTON n,sked, whn,t the hon. gentle
mn,n men,nt by brigalow scrub proper? He (Mr. 
Norton) understood brigalow scrub proper to be 
scrub which was chiefly brigalow. 

Mr. FOOTE : But Hosewood is not that. 
:\fr. 1'\0R'ION srtid the Minister for Lands 

must know that a scrub which consisted chiefly 
of brigalow was a brign,low scrub. There was a 
good deal of thn,t kind of scrub on the country over 
the range town,rds GowriP, and they could see 
thousands of acres of such bnd under cnlti vation 
rct the present time. There was no better soil 
for cultivation than those brigalow scrub ln,nds; 
yet it was proposed to include them in that part 
of the Bill. 

The MINISTER li'OH LANDS said the 
hon. gentleman might hn, ve seen brigalow 
scrub growing on agricultural lands. He (the 
Minister for Lands) had not. But he would 
point out thn,t it rested with the Governor 
in Council to declare what land should be 
proclaimed as scrub land under the provisions 
of that clause, n,nd no doubt judg-ment would 
be exercised in dealing with n,ny brigalow scrub 
land that might be found fit for cultivation, 
'lnd it would not be dealt with under that pn,rt 
of the Bill. But he thought there was very little 
land growing brigalow that wn,s fit for cultivation, 
either in Queensland or Xew South \Vales. 

He had seen a great deal of such country in 
both colonies, but did not remember having seen 
a piece of really good agriculturn,lln,nd on which 
brigalow scrub was growing. They would find 
scrub on agricnltumlland all over Queensland 
in which brign,lowtrees might he found, but that 
did not by any means justify them ~11lling it 
brigalow scrub in any sense of the term. He had 
seen small patches of brigalow outside Hosewood 
before the land was occupied, and had seen 
occ'lsionn,l trees in the scrub, but not enough to 
warrant it being cnlled a brigal<nv scrub. 

Mr. l'\OHTON said he did not intend to detain 
the Committee n,ny longer. The hon. :Minister 
for Lands had the responsibility of the clause, 
and he had not. He hn,d done what he could to 
point out difficulties likely to arise, but in reply 
to the Minister he could sn,y thn,t he knew for a 
bet that, in the Hosewood Scrub, there were 
patches of brigalow scrub thn,t could be seen in 
passing along the railway line; yet the hon. 
gentleman sn,id he had never seen it. He had 
pointed ont the effect of the clause, and the 
hon. member might now take the responsibility. 

:\fr. BLACK said he did not think it was 
ever intended that the clause should apply to 
n,gricultural lands n,t n,ll. He imagined it would 
only apply to grazing lands, but he would like 
to n,sk the Minister for Lands whether survey 
before selection was going to apply to scrub 
lands-whether they would be surveyed before 
being thrown open to selection. If so, the 
~Iinister himself would hn,ve the discretionary 
power of cln,ssifying them before they were 
selected, and of saying whether they would come 
under the definition of scrub lands. 

The MINISTER :!<'OR LAXDS said scrub 
districts would be proclaimed, but not necessarily 
surveyed, before selection. 

Mr. BLACK sn,id he would point out that 
there was another clause in the Bill which would 
necessitate the lands being surveyed. The clause 
said:-

" Snch applications shall be made and dealt with in 
the smne manner as applications to select land under 
Part IV. of this Act, ex~ept that no deposit on account 
of rent need be made 'vith the application." 
And Part IV. said that all lands should be sur
veyed before selection. 

The PREMIEH said thn,t was so; but the part 
of the Bill dealing with applicn,tions did not say 
n,nything n,bout survey. 

Mr. P ALMER said he was inclined to take 
exceptinn to the stn,tement of some hem. mem
bers that those scrubs lands, when clen,red, were 
only useful for grazing purposes. There was 
not the slightest doubt thn,t, when the land was 
once clen,red, it would take n,s much trouble to 
keep it clear afterwards as to clear it in the first 
instn,nce. The lands could never be used as 
grazing lands. They could only be used for 
ngriculture, and the constant occupation would 
keep down the young growth of scrub. :B'rom 
the way in which some hon. members had 
spoken, one would imagine that clearing scrub 
lands wn,s the nicest occupation out, and that 
it wn,s mere play to keep the land fr-ee of under· 
growth. He scarcely thought that scrub lands 
could be cleared under £5 an acre, n,nd possibly 
£10 an acre in some c"ses. Under that part of 
the Bill it would be a very good provision to make 
the persons who clenred the land a present of it, 
instead of providing that after thirty years' occu
pation it should revert to the Crown without any 
compensation for improvements in the shape of 
clearing, or fencing, or anything else. He was 
certain that the amount of time and money 
expended on the scrub lands would only be 
fairly repaid by the property being made over 
in fee-simple to the occupier, and if no such 
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provision was made not many people would come 
within that part of the Act. There was no doubt 
the rent of a peppercorn was alluring to look at, 
but when the lessee took into consideration the 
consequences that would ensue upon taking U]J 
scrub lands he would find that a peppercorn 
rent was quite sufficient. 

'fhe PHEMIER : \Vould vou make it less 
than that? · 

Mr. PAL:iYIER said he did not think it \\'ould 
be too great a concession to make the land into 
a freehold. The Minister for Lands ~aid thrrt 
brigalow did not grow on good land. Ho must 
take exception to that, because he had seen it 
growing on the best lands in the colony. He 
bad seen it around Ho:;ewood, and that was 
an evidence of very deep, rich soil. In fact, 
he had always understood thrrt the Rose
\Vood Scrub wn,s COI11pl'isecl of briga]ow. rrhe 
point he wanted to make was, that the idea of 
some hon. members seemed to be that evervone 
would rush to take up agricultural land, as i'f no 
other occupation in the colony WlLS as good as 
farming; but he th.mght better returns wer+' to 
be had out of any other kind of labour than 
agriculture, and for that reason they should 
offer every po:<sible facility to men to settle on 
the land. If the occupants of scrub lancl went 
to the expense of fencing-, and stun1ping, and 
improving generally, every facility should be put 
in their wa~·, and they shnu!tl be made a present 
of the land for their trouble. 

Mr. J. C~'I.::\1PBELL said he held a different 
opinion from the hon. member for Bnrke in 
reference to the price of scrub lamls, and alPo as 
to the good results of clearing them. He had 
some cleared scrub land, and he could assure the 
Committee thttt it carried as much stock now as 
open forest country or some of the pbins. As 
to the price the hon. member put down for clear
ing, that was absnrcl. His land on the back 
plains of the Downs was partly covered with 
black oak, which hon. gentlemen called forest 
oak and dogwood, and he had cleared it for 12s. 
an acre. He lmd clone that, and could ringbark 
all the timber for 2s. Gel. an acre. 

Mr. P ALMER : Brigalow scrub? 
1\Ir. J. C_"IJVIPB};LL: l"\o; oak and dog

wool]; but he would go with the hon. member 
when he said that brigalow scrubs were good. 
There were many scrubs of that kind which 
would turn out first-class agricultural land. 

Mr. ARCHER said he did not think many 
people would come unrler the clause. He knew 
a good deal of the country that the hon. member 
alluded to between Toowoomba and Homa, and 
I~ockhampton and the Comet, but no one would 
take up those lands on the condition" laid down 
in the Bill. He would not take them up if they 
\Vere made a preRent to him so long as he could go 
outside and get land already cleared and at a much 
lower rate than scrub lands could be obtained for. 
The hon. gentleman who last spoke said he had 
cleared scrub land for 12s. an acre ; but that was 
not what he (Mr. Archer) called scrub. He 
could put the hon. gentleman on brigalow snub, 
and, if he cleared it at £12 an acre, he would 
earn his money very well indeed. He did not 
think those provisions would induce anyone 
to take up land at that rent for the purpose of 
clearing it. 

Mr. J. CA::\IPBELL said the scrub he ha<l 
referred to was dogwood, which he had pulled 
up with horses and a chain. 

Question put and passed. 
On clause 70, as follows :-
"Scrub lands f'llall bo classUiefl a:'5 follows, that is to 

say:-
Thc Firf':! Cla::-~-eon.<:.isting of land o\·crgrown b.v 

ocrnb to the extent of one~ third part of its area; 

The Seconcl Cla~s-consisting of land overgrown by 
scrub to the extent of one-half of its area; 

The rrhird ClrJ.ss-consisting of lanfl. overgrown by 
scrub to the extent of two-thlrd parts of its 
area: 

The Fonrtb Clas.s-consisting of land entirely over
grown by scrnb." 

Mr. MACFAHLAJ"\E s"id that to classify 
the scrub land' in that way would lead to a 
good deal of confusion, and perhaps evasion. 
People would try to get that land on which 
they" ould have the least to do and for which 
thev would have the least to pay. By the 
Bill, first-class land would have to be fenced 
in five years ; seconcl-clas~ in ten years; third
class in fonrteen years ; and the fourth-class in 
fifteen years. If they were going to give an 
adv::Lnta.ge in one way, they were going to 
take it away in another. Looking at the clause 
as a whole, he thoug-ht it would be just '"' well 
if there w::ts only one class of land. Of course, it 
would not be fair that the hmnily timbered land 
should be charged as m1lch as the light-timbered; 
but it was not likely that much of any class 
would be taken up, and he thought it would be 
t<>ken up much faster if there was only one class. 
The light-timbered land would, of course, be taken 
up first, and there would be a chance of getting 
it cleared. \Vith regard to the time for fencing, 
he thought that five years was not sufficient. 
It \voulcl be better to provide that the land 
should be all one class ; that if it was fenced 
within ten years it should be held for nothing; 
that for the second ten years the rent should be 
~d., and for the third ten years ld. per acre. 
'l'hat would simplify the provisions very much. 

The ::\IINISTER l<'OH LANDS said he 
would point out that there was a great deal of 
difference in the value of scrub land. Some of 
it was very light "ne! very tluickly cleared, while 
other kinds required a good deal of work. He 
did not see, thereft1rc, that they should not make 
a distinction between them. The rents fixed 
were fairly proportioned to the amount of work 
to be clone on the different classes of h1nd. In 
any case the rent was very small. As had been 
pointed out by the hem. member for Aubigny, 
there was some land on which a man with a vair of 
horses and a chain could pull out a good deal of 
scrub. That was the most effective way he 
knew of to clear wattle scrub. 

Mr. NOHTON: It will grow again. 
The MIKISTJ<:R FOil LANDS said that if 

it did the process could be repeated ; :after the 
first year there wonltl be a heavy crop of grass, 
and if that was set fire to it would be a most 
effective way of de,troying scrub. 

Question put and passed. 
On clause 71, as follows :-
"Any person ma~v make application to the commi~

sioner to become the less;ee of any portion of scrub lands 
not exceeding 10,000 aerr'3. 

"Such applications shall be made and dealt with in 
the same manner as applications to select land under 
I)art IY. of this Act, except that no deposit on account 
of rent need be made ·with the ap]llication. 

•· 'l'he commissioner, in dealing 'vith the application, 
shall determine to whkh of the classes hereinbefore 
defined the land belongs." 

Mr. DOKALDSOJ"\ said he thought the area 
should be increased to 20,000 acres. That might 
be an inducement to some men to take up land. 

The JVIINISTETI FOR LANDS said he had 
no objection to the area being increased to 
20,000 acres. Of course power would be left to 
the Governor in Council to fix the quantity by 
proclamation. 

:Mr. JORHAX said the Committee were some
\vlmt in the dark as to the ntlue of the scrnl> 
lands prnpo:;ecl in tlmt part of the Bill. It had 
been :;aid by the hull. memlJer for )cubigny-and 
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the information was valuable, bec,mse that hon. 
member knew something practically from personal 
experience-that it cost him about 12s. an acre 
to clear scrub land. 

Mr. ARCHER : 'What he referred to would 
not be counted scrub land at all. 

Mr. JORDAN: l\Iallee scrnh, brigalow scrub, 
and other kinds of scrub. "They bar! some 
evidence given before a corr1n1ission in X ew 
South Wales about the mallee scrub in that 
colony which would apply to the malleP scrub in 
this colony. One man who took up 1, 700 acres 
said that 1,100 acres was covered with mallee. 
'fhat rnan gav\'3 a de;;;cription of the process of 
cle.aring, and said it cost him Ss. fjd, to 1.5s. an 
acre to clear the scrub. 

l\Ir. BLACK: How much? 
l\Ir .• JORDAN: l~rom Ss. Gel. to His. 
l\Ir. BLACK : For clearing mallee ? 
Mr. JORDAN: By a rapid process apparently. 

He hoped hon. gentlemen would not laugh at 
him too much, because, as he was so m-odest 
he might stop. He would read the following 
extract from the commissioners' report:-

" '1111(' following letter was receiYetl. from n ~elector 
settled on the BTlnawaug Rnn, near the junction of the 
I<~dward River with the Wookool. His statement~ of 
fact have been ,-erified by competent and intlcpen4lent 
authority, and his Yiew-. on the disposition ot' the public 
lands seem to be those of his class, energetic and indus
trious selectors :~ 

"'Out of the 1,700 acres which myself and family 
first selected. abont 1,100 acre:-; were eovcred bv dense 
mallee and other scrubs. rrhere was no grass wfmtcvcr 
on the land, which was the haunt or \Vild horses and 
marsupials, whieh only feed lJy nip:ht. In the space of 
three years I convertcct. this \Vililcrnc.-:.s into the prettiest 
home on the Edward River, and I challenge competition 
and inspection.'" 
The selector gitve the process of clearing, and 
set clown the price at from Ss. Gel. to 153. an acre, 
and then proceeded to state the result of all 
that labour as follows:-

"During the iirst year allldnds of R-Jlsolaccous 11lants 
came up mixed with grm<t". Afterward.s the salt plants 
succumbed to stocking-, anfl then the gra::<::.t;s grew so 
luxuriantly that my sheep would not faee them, and I 
'vas compelled to eat them clown with eattle. The repre
SE'ntative of a :\Telbonrne wool1irm. who vi!:iited my farm 
dnriug my absence with f:.tt sheep in Yidoria, as.kcd 
'\V hat kind of I~nglish grasses I had smYn, and he would 
hardly cr0.dit that 't'Vhat he smv was the natural ]JTO
cluction of and indig-enou~ to the soiL The neighbour
ing Crown lessee purehasf'fl fat sheep from me to feed 
his shearers last sltca.ring. 'l'he tinal result is that I 
have surmounted all the diflieultirs strewn in my path 
during m.Y early settlement, as well a.;; the haYoc which 
bad seasons and clrongllt lmYe worl;;e(l Hl10ll other.-:, 
which hare affected me very lightly." 

Now they proposer! to give 10,000 acres of those 
mallee scrub lands and of other scrub lands away 
for a mere nothing, and he w:ts afraid they were 
going to be a little too liberal. He took a very 
great intereRt in the matter. Some ti~1e ago, a.s 
he was travelling fron1 Toowoorn ba to Hmna, he 
passed through hundreds of acres of scrub. He 
asked some <lnestions, and was told that that 
scrub was rapidly spreading over a large portion 
of that district and rendering it useless. So 
he was very glad to see those provisions 
in regard to scrub lands when he read 
the Bill through, espedally as he thought they 
might be applied to that particular locality, 
and might render large portions of land useful. 
Yet, at the same time, after reading· that 
undoubted evidence which he ha<l read to 
the Committee, he thought they were going to 
be too liberal in giving away 10,000 acres. He 
would propose that, iustead of increasing the 
area to 20,000 acres, they should reduce it to 
1;000 acres; and then very easily--and he 
thought, suceessfully-they could try the experi
ment of clem·in;: it. He believed that if they 
did so those lands would be entered Ly nmlly 

\Vorking })Tactical n1en belonging to that class who 
would make a success ; wherett;;, if they allowed 
persons to take up 10,000 acres for nothing, they 
would be taken up by capitalists, and they would 
have a large quantity of valuable land absorbed, 
and it would be found that they had given it 
away. 

:Mr. BLACK said the hon. gentleman need 
not be at all afraid. It was not likely that 
capitalists would take up country of that sort, 
but only new churns, who did not know what 
they were going to do. The hon. gentleman said 
that the pa]•er he had read from was undoubted 
evidence, but he (l\Ir. Black) thought it was 
nothing of the sort. He happened to be very 
familar with the part of the country referred to ; 
and if any rnrm told him that a "elector was 
able to clear L 100 acres in three years, at a cost 
of Ss. Gel. to lils. an acre, he would not believe 
him if he would swear it. 'He knew that country 
perfectly well, and if that selector did succeed 
in clearing- the scrub, it was not dense mallee 
scrub; and he doubted the truth of his statement 
in toto. 

Mr. ARCHEE : So do I. 
l\Ir. BLACK: If th>tt selector had done that, 

thousands and thouNands of acres of similar 
land-all dense mallee-wonld have been cleared. 
He knew the \V ookonl country well. He had 
lived there for yeitrs, and knew the particular 
locality referred to there. He knew the state
lnent \Yas untrue and exaggerated. He beljeved 
the hon. gentleman was perfectly sincere in 
quoting his evidence, and he believed that he was 
taken in by it. He would itsk any practical 
squatter whether it was feasible that he could 
eradicate the scrub at that cost? Near the 
South Au~;tralirm border a great deal of 
mallee country had been cleared, and yielded 
acres of magnificent wheat crops; but it had not 
been rlone at the cost put clown by that selector ; 
and they had not get cheap labour there. He 
did not care verv much about the whole of those 
clauses about scrub lands. He did not think 
the proposition was likely to be very effective. 
If the Government thought it would, by making 
an experiment, let them do it by all means ; but 
he wonJd at once point ont a very great danger 
that was likely to result from it. In the Leich
hardt and l\Iackemoie districts, if they let the land 
at a peppercorn rent, no rent would be paid at 
all till ten years, and it would be very hard for the 
Government to enforce the conditions. Away 
there, free from "'ll SU]lervision, the scrub would 
become a regular haunt for cattle-duffers, who 
would go on the middle of the resumed run without 
depmdting a single slxpence of rent. There were 
waterholes in those scrubs for cattle. He did 
not think it would lead to the scrub being cleared. 
The cattle-duffers wonlcl ha Ye a few head of cattle 
of their own, and they would simply "duff" 
the cattle of the Crown lessee adjoining. He 
noticed that the clause said, " any person may 
make aJ>plication to the commissioner," and he 
would like to know whether the Crown lessee 
would be allowed to take up. If that were so, he 
should have no objection to the clan se. \Vould the 
kssee of a 20,000-acre grazing farm be allowed 
to take it up? 

The PRE2\IIER : There is no restriction. 
Any person can. 

Mr. BLACK : J'\ otwithstanding that he 
already holds 20,000 acres, the maximum he can 
hold under the previous clause? 

The PREMIER: Certainly. 
Mr. DONALDSOJ'\: Even allow 1t squatter? 
Mr .• TOJtDA~ ,,aid he would not inflict a 

deHc1·iption of the prncr ,,, on hon. gentle1nen, a.s 
it was rather long. He might say that it wa~ 
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certainly not he who had been taken in, lmt, if 
anyone, the commissioners, :Y[e"rs. :Morris and 
Hankin. It was those gentlemen who said, 
"This is undoubted evidence, and has been 
verified by competent authorities." 

Mr .• JESSOP saicl he knew one of the scrubs 
which had been referred to by the hon. member 
for South Brisbane. It was 100 mileo long, and 
he did not !mow how wide ; but he wonld not 
take the whole lot for nothing·. As for clearing 
scrub at the rate 1uentionecl, it wa,s a gl'ent 
mistake. He was sure that box country ~<mid 
not be cleared under £:1 an acre, and the land 
the hon. memher had alluded to could not be 
cleared under £10 or £12 an acre. 

Mr. KAT11~S sairl he hoped hon. members 
would not be led away by the hon. member for 
South Brisbane, and suppose that they could 
clear a scrub for 12s. Gel. an acre. The whole 
thing, to his mind, was a hoax. He had paid as 
much as £2 an acre for clearing forest land, 
and he would never believe that scrub could be 
cleared for leso than £3 or £4 an acre. 

Mr. ,JORDAN said that if it were a hoax it 
was perpetrated by the commissioners, J'dessrs. 
Rankin and :Morris; and the gentleman who 
gave that evidence gave particulars showing 
exactly how it was done. 

l\Ir. :\IAUFAJlLANE said that he did not see 
why the statement should be a hoax. Land com
pletely covered by scrub was easier to clear than 
land partly covered by forest. Two or three big 
stumps in an acre of forest land wonld take the 
whole of the Ss. Gd. 

Amendment agreed to. 

On the motion of the PRE:\1U;R, the clause 
was further amended by the addition to the 1st 
subsection of the worcis '' or such lesser area 
as may be declared by the proclamation," and 
the insertion af~er the words "except that," in 
the 2nd subsectwn, of the words " it need not 
be a surveyed lot, and that." 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
On clause 72, as follows:-
"·when the la net eomprised in an application for a 

lease of scrub lands has been surveyed, and the f'fnn
missioner·s approyal has been confirmed bY the boa.rd 
the applicant shall be entitled to a lease of the land fron.;_ 
Her :Jfajesty, under and subjeet to the conditions fol-
1owing, that is to say:--

1. The term of the lease shall bo thirty years, 
computecl from the first da.y of July or first dav 
of December nearest io the date of the cori
firrnation. 

2. The annual rent reserv-ed under the lease shall 
be as follmvs :-
(et) In the case of scruh lands of t1w first class;. 

a lJCppercorn for the first fiye years, one 
halfpenny prr acre for the next succ.r~eding 
tPn years, and one penny per acre for the 
remaining fifteen years; 

(U) In the case of scrub lands of the second 
class, a peppercorn for the first ten years, 
one halfpenny per acre for the next suc
ceeding ten years, and one penny per acre 
for the remaining ten years; 

(C) In the eaRc of scrub lands of the thirrl class, 
a peppercorn for the firsc fourteen years, 
one halfpenny per acre for the next suc
ceeding eight years, and one penny per 
acre for the remaining eight years; 

(cl) In the case of scrub lands of the fourth 
cla:-;f<, a peppereorn for the first 1iitcen 
:rears, and one halfpenny per acre for the 
remaining fifteen years. 

3. If at any time, during the period oi the lease 
~u:ing which the lessee pays a peppercorn rent, 
1t 1s proved to the satisfaction of the commis
sioner that the ler..;see h:t~ failed in any year to 
destroy, br ringbarking or otherwise, a portion 
or the scrub upon his holding bearing the same 
proportion to the whole of the scrub as one 
year bears to the whole number of year~ in that 
period, until the whole has been destroyecl, the 
Governor in Oouncil, on the recommendation 

of the born·cl, mn.r rleclare the lease absolutely 
forfeite(l and vacated. and thereupon the land 
comprised therein shall revert to Her ]Injesty. 

4. During the pf'riocl of the lease dnrinp; which the 
le~sce tm.rs a JH3Pperr~oru rent lle shall enclose 
the wholr or the holdi11g with a good and 
~nb:-~tantial fenee, and in df'fanlt thereof the 
Governor in Council, on the recommendation 
of the hoar(1 1 may fle,r•lare the lf':lse ab~olutcly 
forfeit eel and vacaterl, and thereupon the land 
comprised therein shall reycrt to Her .Majesty, 

5. rrhe rent shall he payable at the 'rreasnry in 
nrisba.uc, or other plaee appointed by the 
Governor ill Councll, on or before the thirtieth 
clay of ~cptem her in each year. 

6. If default is marlo 1)y the lessee in payment of 
rent, the lease :shall be forfeited. but the lessee 
may defeat the forfeit nre on 11ayment of the full 
rent '"~ithin ninety days from the date herein
before appointed for pa~'llJeut thereof, with the 
aclditHm of a ~mm by way of penalty calenlated 
as follO\VS, that is to say-if the reut is paid 
within thirty clnyfi tive per centum h; to be 
added, if the rent is paid \Vi thin sixty days ten 
per eentmn is to be adclerl, and if the rent is 
}mid after ~dxty dnys fifteen per centmn is to be 
added; but unless the \Vhole of the rent to~ 
gcther \Vith such penalty is pairl within ninety 
days from the ap}lointed day, the lease shall be 
absolutely fm·fcited.'' 

Mr. DON ALDSOX said there should be some 
provision in rega,rd to ilnpounding, as suggested 
by the hnn. member for l\Iackay. In some cases 
the scrubs might be occupied by cattle-duffers, 
and such a proYision was necessary. 

The MIKISTER FOR J,ANDS said it was 
his intention to propose an amendment which 
would meet the objection. 

l\Ir. AHCHER said the clanse provided that 
a man who held a 10,000-acre selection must 
clear nr ringbark 300 acres, and that one who 
held 20,000 acre'< mnst clear 700 acres a year. 
Re never knew cattle-duffers to do anything but 
duff eu,ttle. If they did the ring barking required 
by the clause they would not be cattle-duffers; 
so that he did not think any amendment would 
be necessary. 

The COLOXIAL TREAS'UHER said he had 
an amendment to propose similar to that made 
in the 2Gth clause. He moved that after the 
word " rent" in paragraph 5 the following 
words be added-" shall be payable in re•pect of 
the year ending on the 30th clay of June and." 

Amendment put and passed. 

Mr. XORTOX suggested that the Colonial 
Treasurer might increase the revenue by putting 
a high dnty on peppercorns. 

The COLONIAL TRJ~ASuRER said he 
might poRsibly take the sng·gestion into con
sideration at some future time. In the meantime 
he moved that the word "that" be substituted 
for " each" in paragraph 5. 

Amendment put and passed. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved the 
following new clause, to follow clause 72 :-

The leRsee shall not be entitled to impound any 
stock found trespassing on any part of his holding which 
is not fenced \vith a good an cl substantial fencP, except 
in the case of '''ilfnl trespass. 

Mr. P AL:MER said that any stock trespassing 
on those lands might fairly be described as stock 
that were not able to take care of them se! ves; 
and the soone1· they were impounded the better. 

The MINISTER :FOR LANDS said the hon. 
member overlooked the fact that, on first-class 
scrub land, only a third or a fourth of it might be 
scrub, and the remainder might be fairly good 
grazing land. It was only fair, therefore, to 
provide for the impounding of trespassing stock, 

New clause, as read, put and passed. 
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On clause 73, as follows:~ 
''The :J.Iinistermay ~rant lit!en~es to oecupy. from year 

to year, any Crmvn lauds not subject to a. right of depas
t.uring under Part [Il. of this Act. Such licem:es shall 
be grnntecl nnder and subject to the following Ilrovisions 
and conditions, that is to say:--

1. The land shall be dcclarf.'d open to sueh occup:t
tion by notice in the Gtc"elte, speeifying the 
m·eas t.o be occupied :tnd the rent per square 
mile, whkh shall be determined by the hoard; 

2. One month's noticu at least shall he given in the 
Grr.:Pt!e before the land shall he so open; 

3. Apvllcatious for licenses mn::-~t be maclc to the 
commissionm·; 

4. The nr~t applicant shall be entitled to the license, 
:mcl1f two or more applications are made at the 
~amc time the priority shall he deeiU.cd by lot in 
the prt"*-Cribeflmanner; 

5. EF·ry Ruch license shall expire on the thirty-first 
flay of Dcccmbet· of the year in which it is 
granted, unle ... s renewed, as hereinafter pro· 
vided; 

6. Thnt amount specified by the notice shall be the 
annual rent, until incru\ased. as hereinaftet· pro
videcl, and shall be Jlaid at the time of applica
tion. If that time is after the thirtiot,h dav 
of June, one-half of the annual rent only \viil 
be payable; 

·7. The ljcensc may be renewed for another year, 
and so on from year to year, upon payment on 
or before the thirtieth day of September, at the 
rrreasnry inlirl::;bane, or other 11lace appointed 
by the novernor in Council in that behalf, of 
ti1e next year's rent: 

8. 1'he land comprised in the license shall, if so 
prof'l..-.jmert, be open to selection under the pro
visions of Part IV. of this Act; 

0. If the land is so proelaimed open to selection, the 
rent payable in respect thereof shall be reduced 
hy one-third; 

10. r:l'he "l'IIinister, on the recommendation of the 
board, mny. at an~' time bcfort) the ftrst day of 
Reptember in any year, give notice to the 
licen .... <~e that the next year's rent will be 
increased by an amount not exceeding twenty
five per centnm of the rent then fixed, and 
lhe rent shall be increased accordingly ; 

11. The lieense shall be determinable at the end of 
any year by six months' notice previously given 
by the }linister to the licensee; 

12. If. in the opinion of the board, any licensee is 
injuriously using the l::tnd comprised in the 
lken~<:c by overstocking the ~rtme, the board 
mav require him to reduce the nnrnbcr of his 
stoCk thereon to such. an extent as the board 
may think fit, and if the licensee fails to c-omply 
with such requisition ·within six months after 
receipt thereof the license shall be determined." 

Mr. P ALMER said that, without wishing to 
give the l\finister for Lands any unnecessary 
trouble, he should like to know what lands were 
comprehended by the clau,e. His impression 
'"''" that the clause provided for occnpation in 
what were known as the unsettled districts of the 
colony, as far as the western borders. \Vas that 
iu1pression correct? 

The 1HNISTER Ji'OR LANDS replied that 
the clause applied to lnnd in the settled district;;. 
Lands unleased, to which no one had any claim 
or title, would be let by yearly licensA, renew~ 
able from year to year, on payment of such rent 
as might be fixed by the board. 

J\Ir. NORTON said the clause appeared to 
him to apply not to the settled districts merely, 
but to all districts. It would be advisable to have 
a satisbctory explanation on that jJoint. 

Mr. PAL~LER said he had received a telegram 
frorn a pcr~on of great experience, who ·wa.s 
anxious to take up land in the settled district;; 
in the Gulf country. The telegram stated that 
there were about 20,000 square miles of land in 
the settled districts there, out of which not more 
than lGO square miles had been applied for under 
the Settled Districts Pastoral I,eases Ad of 1SS2 ; 
which afforded con vincin;; proof that the rental 
of 40s. per square mile wm; too high. There was 
no doubt, as that person stated, that if the 
rental were reduced to a !nininnurr of 10:..;. r 8r 
~quare rnile th~ grf<J,ter P•trt r,f th8,t UJuntry 
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would be taken up for stock pasturage; and the 
Trea,gury might just as well ).le r:eceivin&" that 
rental, instead of the land lymg Idle as It had 
been for a great number of years. He would 
like to have the assurance of the Minister for 
Lands that the clause would meet that case. No 
minimum rental was fixed. The present rental 
of the land in question was 40s. per square mile, 
and it was prohibitive. 

The 1\HNISTBR FOR LANDS said the 
hon. member's information about the land within 
the :;ettled district on the Gulf was quite correct, 
and the price was certainly prohibitive. In 
cases of that kind the board would assess such 
rent as they might deem the land to be worth. 
They would determine the rent, he presumed, at 
such a sum as to make it worth a man's while to 
use the land, if it could be used. The object 
was to bring all available land in the colony into 
use. 

Mr. NORTON said he would like to know 
whether the clause applied to the whole colony 
or not? 

The PRE;yiiER : It applies to the whole 
colony. 

The HoN. B. B. MOHETON: To lands out-
side the schedule? 

The PREMIER: Yes. 
Clause put and passed. 

On clause 74, a8 follows:-
"The Governor in Council nmy cause any tO\Yll or 

suburban Ia.nds to be offered for unconditional sale by 
public auetion, and ma.y cnnse maps or such lands to 
be prepared, whieh maps shall show and specify the 
counties, par1Khes, or towns in "'""hich the lands are 
sit1mted, and all reserves intended to be made in accord~ 
ance witll the }1roYisions of this Act, and the boundaries 
and areas of the lands intended to be sold, and shall 
also show the lengths a.nd bearings of all boundary lines 
eompriscd therein, and such maps shall be deposited as 
rmblic maps in the office of the Surveyor-General." 

Mr. ARCHER said he was very much sur
prised that after all the discussion that had 
taken place the Government had not recon
sidered their determination to sell town and 
suburban lands by auction, and brought in some 
amendment to ]Jrevent large areas of those 
lands being sold simply for the purpose of 
benefiting land speculators. It was very sur
prising indeed that lands which had proved in 
other countries most suited for leasing should 
here be proposed to be sold by auction, instead 
of being dealt with under the leasing principle 
of the Bill. However, of course, the Govern~ 
ment had a compact majority to support them 
in the disposal of land for the benefit of specu
lators. If he had believed in the theories of 
the hon. Minister for Lands, he should certainly 
have applied the leasing system to the lands 
which were of the greatest value to the country, 
and prevented large sales of town and suburban 
lands from being made merely to benefit a few 
o;pecnlators. However, he h>1d not the slightest 
doubt that the clause would be carried, although 
it was in entire contradiction to the spirit of 
everything that had fallen from the Minister 
for Lands, aml from the other side of the 
Committee. 

The-PREMIER said he was very glad to hear 
that the hon. gentleman had become a convert to 
the leasing system. 

Mr. ARCHEE : I said nothing of the sort ; 
I said that if I believed in the theories of the 
}finister for Lands I should certainly apply 
that principle to those lands. 

The PREMIER said he begged the hon. 
;;entlcman's pardon. He thought that he was 
discu:;sing the clause of the Bill and not the 
:\finister for Lands. He should be very glad, 
if in the course of two or three years public 
,~,pinion sh0uld hc.ve adnmced sufficiently fa~ 
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to allow of the leasing principle being applied 
to town and submban lands. He had little 
doubt that it would do SO ; out at the prP,ent 
time public opinion had not n<lvanced sutli
ciently far in that direction. He !Jelic,·cd the 
business of the Government was to lead public 
opinion. If they ran away too hr in advance of 
it they might find themselves left ont in the 
cold altogether. That was not the function 
of a G-overn1nent. It \Va.s no nse saying that 
the Bill was not consistent. It made a great 
step in the right direction. He believed the 
result would be that before very long the leasing 
system would be ''PPlied to all the lands of the 
colony. 

The Ho~. Sm 'l'. :\IciLvVRAITH said 
that if it had been the sincere d8siro of the 
Govern1nent to n1ake the lr;tsing systmn a 
success, surely they, as prudent men, would 
have commenced its operation where it would 
have shown its results most speedily for the 
good of the country. They had seen the 
operation of the present system in all the towus 
uf the colony, 'mcl especially in the southern 
portion of it ; they had seen the fever there hac] 
been for some time ]Xtflt in land s peen] ation 
'~bout Brisbane, and how the mlem·ne<l incre
ment had gone into the hands of a few 
speculators. If the Government had wicd1ed 
to get the sympathies of the people with 
them, it was perfectly easy at the pn··ent 
time to ntake smne a.rr::tng-erneut by which 
those bmb should be only lr·;"erl instead of 
being- toiold, but for one ul>.iection, and tha,t wa~ 
the objectiou of the Treasury. The Uovemmeut 
felt that they would l'C<juire to find something 
in order to keep up the revenue ; and that, to 
save thernselves fron1 having to rei:lort to taxation, 
they would ha Ye to get a certain amount of 
money from the lands. But he contende<l 
that ·they should have got it from the 
lands in the way least oppressive to the 
people of the country. \Vho were the men 
who were adding the unearned increment to 
the lands of the colony-whether they "'ere 
country lands, suburban lands, or town lancb ~ 
There was no~ ~t 1nan engaged in any industry in 
the colony--whether pa,toral, agricultural, or 
1uining-whu 1uight nut clailn to hrtYP, by hi..; 
own labour, given to the land the actual 
inr.rease in its value. The agrieultnri:-.t gaYe 
almost the whole of thco additional valne 
to the land by his own labour. He, b,Y 
his operations. made the laud f1tted to rect"ive 
a lnrgf'r popul.ttion, so that 110 "'a:-:, directly, tl!c 
real author of thL' increa,ed Y:tlue. ,\ml yet 
those we1·e the Yeiy bm!,; that the Cnvernmcnt 
pounee<l down upo·u, and said that all tlw lll1-
ea.rned ineretnent arisiug fton1 tha.t lnnu·s labour 
shoulrl go alm<mt entirely to the State, because 
the Htate stepped iu every fi ,.e years nnd said, 
"Yon nJu1'3t render up to us the yearly increa.se 
of the v,tlue of your land." That wa" where the 
principle of the Bill was wrong. Take the 
suburban lands. vVhat was the cause of the 
increase in the value of land in Brisbane and itB 
suburbs'? It was not on account of anything the 
people of Brisbane had dmw. It was not the J.,ig 
\Varehouses or buildings that gave increased value 
to the land, but the increac;e in population and in 
the productiveness of different parts of the colony. 
Rettlement took place in the interior, and the 
men who were actually producer~ out there, nnd 
who were being taxed by the Bill, had ueen 
adding to the value of land in :Bri,;uane; while 
the people of Brisbane themselves, as a rule, had 
nothing whatever to do \vitb it, or, at all events, 
very little to do with it. Yet those were the 
1nen whn, without giviug [tll,Y vn1ne to the htncl, 
were, by the Bill, to get it at the upset price at 
a:netion ; while the 1ncn who bad lJrr:n toiling 
in the uuts)cle diotricto fur the j•<trp · ,c- · ur 

rather with the effect-·· of increasing its 
Yalue, were the Yery men who had to yield 
up the un•·;u·ned iucrement year after year 
to the State. It was as clear as j>uooiblc that 
the Go,·ernnlent h.,~d connuenced at the wrong 
encl. The lands which were being gobbled up at 
the pre,ent time in and around the citic•s and 
tn\'nlS of the Colony \VCl'C the ]Jlaces Where the 
t~ovcrnn1ent ought to bave eonune11ced to a]Jply 
the lea~ing princi)Jle. To say tbat those lands 
conld not kwe been leased was an absurdity. 
They could lu1Ye bem1 le:~sed jnst ac; well as 
any other land tlutt was dealt with by the 
Bill, and in fact a good deal ea~ier, becau~e 
they could be surveyed and defined with 
rnuch greater accuracy, aud in n1uch shorter 
time, than the larger blocks dealt with by the 
Bill. It would have been a very ea~y process, 
therefore, to have connnencvJd in that way. 
Po1•nlar opinion was perfeetly ripe for an experi
ment of that sort. Had the Government dealt 
with the htnd in the citie~ and towns of the 
colony, and their suburbs, in that way, he be
lieved that public opinion would haYe certainly 
justified them in trying the experiment. But 
they \Vere trying the expedn10nt in a \vay 
which he bdieYccl wonl<l iuterfere YelY 
mm:h with tl:c settlement of the people ;;I 
the country. Had the e:\pel·illJent been a failun: 
in rcg:-trd to town and ;-;uburlxtn landfi, the ouly 
ell"ect wonl<l lmn: been that people m.•uld not 
h:tve bought thmu, and no great hann \HHlld 
lmve been don~. !Jecause it would only have pre
vented people fl'Oill :-il-Jeculabng in regar(l to the 
ultimate price that tlwse lands wuuld roach. Hte 
belieYed that !Jeople ought not to be encouraged 
to speculate in that way, bnt that they should be 
limited as much as pu;,sible. .\t present there 
was no reason to Hell city and ~ubnrban lands, 
except that it wa." the only way uy which 
the Tre:1surY could be satisfied for the deficit 
that no doubt would be caused by the decrease of 
revenue from the other parts of the colony. He 
repeated that the novernment had commenced 
at the wrong end, and contende<t that they had 
been utterly inconsistent in trying to impose the 
leasing principle upon the country. They had 
succeeded in inrpo;3ing it only in those parts of 
the colonv \Yhere it would work worst, and do 
most harrn to settlement. They had not tlw 
courage to apply it to places where it would 
restrict injurious speculation, do no possible 
harm, and save to the State at some futme time 
the vast increase of va1ne that would be giverl 
to tlu> lnnds in the tn\\·ns of the colouy h,- thn 
gener.cd l)l'(H h1etinn of tlw people in the ~ntf-rinr. 
I.Jegitin1atdr. 8mnc l~~~rtiun of that profit Le
lon,;ell to the State, hnt b)· the method laid 
dowu by the ( }overmnent, that was to he throw!< 
m·or tu the people whu specubted largely in 
lan<l and left it until the industry of other 
people mlclecl con..;iderably to its value. He 
considered that the Govern!llent had shown 
utter inconsistency in the Bill; that they 
had carried the lea~ing principle so far :t,.; 
to apply it in the very \Yorst way, and not 
in the way in which it 1night have beeu a succe1"s, 
and have saved the cof!'ers of the State a large 
amount of profit that should ultimately be 
therc-th(Lt wa,~, in the iucre~:losed value given to 
town and suburbanlamlc; lly the general industry 
of the people, and not uy the industry of the 
owner~. 

The l'RKMIE:It ·~id it would be more .~'ttis
fadory if th•<y coul<l tell whether those wem tlw 
opinionK of the hon. nlmnber, or only the vie\Y8 
he thought ~he Cnv-ennnent ought to ha ,.e 
enunciated. He di<l not uutke tlmt <juite clear. 
] If: (the J'l'CllliCI') heJtl tlJ;ct S<>IIIC day those \'iU\I"S 
\vnultl Le adopted by tlu~ OJh!IJY at br,:..;c ; 1JUt 
ll•.)l tluriu;; lhr pre:enL ~~.. .... dl'll. 
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l\lr. :\"ORTO:'f :;rticllJe wa" :;orry that the hon. 
Trea~urer h<Ml gone out, been..n::;e he was :-;ure his 
knowledge in counection with the sale of town 
anrl eonntry lauds would ha Ye been very 
useful under the eircmn"tance.". He would 
have l•een able to t>ho\v the grent advantage 
tho,t the :-\tate derived from the '<tk of those 
lamb. The :\[iui,ter for Land,, would perhaps 
ren1e1nUer a spel~eh he once rnarle in Vlhich he 
told tbe gentlemen he "a, nrldre···iw: that the 
towW'] h.'nple e:d . ...;ted throngh tbe uountry people 
---that they were siruply the 60-Letwcen between 
the country people and othen; w1JO bonght their 
goods. 1:-le \\"dnhll HJint uut tlutt the lea~ing system 
wa:;; not a. ntw.r f:Y~tmn. ~ \_ ~reat deal of land 
in tho neig-h 1 •our~hood of Bri:--lmne Wa:-3 let on 
buildiug lt'i\.J~e::; for a tenH of ~~earH, and the 
Hystem pleased the . man who let it and the 
nu:tn wh(J lea~ed lt. lt Wtl' not only here, hut 
the principle had been applied more exten
sively in other plaees. In Sydney they found, 
near ~onth Head, <-Lll PHUl'lnou~ belt of private 
land~ known a;.; the Cooper El'ltate. :Five or 
six year~ ago tha,t land had nothing like its 
present value, and small lots of thirty-three 
perches fetcher! £\J per annum on a ninety.nine 
yea.r"' lease. That 1~~1,sing ~.vstmn \VaR adopttd 
by pri\<tte individmtls, aml scemerl to be eollect
ing a verv lrnge r•_:.venne; therefore he nw.in
t:ti'n.d~ w~~ he al way8 had maintaineJ, that) if 
the system wae to bP applied a'G all, it should 
be i;1itia,ted as the leader of the Opp,,sition 
had just sngg·ested. If they had begun at 
the other end, as it '''HP, and applied the 
lea.:..;in:::; ~~~stem to t~nvn and suburban lands~ 
the Trea-.;ln·er would lut\'e \VOrll a nnwh more 
smiling face . than he did, ancl would have 
been ,•,o ~l.HXlOU~ to ~ec;nre the rents of scrub 
lan<k l' nder that oyotem they would, no 
doubt, have r<~eeivecl a revenue from the land 
which thev '"'nld uot ~et noli". He di<l not 
1-vhd1 to cm\ tin ne the disCussion; hnt he ~irnply 
made the rmuark ~ now l1eeau~e it. was an ap
]Jropriatc time to m.,Jw them. He took the 
opportunity of entering- hi~ pr~lte~~ n;g-ainst the 
adoption of the ·,;·stem ''" apphed m 1ts pre"ent 
form, by which it ,;queezed every penny out of the 
unfortunate people \\·ho lived in the country for 
the benetit, "' the 1\linister for Lands sairl, uf 
the pet~ple wh(l lin:d in tnwn::.;. 

i\[r, 'PALHEil saicl he clid not \doh to take 
up the time of the Committee; but when the 
Premier ,tate<l that lw hoped that within the 
next t,\-o or three Yl~lt.r".-.:' titnn the h•asin~ 
prineiple would he aecepted by thc- ptoplc of the 
colonv, he would refer him to an opinion that 
wat~ Bxprt"~sed in th~~ Legi8lative :\~sen1bly of 
New South Wales while he was down there. It 
was on the occa:;ion nf the advent of 1\Ir. 
Lnscomhe, the member· for :1\orthumberland, 
into the House, after he had :;careely been there 
twentY-four hours. He \Vas a com·ert to :Mr. 
Henr)· George·s them·.y, a.nd proposed a.n muend
ment to the effect tlmt the time had come when 
the leo,siHg' principle ,;hnuld be applied to all 
land' in the colony. \Vhen it wns put to the 
vote the only person who supported him wtts the 
erratic member for 1\Indgee, 1\Ir. Taylor. There 
were forty-eight votet; a.gain::;t it and two in favonr 
of it. Tlmt was the opinion of the Legishth·e 
Asseml>ly in Sydney. 

ClauHe 1mt and pn,~~ecl. 
Ou clau~e 7.\ as follow c) :---

" ~tll ~neh Luuls :-.hall lH~ ~.list in).:uL:-;lwd a~ town or 
~ubnrbnn lots, ac!'Ol'(ling to their re:;pe('tiYe positinn:;, 
and ~hall he otl'cn"t1 as nearl~- :l"' may be in areas 
accorrli11~ to tlw following ~c.tk: 

T<nn1 la:.l(i, lll :L)lottw::.lll'- nf I.nnn onr. rnud In nw~ 
;;j l'Tf' 

~.:;burl!a.u J ~ll.J. ,,·~tl.lm :)u rmln from trnn1 hull;:, l 
]n lot3 of fl'0Jl o'!le lt' r~ t•) f•Jrty a:..:.c _ 

Du1~1rt1">>11 L!n:l~: ov.''3r f.iil'J !-!~11S f:t01!!. tO\J:"l..! 1Jnl:: n;, 
loltJ of frou fl ',-e ac1ct tv ejghty a(res:' 

Mr. ,JORDAX said he thought the areas 
n1entioned i11 the cla.uHe were unnecessarily large. 
He agree<! to some extent. with the hon. mem· 
ber for ,jfulgmve that they ought to have begun 
at the other enrL If they had done so they 
would verv .,oon have included the whole of the 
colonv. 1rhe effect of the resolution moved bv 
the c1·ratic member for 1\Iudgee, lHr. Tayl01:, 
showed what the fo,te of the Government would 
h'we been had they begun at the other 
end. It remindml him of .T udge Raliburton's 
"San1 Slick,'' \Yhere a JJtan was standing at 
the wrong entl of tL g-un which kicked, he ::;aid, 
so mnch, that he w:ts hurt more than the 
bird. He thought the ttreas W8l'e too large, and 
it would be very much safer to reduce them. He 
moved that in line 2li the word "tive'' be sub
stituted for the word "forty.' 

The 1IlX[::lTEl~ l>'OH LAKDS sai<l he 
thought tlmt wonld be •tn impro,·ement, as he wtts 
iudinecl to think the areas were too htrge. He 
thought five acres would be enough. 

Amenclment agreed to. 

The clause wo,s further amended, on the motion 
of Mr. ,fOJnJAl\', b? the sub:;titution of th~ 
words "nne acre" for "'five acres~'' and the word 
"ten" for the word "eighty" in the last line of 
the elv..use. 

Mr. 1' AL:VfE H asked if the :Vlinio;ter for 
Lo,mh would inform the Committee as to how 
far 8uburba!l lauds were supposed to e'<tend from 
a town 

Mr. XOI{TOX: Two miles. 

:'II r. P ALMEit said the clttuse «poke of 
"~uburba,n landti over Ollt} tnile frorn town 
lan<k" That might mean twenty miles from 
town land•. 

Mr. XOHTOX: No; it is detiued in clmme 4 
~illtel'}>ret::ttion clause: 

Clause, a"- anu:.nded, put autl P<ii':'t;ed. 
Clause /li-" Proclamation of land for ,ale''

passed as printed. 

On clause 77, as followH :-
" 'l'hc upset pricP :-:hall not be lrss than-· 

Eight pouwls per arre for t.own lands, a.ntl 
One pound per aere for :·mbnrhan land~. 

Provided that the up~et pri1~e may be 1iX8(l nt anJ 
larger snm.'' 

1\Ir. TJOXALIJSOX sairl, with regard to the 
pric<" of £1 1 >er acre for suburban bnds, he wished 
to point out to the Committee that the lo\\·est 
price now at which a selector could buy land 
was £L per :.ere, and in addition lw had to mttkP 
a number of improvements ami comply with " 
C(Jndition of a ~c~rtaiu ntnnLer of years' residencP. 
Under that clause it wo,s quite possible for the 
Minister to sell bud at a short di;;tance from a 
town at £1 "n acre; and if the Colonial Trensurer 
wi,hecl to rqllcuish the excheqtwr it would be 
more ad dsabL .. for him to double the price of 
that lo,nd. He (Mr. Donaldson) would rather 
see it made .£3 an acre for suburban lands, and 
he did not think that would be too hif(h. He dicl 
nnt intend to move an amewlment upon the 
cl;mse, hut he hoped his snf(gestion would meet 
\\'ith the appruv'tl of the 11inister for L:tncls. 

The l\IINISTEH JWR LANDS said he 
cert.tinly thought that £1 per acre would be 
sufficient for suburban land,, but 1t was not to 
be understood that all sulnn ban la.nd' would hA 
offered at th"t price. There 111ight. be case" 
where it would be considered very hrtrd to pnt 
llJl :-;ubnrh~Ln Ltn{1, rwar Rlll<:tll insignificant inl:.tnd 
tuwn~ and towuHhipt-!, n.t Hll!n·e than £1 an ae1·e. 

:Mr. FOOTJ<~ : It iH tt discret.ic>wtry power. 

)fr. JJrf\. \.LI1 ~~t)~;; Y'c _; lJUL it 1nay be 
a. bused. 
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS said he 
thought the GoYernment might be trusted to 
exercise their discretion in a matter of that sort. 
They would take c:tre th:tt the best price was 
obt:tined for the land, whether town or suburban. 

}1r. HIGSOK said he did not ~ee that it 
mattered much whether the land was put up at 10s. 
or £1 an acre when sold by public auction, as it 
would always fetch its price. Heknewthatland 
had been put up >et 1\orth Hockhampton the 
other dtcy at £:2 an acre, and had brought £ti00 
an ncre. 

:\[r. AJh\Xll said that might be "'· hnt smne
time.s the land did not fetch the price it was put 
np at. ~For instance, he knew of a to\Yll not fnr 
frmn Ttwwoon1ba, ca.lled Can1booya, and there 
there were a number of unsold town lots at £8 
an acre. He did not know why such a price 
w>es put upon them, but if a price such as £1 
or £2 >en acre was put on them they might be 
bought up. 

The Hox. Sm T. :.\IciL WILUTII : Town 
land? 

:!\.Ir. ALAKD said it was called a town, and 
that was all one could say of it. 

:Mr. P AL:lYIER said that, when the Minister 
for Lands stated that the price mig-ht be quite 
high enough in the eas-e of in~ignificant towns 
inhmd, he might remind him that what was only 
a Yillage to-day in Queensbnd mig·ht be a thriving 
and prosperous town before twelve months were 
pasHed. There was no fixing \Yhat 'va.R a village 
or town as some parts of the colony were pro
gressing. 

Mr .• JORDAN said he thought there ought to 
be some distinction between the price of suburban 
lands, even though they were to be sold at 
auction, and the minimum price a selector had to 
pay to get his selection converted into a free
hold. Suburlmn. land ought to luwe a higher 
value than any agricultural hnd. It looked 
somewh>et inconsistent to fix the upset price of 
suburb>en l>e1HI at £1 per ncrc. l'erhaJ" the 
o\rini.ster for Lands would accept :m amendment 
incre:u-iing the price to £2. 

The l'JtEMU~H saitl townflhips might e'<i:;t 
in places where there was no agrieultnr:..·tl land 
take.n up, and £1per acre would probably be 
sufficient in such cases ; moreover it ltlll~t be re
membered that it would be ten years before the 
selector could buy the I >end for £1 per acre. There 
might also be tnwnshipf; mnong grazing farn1R 
where the land wa.s not worth more than .f1 
m1 acre. No harm could ensue from leaving the 
upset price at the figure fixed in the clause, as the 
land would bring its value when sold at auction. 

Mr. DOi)L\LDSOK said it vmT freqncntly 
happened in small towns in the colony th>et land 
which was originally sold at " low price in
creased in Yalue very rapidly, That was where 
the "unearned incre1nent" ca1ne in. }f e '\Vonld 
certainly like to see the upset price rai"etl, am! 
would moYe that the word "one" be omitted, 
with the view of inserting the word " two." 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as amended, 
put >end p>essed. 

Clauses 78 to 81, inclusive, passed as printed. 

On clause 82, as follows:-
"The Governor in Council may by the proclamation 

direet Umt the vnlue of any improvements on any lot 
shall be p:titl1o the owner m· oecnpant of sneh impron~
ments at the lime of the Rale, and in ~1wh <'{t!'P it ~hnll 
be ~ufficient that tlw pnrrha~er. im~tcad of paying the 
value of the improvement~ to the land agent. 1,roduee 
to the lantl agent a rpecipt in full for ~uch Yalue ,o;:i:rncd 
bv snel1 owner or occupctnt." 

. :VIr. ::fORTON sn,id he thonght there ought 
to be some modification in the clause to prevent 
l>llY a!loW'!l<llCe being made to persons for im-

provements that had heen made after the land 
had been surveyed. There had been some diffi
culty in that matter alrea,dy, '{m! it wonld be 
well to provide th~tt im)•rovements put up after 
the land h>ed been snn-eyed should not be allowed 
under any circtnnstrtnces. 

'rhe PRE:YIIEE ;mid he presumecl that what 
the hon. gentlernan rne<Lnt 'vas irnprovernents 
put up after the proclamation. Tho bnr! might 
be ,,urveyed and not put up for ten year.s after
ward:-:. }..,or in~tnnce, land h::td been :-mrveyetl at 
Bulwer, on .l\tloreton Island, year'-' ago, and the 
pegs could not be fonnd now. 

~[r . ..::-\.llClJEll; Thnfq} are exceptional cases. 

The PTIET\1 IEH : I believe that there >ere 
other placeo where a snrvey has been made and 
nobody knows where the hnd is now. 

Mr. XOltTOX said persons might be >ellowed 
to remoYe improvements made after the land 
had been surveyed, but they should not be paid 
for them. 

The PREMIEE said it was desimble th>et 
some provision of the kind should be made. It 
was never intended that by erecting itnprove
ments on a piece of land the occupant should get 
an unfair ad vn,ntage. The iutention was that 
the improvements should uot be taken from the 
occupant without cornpensation. Po~Ribly, in 
the case he had suggested, a re-suney would 
h>eve to be m>ede before the land was sold. 
Possibly the c>ese would he met by inserting 
after the word "lot," on the 18th line of the 
cbuse, the words "which were made before the 
land was surveyed." He moved that amend
ment. 

Amendment agreed to ; and clause put and 
passed. 

Clause 83-" Proclantatiott of sale may notify 
land not bid for open to selection"-was agreed to, 
with »verbal amendment. 

On clause 84-" PowerH to grant in ca-,e o 
eAcheat, etc."-

i\lr. CHFHB "'i<l an mncll<llllent '""·~ w'mtetl 
on the 4th line. After the wcm! "e:;cheat" t he 
word "forfeitnre" Rhould be in~ertmL 

The PlU~Ml.ER saitl he would point ont that 
esclwat was for want of heir. The object of 
gi Ying notice waH tha.t so1nenne rnight co1ne 
in and proYe a title to the !ant!. In the case 
of forfeiture th"t did not happen. 

Clause put and JXLK~ed. 
Clause Si)-" Application for closing unneces

sary roads''-put and passed. 
On clame SG-" Consequent alien>etion or 

license"-
On the motion of the PTIEMU:R, the \Yords 

"r:ttHl assnrance fee" ·were inserted in the 8th 
line after "deed fee .. , 

Cbuse, as mneudetl, put and passed. 
On clause 87, as follows:-
"Upon application made within twelye months after 

the proelam:ttion in the Ga.-::ettP of the first sale of any 
town land situated within any new eity, town. ·village, 
or reserve, upon which improvements ~tl'C situated, the 
Governor in Coundl may sell and grant the allotment 
or ~Lllotments <'ontainiug- sneh i.llJprovementt:: to the 
owner of sn(•,h hnprovnments without eompetition at 
the fair value thereof in an unimproved ~t(lte, 110t being 
less tltnn twice the minimum upset price as de tined by 
this Act." 

The PREMIER said th~tt cases of the kind 
that would come under the Bill might be 
dealt with muler clause R2, or under the clrluse 
before the Committee. There had been such a 
provision in the Lnncl .Acts for a. r;-rea,t nnn1ber 
of year~. The Uovernnwnt rni~·ht do as therein 
provided, or they might put the land up to 
auctinn. 'l'he C<llln'e now proposed was followed 
when there wao n.nl' srJet;ial reason for it. 
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The Hox. B. 13. ::VWTlETON said he thought 
that the improvements 'hould have been put 
there before the proclamation. The application 
was to be rno,de within twelve months after the 
proclamation, and iinprove1nents rnight be rnade 
during that period. · 

The PHE'\HER moved that the words "which 
were mflde before the date of the ]Jrnclamation" 
be inserted in the 40th line after " situated." 
Cases haLl occurred, as at Herberton, where 
people conlcl get no title to their land when they 
first settled. They squo,tted down on the land 
:1ncl rem:1ined there. Probably the resources of 
the Survey Department were not equal to survey
ing the .land fast enough in such new a.nd rising 
townships, fmd some months elapsed before the 
proclamation w:1s made. In the case of Hughen
den, it was not long since there was a sale 
of l:1nd by auction ; but it did not cover :1ll that 
was wanted, and people found considerable 
difficulty in being obliged to squat on the lanrl. 
Difficulties might arise in new places which 
increased very fast, and where surveys were 
not made as fast as they were wanted. 

Mr. NORTO~ said he thought the cl:1u''e 
might apply to new towns. It w:1s only there 
that circmnstan<>?s were likely to arise that would 
need such a provision. 

The PREMIER said the only c:1ses in which 
it would arise \Vere new mining townships and 
others like them. On reconsideration, he beggecl 
to withdmw the amendment. 

An1endment, by leave, withdrawn; :1nd clause 
passed as printed. 

Clause 88 -"Sales without competition in 
special c:1ses"-passed as printed. 

Clause 89-" Power to purchase or exchange" 
-put. 

l\Ir, NORTON said that the 2nd paragraph 
provided that the power to purchase or exchange 
land was not to apply to country towns, except 
in acquiring land to be dedicated as a public road. 
He thought cases might arise where land might 
be wanted for reserves. 

The MINISTER :FOR LANDS: Let them 
do without it. 

Mr. NOR TON said it was easy to say let them 
do without the land. It simply gave the right to 
exchange land for a public ro:1d. A case was 
likely to arise where land would be wanted for a 
\Vatering-place. 

Ulause passed as printed. 
On clause 90, as follows :-
"The Governor in Council may grant leases or any por

tion of land, not exceeding five acres, to any person for 
the erection of wharves, store-houses, slips t'or building or 
repairing vcs:<1els, baths, works for SUJlplying water or 
gas to an.'{ town, market gardens, or any special purpose 
ot a. like ldnd : Provided tha.t the term of lease s.hall 
not in any case exceed twenty-one ycnrs, and that it 
shall be a condition th:Lt such lease may at any time be 
cancelled on giving six months' notice, and payment of 
the value o! the improvement;-.:, and that the annual 
rent shall in no case be less th·.~n one pound per acre." 

Mr. CHUBB said it w:1s not advisable to 
limit the amount to 5 acres. Under the pre
sent law he thought it was 5 acres, and he had 
some recollection of a case in which that area 
was found to be inconvenient. He had forgotten 
the circumstances of the case. 'rhere was no 
reason why they should not make it 7 or 10 <teres. 

The Ho". SIR T. 1\IciL vVRAITH said the 
clause in the present Act had been always made 
useful by viobting it. All the leases t'hat had 
been granted under the present Act had been 
granted for over five years. One case was the 
meC~t-\\·orks at Bowen. The leases were almost 
all over five years. If that was very necessary 
then, from the limitations to purchasing land, 
now it was much more lle@essary. There were a 

great many special industries that might be started 
if the Government gave to the inclividu:1ls the 
lease of the land for 't certain time. :Fi,-e acres 
was not a sufficient quantity of bnd for most 
big indUHtries. He thought that the 5 acres 
ought to be increased tu 25 acres, and the 
time ah'o ought to be extended beyond twenty
one years. Twenty-one ye:1rs was too little time 
to put up the permanent kind of improvements 
that the cbuse contemplated. :For insbnce, the 
Bowen meat-works were put up at an expense of 
£30,000 under the present law, because they could 
not get any better terms ; still, at the same time, 
they were put up on the good faith that the 
Government would extend the lease at the end of 
the term. The time ought to be as gre:1t as they 
f<l1Ve in agricultural brms-thirty years-and 
the limitation that they should be able to cancel 
the lease on six months' notice he did not think 
was :1 right condition. He knew it was a condition 
that stopped many people from putting up worh. 
He remembered one case, a smelting works, that 
possibly would not have been put up on theBurrum 
River if the Government could resume at any time 
by giving six months' notice. He thought they 
should give a definite lease for twenty-one years. 
Hon. members must understand that that kind 
of le:1se would be only fur some permanent pur
pose, such us putting up smelting works, or 
meat-presm·ving works. He thought that the 
time should be thirty years, that the amount of 
acreage 8hould be at least 25 acres, and that the 
six months' notice should be done away with. 
The rent w:1s not an object in :1 case of that 
kind. 

Mr. NOR TON said he would point out that 
the proposal to grant :1 lease for m:1rket gardens 
ought to be omitted from the clause. Surely a 
man who wanted to start a market garden could 
'lo so without aid from the country. The words 
"m:1rket gardens" must have been intended for 
''public gardens." \V as the Minister for Lands 
going to alter the area of the lease ? 

The MINISTER FOH LANDS: No. 
Mr. NORT0N said if there was no other 

amendment to be proposed before that, he would 
move the omission of the words " market 
gardens." 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said that 
the reason why market gardens had been included 
in the clause was because leases had been 
illegally given under a similar clause in the 
present Act to Chinamen. There was no power 
under that clause to grant leases for market 
gardens, though leases had been granted in 
numbers of cases. JYiarket gardens were very 
valuable things. The Chinamen supplied 
many towns up north with vegetables, and for 
that reason the leases had been granted to them. 
He thought it would be desirable that they 
should be continued, and consequently the words 
"market gardens" were included for other pur· 
poses. He thought 5 acres was quite an ample 
area. If 25 acres were to be granted, the whole of 
the wharf frontage on a river might be given to 
one person. 

Mr. ARCHER : He could run hwk. 
'l'he J\IINISTER FOR LANDS said the lessee 

would not run back unless he wanted the land 
for building on. A wharf was not of very great 
value if it was run back to a gre:1t distance. Its 
value was chiefly for itt! frontage, so long as it 
had got sufficient land at the back for buildings, 
receiving sheds, and things of that kind. He 
fancied 5 acres was ample for :111y purpose of 
the kind. Wharves and warehouses on the 
banks of rivers would nut require more than ;) 
acres. 

The Ho:-~. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said the 
Bowen meat-,vorks would never have been started 
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if they had been limited to :; acre~. The hnd 
would not htLve contlLiued tLll the works. He 
remembered se\·eral instances of the kind which 
occurred in his titue. Hon. n1e1nlJers Uiw.;t 
remember that it was in the cli,;cr··tion of the 
l\finister to grant the letLse, and he would 
not be such a fool as to give 2?> acres for a 
whari site. There were many ca.•,es where new 
industrie3 might be start.•d on the coast if the 
}finister had only power to grant n lease. The 
clause in the p·.esent Act was intended to give a 
lease, but it did not. As a. matter of fact, the 
leases in the Land Office at the present time 
were illegal, because they had granted a greater 
amount than ,; acres. He would move that the 
word "twenty" be put before the word "five." 

Mr .• JORDAN said there was a proviso in the 
clause that the lease might be c:tncelled on giving 
six months' notice. That was a sufficient argu
ment why they should increase the area. If 
they ret:tined the market gardens, the hon. mem-
1Jer for ,.rownsville 1night regard. it as claf:is legis· 
lation in favour of the Chinese ; hut he thought 
the value of the cabbages would redeem it from 
that charge. They all wanted to eat them, and 
were much obliged to the Chinese for cultivating 
them. 

The PREMIER said that if they were to give 
Ro much power to the Minister it should only 
be exercised on the recommendation of the board 
as a safeguard against monopoly. There was 
no other clause in the Bill under which the 
~\Jiuister had the power of leasing without 
competition a large area of hmd, which perhaps 
would be of the gre:ttest v:tlue. He proposed to 
lnsPrt after the words "Governor in Cl)uncil'' the 
words "upon the recommendation of the board." 
He wouid point out that the purposes mentioned 
there did not by any means include the purposes 
the hon. gentleman had been speaking of. 

The HoN. Sm T.l'IIoiLWRAITH: They ought 
to do so. Still it has been used for those purposes. 

The PREMIER : I think we had better leave 
out " of a like kind." 

Amendment agreed to. 
The Hox. Hm T. MciLWRAITH move<l 

that the word " twenty" be inserted before the 
words ' 1 five acres.)' 

Amendment agreed to. 
~Ir. NOH'fOX said that, while admitting the 

advantage of having cabbages, even if they v.rere 
only grown by Chinamen, he felt sure that if the 
Chinamen wanted ground thPy would always 
find a way to get it; an<! therefore he di<l not 
think it was nece,;sary to make a special pro
vision in the Bill to enable them to get a lease 
of land for the purpose. He accordingly mo1·ed 
that the words "market gardens" be omitted. 

The PREMIER: What possible objection 
can there be to their being in ? 

Mr. NOR TON said he saw no reason why they 
should be in. He was fond of Chinamen him
s.elf, but he did not see why special provision 
should be made for their benefit 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause-put and pas,ed. 

On themotionofthePREMIER, the words" or 
:my other special purpose" were subRtituted for 
the words '' or any special purpose of a like kind." 

The Hox. Sw T. MoiLWRAITH moved the 
omission of the words "twenty-one'' with the 
view of inserting the word "thirty." 

The PREMIER said that, as several altera
tions had to be made, it might be more con
venient to make them all in one. The provision 
about cancellation on six months' notice should 
be out, and the rent should be determined by 
the board. The compensation would then come 
!lnder the general compensation dal!se, A lc~.se 

under the clau,;e 11·oul<l be a holding under the 
defiuition chLlU:i~, n.nd on the tenninrttion of the 
lease there wonld he cmnpensatiun for illl]H'0\'8~ 
rnents. He thuugl1t the full(nvino· a..uH:'1H..imcnt 
would meet the case :-

'l'hc lease shall he for sncl.J. term not rxeecding
thirty year:-;, :uHl Hll011 t-:nC'h comliti011~ a:-. :-:ltall he 
1leterminetl b\· the hoard. The aunnal reHL for eaeh 
!;UCCCS$iYC Jl8l'.iOtl Of !iYC )"P~tr:-; ~ha lll)C dfltC'rmined l1y the 
boa.rd. bnt shall not. in any ea:-;~\ helP~"~ tlum £ L per :u•re. 

The Hox. Sm T. :VfdLWJL\TTH ,;a.i<l they 
might as well "·ipe nut the clan.se a:-; pas~ :-;uch an 
amendment. \Vho \l'nnlrlspencl .£:!0,000 or .£:i0,000 
on wharves or storehmmes if the board had 
absolute power to fix the rent from time to time? 

The PHEJ\IIER said it was a common condi
tion in leases that the rent should be increased 
at certain periods. 

The Hox. Sm '1'. J\iciL vVRAITH said he 
did not object to that, prmidecl that the condi
tions were fixed. It \nts not likelv that a man 
would spend .!:20,000 or £30,000 on any work 
contemplated by the clause if the rent to be 
charged at :m~· period of the l(""e were left to 
the board. 

The PRJDHER said that £1 an acre might 
have been a fair rent twent:v .ve:ns ago for the 
laud on which the Brisbane Gas Company's works 
stood; but it would not be a fair rent now. The 
rent must be fixed by the board nnrler certain 
conditions. Those conditions might be determined 
beforehand if the lessee wi,hed; and everything 
might be fixe<l in the leas". 

1'lw Hox. Sm T. i\TuiL\YHAITH ·:lid he 
would not object to the :nnenrlmeni if it provided 
that the lessee and the board should agree as to 
the terms of the lease before the ~ommencement 
of the lease. 

The PRK\'HER mo'""l th:ct the following 
words be substituted for the pro vi''' :-

The lease shall be for sueh term not exece~Ung thirty 
years, and H)JOll :-nch conditions as to rent an(< other
wise as shall be determined hY tllc board: rrovH.led 
that the annual rent shall not :i.t any time he less than 
£1 per a,cre. 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as amended, 
put and pns"ed. 

On the ul<lti,m nf the }[IN[STER FOR 
LA"'DS, tlw CH.\ITn!Ax left the chair, reported 
progrer;s, and obb"tiued leave to sit again on 
'fuesday next. 

P!Ul\'T[XG CC>:\IIriT'l'EF. 
i\Ir. FJL\SEH, on behalf of the Spea.kcr, 

Ohairntan, brnng-ht np tile ;-;eYHtth report nf the 
Printing Committee, and moved that it he printed. 

Question put and passe• l. 

AD,TOT.JRl'\2.-rEXT. 
Th" PUK.\liEH, in moving thltt the House 

do now adjourn, ~aid tbe Governn1ent pro
posed to resnn1e the cliscus~ion on the Laud 
Bill on Tne,;day next, but before tlmt time the 
further amendments to be JH'O]Hloed by the GoY
ernrrwnt would be printed and circulated tunongst 
hon. members. The only :tnv:ndments at present 
contemph1ted were in the lOOth clause, rebting 
to cotnpen~mtion on re::;umption, :--;o aR to clertr up 
doubts that had be<·u expresi'ed on the snhject; 
allowing ringbarkin;; ti1nber to count HR in1~ 
proverrwnts, when it watt done with the perrui:-;
sion of the cornmiSHioner fir,t olJtaine<l ; and tl18 
revision of the clau"e rektinf( to timber rr•::;ui:L
tions. The revi:;;eU ~chedule woul( l :thio be 
ready, and the correction' marked '"'the map, 
not later than Tue>'day, ancl sooner, if possible. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH: It is not 
intended to take any puhlic business to-morrow : 

The PRE~IIER : Kn. 
The House adjourne<l nt. ·'''Yen nlinqtp,; tq 

ll o'clock, 




