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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
lVcdnesda!J, 5 August, 1885. 

Jletition.~Qne..;tion.-Ques1ion without :Xotice.-The 
Openttion of the Aliens Act.-Pormal :Jlotion.
Crown Lamb Act of 1S"'4 Amendment Bill-third 
reatling.-Cro,vn Lands Act of 188t Amendment 
Bill- Committee.- Police Oflicers Helicf Bill.
Adjonrnment. 

'L'he SPEAKER took the chair t:tt half-past 
3 o'clock. 

PETITION. 
The PRE1\IIER (Hon. S. W. Griffith) pre

sented a petition from the ministers and officers 
of the Preshyterian Church of Queensland, pray
ing that such acldition.s be made to the Licensing 
Bill now before Parliament as will abolish the 
employment of females in the bars of licensed 
house<, rmd moved tlmt the petition be read. 

Question put and pas~ed, and pc:tition read by 
the Clerk. 

On the motion of the P HEJ\IIER, the petition 
was recei \ ijd. 

QUESTIO~. 

:Jir .• JORDA::'\ asked the Colonial Treasurcr-
1. IY1mt :.;tops, if any. have been taken towards the 

promiRed lPngthening of tlw dock in South Bri--bane P 
~- ·wllen are renders to b invited for the carrying 

out of this work~· 

The COLO:\'IAL TRE.""S UHER (Hon. J. R. 
Dicbon) repliecl-

L The wol'ks 
HarlJonr-" and 
to 11<::c such 
allow. 

arc unUu the eon:sicl,.ratlon of the 
Depa1·tment., who have been urged 

<,s the lll'L ;,•.mre of businc~s will 

2. As soon as the 11lrms bave been rceeived from the 
Harbours anrl. lUver::; Department a..nd authorised hy the 
Govenuncut. 



270 Grown Lands Act [ASSEMBLY.] Amend11wnt Bill. 

qUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE. 

:!Yir. BLACK said: I wish to ask the Minister 
for Lands a f!U0stion withont notice. Perhaps 
the hon. gentlmnan is prepared to give a.n answer 
a.s to when the retnrn I moved for in connection 
with land sales in the different districts of the 
colony is likely to be laid on the table of the 
House. It is some time now since I moved for 
that return, a.ncl it is a matter of considerable 
importance to a large number of people that that 
return should be produced at as early a elate as 
possible-at all events before the E,timates come 
on for discussion. I slutll be glad if the :\finister 
for Lands can intimate to the House within a few 
clays when that important return is likely to be 
ready. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. C. B. 
Dutton) said: There are several voluminous 
retnrns which have been c"'llecl for by the House, 
and their preparation is being g-one 011 with 
simultaneonsly. If the return the hon. member 
has called for is specially lleeclecl for discussion in 
the House I will have it pushed on. I may scty 
that several clerks are kept continuously at the 
work of preparing- the,;e returns. The return the 
hon. member asks for will, I ho1w, be laic! on 
the table of the House within next week, at all 
events. 

THE OPERATIO~ OF THE ALIENS ACT. 
In reference to a notice of motion for to-morrow, 

given by the Hon. Sir T. Mcilwraith-

The ATTOR:'·IEY-GE~ImAL (Hon. A. 
Jtutleclge) said : I can give the hon. g-entleman 
the inforn1ation now. Thi::; n1orning I inquired 
of the Reg-istra.r of the Supreme Court as to 
whether the ref[uirements of the Aliens Act were 
being complied with in all cases, and I found 
that as a matter of fact they are being com
plied with in all ca.ses, and that a proper record 
is kept. 

The HoN. SIR T. MoiLW.RAITH: Will the 
hon. gentleman put on the table a list of those 
who have become 1mtnralised within the last five 
years? 

The ATTORNEY-GE~ERAL: Yes. 

FORMAL MOTION. 

The following formal motion was agreed to:
By the HoN. SIR T. MoiLW.RAITH-
rrhat there be laid upon the table of the House, a 

copy of aU Correspondence between the Government 
and others with reference to the ltcsumption and :Sale 
of part of the Queen's Park, Ip!:iwich. 

CROWN LANDS ACT OF 1884 A:VIEXD 
MENT BILL-THIRD READING. 

On the Order of the Day being read for the 
third reB.ding of this Biil, 

The ~IINISTER FOR LA~DS moved that 
the Order of the Day be discharged from the paper. 

The HoN. SIR T. MolL WRAITH: With 
what object is this motion made? 

The MINISTER FO.R LANDS: To recom
mit the Bill. 

The Hox. SIR T. M oiL WRAITH : I know 
that perfectly well, but the hon. gentleman 
should hav0 given the House the information. 

Question put and passed. 

CROWN LAXDS ACT OF 1884 A:VIEND
J\IE::'-~T BILL-Co:r\L\UTTEE. 

The MIKISTER FOH LANDS moved that 
the Bill be recommitted for the purpose of recon
sidering clause ;) and of introducing a new clanse. 

Mr. ARCHER said: Mr. Speaker,-Before 
that f[Uestion is put I have a few words to 
say. It will be recollected that when the 

Bill was last before the House I ref[uested 
the Minister for Lands to extend the schedule 
to some other parts of the country, because I 
could not help seeing- that the p80ple of the South 
would have privilege~ not gTanted t0 those in 
exactly the same position in other districts. I 
c::~nnot see why the people in the southern part 
of the colony, a8 far ao Bundaberg, should be 
allowed the rig·ht of free selection before sun·ey 
without at the same time that privilege being 
extenclecl to the people of other di,tricts placed 
in exactly the same position. I know the 
people in the Central district are in exactly 
the same position. All the good ],nds that 
conic! be taken up in a solid block have dis
appeared in that district, and the reason g·iven 
by the Minister for Lands for the application of 
the Bill to the South will apply OC[UC~!ly to the 
Central district, and, as other hon. gentlemen have 
said, further north still. In the Central districts 
and ronnel Hockhampton, at all events, I know 
for a fact that every available piece of land has 
been picked out, and there is just such country 
open as de'''"ibecl by the :\Iinister for Lands-a 
piece here and thm:e between the spm·s of the 
mountains. There is nothing else for" the people 
in the Central districts to select in the mean
time, and they feel aggrieved to think that, 
while in the South Sllch places are open 
to survey before selection, they are not to have 
the same privilege. I mentioned this matter 
when the Bill was before the House before, 
but the Minister for Land' not seeing his 
way to ch,ng8 the schedule, and feeling pretty 
sure that the House would not have supported 
me if I went against it, I did not at that time 
press it further. However, yesterda~v evening 
both the members for Rnckhmnpton and myself 
received the following telegram from the chair
n1an of the Gogango Divjsional Board. The 
Gogango Division, I rnay rnention, represents 
very nearly the same boundaries as the Blackall 
electorate- that is to· say, it starts half-way 
between Rockhampton and Gl,dstone, and goes 
up to not very far from St. Lawrence. It is, 
in fact, one of the larg-est co,stal divisions, and 
the board have roaclways to look after of a 
direct length of a couple of hundred miles. 
The telegrarn I an1 going to read is one that I 
received last night from the chairman of the 
divisional board. It is as follows :-

" Hcgnrding amendment to Land Bill namely selec
tion before snrYcy in c~rt;tin distriets at meeting held 
this day am de~.ired to request you that you 'vill be 
good enough to exert your inltueuce that Rockhampton 
will Le included Similar will be fonvanled to Fergnsou 
and Higson." 
I hal'e not been nble to see the junior member 
for :Uockhampton, but I have had some conver
sation with the senim· member on this subject, 
and we are both decidedly of the same opinion 
as the divisional bo·n·cl-namely, that the Central 
district, that is, the dbtrict about ltockhampton, 
should be included in the operation of this Bill. 
The people in that part of the country are placed 
in exactly the same position as people down here, 
as all the available land which has been open for 
selection there, and which has been open for a 
long tin1e at a price far below the figure now 
fixed, has been absorbed. It is therefore neces
sary th::ttresidents in that district should have the 
same privileges that are accorded to the people 
of the South; and T m"'ke this appeal to the 
:Minister for Lttmh that he will amend his 
motion so as to include tho schedule of the 
J3ill. I ha\,, no doubt the How'e will grant him 
k'we to amend it in that \vay. I hope that what 
I lmve said on the m:ctt£lr will show that I have 
not riRen now for the pnrpose of delaying the 
Bill, but simply because I have been called upon 
by my constituents to represent to the House 
that they have a grievance which may be 
remedied in this Bill. 
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The MINISTER I<'OR LANDS : With the 
permission of the House I will amend the motion 
so as to read, ''That the Speaker do now leave the 
cha,ir, and the Bill be recommitted for the pur
po·,;e of reJconsidering clau:-;f' 5 c:tnd the ~:_;ehednle, 
and the introduction of a new clause." 

Question, as amended, put and ]llts'ed. 
The :\IINISTER :FOR I,ANDS "'id the new 

chtuse which it was proposed to insert in the 
Bill, and which would follow cl,wse 4, 1·ead a:J 
follows:-
~otwithstanding the provisions of the fourth sub

section of the seventy-fourth 8£\'t.ion of the principal 
Act, a lessee of two or more contiguous ag-ricultnral 
farms, the aggregate area whereof doe~ not exr~cf''l onP 
hundred and sixty aercs. and who i:-~ not, and ha~ not 
bt)CU during the term of the lease of any ot' the farms, 
the les-.,cc of any other contignons ag1·icultnral farm, 
may take advantage of the 1Jrovhdons of that section 
in respect of any or all of such farms: Pr<wicled that 
the eonditions of the said seycntv-fourth :;;,2etion are 
fnlfille\l in all other respect:-;. ~ 

\Yhcn a lcs~ee of nn ag-ri~ultnral farm has at alY'i" 

time dnring the term oi the lease been tlw lc.-;sco Or 
another con tignom; agricultural fn.rm or other con
tignons agricultural farms the aggregate area wherL~!Jf, 
ineluding the first-mentioned farm. exceed,...; lOO acres, 
he :"hall Hot be cHtit.led to tal..:c advantage of the }Jl'O
vhdou:-; of that section in lV'"'llect of any of the fanus. 

It had often been charged against him in that 
House that he was disposed to obstruct and 
throw difficulties in the way of the homestead 
selector. It had also been said that under the 
new Land Act a selector who had taken up 
one 40-acre surveyed lot was prevented from 
adding to that by taking np any other contiguonR 
lot-that he conld only continue to hold one and 
reside upon it; and it was affirmed that the way 
in which that would have been effected would he 
by m:.king the survey in such a wny as to cut the 
land up into 40-acre lots. He did not think the 
selector would have any difficulty from his ad
mini8tration of the Act in that respect ; but he 
preferred th[lt no snch power should be left to him, 
and the clause now proposed gave the selector the 
full opportunity of securing 160 acres whatever 
might be the size of the surveyed lots. It 
di<l not allow him to take np 1,280 acres at 2s. Gel. 
an acre, hut absolutely restricted him to 160 
acres, ·which \Vas the sarr1e privilege all<nved 
under the late Act. He did not think that he 
need say any more except that he would not put 
:wy difficulties in the way of the homestead 
selector ; he had a! ways been inclined to extend 
rather than diminish the area of land that might 
be taken up by selectors, whether under that 
clause or any other. 

The Ho'->. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said that 
when the Bill wt~s first spoken of it was unrler
stood to be the repeal of a very prominent 
feature in the Act of 1884-narnely, survey before 
selection. After that it went through a different 
phase, and became a homestead selector'sBill; and 
the Government finding out, from the facts brought 
before them by the Opposition, that the homesteud 
selector had been treated in a manner different 
from that which the House intended, and that the 
vublic outside considered the Act did not give the 
privileges to the selector that the Parliament in
tended, brought in the amendment that appeared 
as elause i) of the recommitted Bill. That put the 
selector son1ewhat in his original pm~ition. All 
the time the ~Minister for Lands and the Premier 
as,erted that the Act d 188-± took nothing from 
the original selector, and, in fact, g:::we hiln addl
tional privileges. They had at h"t found out 
what was pointed out ove1· and over again la.')t 
year, in a debate that lasted a whole night, that 
the selector had not the same ri~·ht,~; under the 
Act of 1884 that he had under the Act of 187li 
and previous Acts. A few leading articles in the 
newspapers seemed to have had an effect that 
all the arguments of the Opposition had failed 

to produce. The Minister for Lands prof.,,sed 
to have alwayc; been in the interests of the 
selector, but while the present amendment 
restored to the selector a privilege tlmt was 
t'tken a\nly from him ],y the "\et of 1158"1 it 
to0k a\'\-ay frPrn hirn another privilege th:-tt 
that Act gcwe him. Hon. members would remem
ber that in the discussion that took place last year 
on the subject the Opposition contended for 
the privilege pro]Hmecl to be given by tlw clause 
jn-~t nwved, but they 111et with no re::;ponse frmn 
the Government. He would explain to the 
Committee what had been taken away. By the 
Act of HiS±, in subsection 4 of the homestead 
selector',; clause, it was laid down that no selector 
siwuld exercise the privilege of homestead selection 
on more than one block. If the Government sur
veyed the land in blocks of less area than 1GO acres, 
then to that extent was the homestead selector's 
privilege curtailed. If the selection was only 40 
acre.,, then the selector could only exercise his 
ri:;ht on 40 acre.s. At the same time, if the 
rnaxhnn1n area of selection allowed in the 
di;;trict were \JGO r,cres he was entitled to take up 
in the ordinary way the balance bet ween40 acres 
and %0 acres. The Government now proposed 
to allow the hmnestearl selector to tt~ke up four 
aclj a cent blnclu.; of 40 acres each, RO as to rnake 
up the total of 160 acre>, but they also proposed to 
ta,ke away fron1 hirn the privilege of selecting 
the balance of 9GO acres in the ordinary way. 
That waR poKtiibly taking awa.y frun1 hirn a good 
deal 1nore than they \VCre giving hi1n, auLl if 
they were to take the Honesty of the :Yiinister for 
Lands at his own valuation it was certainly 
taking awa,y a great Llea.l rnore. If two bloclu; were 
taken up by a selector, and they amounted in 
the aggregnte to 101 acreR, then his privilege as 
a hmnestead selectl.'l' was lcHt. That was a very 
great pri vileg·e to lose. The matter was put 
pointedly to the Premier in a question last 
year-

•· .Jir. BLACK asked the Premier if he understood him 
aright, that in the case of a homf stea(1er taking np an 
additional IUO acres he w·onld be able to obtain the 
freehold of the whole 3:!0 acres at the end of t,en 
years~ 

"'l'he PRK~IIE!t: YE'l. 
")Ir. BLACK said he was under the impression that 

pcr~onal residence was an ahsolnte coudition of free
hold. and a man could not reside on his home..,tead and 
fulfil the condition of personal resirt.cnC'e on the adjoining 
block at the same time. unless it was intended that 
the consolidated clause should apply to adjoining 
sele(~tion~, one of \Vhich was bome:'itead ancl the other 
least hold. 

"The PnKUTER said the hon. gentleman had fallen 
into confu~ion in ~upposing that tllel'e was a difference 
between a lca.se given to a farmer who took up H:iO 
acres and a lljasc given to any oth:..:r lessee. Bnt there 
was no difference; he would hoW under exactly the 
same conditions as others. except that he would have 
the additional 11rivilegc affor,t~J by the clau:-;.e; l:e 
\vould lmvc all the other privileges, and thi~ one 111 
atlrlition; if he tool..: up t\VO atljoining selections, resi
clencc on one woul(1 be taken as ref.\idence on both; so 
that if n man hall tw-o !'elections of 100 aeres, and 
rc~illod on one, that would be equivalent to rcHiclence on 
ooth." 

Plainly, the hon. gentle1nan':s opinion was asked 
on the point whether residence on the home 
stead selection would amount to performing the 
condition of residence on the other selections : 
and he said it wonl<l. The committee were 
therefore tmtisiiecl on that point. Then :Mr. 
J\Iacro:-"'an asked a sirnilar q uestiou-

"'fllc IImt .• T. :.r. J.f.\_C!to' _,.\_:\ ·:Lit1 the hon. grntleman 
had tolfl the Committee that t~ hotn(•,.tl~ader, to llf'C a. 
emnmou term. after tal.:ing np 160 acres, wonJ, have the 

of lca~tng the b:tblllLO of !JG I acr~s, Ol' what-
. be. The max1mum area, 

o[ lGO am·e~c,_mld be t.al\CU 
np, woultl ha only :i2() <teres. ·was it ab~olntely cz·rt~\n 
hr the cl<Lllse that the homesteader conld t[tke np .LO 
aCres~ 

'• The r1w~IH:It; Ye~. 
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"The Hon. J.:i\1. MACROSSAN: Alter having taken up 
the homestead, would he be able to acquire the fro:;e
hold of the other 160 acres : 

"The P1u;~rnm: Yes; after ten ycm·s' residence. 
"'l'he Hon. J. I\1. ~IAcRoss . ..._x : Then I am pcrfrl',tJy 

satisfied." 
That settled that point. However, he (Sir 
T. Mcilwraith) drew the attention of the com
mittee immediately afterward.s to what had 
been the subject of debate before. After Mr. 
::\Iacrossan had expressed himself perfectly 
satisfied-

" rnw Hon. Sir T. :JiclL\VR~UTli said there 'vas another 
point that had not been met. He had f.:aid all along 
tlmt it was in the pmvcr of the GoYernmcnt, by refrain
lug from surveying in any particular district any block 
10\ver than 160 acres, to prevent homestead selection 
altoO'ethm in that district. If the Govermnent surveyed 
the Mland in 180-acre blocks, no homeste~td selection 
could take place iu that district; indeed, anything 
nbove 100 acres would take a1Yay the privilege. \Yhy 
shoulU not the homesteader be allowed to have his 
homestead in any farming district? " 

He pointed out tho difficulty there. The Govern
ment could block the selector in two ways. They 
could cause the amount to be selected to be so 
small that there would be very little inducement 
to become a homeqtead ,elector with such a ~,mall 
area of land-they could survey it in 20 or 
40 acre blocks. In another way, the nlinister 
could block the homestead selector by having the 
land snrveved in such large blocks that he would 
not be able to come in-that was, he could 
survey it in blocks of over 1GO acres. In every 
district where land was surveyed in blocks of 
over 160 acres that privilege could not be availed 
of by the homestead selector. That difllculty 
was not met by the clause. The nlinister for 
Lands had still the power ;-at least, not the 
Minister for Lands-he did not understand the 
Bill ;-but the Minister for Lands had told them 
that while he was Minister for Lands the 
blocks would be surveyed in such a way as not 
to hurt the homestead selector. The hon. 
gentleman must remember he had nothing to do 
with the acreage of the particular block sur
veyed. That was attended to by the Governor 
in Council, upon the recommendation of the Land 
Board, and it must be remembered that if they 
had a board that fixed the area, either very little 
under 160 acres or a very little above 160 acres, 
in the latter case the homestead selector was 
completely debarred, and in the former he was 
limited to just as much as the board or 
Governor in Council chose. They had got, by 
that clause, one objection remedied. It pro
vided that if a selector had taken up several 
portions of land he was not, as before, con
fined to exercising the homestead pri vilc'ge upon 
one portion only; hut he might exercise it 
upon as many as he chose of the adjoining lands, 
not exceeding 160 acres. That was an advance 
in the right direction; but a most important 
privilege that he had under the Act of 1884 was 
curtailed by its being declared that if he held an 
aggregate of more than 160 acres-even one acre 
more-he had not the privilege of tbo homestectd 
selector at all. That was the effect of the 
amendment moved at the present time. It took 
away a good deal more than it gave, and showed 
that the Minister for Lands and the board 
had not studied the inter8sts of the homestead 
selector. Under the old clause, he admitted 
that with goo<l administration the selectors might 
everywhere be accommodated, but with diiii
culty; while under the new clauee the home
steader would be actually debarred, if he had 
taken one acre more than the 1GO, from having 
the pri ,·i!ege of a hon1esteader at all. 

The PREMIER said that by the Act of last 
year, a homestead selector obtained certain privi
leges which he had never had under the Acts of 
1868 and 1876-privileges which he did not think 

were really intended to be given to him, in addi
tion to all the privileges he had be~ ore. As he 
understood it, what the House mtended at 
that time was to give him as nearly as 
possible the same privileges which he had 
before, not to giYe hiln greater ones. It hap
pened that a~lditional yrivileges .were. ~iven, 
an cl also that m a certam event hrs pn vrleges 
might be diminished; ~ut only in this way-he 
never was able to acqmre more than one block 
for his homestead; the difference was that before 
the Act of 1RS4 heconld himself choose how much 
he would take, whereas under that Act he must 
take a surveyed block, which might be less than 
lGO acres. That was the only diminution in the 
privileges, except one which was dealt with in the 
5th clause of the Bill as it stood now, where 
in the event of a selector having paid more 
than 2s. Gd. an acre in five years he might not 
have been entitled to have the excess refunded. 
He did not think it was really intended by the 
House, althoL1gh the Act said sn, that a n;an 
who wanted a mile and a-half or two miles 
of land in one block should also claim the privi
leges of a homestead selector. The intention 
was to favour the small selector. It was not 
intended to facilitate the acquiring of blocks of 
1GO acres at 2,;. 6d. an acre-a great deal less 
than its value. It was intended to settle the land 
in small blocks by homestead selectors; that was 
the object of the Government, and, in so far as 
that object was not facilitated by the Act, the 
Act had made a misbke. He did not see why 
they should offer facilitie.s .to men to acquire G40 
and 1,280 acre blocks-ginng them 160 acres of 
it at 2s. 6d. an acre. The natural result would 
be that every man would go for more than he 
would be able to nse, and they wanted to en
coura"e small settlement. The hon. member's 
argmr';ents "ere perfectly w~ll founded as ar~u
ments in favour of encouragmg the monopohst, 
whereas the Government desired to discourage the 
monopolist and to encourag8 the small selector. 
If they gave a man 1GO ac~·es at 2s: 6d. 
an e~cre he need not complam ; and If he 
wanted more than that, and was not content 
with being a small selector, he should do what 
anybody else would do, and pay for the whole 
lot. The Act never was intended to allow: a 
man power to take ;1p a homestead se~e~twn 
and pieces all around It. It was not a prrvrlege 
that he had before. 

The HoN. Sm T. MoiL\VRAITH: Yes. 
The PREMIER said he did not think that 

that was understood to be one of the privileges, 
and it \Vas never one, because the privilege of 
takino- up conditional selections did not extend 
to hm~estead selectors in the homestead areas ; so 
that he could not do it, except in the remote 
parts of the country which were now oet apart 
for grazing brms. If a man took up t\yo selec
tions upon a homestead area he must resrde upon 
both of them, which was impossible. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWllAITH: Upon 
a homestead area? 

The PREMIER: Exactly. The agricultural 
areas of the Act corresponded exactly with the 
homestP.~d areas under the Act of 1876. It was 
exactly the same thing. It. could never be done 
in the aryricultural area, as rt was c:tlled now, or 
the hon~estead area, as it was called befor:.. The 
conditiomtl selector never had that prr vrlege ; 
and therefore it was taking away no privilege 
that he had before. He was not allowed under 
the Act of 1876 to take np two selections at a.!!. 
If he took up a homestead he could not take up 

mTh~ Ho~. Sm. T. M oiL WHAITH : Only in 
the homestead areas. 

The PREMIER said they were exactly the 
same thing· as the agricultural areas under the 
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Act to which the provisions applied. The hem. 
gentleman did not think of that before, and now 
he would deny it; bnt it remained a fact, not
withstanding his denia,l. Tho hmne::;toad n,rea 
corresponded with the agricultural area, and the 
privilege was never given to the hmnestead selector 
in a ho1nestead arert of taking 1.1p conditional selec
tions, and it was not right that he shoulcl have 
it. The real resnlt of the cl>ttme wonlcl be 
to put him in the same position exactly as 
he was before, except that it would be a little 
more liberal. The hon. gentleman said that, with 
respect to surveying the land, the l\Iinister for 
Lands had nothing to do with it. The hon. gentle
man was wrong. The board had nothing tu do 
with it. The Surveyor-General made the snrvey 
under the direction of the }Iinister. The board 
fixed the price. 

The HoN. Sm T. ::\IuiLWRAITH: :No. 
The PREMIER said the hon. gentlenun said 

''No," but if he looked <,t the Act he \nmld see 
that it was so. 

The HoN. Sm T. l\IciLWHAITH: I hrrve 
looked at the Act. 

The PREJ\HER said the lwn. gentleman was 
remal'lmbly obstinate-it was his nature. The 
Act said,:__ 

"Before any la.nd is so proclailllcd open for selection 
it shall Ue surveyed nnl.ler the dlrection of ihc Surveyor
General, and <livided into lot~ of eonvenicnr area f'or 
selectors. with proper roads nnd rcscrv0" for public 
purposes, and snch lots shall be marked on the gronnd 
by lJO'tlt:- not less than three feet in height at the 
corners of the lots." 
The clause exactly restored them to the position 
they were in before, and it took awav from them 
" ])rivilege which he thought was gi~·en to them 
by mistake in the Act of 1884. 

The HoN. Sm T. :VIoiL\VRAITH said the 
Premier was perfectly wrong in saying that the 
homestead areas under the Act of 187G were 
exactly analogous to the lands thrown open to 
the homeste;;d selector under the Act of 1884. 
Under the Act of 187G the homestettd areas were 
a very small pnrtion of the land that was open 
for selection ; but the homestead selector under 
that Act had the privilege, and exercised it to a 
g-reater extent outside the homestead areas than 
within them. The homestead are><s formed 
a very limited amount of the land actually 
taken up by the homestead selectors. The 
selector had the privilege of trrking- up 
not only his selection of 160 acres in a 
homestead area, but he had the privileg·e 
of every other ordinary selector, of taking up 
the maximum amount n,llowed in the district. 
The hon. gentleman was quite wrong, there
fore, in saying that the homestead selector's 
privileges had not been cur.tailed. The selector 
was now compelled to take np not more than lGO 
acres, and if he took up one rrcre more than that, 
his l>rivilege as a homestead selector went. As 
to the surveys, he knew perfectly well the clause 
to which the Premier referred, but if he had 
looked two clauses further Lack he would have 
seen that the Governor in Council, on the 
recommendation of the board, might, by pro
clamation, define and set apart any land as 
agricultural areas. Did the hnn. member think 
the House '\vould have passrd a law giving to 
the Surveyor-General the power to allot lands in 
particnlar <listricts ? That belonged to the boanl 
and the Governor in Council, and not to the 
Minister for Lands ttnd the Surveyor.General. 

The PRE::\1IER said the hem. g-entleman 
might say so, but the only answer .to it was that 
such was not the case. The Act provided that 
the surveys should be made by the Surveyor
General, who was an officer nnder the :\Iinister 
for Lands and had nothing to do with the Land 
Board. As to the other matter, all the land was 
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divided into agricultural areas al'!cl grazing areas; 
and any man who took up a homestead selection 
in a place not fit fc>r agricnltnre-who took it up 
'" a sort of outpost-was not a uonr1_tide selector, 
and the Parliament had deliberately determined 
thctt there should be no selection of that kind. 

The Ho"'. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said the 
remarks of the Premier showed exactly how far 
they had curtailed the rights of the homestead 
selectors. They were now limited to the agricul
tnml areas. But the right of selection ought to 
have been granted all over the colony, whether in 
ngricultnral or grazing areaR. There \.verc a,r;; 
rnany 1nen in proportion to population wa.nting 
homesteads on the other side of the Hange as on 
this side of it, and the hem. member had deliber
ately limited them to the coast. The land to the 
we,;t wonld be nothing but grazing areas, and 
that again showed how far the privileges of the 
homec,tead selectors had been curtailed. They 
were cut off from three-fourths of the colony, 
and of the remaining one-fourth they were cut 
off frmn nine-tenths. No reason had been givf'n 
why the old privilege of selecting to the full 
amount of an ordinary selector should luwe been 
done away with. A privilege had been taken 
a w:w from the selectors worth far more than the 
priv.ilege that was being granted them, ~>f allow
ins: them to take up two m three selectiOns pro
vided they did not in the aggregate amount to 
more than 1GO acres. 

J\Ir. KELLETT said he had always thoug-ht 
it was the intention of the House, in passing- the 
Act uf 18H4, tlmt the homestead selector could 
take up 1GO acres as a homestead selection, and 
could also take up the maximum selection as an 
ordinary selector as well. He remembered that 
there ,.-v·a~ a ]ong diRcnssion on the point, and the 
general opinion arriYed at w·as that the hoine
stead selector should be allowed to take up a 
homestead at 2.s. Gel. an acre, and also take a 
selection adjoining np to the maximum allowed 
in that particular rlistrict. He should be very 
sorry to see that privileg-e curtailed or taken 
away. It was one of the best provisions of the 
Act of 1884. In many localities a man could not 
live on his home,;tead selection alone, and it was 
necess"ry that he should have grazing land in 
additinn to it. He sincerely hoped that no 
alteration would be made in the position given 
to the homestead selectors by the Act of 1884. 

'rhe :i'vii:'-riSTEH FOR LANDS said that if 
a selector took up HGO or 1,280 acres of land, what 
sense was there in itllowing· him to have 1GO 
acres of it at 2s. Gd. an acre? The man who ·was 
allowed the privilege of taking up IGO acres at 
that price should be restricted to it, and there 
was no reason why it should be extended to the 
man who took up !JGO or 1,280 acres. \Vhy should 
the maximum selector be allowed to get a portion 
of his land at so small a sum compared with what 
he would have to pay for the remaining portion? 
The hon. member for iYinlgmve had said there 
would be no agricultural areas set apart over the 
Eange. How could he or anybody else know that? 
If there was any need or probability of lots of 
160 acres being used over the Range, that 
requirement would undoubtedly be met. 
It was not likely to be required to the 
same extent ''" on the coast lands, but no 
doubt it would be required in the neighbour
hood of some towns, and when required he 
had no doubt whatever that it would be met. 
The hon. gentleman had referred to the way in 
which he (the :\Iinister for Lands) had opposed 
the homestead clanse·' throughout the present 
Act when it was going through the House, 
and in dnty to himself he felt bound to 
make some explanation on that matter. He 
had never clone so in the House, and had 
never had any occasion to do so outside the 
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House, because he knew perfectly well that 
a large majority of the people of the colony at 
all events knew that he was not opposed to 
small occupants of lan<l in any sense, nor 
had he any desire to curtail their inte
rests or their chances of pnmperity by the 
occupation of land anywhere whate'ver. But 
he knew that there were very large numbers 
of men in the colony amongst the homestead 
selectors who did not de•ire to have any special 
privileges given to them. All they asked from 
the country, or from their representatives, was 
that they should have a fair opportunity of 
obtaining land for settlement in areas where 
they desired to settle, and that they should 
be protected ag·ainst the greedy monopoly of 
capitalists. That was where their danger came 
in. They had been excluded all over the country 
from the occupation of land suited for the settle
ment they desired to make. He wouldgi,·e an 
illustration of his argument by mentioning a 
group of case'!i that can1e under his notice 
only recently. In 1882 the Mackay-Hamilton 
Railway was brought forward, and plans aml 
sections were laid upon the table of the House. 
Within three or four month,; there were twelve 
or thirteen selections taken up, of 1,280 acres each, 
and by whom? By members of the late Govern
ment, by the hon. member for Mackay am] 
others-their belongings or hangers-on. Rorne 
13,000 or 14,000 acres of land were absorbed in 
that way at the end of that railway line, and 
was made no tme of whatever except to graze a 
few head of stock upon it. The history 
of that case would be the history of a 
great deal of land in other parts of ; he 
country. The persons who 'elected it fenced 
it in to carry out the conditions of improve
ment ; and those fences were often pulled up, 
and no use was made of the land, which was 
left there to increase in value ; and then when 
extension of settlement came and the small selec
tor wanted land in the loc,tlity he would have to 
pay these people £2 or £3 an acre for it or pay a 
rental of perhaps 10s. an acre. That was the 
way settlement had been retarder! up to the 
present time in every district of the colony, and 
the effect had been most pernicious. The small 
holder had been driven further afield, and 
was compelled to give a high price for land 
which cost the holders comparatively little, 
although it might have been a very fair price 
at the time they took it up. It was for 
those reasons he contended that the homeste,;d 
selector should have a fair field and no favour 
from anybody. He was prepared to go upon 
land if he had the same opportunity as other 
men; and he should be protected against the land 
being rapidly absorbed by men who made no use 
whatever of it, but simply allowed it to lie idle 
and increase in value by the industry of others. 
That h,;d been the mischief in the colony, and the 
cause of the great injury that had arisen and 
now existed even in the southern portion of the 
colony. 

The Ho~. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said he 
believed that the hon. gentleman spent half 
his time mooning about the Lands Office trying 
to find out something that the late Government had 
done. He failed entirely to see what the hon. 
gentleman's argument had to do with the 
question before the Committee. He had tolcl 
them that a gTeat wrong had been done to the 
country, because some members of the late 
Ministry, and ten or a dozen other people, had 
taken up selections on the Mackay-Hamilton 
Railway. He failed to see what that had to 
do with the question, :tnd he could assur~ 
the hon. gentleman that those persons knew 
what they were doing, anrl were not quite 
such fools as as he had put them down as 
being. 'l'he object of the clause, and the 

strenuous desire of the ::VIinister for Lands, was 
to confine the homestead selector to 160 acres. 
If he dared to hke np 1Gl acre.s his privilege as a 
hnnleRtea,d selector waH gone. He could fignre 
then as an ordinary selector, but he could nut 
exercise the privilege of a. hmnestea~ selector. 
::\' ow, let them look at the character ot the hon. 

1 gentlen1an who w::ts now trying· to force th::tt 
· amendment on the Committee, aml see what he 

said on the subject when introducing the Bill of 
1884. He srtid :-

,,If 1 thought those gentlemen conld have believed 
it"-

' That was, th<>t the homestead selector could make 
a lh·ing on lGO acres-
" I shonld have pitied their ig-norance; bnt I believe 
they knc'v l>erfectly well thn,t limiting a man to lUO 
acres as a hmue8tead wonld be the most cffectna.l '''ay 
of debarring a man from the succi"S~fnl oceupation of 
the laU\1; and that letting him get it at half-a-crown 
an aere was the sure~t rne~ws of having it turned oyer 
to the large free holders, by a proee~:-; they only too well 
understand.'., 

The hon. member was Yery anxious that he 
should be kept ont of the clutches of the !Jig· 
freeholder, Then he went on to say-

" Instead of the country being held 'm the hand~ of 
a fe'v men. \vhom one ccn1 almo.st count on one·~ 
finger~. we slmll have thonsands of men holding· nnd 
lll'o.;;perin!!,· on their small holdings, instead of bcillg 
shut in upon areas of 160 or G~n acrc.s, hut men who 
t•.an get spa('e enough to live upon and prosper upon, as 
thcv ha.v>) not been able to do heretofore. I can only 
cou~ceivc the purpose of some hon. g,"")ntlemen in thi~ 
Housu"-
Alwavs lookin~ out for motives of men sitting 
opposite to him, and of the late Ministry 
especially-
·' I can only conc.·ivc the purpose of some hon. 
gentlemen in this Hon:o;e who must h<l.Yt? l.;:nmvn that 
160 acres ·was not enough for a man to lrvc and rear a 
family upon. Some may, from jgnorance of the 
interior. have thought it wa:'l enough; bnt tlwre were 
many who knmvbcttcr, aud \Yilo can onl~ ha.Yeaffce~ed 
to believe it becansc it scenrccl to them the pos.scss10n 
o£ tll~.ir lc·tsehold~ or freeholds withont interference.'' 

In that the hon. gentleman might be right or 
wrong-, but how gro.ssly inconHistent it wa,s with 
the amendment he now wished to foist upon the 
CommitteP! \Vhat he proposed was this: The 
home;;teacl s€lector, at the present time, had a 
privile"e under the Aet of 1884 ; under that 
Act he ncould select up to the m:tximum allowed in 
the proclamation for the district-he could make 
freehold any one of the blocks, provided it did n<~t 
exceed 1GO acres. He proposed now, by tlus 
clause, to give a further privilege of 1naking a 
horne~tead in two or more of the same blocks, 
provided that they did not exceed 160 acres, and 
in addition to that they practically took away the 
privilege altogether of the homestead selector 
who had selected more than 160 acres. That 
was the position in which they were at the 
present time, and he maintained that they were 
taking away a great deal more than they were 
giving to the selector. 

The PRE:\IIER said it seemed to him 
that if the hon. gentleman's contention was 
correct they might as well drop the term 
"homestead selector" altogether. In fact, wh:tt 
the hon. gentlen1an was contending for ·was to 
abolish the homestead selector, nnd it would be 
a simple qnestion whether every man should get 
loO acres of land at 2s. Gd. an acre. That was 
what it mnounted to. It wouhl abolish :tll dis
tinction between lwmestead selectors and other 
selectors. 

The Ho~. SIR. T. M oiL WRAITH said the 
hon. gentleman had grossly misrepresented 
what he had said. \Vhat he had contended 
for was, that all the conditions required tn 
be performed by the homestead selector ;;hould 
be performe<l by him. He did not propose 
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to take away any single one of the conditions, 
nor did he propose· to put the homestead 
selector in a better position than he was in 
before. ~What he baid was that the home
stead . selector hB,d the privilege - with the 
exceptiOn of homestead aretts under the Act 
of 1876, which was :1 very small exception-he 
h"d always the privilege of an ordinary selector. 
He s"id it was a good thing for the community 
that he shonld have it. How could it do ttway 
with the homestead selector to give him a sta1;t 
at the time he was occupying· his selection by 
permitting him to lease an "dj,;ining block? As 
had been shown most distinctly and clearly bv 
members on the Government side of the Ooni
nlittee, in ninety-nine cases ont of a hundred, 
l.GO acres was not enough for a man in this 
colony; so that, considering the character of 
the land to be selected at the present time, they 
were ttctually abolishing homestead selection. 

Mr. KATES said that, considering the home
stea.d selectors had the privile"e of pickino· 
the very best spots foe their ho;-;es, he should 
say they ought to b", and he believed thev were, 
perfectly sa tidied. They had only to pay Gel. an 
acre per annun1, u.nd by allov;.rin~ then1 to have 
larger Nelectiont:J aloug::;ide they n1ight neglect 
tho.He upon which they had their hmnestea,]s. 
The h'mieHt8>1c1 selectors were full I' sati.sfied 
with loO acees, and he knew scores of home
stead selectors who had not got HiO acres, 
but who employed all their eneru·ies fur hi"h 
tillage and Imide a better li vir~g than th~y 
would be able to m11k~ out of a 640-acre grazing 
area. ""s to the statement that there mi«ht be 
161 acres surveyed, he did not think that "either 
the board or the Government would designedly 
survey over lGO acres in order to deprive those 
selectors. 

Mr. NIOREHEAD said he did not propose to 
address himself at present to the clause, but to 
wme remarks which he was told fell from the 
Minister for Lands. He regretted very much he 
was not in his place when the hon. member 
made the attack he did on certain gentlemen 
whom he was informed the hon. gentleman 
described as "the late Ministry and their 
friends." He was told that the hon. member 
charged them with getting land in the :Y1ackay 
district at a price at which they would not have 
been able to secure it had they not bee11 in 
the position he h:td indicated. 'rhat was what 
he was told the Minister for Lands had said. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: You were 
told wrongly. 

Mr. MORE HEAD $aid the hon. member could 
correct him :>fterwarck ·with regarcl to the 
selection he (Mr. Morehead) held in the Hamilton 
district, he would point out that as a matter of 
fact it was the only selection he had ever taken 
up in the country, and he had taken it up under 
the same circumstances as other individuals took 
up selections. He would go further and say that 
had thev heen desirous-the ex-Ministers and 
their fri'Emds-or Ministers, as they were then
it could have been secured at a very much lower 
price than that at which it was taken up by himself 
and others. That was a matter of record, :>S the 
hon. the Premier could find out for himself. As 
soon as Mr. Perkins and he h<td come back from 
the tour they made in the North they were so 
satisfied that the lands in the Mackay dis
trict were undervalued that they increased the 
price. It was after that increase in price 
that he had taken up his land, though 
he might have taken it up at the first lower 
price had he so chosen. He was further told 
that the hon. gentleman stated that thnt land 
was close to the terminal point of a railway 
voted by that House. He had never been oi1 

the land himself, but he was informed that it 
was thirteen or fourteen miles from the terminal 
point of that railway. 

:Yfr. BLACK : .Fifteen miles 
1\[r. MORE HEAD said the hon. member for 

Nlackay, who had a loct>l knowledge of the law!, 
s<tid it was fifteen miles from that railway. He 
thought that before the :Yiinister for Lands made 
a charge n.gainst a.ny persons of having taken 
advantage of their position to improperly secure 
land which they would not otherwise have been 
able to secure, he should be perfectly satisfied as 
to the circumstances surrounding the charge. 
He (Mr. :VIorehead) had stated the facts 
of the case fairly and honestly, and he was 
prep>Wed to Jc',We the Committee to judge 
between himself and the Minister for Lands. He 
was told further that the h,m, g·entleman said 
his selection W[IS not improved. It might or it 
might not be improved, but he knew it was " 
matter which had hctely been tried before 
a "peeial commissioner. He did not know 
what was the result of the special commis
sioner\< inf[uiry, but he knew that :\Ir. J\fcLean 
was sent up there to inf[nire into the 
W<W in which the conditions were carried 
out on a special set of selectionH. He was happy 
to think the hon. member thought him of so 
mnch importance as to send up a special com
missioner such as l\fr. McLean-such a promi
nent blue-rihbon man ; he hoped the gentleman 
found plenty of water on the selection. The 
Minister for Lands might have taken a 
beoader view than he did and examined other 
selections round about 1\Iackay. He could 
tell ohe hon. gentleman how he was being 
fooled by selectors round about l\fackay ; but he 
was not going to take hhn into his confidence. 
There were people whose selections there had not 
been sufficiently improved. He did not know 
why the .Minister for Lfmds should have made 
the charges he had made against him and the 
members of the lttte Government. He had always 
treated the hon. gentleman with a most gentle 
hfmd. \Vhen he had seen him running for shelter 
under the wing of the mother hen, the Premier, he 
ha<l always helped him; and he could not see, 
therefore, why the hon. gentleman should have 
gone ont of his way to single him out and charge 
him wioh having made use of his position as a 
:Minister of the Crown to get possession of land 
in a way that no other individual was able to do. 
All he could say was that there was not a single 
word of truth in the hon. gentleman's charges. It 
did not take rnnch to make him (J\Ir. :iYiorehead) 
angry, but the charge made by the hon. g·ent~eman 
was so untrue and so ahsurd that he simply 
left it to the good sense of the Committee as to 
whether the Minister for Lands or himself had 
stated the facts of the case. The hon. gentle
man's schoolmaster should look after him more; 
and if he (1\Ir. Morehead) were his schoolmaster 
he would put him in the corner for a week. 

The MINISTJ~R FOR LANDS said the 
hon. gentleman had taken a great deal of 
trouble to state a case which had never 
been mentioned by himself. He had never 
charged the hon. member or anybody with 
having got improper possession of hmd. He 
harl mentioned those selections as an illustra
tion of the effective shutting out of small men 
by allowing large areas of land to be taken up 
near which or through which a railway was going 
to be made. He said that was bad policy, and 
the effect of a bad land law badly administered, 
to allow any men to take up land in that way. 
He said that land should have been reserved 
for close settlement when it was known that a 
railway wns to be 1nade through it or near it; 
however, the contrary had been the fact, for 
the land wa,s t''ken np in large areas, and 
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close settlement there was absolutely excluded. 
The hon. gentlemen were no fools ; they knew 
what they were about, and he had no doubt that 
they knew what they were about so far as making 
a judicious selection of land was concerned, ttud 
that they took up the best. In doing that they 
did " grettt injury, a great mischief, to the 
country. The Government ought to have ex
cluded those men from selecting the lanrl referred 
to as soon as they kne\v a rail way was going 
through the land, and to have retained it for 
small settlers. Hi, speech had been taken up 
by the bon. member for Balonne in a way that 
he never brought it before the Committee. The 
hon. gentle1nan, instead of getting his view frmn 
someone else, should have asked him about the 
speech before wasting the time of the Committee 
as he had done. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: I should have to ask the 
Premier if I wanted to get anything from yon. 

The MINISTJ~H FOR LANDS said they had 
heard a good deal from those hon. members about 
their horror of anything like cheap labour -
from the hem. member for :\Iackay as well as 
the hon. member for Balonne. On every 
occasion they had expressed their disgust 
and contempt at anything that would tend 
to lo"rer the wages of the working men in the 
country. Now, he would give them a sample of 
what those gentlemen themselves had been doing 
up in the }hckay district. It was well known 
that, under the Land Act, selections, after they 
had been confirmed, had to be bailiffed. In a 
return which he held in his hand it appeared 
that a selection, numbered 1,030A, harl been 
taken up by Mr. B. D. Morehead on the 
lRt January, 1882, and that on the 12th of 
October he employed a bailiff for six months 
at £1 per annum, without raticns and with
out any house to live in. Mr. M. H. Black 
took up a selection, numbered 1,011, on the 1st 
of January, 1882, and on the 9th of October he 
employed a bailiff for three months, also at £1 
per annum, with no rations and no house to live 
in. In the case of the next man, the amount 
was lower than that again, being only 10s. 
per annum; and the next bailiff he employed for 
six month~ he had actually to give him £6 per 
annum. The Hon. P. Perkins was in a similar 
condition to those already mentioned, he paid his 
bailiff £1 per annum; and the Hon. ,J. M. Macros
san, the member for Townsville, paid his bttiliff ls. 
per annum only, with no rations and no house to 
live in; B. :\I. Perkins paid £1 per annum ; 
and Catherine Brennan-he did not know who 
she was, nurse perhaps for the hon. member for 
Balonne-gave her bailiff £2 per annum, which 
Wtts very liberal indeed compared with the 
others. That was the way the old Act was 
carried ont by the hon. gentlemen who were now 
sitting on the opposite side of the Cummitte~. 
He had simply said in the first instance as he 
said now, that they conld see what mischief 
would be done to the country by carrying out 
the Act in the way he had described. Bailiffing 
in the way he had referred to might be legal, 
hut it was certainly not within the spirit of the 
Act. If the hon. m@mber for lVIaclmy had been 
in New South \Vales five years ago, he would 
have found it much more profitable to have been 
a land agent than a sugar-grower or a selector in 
the Mackay district. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that the matter was 
getting very pleasant. He was very glad to find 
that the apparently weakly member of the 
Government, the Minister for Lands, had shown 
pluck at last ; and he was perfectly certain that 
hon. members on the Government side of the 
Committee were pleased to find that he was 
not the stuffed figure they supposed, as pro
bably he held the most important portfolio in 

the ::VIinistry. But he was afraid that, 
although the hon. gentleman had selected him 
to point a rnor:tl and adorn a tale, he had 
a<lorned his tale too much. The hon. gentle
man read out a list just now, evidently a 
carefully prepared list, made as an adjunct to a 
prr~]"1red att:1ck on himself and others who had, 
unfortunately or fortunately, selected lan<l in the 
:\Iackay district. After making an ttttaek on 
him, in which he stated thttt he (Mr. :\forehead) 
paid £1 a month or £1 a year to tt b:tiliff, ttnd 
that somebody else paid 7Js. a year, the hon. 
gentleman s:cic! he thought they had acted 
legally. that they were within their legal 
rights. If the hon. g·entleman thought that, 
he had the remedy in his own hands ; 
he could repeal the Act and tt!ter the con
ditions nnder which the land could be taken up; 
then if he (Mr. Moreheacl) and others accepted 
the tt!tered condition of things they would act 
in a different way. But he did not think there 
was any cause or" complaint if they had not com
mitted any legal crime. Althou.gh the Minister 
for Lands had brought nut of hrs box a tremen
dous petard-which he thought had blown np the 
hon. gentleman himself.-he maintttined that the 
nfinister, by his own speech, had clearly shown 
that no ehnrge could be proved again8t the 
selectors who had been referred to of 
hrtving infringed the law. If they had done 
so the hon. gentleman had the remedy in 
his own hlmds.' But he admitted they had not 
infrinu·ed the law-that they bad not done any
thing Millegal, although tbGir nctions rnight not 
have been ,;entimentally correct. He admitted 
that they had cccrried m]t their affairs in the way 
he would have done. He (Mr. i\Iorehead) thought 
that so Ion~ as a selector did not break the law, 
either dir.:'ctly or inclirectlv, he httd a right to 
n1anage his oWn property "in ~uch a rnan.n~r as 
suited himself, and he believed that the JVInnster 
for Lands would see that he was not benefited 
either as a l\1inister or member by making 
chttrges against members of that which he could 
not sustain, and which referred to matters that 
were strictly legal. 

Mr. BLACK said it was certainly not antici
pated that, in a debate like the present, the 
:Minister for Lands would have departed from 
the subject-matter before the Committee for the 
purpose of making what he could only designa~e 
as " mean vindictive attack upon some of lns 
political opponents. He had always held that 
there were certain rules by which those who 
claimed to be called gentlemen should ue 
actuated. Although they might, meeting in 
that House, have their own political causes to 
advocate, as long as they confined themselves 
within the bonnds of what would be considered 
gentlemanly behaviour, there should be no feeling 
of political antagonism after they_left the l_I~use. 
He re"retted that he could not grve the !Vlmrster 
for L~;ds credit for that straig-htforward honest 
feeling which ought to actuate all politicimrs 
when they left the House. The_ action t~e hon. 
aentleman had taken, ttncl winch, to Ins own 
disgrace, he had thought fit to refer to in the 
House would certainly not increase the feeling of 
respect he (Mr. Black) would like to hold towards 
a Minister of the Crown. Not only had that 
gentleman thought fit to refer to _matters of a 
semi-private nature, ~:mt he had m.rsrepres.ented 
evidence by only readmg those po.rtr~ns winch ~e 
thou~ht would be the means of brmgmg a certam 
amm~nt of discredit on his political opponents. 
The hon. gentleman had quoted instanc~~ in 
which certain gentlemen had eni\rrged barlr~s, 
giving them £1 a year withou~ ratwns and wrth 
no house to live in. Now, rf the hon. mem
ber had read the evidence-which he no doubt 
had in the box beside him, ready to produce on 
any opportune occasion-if he had read that and 
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told the Committee the truth he would have 
told what those bailiffs were really getting, 
wlmt work they were engaged in, and how 
the conditions ,,f those selections had been 
carried out. .1:\.lthough it was di Yerging sonle
w hat from the nmtter before the Committee, 
still, as n personal attack had been made upon 
himself chiefly, he was quite prepared to explain 
the conditions under which those selections hred 
been taken up and the terms under which thoHe 
conditions h<Ld been complied with, rend he 
defied the JYiinister for Lands to touch one of 
tl1o,;e selections unless he was prepared to con
fiscate lml£ the selections in the colony. \Vlmt he 
wns going to tell the Committee was contained 
in evidence which he believed w<Ls in possession 
of the Minister for Lands. In the first place, 
he would mention tlmt he believed nttempts 
were m<Lde to prevent the <Lttendance of himself 
and two other hon. members nt the opening of 
Parliament. The :\Tinister for Lands had chosen 
to make the <Ltt<tck, and he (JYir. Bbck) 
considered himself justified in letting the 
Committee know all the particulars of the 
affair. The House was summoned for the 7th 
of July, and he, with the hon. member for 
Balonne and the hem. member for Townsville, 
were summoned to >1ppear nt the Land Comt at 
l\lackay on the Dth, to show cnuse why certain 
selections taken up by them should not be forfeited. 
He would hke to point out, ''" of peculiar signifi
cance, the way in which certain political opponents 
of the Government were persecuted while all 
others in exactly the same position were allowed 
to go free. The member for Balonne, the 
member for Townsville, himself, and the !rete 
l\Iinister for Lnnds-the Hon. P. Perkins
were those Helected to be nmde, if possilJle, painful 
examples of. He received the summons three 
weeks before the House met, and he at once 
applied-not fea.ring any investigation~to haYe 
the case brought on at an earlier date. He 
offered, in writing, to waive the thirty dreys' 
notice the Act entitled him to, but he gut 
re reply tlmt the cases would not be brought 
on earlier. He then cummunicreted with 
tho:-;e in Brisbane fur whoru he \vas a,cting, and 
after, as he belie\·ed, re certttin amount of 
Jn'eSKnre had been brontrht to bear, the ca,;es 
wer·e brought oH earlier. The hon. the Premier 
woulcl remember his referring to the matter on 
board a ste~trner, pointing out the inconvenience 
it would occasio11 him; nnd he g-reve the hon. 
member credit for making n note of the matter 
and saying it would be looked to. \Yhen he 
got hon1e that night he found a telegrau1 
stating- thret the case would be brought on 
e'ulier. He believed that if the Premier had 
been in town he \\·ould not have permitted cuch 
a gross injustice re:; that oought to be perpetratEd 
by the :i\lini,;tcr for Lands. 'l'he cases occupied 
three days in hearing, and every opportunity 
wn:-; given fur taking evidence. He had not 
heard nnything yet as to the result; but he 
nu'bintained that in not one ca~e was it proved 
tlmt the conditions a,; laid down by the 
Act had been in ally way evaded. So 
far frun1 the :-;election:; being u1nimproved, 
they were very highly improved, considering the 
tlepressed state of the ngricultuml industry in 
that district rend the whole colony. If the 
bailiffs o11ly received £1 a year hon. members 
might naturally think there was something
fraudulent about it; but the frect w<Ls thret they 
were all ~ontractors rend had very lnrge cun
trncts. 'I he hon. Minister fur Lrend' had <Lll 
tlmt infornmtinn in his box ; it all creme out in 
evidence, and in every case, "as fa .. r aB he rern~nl
bered, the acturel amount of money received l>v 
the bailiffs had been sworn to. The'lwn. member 
luLd s>eid that the hem. member fur Ualon11e 
engag-ed a bnilitf at J:1 a year, le,LI·in;.; the 

Committee to infer that th<Lt was all the man 
wns paid. The amount of improvements on 
th<Lt selection alone <Lmounted to £305, rend thret 
"'"'the :;um received by the bailiff. On another 
selection of his O\Y!l (JYir. Black's) the hon. mem
b:'" had told them th<Lt lOo. was paid to the 
bailiff. \Vel!, the amount expended on that 
selection for imJJroYements alone \\ ns £275. 
There was ,·mother case referred to by the 
hon. member- that uf J'I:Ir. Perkins. As to 
thret selection, it was only taken up in Sep
tember last year. As hon. members knew, 
selectors were allowed six months to get 
their bailiffs and make their arrangements, 
so that there was no real necessity to occupy 
that selection before the March of that year. 
In May thret selector wns c<Llled upon to 
show cause whv the selection should not be 
forfeited, during which time improvements to 
the extent of £32G httd been effected. Mr. 
Perkins was one of the selectors who was 
called upon to show c<Luse why his selection 
should not be forfeited. He (Yh. Black) could 
go through the whole of those cases, <Lnd there 
was not n single genuine ground for the selec
tors being cnlled upon to show cause. He 
~onsidered that it was unfair that those ca,;es 
should have been nllowed to be pending 
so long·. WluLt w'"s to be ga,ined by it ? 
The hon. gentleman hnd had the depositions 
in his pnssession now, he assurned, for 1nore 
than a month. He (Mr. Black) had had them, 
nt all e\·ents. He brought down the whole of 
the evidence with him. Hon. g·entlemen must 
underst<Lml that there had never been any 
eJnestion of npplying for certificates. There was 
no necessity according to the Act for putting 
on any improvements whatever, nnd bred they 
applied for certificretes it would h<Lve become 
the duty of the Minister for Lands to see that 
the conditions had been perfectly complied 
with. There w ns re <Lily no necessity to do 
more thren put re bniliff upon the land ; 
but in the c<Lses he referred to, the selections 
had <Lll been hig-hly improved, and continued 
to he occupied nnd continuously improved, 
with the intention of putting them to the purpose 
for which they were originally selected as soon as 
the conditions of ag-riculture were sufficiently 
suitable. The hon. gentleman had nlso referred 
to the fact, and led the Committee to believe th<Lt 
they were somewhere nenr a railway line. They 
were fifteen miles from a railway line, and if thnt 
was a.ny inducement to nnyone to go nnd select 
land, or had it been the wish of those selectors 
to take reclv>mt>>ge of the railway, they could have 
got l<Lnd \vi thin one mile or two miles of the line. 
But in no case did they do it, and he might 
inform the Committee tliat that p<Lrt of the dis
trict where the selections were treken up was at 
the time n totrelly new portion of the district. 
It was forty miles from Mack<Ly; and the result 
of those selectionil having been taken up Wt'LS 
thret the whole of the land round rebout had been 
reredily selected and w<Ls now in occupation ; and 
a district tbnt might h'we remnined for years 
without any occupation was likely to be one of 
the most thriving portions of the district as soon 
as the conditions, w h<Ltever these conditions might 
be, of lnbour and one thing and nnother, were more 
favourable th<Ln at present. He did not think 
that any hon. g·entleman who considered the 
question would agree that a mnn should spend 
mnney recklessly to satisfv the peculi<Lr opinions 
of the hem. Minister for lands. What he com
plained about in the Lrend Act of 1884 wns its 
uncertainty. Selectors did not really know whnt 
their positions were. A selector, as was clearly 
shown last year, was to receive the hncl for 
2s. (id. an acre. Then the Minister for Lands wets 
only too ready to make out that they ought 
to vu.y a great deal 11101'0, ancl <.bll attelnpt 
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was now being made to cut down the area. 
It was clearly shown last year that he could take 
up 160 acres as a homestead, and he could take 
up an additi<mal area as a conditiorml selection. 
Now, the pruposed amendment was intended to 
curtail them again. There should be some sort of 
finality about it. What did they find again? The 
Minister for Land:o had issued regulations insist
ing upon occupation in agl'icultnra,l areas the 
moment a selection was taken up under the Act 
of 1884. He defied the 1Iinister for LmHls to point 
out where in the Act that provision was laid 
clown. 'l'here was not a single clause in the Land 
Act of 1884 that he could find which insisted upon 
continual and immediate occupation bv those 
who selected agricultural land. There was still 
another point-what was the selector lo do? He 
did not know whether he was safe. If he selected 
land, believing that he was to be guided by the 
Act, he was liable, at any time during the fifty 
years of his lease, to be turned out. He hoped 
the Premier, who, he believed, understood a 
great deal more about the Bill than the 
Minister for Lands, would look up the matter 
he referred to, because he thought it was 
just as well, if they really wanted to encou
rage settlement, that they should put that 
Bill into the waste-paper basket and bring 
in a new one. The present Bill was so uncertain 
rmd vague, and li<tble to so many different inter
pretations, that none of the conditions were 
rnade clear. It wa,s a gigantic failure, at' a,ny
one might have expected, beinc; the fad of such 
r1n unpractical man as the :Minister for Lanck 

The MINISTER FOR LA::\'DS said the hon. 
gentleman who had just spoken wanted a Land Act 
something like that of l87G, if he wished to work in 
the same way that he had been working with regard 
to those selections at J\fackay, where he could keep 
them without bailiffs, or a bailiff's bailiff, which, 
he believed, was within the meaning of that Act. 
In no sense could a man reconcile to himself 
that he had complied with the law by putting a 
bailiff upon those selections. The hon. gentle
man would like the present Act to be of that 
kind that he could carry out its provisions in 
three years, and make land freehold, and be ab
solved from doing anythiug more with it, ,,o 
that it might grow in Yalue without his <loing 
anything to it at all. The hon. gentleman had 
made a very serious charge against him-that 
was if it had been true-which was, that he 
had called upon certain members on the 
other side of the Committee to show cause 
why their selections should not be forfeit0d. He 
might tell the Committee, in the first instance, 
that his attention was frequently called to 
the fact tha.t nn residence was being performed 
upon thoss 8elections-not upon four, Ol' three, or 
two, as the hon. gentleman stated, but upon 
thirteen. The hon. gentleman wished the Com
mittee to believe it was confined to four selec
tions ; but, as a matter of fact, he did not call 
upon them to show cause. He instructed the 
land commissioner in the district to institnte 
inquirie$, which was done, and the land commis
sioner snbsequently fixed the day for holding his 
court. It had nothing whatever to do with 
him (the Minister for Lands}; he had no 
more to do with it than the hon. gentle
man him5elf. About four or five days after 
they had been called upon to show cause a 
telegram came down from J\Iackay from one of 
those selectors-he did not know his name, but 
the Under Secretary told him that a teh':.;ram 
had come down stating that one of the selectors 
wished hio; case to be heard in a week's time 
instead of in a rnonth, a~ \Ya~ lUmal. He sent 
back a reply to the effect that if then' was no 
immediate cause or reason why that should be 
conceded the case shonld stand till the time he 
W>ts c<tlled upon to show cam;e. 

The HoN. Sm T. MoiLWRAITH: You did 
not kncnv the selector'::; natne '? 

The J\IIKn:JTER FOR LANDS said he did 
not even see the telegram. He told the Under 
Secretary what answer to make. Three or four 
clays after that, he believed, the hon. member for 
B"lonne came into the office and saw the Under 
Secretary and told him that the date upon which 
the case was down for hearing was the 9th of 
.T uly, or two days after the House W>lS called 
together. \Vhen the Under Secretary told him 
(the Minister for Lands} of that he sent a tele
gram at once to so fix the elate as to suit those 
:oelectors who had to put in an appearance n the 
House. He could do nothing more than that, 
It was not his fault that the date was so 
fixed in the first instance, and as soon as ever 
he knew what the objection to the date 
was he instantly ordered it to be corrected. 
The hem. member, in talking about the bailiffs, 
said there was continuous residence there. 
·would anybody tell him thttt even in the 
climate of ~Iackay a mttn could be expected to 
carry out the work of a bailiff when he had not a 
house to live in-not even a sheet of bark? The 
thing contradicted itself. It was no use the 
hon. member stating that the condition of bailiff 
had been carried out continuously, for the facts 
showed that it was not true. He did not 
believe tlutt any man getting· even 30s. or £:la 
week-one was said to have been paid £300 a 
year-would be content to reside there without 
any place to live in. Although tent-]Jeg·s were 
:men, there wa::; not even a tent on the ground, 
and no person was l"isible. \Vhether that could 
be considered a fulfilment of the conditions he 
would leave it to the Committee to judge. 

Mr. "YIOREHEAD said every member of the 
Committee must regret the indecency shown by 
the Minister for Lands in clrag·g·ing forward a 
case which he himself admitted was still wu 
judice, and of which he himself was to be the 
judge. A more indecent exhibition had never 
been made in thr1t or any other House in the 
colonie,;. The annalo of Parliament contained 
no record of such a disgraceful proceeding on the 
part of any J\Iinister of the Crown. That noto
rious rack-renter, the hon. member for Stanley 
(Mr. \Vhite), might laugh-the member who 
1nade ~nch gushing speeches about the rights of 
tenantR in general, tl,nd ground do\vn his 
own tenants in particular. That hon. member 
argued the other night that landlords should be 
abolished, and no rloubt he would like to 
see all landlords <tbolished but himself. He 
would like to be sole landlord, and a 
n1ore g_TnHping and avaricious landlord did 
not exist in Queensland to·day than that 
hon. member. It was known from one end of 
tbe railw<ty line to the other. On passing 
Laidley, one was tolrl that the whole of the land 
thereabouts belonged to Mr. Peter "White, that 
he got a. large rent for it~25s., and in son1e 
places a great deal more per acre--and that when 
a tenant could not pay wh&t he called the actual 
value of the land he turned him off very quickly. 
So much for that philanthropic landlord. Re
turning to the J\Iinister for Lande, the statement 
made by that hon. gentleman as to the action 
he ha,d taken with regard to those selections wa~ 
not absoluteh· correct. As soon as he (J\Ir. 
i\Iorehead) heanl fmm the hem. member for 
::\l<tckay of the action t:l,ken by the Government, 
he went ~nd saw J\Ir. Hume, the Under 
Secretary for Lands, and told him that the date 
fixed would be very inconvenient-J\Ir. Black 
having already been refused by the Government 
to have the date ,;ltered. Mr. Hume said he had 
nothing to do with it. He (Mr. Morehead) said 
thnt if the elate wa.s not r1ltered to snit the con
venience of Mr. Macros.san itncl Mr. Black, who 
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would have to be present in their seats in Parlia
ment on the day fixed, he should call attention 
to the fact as soon tts the House met. lYir. 
Hume then said, "Dutton is ill in bed; he is 
not in the otfice." The statement of the .Minister 
for Lands now was that he immediateiy went to 
lYlr. Hnrne in his office, and said, "Alter it." 
He (JYir. Morehearl) had made a record of all 
that took place. He felt and expressed himself 
very warmly on the matter, and tohllYir. Hume 
in fairly vigorous English what he would do if the 
alteration was not made. He then returned to 
hio office. Some time after lunch --perhaps 
about 3 o'clock in the ttfternoon-he got a tele
phonic message from 11r. Hnme st,~ting that 
the alteration would be made, and that the 
case would be tried at an earlier date than 
that mentioned in the original summons. 
He had still some slight recollection of his ''Latin 
Delectus ''-though his classical acquirements 
had nearly all evaporated-and he said, "My 
dear Hnme, Liten' •cript<O uwnet." He put it 
down, and that was the fact. The JYiinister for 
Lands wouldlcacl them to believe that he was in 
his office at the time, and that immediately on 
the thing being vnt before him he made the altera
tion. That was not so. The alteration wa' not 
made until after he had stated in the most em
phatic language that trouble would be raised, 
nnd a good deal of trouble, if three members of 
Parliament were forced to neglect their public 
duties to attend to their privnte interests. He 
would now go a little further, and would ask-did 
the :i\linister for Lamb send out notices to e1·ery 
one who wa;; supposed to be in the same condi
tion as be and the other unfortunate selectors 
were said to be in ? Did he send a notice to 
the Minister for \Vorks' banker, :Mr. Abbott, 
whose Helection waH in an identical position with 
theirs '! The hon. gentleman did nothing of the 
;;ort, and he had 1\!Ir. Ab bott's own statement for 
it. The Commissioner, 11r. JYicLean, like the 
traditional policeman, simply acted from "infor
mation received"; beyond that he did not go. 
He (Mr. Morehead) did not care two straws for 
hio selection; it might go to the four winds of 
heaven for aught he cared, hut it should not 
go without a. Htruggle, ant{ he would not be 
defrnuded of his right by the Minister for Lands 
or any JYiinistry. If anything wrong was being 
done it was being done by others besides him,;elf 
and those connected with him; and why was 
J\h. Peter ::VIcLean, that apmtle of temperance, 
that man who was foisted into a ]Wsition because 
he had been three weeks :Minister for Lands--

:Yir. M \CJ<'ARLA~E: Make it hot for him! 

J\Ir. :MORJ~HEAD: The.Supreme Power will 
make it hot-very hot-for the hon. member. 
He will go where he would vvant W'1ter. There 
was no doubt about that, and everybody who knew 
the hon. member wonld indorse his statement. 
He (:\lr. 1\Iorehead) charged the Minister for 
Land8 with having, for personal and political 
ren~nnf-5, .selected certain elector~ in the ::\Iackay 
district to be the subjects of a special in
ve.-;tigation by a ~pc,chtl con1tni~~ioner, while 
other selectors in an exactly identical posi
tion \Vere allowed to go sent-free, anwngst 
them being the banker for the Minister 
f<>r \Vorks. He should like to hear some ex
planation from the lYlinister for Lands on that 
point, aiHl why S]Jecial cases were selected for 
investigation under Yery suspicions circunl
stance~. 

The :\IIlGSTER J;'OR LANDS said the only 
reason vvhy other cases were not in ve.stignted 
wa:-3 becnu.se no cmnpln .. int::; v;.rere tnade ai the 
time. He acted in all cases in which cmnpbints 
were wade tha.t the la.w W<_LK not heing carried 
out-that the conditiunti were not being per· 

formed. He directed the inspector to report 
upon those cases, and his report was to the same 
effect. Then the investigation was held. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: No general inquiry. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Every case 
was heard in which it was reported that the 
conditions were not carried out. It was impos
sible to hold a general inquiry as to all the selec
tions in the district. The inspector could not 
afford the time, hut in every case where he 
heard that the selector, whoever he might be, 
was not fulfilling the conditions, he reported upon 
it. The hon. gentleman had chosen to give his 
version of the correction made by him (the 
Minister for Lands) of the time fixed by the 
land commissioner. 

Mr. 1\IOREHEAD: I gave the true one. 
The MINnlTim J;'OR LANDS : But there 

was one special part of it that he most distinctly 
and emphatically said was not true-and that 
was that the moment that J\!Ir. Hume came to 
him and said that Mr. Morehead had complained 
that the time that they were called upon to show 
cause would prevent them from putting in an 
appearance at the House, he (the Minister for 
Lancls) instantly directed that it should be 
altered, and that the alteration should be tele
phoned to him. That. the hon. member had 
denied; but it was so. 

Mr. MORE HEAD said, as a matter of per
sonal explanation, he might state what he had 
already graphically described. \Vhen he saw 
.Mr. Hurne that gentleman did not go into the 
Minister's room. The :Minister for Lands would 
lead people to believe that he was in his office at 
the time, but he (Mr. Morehead) wao Horry to 
s:ty he wao not, being confined to his bed through 
sickness. He contended that the hon. gentleman 
having ultimately to give way after having 
refused to accede to the request of the hon. 
member for :Yiackay, showed that he acterl under 
cmnpulsion or lJI'eHRure. 

The MINISTER FOll LANDS said, with 
regard to what the hon. member called preosme 
being brought to bear upon him, no pressure was 
necessary. And did he think for one moment 
that the Under Secretary would carry to him 
any threats which the hon. member said were 
made by him? He dirl not believe the Under 
Secretary would presume to do anything of the 
kind. If he did he would get a good snub from 
him (the Minister for L:tnds). That officer stated 
the case and nothing more, and he (the Minister 
for Lands) told him to alter the day. If he (the 
Minister for Lands) could have been influenced 
at all in the matter, it would be to refuse to 
concede what was asked. 

Mr. BLACK said he thought it was time to 
get back to the question. The present discussion 
had been introduced by the Minister for Lands, 
and it was not very edifying. He would like to 
ask that hon. member this question : vVhat clause 
in the Act of 1884 gave him power to issue the 
regnlationR insisting upon continuous a.nd U01uf 
fide residence on selections taken up under the 
conditional clauses of that Act? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said he had 
very little doubt about the power. He had 
f<1llowed the rearling of the Act, and knew 
exactly what he was doing. He need not turn 
up the clause. The hon. gentleman could turn 
it up for himself if he wttnted it. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said it was 
not often they hertrd downright impertinence 
from a ::VIinister of the Crown addressed to a 
rnelll ber of that House, such as the~ had just 
heard from the :i\Iinister for Lancb. He remem
bered that he \We ne1·er Inure disilluoiunbed than 
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on reading Thomas Moore's life of Sheridan. 
He remembered how the writer clearlv and 
glibly told how Sheridan used to work o~t his 
jokes from month to month, improving upon 
them and keeping them in his box alongside of 
him until at last he saw a chance of firing 
off a joke which gave him credit for re,dy 
wit. He thought a great deal less of 
Sheridan after that, but he could not 
express the contempt he could feel for a 
Minister who would bottle-up his indignation, 
keep it in hi,; box for month after month, and 
wait until he had a chance of speaking to shoot 
it off at some political antagonist. He thought 
it was most degrading that they should find a 
Minister of the Crown trying to turn thew hole of 
the Crown servant" in the office, and the whole of 
the machinery of the law, to his use, in order to 
give effect to a bit of petty spite against some of 
his (Sir T. Mcllwraith's) late colleagues, the 
hon. member for Balonne and the hon. 
member for Townsville. But those gentle
men would stand the test of anything the hon. 
member liked to bring up. He repe<'1ted that 
it was most discreditable on the part of the 
Minister for Lands, who had the whole of the 
evidence before him, and yet he brought up a 
little garbled bit which he knew perfectly well 
would be explained away the moment he men
tioned it. He had the whole of the evidence 
before him which, he was satisfied, would prove 
that the conditions on the selections referred to 
had been performed, and having been performed 
was all the Government pos,ibly could ask. He 
moved that the words in the proposed amend
ment, "and who is not and has not been during 
the term of the lease of any of the farms, the 
lessee of any other contigLlous agricultural farm" 
be omitted. 

The PRE:YIIER said he was g-lad that the 
amendment had been moved, because it would 
bring the question to an hsue. He rose chiefly 
for the purpose of saying that hon. members 
opposite, and especially the hon. g;entlema.n who 
spoke last, seemed to h>tve a singular idea of the 
functions of the Government. If a complaint 
was made to the :Minister for Lands that 
prominent persons on the other side in politics 
had failed to comply with the law the Govern
ment should shut their eyes, and not make any 
inquiries, simply because those perwms ha.ppenecl 
to be prominent in politics. That was not the 
wn.y that the Government was administered at 
the present time at ony rate. He did not think 
that causing inquiries to be made was any eYi
dence of n1alignity or in1p::trtia.lity or unfairne\~s. 
On the other hand, he thought that if his hrm. 
colleague had failed tu cause inquiries to lJe 
instituted when these complaints were marle tn 
him he would very justly have been charged 
with cowardice. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he quite agreed 
with \Vhat had fallen from the hon. gen
tlmmm, but he must remember that this 
matter was brought before the House by the 
:Minister for Lands and by nobody else. He 
for one, as he had said before, thonght the 
lYiinister fur Lands would have been ve;v much 
wiser if he had not introduced cases which were 
su~judice-npon which no decision had yet been 
come to, so far as he knew. But that hon. gentle
man having brought the matter before the Com
mittee, prominent m em hers on that side of the 
House had no desire whatever to shirk any in
<[uiry. In fact it wa.' pretty evident that they had 
courted inquiry-that they were very desirous that 
inquiry should be made; and although they should 
not be sheltered in any way whatever, but should 
be exposed to the "fierce light that berets upon 
a throne," at the same time theY should receive 
the same justice that was meted out to others. 

They should be treated identically the same way 
that other selectors were treated. They asked for 
nothing· more and expected nothing less. '\Vhat 
he complained against the :Minister for Lands was 
this : That with regard to the particular action 
he had taken with regard to himself (Mr. 
Morehead) and others he was not animated by 
any pure desire to see that no wrongdoing was 
permitted against the State, but that he was 
actuated by a much lower motive-personal 
spleen-which should not actuate any person 
occupying such a high position as the Minister 
for Lands. 

The PRE::YIIElc said that before the motion 
went to a division--

The HoN. Sm T. J\IciLWRAITH: I have 
something to say about this other point before 
you take up that. 

The P RKMIER : About the Mackay selec
tors? 

The HoN Sm T. M oiL WRAITH: Yes. 
The PHEMIEH : Oh! if the hon. member 

wishes to make n speech about the lYiackay 
selectors I will make way for him. 

'The Hox. Sm 'l'. ::\1ciL WEAlTH said he 
did wish tn say something about the JYhckay 
selectors. The Premier had said that the 
:Minister for Lands would have shown cowardice 
if, having received complaints from any indi
vidual, and simply because they were com
plaint8 against political antagonists, he would 
not investigate them. But that was not the 
position. He would state the position of 
the case. If the hon. member had received 
complaints only about his political antago
nists, had he been a wise mnn he would have 
examined into their truth, and would have seen 
if there were any other men in the same position 
in that neighbourhood before he took the action 
he did. He was putting the case correctly when 
he said that the information given to the Minister 
for Land~ covered a good n1any more individuals 
th::1rn those against whmn he issued HUH1ll10nses 

to appear and show cause- Patrick Perkinf-3, 
Hume Black, \Velcl-Blundell, ·waiter Black, 
B. D. :iYiorehead, ,John JYiurtagh J\1across"n, 
Bridget Perkins, and Catherine Brennan. 
Tho'e persons politically opposed to him he had 
deliberately chosen, tmd left out several persons 
who were either friends of the n ovenunent, or 
at aJI events, were not tinged with the same 
political antagonism. He left out-as they 
lmd l>een told by the hon. member, J\lr. 
lYiol'elwad-the banl<er friend of the ::Yiin
ister for '\York> ; though his selection was 
·worked by the Hauw agent, and the conditiom-3 
were perforrned in exactly the sa1ne way. So 
that the J\linister for Lands, without making 
use nf the information he hacl to include a large 
number of Brisbane people who had selections 
np there, refrained from that, and deliberate!:' 
selectecl his political antagonists; a1_1d he now had 
the meanness to come forward w1th a garbled 
report of the evidence in order tu ~upport the 
chterges he lwd made ttgainst his politicttl oppo
nents. 

The MINISTER :FOR LAKDS said the 
inference the hon. member had drawn from his 
action \Vrts ,vholly nntrne. The hon. gentlenutn 
~aid he had information against other selectors 
np there, althoug-h he (the:Ministerfor Lands) had 
di,tinctly stated that the complaints made to 
him were confined wholly to those called upon to 
show cause why their selections should not be 
forfeited, and upon whose selections the commis
sionel' was instructed to inquire. He had been 
informed that the conditions of selection were not 
being carried out by those whose selections 
lYlr. M.cLean was instructed to inquire into. 
As to the banker refened to, he did not know 
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that he had got a selection in 1\Iackay. How 
did the hon. gentleman know what information 
he had received on that matter? The informa
tion he received was contained in a private letter 
from two or three persons, who hat! not the 
courage pl"Obably to make their complaints 
openly-and there were many men who had not 
the courage to do that. Those persl)ns snw the 
conditions were not being canied out, and they 
gnve certain information. Upon that he re
rpwsted the inspector to go up and report, and 
his report was that the conditions were not being 
fulfilled, and the land commissioner then called 
upon those persons to show cause why their 
selections should not be forfeited. He had no 
reference whatever to anyone else. 

Mr. MOUI~HEAD said he had been informed 
that the Minister for Lands said one of the 
selectors-::\Iis:-3 Breunun-\va::-; a· nun:;ernaid or 
something of the kind. 

Hoxou!lABLE ::VIEMBEHS on the Government 
side: Ko, no! 

1\Ir. MOREHEAD: Did the hon. gentleman 
ca,y t:o or not? 

The MINIST.ER :B'OR LANDS: No. 
The Hox. Sm T. MciLWHAITH: The 

hon. gentleman did say so. 

The PREMIEI-t : He said he did not know 
who she was, and that she mi;;ht be a mu·scmaid, 
for all he knew. 

1\Ir. MOHEHEAD said that if the hon. mem
Ler made any such statement he told a Jistinct 
falsehood. He could tell the House th,tt Miss 
Bremmn was tluite as respectably connected as 
anyone the 1\Iinister for Lands iva:; connected 
with. It \\as dis;;raccful that the Minister for 
Lands should, e.-en by innuendo, cast any such 
slur upon that young lady, and he flatly denied 
that there was any truth in it. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL WRAITH said the 
Minister for Lan<ls had told them that he had 
received a private letter frurn two or three people 
-who had not the conra;:;·e tu puhlicly and openly 
make the complaints they made-and that h'e 
'wted upon that. If the hon. gentleman had 
intended to do justice he would never have 
appointed a, con11nission to inquire into the conl
plaints made by those private persons who had 
not the courage to state their complaints openly. 
If he had asked for further information and seen 
how many others were in the same position, then 
he would have been in a pm;ition to act. He did 
not intend to question the statement that the hon. 
gentlernan had l'f1?ei.ved cmnplaintH concerning 
thm;e persnns aga1nst whom RUUllllOndeS were 
issued to show cause, but he certainly acted most 
unfairly to those per,ons, because it was notorious 
at the time that a number of Brisbane selectors 
held selections up there which were in the same 
position exactly. ::\1 r. 1\IcLean knew that for 
one, and he ought to have in[[nired into them as 
well as the others, and as he had not done w he 
had not done hio duty. 

The MINJS'l'.ER FOE WOEKS (Hon W. 
:i\Iiles) oaid there were some persons who, whenever 
they were accused of some dirty "'ction, always 
tried to drag someone else in with them. vVln· 
the hon. member for Balonne should ha\·e meTI'
tioned his name in C()nnection with the matter 
he was at a loss to understand. The hon. gentle
man seemed to insinuate t-hat he (Hon. ::VIr. 
Mileo) was under an obligation to his banker. 
He had always been in a position to snap his 
fingers at the bank. The hon. member seemecl 
to insinuate that he was under oblig,1tions to :i\rr. 
Ab bott, and because of that he had recommended 
that his selections should not be in[[uired into. 
}f e would re] 10at again----there was a. Scotch 
phrw;e to express it, hut he dicl not care to use 

that language in the Committee--that every man 
who was accused of a dirty action liked to drag 
in someone else with him. 

:\Ir. ARCHER said that the hon. gentleman 
who had just spoken t"lked about some dirty 
action, but before he had done so he ought to 
have explained on which Bide the dirty action 
was. He h;cdnot yet he,ud of auything to prove 
that a dirty action had been done on the Opposi
tion side of the House. To say that it was 
unjlmt or in any 'vay dirty or mean under 
the Act of 187H to get tt contractor who 
'vas doing work for a person to do resi
dence at the same time, was mere bosh. 
He could inform the Committee that if he 
had a selection he would consider such a man 
a proper and fit person to do it. He had to 
reside upon the selection while putting up im
provements, "nd the very first improvements 
contracted for was the putting up of fences, 
and it was nonsense to say that such resi
dence should not hold good. \Vhat had led 
them to enter upon that discussion "I They 
came to the House that night to discuss tt Bill 
which had passed in Committee a few evenings 
ago. The discussiou was begun by the hon. 
member for .Mulg-rave, wh0 confined himself 
entirely to what was down in the Bill, in 
the amendment, and in the Act of 1884, 
of which it was an amendment. He had no 
douLt that if that matter had not been raised 
in the middle of the discussion the Committee 
would have long since corne to <.t decision 
on the question before them. But what did 
the Minister fm Lands do ? He took from 
his box and read a paper which was altogether 
irrelevant to the subject. They all knew how 
almH"d it wns for a .Minister who had charge of 
business in that Committee to initiate a dis
cussion such as they had had that afternoon. He 
did not think the Minister for Lands had come 
out of that matter with any greater honour 
than those whom he had attacked. He insistecl 
that as far as they httd heard that afternoon 
there had been no dishone.sty proved, and not 
even the slightest ttttempt to carry out the 
provisions of the Act of 187G in any other way 
than the:;- would be carried out by the most 
honourable nutn in the country. One thing he 
intended to sav in referencA to the uufortunate 
blunder of the :viinister for Lands in statin~· th"t 
he had been induced to take the action he had 
taken by representations made to him in private 
lettere. It would be a great pity if the hon. 
gentleman now refusetl to let thEm see what those 
letters were, even if he concealed the names of the 
writere. In his (}.lr. Archer's) opinion the.v ought 
never to have been mentioned, but having been 
referred to, hon. members should have an 
oppmtunity of hearing their contents. The hon. 
gentleman had also committed an enor of jndg
lnent in confining his iru~trnction~ to persons who 
were his politicnl opponents instead of making 
thern general. ;-\gain, he wonld say that fi(HV 

the hem. gentleman had told them that he had 
acted on private letters, he might lay those 
letters on the table of the House and allow hem. 
members tu know what their contents were, 
even if honour prevented hhn giving the 1utnws 
of the writers. 

Mr. FOOTE said he hoped the Minister for 
Lands wonld not take the advice of the hon. 
me m her for Black all in reference to the letters 
which hat! been the chief means of influencing 
him in his action in respect to the instructions 
given to the officers of his deymrtment to make 
im1uiries regarding the seleetion of certain land 
which he thought had been obtained in a some
what C[Uestionable manner. He thought the 
Minister for Lands was perfectly justified in the 
action he had taken. He was astonished that 
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the hon. gentleman had "at so long and lbtened 
in silence to the ribaldry anrl nonsense and insults 
from members on the other side of the Com
mittee. He was sur]Jrised that anY nmn with 
a spark of manly feeling should Ilsten to the 
bosh that came from hrm. members on the other 
side from time to time without replying. ·who 
hml any right to administer a castiiTatinn to the 
hon. gentleman in the manner the leader of the 
Opposition had rlone that afternoon ~ Vv a:; the 
Minister for Lands to sit there and li,;ten to all 
that without repl~·ing? VVas it to be wondered 
nt that the hon. gentleman occasionally retorted 
when he knew he had the power to retmt, and to 
do so effectively'! \Vas it to be wondered at that 
with the information he had he should reply after 
the hon. member for Balonne addressed him in 
the manner he did? 

Mr. AltCHER: The hon. meml>er for Bnlonne 
was not in the House when the ::\linister for 
L:.tncls first spoke about this matter. 

JIIIr. FOOTl~ mid the hon. member for Balonne 
made use of the words which had been imputed 
to him, for he (Mr. Foote) heard the hon. 
member and heard him speak of the ::\Iinister for 
Land~ as n nonentity, tts a. figure stuffed with 
f{traw ; and every other hon. lll8Inber 1nnst have 
heard him also. 

The Hox. Sm T. ::\IdLWltAITH: Thnt is 
pretty generally indorsed. 

::\Ir. l<'OOTE said it might be indorsed bv 
ootue hon. members, but the JIIIinister for Land:~ 
probably lmd a different idea, and might proye 
not only that he wns not a man of straw but 
also that they could not nmke him one. TIH>Se 
were the tactic,; he (Mr. l<'oote) would adopt if 
he were attacked ns the hon. gentleman had 
been. Hon. gentlmnen Ol)lJOi:::dte were annoyed 
that it should eYen be hinted that the'' had in 
nn:v way t;triven to evade an _Act of Pal·liainent. 
\\'hat else had they done? The Act stated that c•·r· 
tain conditions of residence should be complier! 
witb in taking up a :;election; and they had entered 
into a contract with n f~nccr to erect a cett>1in 
anwunt of fencing, and while the umn \Va,:-) 

doing tlmt work it was understood that he was 
to act as lJailiif. He supposed the next 
thing- they wonlrl do would be to claim th>tt 
a, lllUJl CUtting- down trees \Vtt~ a bn .. iliff. rfhe 
inference he drew from the remarl'" of the 
::\linister for Lnnds was that the lands which 
had been the subject of so much discussion 
had not been taken up in accordance with 
the spirit of the Act, and he thonght hon. members 
had no right to attack the :Minister in the 
manner they had done that afternoon. In 
fnct, they lmd tried to sit upon the hon. 
gent]ernan. lle connuer~decl the hon. gentlernan 
for the V'ay he hnd reslSted them, and truster! 
that on future occasions he would ,;how those 
hon. members that he was by no means the man 
of straw they thought he was. 

The J\IIINII:-lTEH FOH LAJ\DS snid he would 
.in,;t say one word in reference to what h,v) fallen 
from the hon. member for Blaclmll. The hon. 
gentleman a"sumeLl that the action he had taken 
in Hetting the land cmnrllit:sioner in nwtion 
wa:-1 in conse()_uence of privttte letterf::i he 
had received, and ,;tated tlmt he would 
like to see those letters laid on the table 
of the Committee. But the hon. member must 
remember that there was <m intermediarY in the 
uut.tter-that the inspecting cornmi:-:.':.iiori'er wa~; 
a.sked toinvestiga,tethecircnrnstancesand to reJ>nrt 
to the ::\linister. The report of that officer 
enabled him to determine what action shoukl be 
tal:en, and that report wa::; t:mch a;-; required hin1 
tn set further nuwhinery in nwtion; rtllcl he 
therefore gave iw·;trnctimu-~ to the connni.-;sioner 
to ca.ll upon the selectors to Hhow G<Ul:-:e whv 
their selection:.; ,,huuld not be forfeited, If lie 

had acted directly on the statements conbined 
in the private letters he had received, his condnct 
would have been deserving of censure, but he 
had not clone so ; he hnd acted altogether differ
ently. 

Mr. WHITI~ snid he had to thank the hrm. 
member for Balonne for honouring him with his 
attention. He could now C]Uite understand the 
objection that had been shown by horL members 
opposite t:Wrne evenings ago to the reading of 
hi,; catechism. A number of those hon. gentle· 
n1en had been going in together for a. big swin1, 
and were looking forward to setting up land
lordisnl on a large scale. Of course he quite 
sympathised with the hon. member for Balonne. 

The Hox. Sm 'l'. MciLWRAITH sttid his 
object in moving the amendment was to prevent 
the homestead selector from being deprived of a 
right which he po,;sessed nnder the Act of 1884. 
By that Act a man had a right to select up to 
the maximum allowed in the particular district, 
a,nd the additional right of being a horneHten,d 
selector on ono holding, provided it did not 
exceed 160 acres. The object of the clause that 
had been proposed was to give to the home
stead selector the right of exercising home
stead privileges over the ndjoini11g holding.s HO 

long as they did not exceed lGO acres. He 
pointer] out at the same time that the insertion 
of those words in the 2nd paragraph would 
take away from hi Ill the right he possessed at the 
pre:;ent time--namely, to hold as much as any 
selector, with the additional privilege of being 
a homestead Helector of not more than lUO acreo in 
one block. He held that the ]Jrivilege taken away 
from him by the clause would more than curtail 
what was given to him, and the conditional 
selector would be IJlacRd in a worse pmdtion than 
he was before. According to the clause he had 
a right to exerci~e the privilege of a horne-
8tPacl selector on two, or three, or four .-selections, 
"l long as they did not exceed loO acres ; but if 
he held more than lGO acres in any way, under 
the Act, he had nut the privilege of a homestead 
selector at all. He did not think it was the 
intention of the House, when the Bill of 1884 
passed, to curtail the privileges of the homestead 
selector. He lute! pointed out that he held 
the vri vilegc of an ordinary tlelector in 
addition to his privilege as a homestettd selector 
upon all the land open for selection under the 
Act of 187U, except those lands that were cttlled 
homestead areas. He also pointed out that the 
lands that were actmtlly in the homestead ttreas 
under the Act of 1876 were a very limited 
portion of the land actmtlly open for selection. 
::'<ot only, therefore, were they confining the 
homestead selector within narrower limits than 
before, but they were taking away J>rivileges 
which he had always enjoyed. 

The PREMIER said the hon. memLer had 
reitemted the arg-uments he had already used 
in support of the amendment, hut he (the 
Premier) cliLl not wish to reiterate those on the 
other side. He simply Haicl that the privileges 
of the homestead selector would be the same as 
under the Act of 1876, with this difference, that 
hm11e"te:cd selection would not be allowed in 
grazinh· areaH. The agricultural areas were the 
only areas nnder the Act of 187G "·here home
stead selection was intended to take place. The 
homeste>td selector was to be confined to the >tgri
cultnml districts, am!, if the clause were passed 
as it stood, the provi,.;ion would be the same as it 
was before. He had also ]minted ont that it was 
never intenrled to, in effect, reduce the price of 
land, bnt to encourag·e small settlelllent. 

The Hox. Sru T. ::HciLWIL'I.ITH ,mid the 
hon. gentleuutn had adrnittecl that he wn~ wrong 
in ~aying that it wa~ the intention of the .[\_c..;t of 
1 :'l71j that hollwste>tLl 'ielcdiun slwuld tttke phtce 
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in agricultural areas only. The Act distinctly 
specified that the homestead selector had the 
right of selection upon any land open for selec
tion for an:v purpose. As the amount of land 
open for selection under the Land Act of 1876 
exceeded in a very gre .. tt degree the mnonnt of 
land that was now open for selection as home
stead areas, it followed that they had cmtailed 
the privile::;-es of the selector very consiclembly 
compared with the Act of 1876. Not only th>~t, 
but they took away a privilege that \Vrts given 
under the Act of 1884-that was, the privilege 
of being a selector under the Act and being 
able to select up to 160 acres as a homestead 
selector 'M well. No <loul1t the hon. gentleman 
tried to make out that their only contention was 
that the selector ought to have the privilege of 
getting a certain part of his land at 2s. 6d. an 
acre. He performed all the conditions of settle
ment, and expenditure of his money on his 
selection, and residence, and, in fact, everything 
that the homestea.d ,;elector had to do he 
actually dirl do, and he ret<>ined what he had 
a!w&ys had under the Act-the privilege of 
a selector in addition to it. 

Mr. JORDAN bttid it had been clearly pointed 
out by the Premier that the prupoeed amend
lnent gave a right to any pen;on holding 1,280 
acres of agricultural area, under the Act of 18S4, 
to take up 160 acres of it at 2,. Gd. an acre. He 
took sufficient interest in the matter not to allow 
per,,ons able to t>cke up 1,280 acres to have the 
privilege of taking up 1GO acres at 2;. Gel. an ncre. 
His (:\fr. ,T ordan's) opinion was that the homestead 
clauses of the Act of 1884 should be carried out, 
and that homestead selectors-poor men, wm1t
ing only 160 acres of land-should be certain of 
getting it at 2s. 6d. per acre and no nwre. There 
were two classes of men, the htrgc selectors and the 
homesteadselect<ll'S, working together Ride by side, 
in the Logan district, where he resided for six 
years, and he could not help being struck with 
the contrast between the success of the small 
man who contented himself with from 20 acres 
to 160 acres anrl the non-success of those persons 
who had tried to extend their operations over 
ln,rge areas. The small men were mostly Ger
mans and Scotch, and people who thoroughly 
worked their land and were invariably sncce,.;,.;fnl. 
The suceessfnl farmers on the Logan were 
those who were contented with small holdings. 
'rhe others were chiefly Englishmen and Irish
rnen, who seerr1ed to have a great de::;ire 
to be large landholclers, and they ruineu them
selves in their attempts to grasp too much. 
He did not want to see the amendment passed in 
the form desired by the le:tder of the Opposition. 
He should be Yery smTy that men who could 
nJford to take up an area of 1,280 acres of land 
should have a right to take up1u0 acres at 2s. od. 
an acre. He wanted to legislate for-he would not 
say the poor man, for that phrase was too much 
hackneyed-but he wanted to legislate for the 
l;onti. Jide farmers-men who by the labour of 
their hands made agriculture successful in the 
colony. Tt was a matter· of the very greatest 
importance that they should legislate in that 
direction-that they ,;]wulcl almost give away 
the land to that class of per"ons-but certainly 
not to those who could affonl to take up 1,280 
acres of land. 

::\lr. KELLETT said he abo wished to legislate 
for the bonil.tidc agricultural ,.;eJector ; lmt under 
the Act of 188-! a new system-that or leasing
was introduced, and he could not see why a rnan 
who wa.:-:; a l1mul .fide agricnltural fanner 'vith a 
homestead selection of 1GO acres should not be 
o,ble to take up and lease an :tdjoining- block of 
1(j0 acres if he chose. It did not necessarily 
follow that he wonld tnke np the whole 1 ,2RO 
>ecreo; the majority of them would take up sumll 

leaseholds, which they would use for grazing pur
poses. That wao;, he believed, the intention of 
the House in pasoing the Act of 1884. 

The HoN. Sm T . .:\IciLWRAITH said that in 
speaking on the hon1esteacl clause last year the 
Premier said :-

"'!'he Pl'OYbions were, a:-; nearly as possible. the ~amc 
-taking R\vay one privilege that had been abue:.t~d from 
the ~elPct.or, and couccdiug the additional privilege he 
had_ pointed out. Xot a single word had been said till 
that afternoon, pnlJliely suggei<ting for a moment that 
the clause did not C'arry ont what was desired, because 
it wa~ as nearly analogous to the homesteaU syste1t1 as 
\Vas compatible with the general scheme of the Bill." 

He v.-ould now read to the Committee what the 
Premier said with regard to the privileges which 
the selector had previously enjoyed. The hon. 
gentleman said :-

".\._homestead sclect.or 'vho ·wished to take ad van tagc 
of the clanse was in exactly the same posiVon as any 
other lc.;;sce under the Tiill. If his selection was not 
oYer 160 acres he had eert.ain privileges ghen to 
him; but he h:t(l no other privileges taken awa.Y 
from him. Of course, in conntry supposed to be suited 
for homestead settlement, the land wonld be to a great 
extent surveYed in blocks of 160 acres. There wonld 
probabl~ he ;L g'l'Cat nn1nbcr of blocks of this kind, and 
the .selector could take np two, three. or fonr bloek.s np 
to the maxim mu area. and would be the lessee of them. 
Lnder the two followinf!; clauses, residence on one block 
would be taken as residence on all. Iu that respect all 
~"doctor::; ·were alike; though the selector of a block not 
(•xceeding HiO acres had tlle speeial 1n·ivilPge of being
able to ae(1nirc the freehold after five years' l'esidcncc. 
But there was nothing to prevent him occupying other 
hloeks adjoining-. up to the maximum area; so that, in 
point of faet, these Jn·ovif.:ions vterc mneh more liberal 
to what they might call the homestead selector than 
the existinf{ law, nndcr which he was eontined lo his 
one a. rea .. ~' 

That was all he (Sir T. Mcllwraith) wa~ 
contending for no\Y ; and the Pren1ier uHecl 
ahnoHt the same words last vear that he had 
been using to-day. The hon:· gentleman also 
c< 'ntended that the selector under the Act of 
1876 could not be a homesten,d selector and a 
conditional seleutor too, but his own \Vord.s 
showed plainly cnong·h that he considered they 
had that right, and did away with his present 
contention that they were trying t<> give '"new 
privilege to the selector which he did not enjoy 
under that Act. 

::Hr. YIORBHEAD said that mrely, after the 
quotations thttt bad just been read by the le,-,der 
of the Opposition, the Premier would explain or 
try to explain them away. 

The PREJYIIER said the leader of the Oppo
sition had made the "ame speech twice before 
that evening, ,-,nd he h"d answered it twice. He 
did not think it necessary to answer it again. 

The J-Im,. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said he 
lmd not read the same extrncts before, unless 
the hon. gentlenmn had repeated his speeches 
nwre than once. 

The PREl\1IJ:DR said he lmd been obliged in 
the deb:ctes on the Crown Lands Bill of la>t year 
to an,;wer the same objections and r1uestions 
over and uver again. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that no doubt the 
member,; of the Oppoo;ition had asked the same 
questions over and over again, but they were 
obli,·ed to do so because they could not get din,ct 
answe" from the Government unless they nailetl 
the Premier clown a,, hard as a man could be 
nailed. Question,.; were answered by the hon. 
gentlernan in an indirect way, whereas they 
wanted positive answers. 

The Ho:-r. Sm T. l\IdLWRAITH said lw 
had certainly qnotecl before from the hon. 
member's speeches "ll th:ct subject last year, 
and one of them he would quote agai11. 
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During the whole of the speech of the hon. mem
ber for Townsville, there was only one interjec
tion by the Premier, and it was this :-

"The Hrm .• r. ::u. ::\L\CJW.'i~.\1\" snid the hon. gentlt:~man 
had. told the ronnnittco that a homesteader, to nse a 
cmnmon term, after taking· up lHO a.en .,., would l:otve 
the priYilcgc of lea~ing the balanec of DGO acrc'l. or 
\"'i·hatcycr the naxiumm might be. rrhe maximnm arr:a, 
where a homest.eacl selection of lOO acres eould be 
taken np, would be only 320 aere::-~. "\V a~ it ab::;olutcly 
certain by the clan~c that the homesteader conld take 
up 320 aeres ~ 

"'l'hc PHE:i\lTJ-:Jt: Yes." 

That was the only speech of the hon. gentle
~r;an that he had quoted that night-" Yes." 
lhen-

"'l'he Hon. J.:J.I. J.L\cttossAx: Afterhavingtakcn npthe 
homestead. would he be nble to aC(JUire the freehold of 
the other lGO acres~ 

''The PRK.'\I 1 r:H: Yes; after ten years' residence. 
.. rl'he Hon .. J. ::u. l\:IACH.() .. ",:'\._1\: rl'hcn I am perfectly 

satisfied." 

Question- That the words proposed to be 
omitted stam! part of the chuse-put, and the 
Committee divided:-

AYEs,'27. 
::\Iessrs. Griftlth, Hutlc11ge, ::\Iiles, Dicksou, Dntton, 

Kellett, Foote, Aland, IRamhert. Jord<tn, \'\.hite, Katcs, 
Camp bell, Buckland, ·waketield, Pox ton. Grimr". Salkeld, 
Beattie, "-a.llacc, ::\Iacfarlane, 3-lidglcy, IIigson, Horwit:t, 
Sheridan, Brookes, and llaile.r. 

xo~:s, 10. 
Sir '1'. )lcilwrai.th, ::Ue::<srs. Archer, Xorton, Palmcr, 

:Jlorehead, Fergnsou, t;ovett, Stcvenson, Black, and 
1-Ialllilton. 

Re<'olved in the atlirnmtive. 

Qucstion-Tlmt the proposed new clause stand 
]Xtrt of the Bill-put. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL \VUAITH said he had 
another amendment to prot""e. The effect of 
the part of the cla,Jse that had be0n retained lw 
the last division was this : A homestead select~r 
who had an additional selection beyond those 
which he wished to make homesteads was not to 
have the privilege of having his holnef-Jtead in 
two or three piece~; and they no\v carne to the 
uwin point a.~ contained in the la~t paragra1;h :--

'· When a ler~\1\ce of an l\g-ricultnral farm has at any 
time during the term of the lt'H'~C been the leS-"'cc of 
another contiguous agrienltnral fnrlll or other contiguous 
agricultural farms theaggrpq;atc area wher" of, iuell1fling 
the tirst-nwn tioncc1 farm, f'X('CCd~ one lmndrec1 and sixty 
aen:--, he ,:.;hall not be erJtitled to take a(lvautage of th(J 
Jll'OYisions of that section in re:-; pc et of any of the farms." 

If he could not get what he desired-that all 
homestead ,;electors should have the ]>ri vilege of 
1naking up their lGO acres frotn one, two, or nwre 
contiguous fnrms-he woultl try now for what he 
held they had always had, that was the right at 
all m·ents to one block under the Act of lo84, 110 
1n~.tter how n1any n1ore contiguonH scle.ctions they 
1mg<ht hold. Hon. melllbers would u11rlerstand 
that they hmlnot yet decidotl the whole question. 
They had only decided that those who held con
tignotu; block~ ttJ a greuter extent than 100 acres 
should not have the privilege of having n home
Dtead in rnoro than one blouk. J-fc wanted to 
dedde now whether or not they should have the 
right of selection in ad<lition to the lGO-acre 
home,;tead that thev lmd selected. He therefore 
moved that the paragraph he had rmcd be omitted 
from the clause. 

The l'RE~IIEU cmi<l that the pctragraph mcs 
con1plen1entary to the other. It was a cmn erHe 
proposition-that certain persons should not be 
entitled to get more than a certain amount of 
land at 2~. Gd. <tn ac1·e. The propo~ition put 
fur\va.rd \Va::;, that if a rnan wnntecl to get nwre 
than HiO acres he should not get any of it for 
2N. fhL an acre ; while the proposition the hon. 
member put forward wa:i that he should. 

1\Ir. MOREH:EAD said he noticed that the new 
clause was proposed by JYir. Duttun-he pre
sumed he was the :i'dinister for Lands-yet they 
had not heard a word about it from him. Here 
they hncl the Premier again taking up the work. 
\Vhy should they not have a word from the 
father of the original 1\_ct-if it was original? 
To Le told it was complementary to the other wa:i 
not a sufficiPnt argument. 

J\h. KATES said that by the amendment, the 
leader of the Oppo:iition proposed to allow a 
homestead selector to take up more than 
his home;tead. It was most undesirable to 
allow a man in the settled districts to take 
up a selection of the very best land in the 
country, and at the same time give him the 
privilege to take up land outside it. The result 
would be that between the two stools the selector 
would come to the ground. If they confined the 
homestead selector to lGO acres, they almo:it 
compelled him to concentrate hie; energies 
uvon that particular piece of land and he 
was almost sure to succeed, whereas if they 
allowed him to take np land beyond hi,; means 
he would be likely not to succeed. Although 
they had millions of acres of land in the colony, 
what was really good land was very scarce indeed. 
vVhat they wanted was amnltitude of selectors, and 
by allowing them to take up lGO acres each they 
would be well satisfied. He had heard no com
plaints from men who had only 80 acres, and he 
was Hure that if thev were aJlowed to ha Ye lGO 
acres they would ha:ve good reason to be satisfied, 
and there would be no grumbling. 

Mr. ARCHER said the hon. gentlenutn said 
it was not judicious to allow the homestead 
selector to ha><e mme than lliO acres of agricul
tural land ; but that was not their contention at 
all. They contended that to be successful he 
should be allowed to have grazing land. The 
chtm;e prevented him from taking up land in 
any other part. 

The PREMIER : =" o, no ! 
Mr. ARCHEE said it prevented him from 

taking up a contiguouH :selection. The chttu:ie 
woul{l not allow the Relector to cmuLine agricul
ture with gTazing. There was a tendency to 
pick out probably the Yery best bits of the 
Darling Downs. There he believed there were 
a good 1nany fanners \Vho nutde a good liYing on 
their farms, but there was no such thing in his 
part of the country as a farm which paid a man. 
He had tried farming himself, and he had not 
succeeded in getting a crop for the last three 
years. It would be very hard for the fanner in 
the Central districts if he could not get grazing 
land with his farm. That clause would preYent 
hin1. He might get ~razing land n1ileti awayl 
but that would be of no advantage to him. It 
was probably accounted for by the fact tlutt 
some people were only ac(juainted with the place 
in which they lived. The hem. member for Dar
ling Downs perhaps came from a part of the 
country where lGO acreH of good agricultural lnud 
might be got in one block, but that wa.; not the 
case in other parts of the colony. 

Mr. ,JOHDA~ said he was reminded of what 
took place twenty-one year:i ago in Rockhamp
ton, vYhen he first had the pleasure of being 
introduced to the hon. member for Black all. 
He rememl>ered they had a very intel"esting 
conversation upon that very (jUestion, and the 
hon. member then told him that he did not 
think that agriculture could be shown to have 
been successful in that district. He had, how
ever, ha..d conversntion::; with other l;8l'HUllf-l in 
the Hockhampton district--it was at that time 
hi:1 bn8inef'~ to infJ_uire into the agricultural 
capalJilities of that locality. He a.scel"hcinecl 
thcct thongh the hon. nwmber fur Dladmll 
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was well known- in fact, everybody knew 
him-he did not know everybody; and· he cer
tainly ditl not know much about the operations 
of a number of hrmers there. ::\bny of them 
h<td told him that thev were able to make an 
excellent Ji,·elihood by ltSTiculture, and many of 
the1n had Raid thev \Vere able alrrwst to xnake a 
living out of their iioultry an·d dairy. 

Mr. ARCHEE : That is grazi113· land. 
Mr .• TORDAN said tlutt agriculture was a 

snccess in the Rockhampton clistrict t\venty-one 
years ago, and he had no reason to believe it was 
not so now. 

1\fr. ARCHER said he very much re
gretted that the prosperity of the agTiculturists 
there had not continued. The ::\linister for 
Lands knew as well as he did that agriculture in 
the Rockhampton district, unless combined with 
grazing, had not been a success, and he further 
knew there had not been a crop in the district 
for the last three years. It was well known 
that the succes"ful men there had in variably to 
con1bine grazing with agriculture. He did not 
believe there were fifty persons in the whole of 
that district 1naking a living simply by rtgriculture. 

The 3IIJ'\ISTER FO ll LAXDS said what 
the hem. gentleman had stated was correct as to 
the character of the Rnckhampton district for 
agricultural purpose:;;;;. It certa.inly \va.:-; not an 
agricultural district; there were bits here and 
there of gootl agricultural land, but it was not 
fitted for homestead settlement. There were, 
however, a good manv places in the colony that 
were not fitted for homestead settlement ; bnt 
the persons living there could take advnntage of 
the other provisions of the Act. 

'VIr. ARCHER said the hon. mmnber had 
admitted that there were some portions of land 
here and there, even near Rockhampton, that 
were good enough for agriculture, and why should 
not persons be allowed to settle upon portions of 
that land, and combine with it so much land for 
grazing? They were making the Bill so that it 
would only be applicable to the richest parts of 
the country ; and if they permitted a selector to 
con1bine grazing with agriculture they 1night 
apply it to nearly all parts of the colony: 

::\Ir. SALKELD said they ought to bear in 
mind the class of persons for whom the home
stcttd clauses were introduced. He httd al wttys 
been under the impression that they were in
tended to meet the cttse of J)ersons who had not 
the means to take up large areas, and who 
wished to go into agriculture. If that were 
so, he could not see that tbe amendment of 
the leader of the Opposition was going to 
help that class of persons in any way whatever. 
'fhe effect of the amendment would simply be 
that persons who could afford to take up larger 
areas of land than it was anticipated would be 
taken up by home,tead selectors wonld be able 
to obtain 160 acres at 2s. 6d. an acre. It was no 
use for hon. members opposite to pose as the 
friends of the homestead selector-of the working 
man-who wtts unable to take up more than 160 
acres. It was very et\sy to dra\v a ted herring 
across the track, and be thought that was wlmt 
had been done that evening. As far as he 
knew, homestead selectors, and those who 
were desirouR of becmning :-;uch, would be 
perfectly satisfied with the Land A et as amended 
hv that Bill. The only pmtection the home
stead selector had was the limit to the area and 
insistence upon the conditions of residence and 
improYcments. If thiLt were not done the nlrl 
story would be repeated over again : all the best 
land would be taken up by persons of means. 

~Ir. :YIOREHEAD s:tid thttt whatever might 
be the result of the di\'ision with regard to the new 
clause proposed by the Minister for Lands, the 

conntry would bear this in mind: that even that 
concession to the homestead selector httcl been 
drag·ged out of the Ministry by the Opposition 
side of the Committee. If it had not been for the 
action taken b)'· the htm. member for J\Iackay, J\Ir. 
Bbck, the present amendment would never have 
been submitted to the Committee. They must 
re1nember how the Government benche8 \vere 
flustered when the an,emlment w,>R propmed by 
the htm. memlJcr for JYiaelmy. Hon. members 
sitting at the back of the .Pren1ier got up and 
spoke against the measure as it stood, and 
announced their intention of suppnrting svme 
such amendment as was proposed. If the 
Opposition had done nothing n1ore than get 
the concession that had been made they would 
deserve very well of the country, and especially 
of the homestead selector, for htwing asserted 
hi" rights in a way they were not asserted in the 
Bill as it was introduced by the Government. 
They had that much to their crorlit. They had 
forced the hand of the G<JVermnent. If the 
Governnvmt had as docile a majority no\v as 
they had in "essionsgone by the~· would have forced 
their tyrannical rneasnre through the House. 
J1ntthere weremninon:-; growlings and grurnbling8 
ami sigus of discontent from the back benches 
when the Bill was bmught forw>trd. And when 
they srtw that, what course was adopted by the 
<iovernment? \Vhv. the Premier moved that 
"this Hmme do nO\\· 'adjourn,'' so that he might 
amend the measure in his own way. In the 
meantime he had soothed that section of his 
following ,,,ho had threatened to leave bim on 
that matter. But the whole of the good there 
was in the amendment was due not to the 
action of the Government, but wholly and solely 
to the action "f the Opposition. The hon.gentleman 
could not deny--the members on the Gel\'ernment 
back benches could not deny-that unless action 
had been taken by the Opposition to prevent a 
gross injustice being done to the homestead selector 
they would not have had the amendment pro
posed by the Minister for Lands. He was glad 
to see that the Government supporters were not 
hoodwinked in that matter, that they did not see it 
through the G1·eat Liberal spectacles, and he hoped 
they would soon come to see, in \vhat an hon, 
member opposite would probably call, "the light 
of perfect day." He took no credit for the amend
ment himself, but he contended that whatever 
benefit it gave to the homestead selector W11s due 
to the action of the hnn. member for J'viackay and 
the leader of the Opposition. 

Mr. G RIMES said the speech of the hon. 
member for Balonne showed the reaROn why that 
amendment had been proposed by the leader of 
the Oppogition. It was not with a desire to 
benefit the uonc1 fide eelector; it was to make a 
show. It was let out by the htm. gentleman that 
what they wanted, wtts to be able to say, "\Ve 
have forcerl thiR"--'' \Ve ha.ve got you this''-and 
of course it would go forth to the country that 
they and not the Government were the friends 
of the homestead selectors. 

The PREMIER: Oh no, it won't ! 

::\Ir. GRIMES said the selectors would not 
belie' e it; they were too wise to be canght 
in that wtty. They knew that the desire of the 
G-overnrnent in pov;'el' was to g-i \·e thern a fair 
amount of land and prevent the remainder from 
being taken up by monopolists. That was the 
desire of the Governmeut, and a very laudable 
desire it was. It ought to be known to hem. 
members that home~trud areas were picked 
portions of the country-]Jicked on account of 
their suitttbility for agriculture. If they gave 
men with money a chance of taking up lGO acres, 
and then contiguou.-; pieces, piece after piece, the 
homestead areas wonld very soon be all selected ; 
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and then the gmzing land would be useless to 
the small selector. He trusted the amendment 
would be treated as it tleserved. 

The HoN. Sm 'r. :\IoiL\YRAITH said he 
thought tbe hon. member for Ipswich must 
see tlutt he had done a great injustice to the 
Opposition in saying that they had been attempt· 
ing to draw a red herring acros:::; the trail. They 
had been attempting tu get the selectur put in the 
position that he was left in under the Act of 
1876, and harl used exactly the same arguments 
last year when the present Act was before the 
Home. ~The hon. member' for Oxley and 
Darling Downs said the Committee ought not to 
give any of the privileges of the homestead 
selectors to anyone except those who were not 
able to take up more than lGO acres. Did the 
hon. gentlemen think th[lt was the position of 
things at the present time? It was not. At the 
present time, under the Act of 1884, the home
stead selector could select his lGO acres and as 
much as any other selector, provided there was a 
block of a quarter of a mile, or even one~eighth 
of a mile, intervening between his holdings. 

The PREMIER: He must occupy it. 

The Hox. Sm T. MoiLWRAITII saicl he 
vvas con1ing to that. They gave a certain class 
of men the right of home,tead selection to the 
extent of 160 acres. Then, if a man was wealthy 
enough to be able to afford to take up more bnd 
at a distance of a quarter of a mile or ten miles 
away, and pay a bailiff, he hac! the privilege of 
selection-a privilege denied to t,he man who 
could not pay a bailiff. The amendment simply 
hac! the effect of blocking the homestead selec
tor, not from taking up additional selections nenr 
him, but adjoining him. It was an additional 
handicap on the man who had not so much 
means as the other. The whole of the arguments of 
members on the other side of the Committee were 
based on the supposition that a man who was 
entitled to lGO acres at 2s. Gd. an acre had no 
other privileges under the Act, while as a matter 
of fact he had the privilege of being a selector, 
provided he was rich enough to be able to afford 
to select at a distance from his homestead. 

The :NliNISTER FOR LA~DS said that if 
a man took up land not contiguous to his 
homestead he could not make it a leasehold, 
and th>tt was the point members on the Opposi
tion sicle professed to attach so much impor
tance to. 

Mr. BLACK said the hon. gentleman did not 
seem to know his own Bill. A man could not 
make his selection a freehold as long as he kept 
away from it, but as soon as he had complied 
with the conditions on his homestead he could 
then set to work and make his other selection [I 

freehold. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said they were losing 
sight of the effect of the Act pas.secl last year. 
Under that Act the land of the country was 
diviclecl into three parts-large grazing areas, 
50,000-acre areas, and agricultural areas-so that 
every man in the country might be allowed to 
select according to his means. If a man wem 
rich enough to go in for a large selection he mig~ht 
make part of it into an agricultural farm. Then 
in the case of another man, who could not take 
up so large an area, but could take up from 5,000 to 
20,000 acres-there was nothing to prevent him 
from going in for as much agriculture as he liked. 
He could put the whole area under crops if he 
pleased. Then the small man with nu means, 
who could not take up 15,000 acres, was 
also met. He could go in as a farmer; the 
best !::tnd in the country was picked out for 
him, and he could get it for Gd. an acre per year, or 
for 2s. 6d. an acre altogether. If a man took up a , 

homestead, and wanted an additional area for 
grazing purposes, would it be right to allow him 
to have ground contiguous. to his hornestead 
that was set apart for agr10ultnral purposes? 
That wm<ld be unreasonable, ancl unfair to all 
the other selectors in the colony. He did not 
think tbe farmers themselves who had home
stead selections would be better satisfied if thev 
had the privilege which it was sought to give 
them, if they had taken up the lane! to cultivate 
it and not with the view of becnrning graziers. 
He should oppose any amendment that had been 
proposed on the other side. 

Mr. NOitTO~ said there appe.ared to be a 
n1isapprehension in the ruinds of son1e hon. 
!11f:mbers, who thought the homestead clauses 
were to enable people to settle clown and go in 
for agriculture. Originally there was no such 
intention. There was one class of selectors who 
were sure to take advantage of the homestead 
clause'·· and who were almost debarred from culti
vating the ground by the nature of their busi
ne'" : and those were the carriers. \Vhen the 
clauses were first introduced in the Bill of 
1868 the caniers were specially referred to, ancl 
they had been referred to on every occasion when 
the matter had come before the House since. 
Although those men did not cultivate the lane! 
themselves, still they promoted agricultuw, 
because they had to buy fodder for their hm·ses, 
and so they induced others to cultivate. They 
settled on the land and took up homesteads 
where they really made their homes ; they 
had paddocks for their stock, and encouraged 
agriculture as rnuch a~ those who were actu
ally engaged in it. Their clairn was just as 
strong as th,<t of any other class of men ; 
and he could not see why they ehould be 
deprived of any privilege they now enjoyed. 
They were certainly a large class inrleecl, and a 
clas.s \Vhose service;.: the country could not get on 
without ; and they were just as much ~ntitled 
to consideration as anybody else. He die! not 
know whether it was necessary to refer to what 
had fallen from other hon. gentlemen about the 
impropriety of allowing land to be taken up 
for grazing pnrpo:-:es in agricultural areas. 
He did not suppose that anyone imagined 
that land taken up in agricultural are:ts 
would be cultivated. He agreed with what 
fell from the hon. member for Darling 
Downs, 1\Ir. Kates, as to the richness of land 
taken up for selection ; but he agreed with 
him only in so far as his remarks applied to th<l 
Darling Downs and similar places. There were 
places in other districts where rain did not fall so 
frequently, where the soil was not nearly so rich, 
and where it wa::; in1po5:sible to go in for agricul
ture, as they die! about Allora. He agreed with 
the 1\Iinister for Lands in the remarks he made, 
that in many places it was impossible for a man 
to live upon loO acres, simply from the fact that 
he could not cultivate more than a small portion 
of it, and what was left was not sufficient 
to raise the stock he required to keep him 
going. Upon that ground the proposition for 
extending that selection should be considered. 
A great cleal had been said about the 0 pposition 
wishing to gain credit for having studied the 
wants of the homestead selectors in regard to 
the matter. \Yell, whoever got credit for it, he 
was sure the Government would not get it. They 
had onlv to look at the Bill which was intro
duced last year, from which homestead selections 
were omitted altogether, and read remarks macle 
with regard to homestead selection, to see the 
feelings of the Government concerning that 
question. \Vere not the homestead provisions 
pronounced an absolute failure'! anrl were they 
not saicl to have a demoralising effect upon th~ 
population? He did not know how far the Pre,;s 
was posted up in the matter ; bnt the public 
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were told on several occasion;; that the Govern
ment met at Cabinet meetings to di:;cuss the 
provisions of the Bill, and after all that consi
deration the Government came to the conclu;;ion 
that the homeste~td selectors should not he 
studierl at all. The result of the homestead 
provisions, as they had been proved up to that 
tin10, wati perfectly unsatisfactory, nnd, as the 
:zlfinister for Lands had told the Committee upon 
the second reading of the Bill, were a perfect 
failnre. After that, did hon. members expect 
thnt the Government would get any credit for 
the ad\·antages given to the homestead selectors? 
Thooe who were most benefited by the clause 
were those, in. most cases, who wr)uld take the 
tmuble to read in the papen; and H"nsa1'd 
what had taken place in that Committee, anrl 
he did not doubt that they would be able to form 
their own opinions and give credit where credit 
was due. He was certain that there was no 
1nan, ho\vever strong a partisan of the Govern
ment he might be, who could read the discussion 
th:1t took place upon the second rettding of the 
L:tnd Bill in 1884 -last session-and he clispnsed 
to give the slightest credit to the Government 
for whrttever lJenefits people had derived from 
the advantages of the homosteatl provh;ion" of the 
Act. 

The PR.Kl\IU~ R said he thought thrtt praise 
and blame would he very fairly dealt out. Hon. 
gentlemen opposite would get all the credit they 
deserved, and so should the Government. The 
Government would rruite contentedly look for
ward to their special share of the praise or 
blame. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he did not 'luite 
understand the hem. gentleman as to whether he 
intended to take credit to the Government sirle 
of the Committee for those homestead selectors 
being recognised. He thought, if he was not in 
error, that the hem. 1\Iinister for \Vorks stated 
that it would be Letter to cast the Bill into the 
waste-paper hasket than to allow the hornesteatl 
clauses to remain in the Bill. If he were in error 
he would be corrected, and if he were not, he 
thought there was some little credit due to 
members upon his side of the Committee, 
who were assisted by the intelligent portion of 
the supporters of the Government. The hon. 
Minister for -works appeared to be in his 
mun1bling stage. If he were in error in .saying 
that that hon. gentleman had srtitl that it would 
be better to throw the Bill into the waste-paper 
brtsket than re-insert the homestead clauses, 
he would withdraw his statement; but he was 
not. The hem. gentleman was interrupting him 
again, and he ought to know better, as he was, 
if not the father of the House, at any rate, one 
of the oldest members. He did not think the 
hon. gentleman ohould interrupt him, more 
especially as he was in the proud position of 
office, with the opportunity of snubbing deputa
tions. Let credit be given to those to whom ' 
it wrts clue, and he hoped the Committee would 
not be led away by the suave mmmer of the 
Premier, who snid there was ef[ual credit due to 
both sides of the Committee. The Opposition 
had fought for the homestead selector, no matter 
whether it might have been from the meanest of 
motives that the hon. Premier could possibly 
impute-and he had never met an individual 
n1ore <'~l,pable of attributing or ascribing rnean 
motives than that gentleman; whatever the 
motive might be, the result had been the '"me. 
The motive would be left possibly in the 
hands of people who would deal more 
generously with their opponents than the 
Premier. Pm,.<ibly the people of the colony 
would not assume that the Opposition had been 
ttchmted by the motives that the hon. the Premier 
ascribed to them. They lmcl aclvocated the 

retention of those clauses, and insisted upon 
them, and• got them-that was the fact, ascribe 
it to what motive they liked. 

Mr .. TOHDAX said that the hon. member for 
Balnnne was preparerl to admit that there wa' 
an intelligent portion upon that sirle of the 
Committee. 

:VIr. ::\IOHEHEAD: I tleny it when I Eee 
vou there. 
" Mr. JOHDAN said he was prepared to give 
credit to the Opposition for having insistc,d 
upon the reinsertion of the hnme;;tead clansee, 
but he conld quite understand the Minister for 
L::w<ls believing he should be meeting the case 
of snmll farmers by the provioion of the Act as 
it originally stood, althongh there were sorne of 
them who insisted upon it that the small farmer 
should get his land fm· a mere nothing. They 
thought, then, that they shonld avoid the very 
appearance of anything which wnu1tl n1ili
tate w•·ain.st the succeRS of the poorest class of 
n1en, ''~ho would go upon land and 1nake farming 
a Huccess. He \vas beginning to think that the 
members of the Opposition, led by the member 
for lhlonne, were being converted to the id~a 
that agriculture after all wonld be a success m 
Queensland, and he would give credit to the hon. 
member for ::VIackay for having a sincere desire 
to prmnote agrictlltnrnl ra~ttlmnent. It. was for 
that reason that he (1\Ir. ;r ordan) saw lns way tn 
support the amendment with the alteration that 
had been made in it. He understood the hon. 
member for l\Iackay was willing to accept 
the amendment of the Premier on his amend
ment, and he was surprised to hear that 
the hon. member objected to it. Rather 
than suppose, however, that hnn. members 
opposite were trying to only pooe as the farmers' 
friends, he believed they were gradually becorn
in" the farmers' friends in rettlity. They would 
fir?d, by-and-by, the Hon. Sir ·T. Mci!wraith 
coming out, as he (Mr .. Jordan) had h!Jard him 
cmno out in a rnost eloquent rnanner, rn favour 
of introducing large rnnnberR--rnultitudes, a.s 
one hem. member said·-of farmers from the old 
country, who \Vere now going in rnillinns to 
~!.\._nwrica and taking their money with thmn. 
\Vhy, then, should they not adYoPate a system 
for encouraging that cla.s.~ t1) corne to the colony, 
and have multitudes of people settled on the 
land'? 

::\Ir. BLACK said he did not, as a rule, 
take much notice of adverse criticism, but it was 
only right that he shoulcl set the hon. member 
right. He had stated that he was under the 
impression that he (:VIr. Black) was going to 
accept the clttuse rts introduce<] by the Premier. 
Now, he had not opposed it. The whole of the 
time the discussion had been going on he had 
sat f[nietly, listening to what wao bein~ said. 
He was preJ>ared to admit that if he could not 
got anything better he would accept the . Pre
mier's proposition, but it had been ably pmnted 
out that the homestead selector, who was sup
posed to derive a certain amount of benefit, would 
not by it rlerive the full benefit to which _he was 
entitled. The member for Port Curtrs had 
ably pointed out whttt the rertl position of the 
hm;testettd selector woulcl be under the clause. 
It wtts admitted by hon. me111bers that it might 
happen that a homeotead selector would ref[uire 
rnore th~tnlGO acres in order to get a decent living. 
In many places in the colony lGO arres of good 
agricultural land could not be found. vVhen the 
seleetor waR allowed, in orde.r to provide grazing 
ground for hi~ working bullocks and horses, to 
take ap an additional selection, but which must 
not he contio·uous, it nlight be a quarter of a n1ile 
away. He "would 'lJ•peal to all sensible men in 
tlmt Committee why the selector should not 
be allowed to take up land adjoining his own 
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selection. He could work it very much more 
cheaply, and, as far as he (JVIr. Black) coulrl see, 
eYery point wus in favour of the contention 
of the Opposition. ~o single ren;;on hnd been 
advanced why, having admitted that the selector 
was to be entitled to additional lam\ b~<ide., 
his homestead, he should not he allowed to take 
it up alongside his own selection, thereby 
ennbling him to work it very much more 
economically than if he hnd to go half-a-mile 
away. That was what the Opposition contended 
for, but if the.v could not get that they would 
have to accept the substitute. It wonld 
be far better for the selector, howevee, if 
rational principles were allowed to prevaiL and, 
assuming that land was available, he should 
be allowed to take it up contiguous to 
his own selection. Hon. members seemed to 
think that when a man had taken up a home
stead selection he could not take up any more 
land, but that was not the case. Assuming that 
1,280 acros was the maxi1nnn1 in any district, a 
selector could take up lGO acres as a homestead, and 
he might take up the balance anywhere he pleaserl, 
provided it WetS not alongside the homestead. 
He, however, maintained that a man shoulcl be 
allowed to take up land contiguous to hi,; home
stead, instead of being put to extl'a and vexa,tions 
expense in having to fence his other land some 
distance a way. 

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

A us, 24. 
J.:lcssrs. Rutledge, l\Iilos, Griffith, Diekson, Jfacfarlauc, 

Dntton, Bailey, Higson, IIorwitz, Bcattie, Halkcld, Foote, 
Grimcs, Kates. Sheridan. n-akeficlrl, Huckhtnd .• Torc1an, 
Campbell, lsambert, Erookes, Anncm-. Kc1lett. and 
A land. 

)JoEs, 8. 
Sir 'r. :Mcllwraith, )Jessrs. Archer. Xorton, Black, 

::\lore head, Govctt, Hamilton, and Fergnson. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
Question-That the new clause, as read, stand 

part of the Bill-put and passed. 
The :YIINISTEH l<'OH LANDS moved the 

omission of the words, " In the case of any such 
lessee who has not, during the term of his lease, 
been the holder of any contiguous farm," in 
clause 5. The amendment wasL rendered neces
sary by the clause just passed. 

Amendment put and passed. 
The MINISTEH FOR LANDS moved that 

the words, "any such le'8ee" be substituted for 
the word "him" in line 17, clause 5. 

Mr. MOEEHEAD said he should like the 
Chairman to read clause 5. 'l'he Government 
were disposed to, and generally did, alter clauses 
in a vmy that perhaps no other Government ever 
did, and the members of the Committee should 
know what alterations the Government were 
making in their own Bill. He should like to 
hear the clause read as it stood, and as it would 
be affected by the prO]Josed amendment. 

Amendment put and passed. 
On the motion of the MINISTEH FOR 

LANDS, the clause was further amended so as 
to read as follows :-

"If the runount paid by any such lessee as rent in 
respect ot the farm for the fiyc years preceding the 
time when he ~o beeomes entitled to a deed of grant 
exceeds a sum equal to two shillings and sixpcnee per 
acre of the land comprised in the farm. the lessee shall 
be entitlt:d to have retnrncd to him n, ~mm 0{1nal to the 
differenee between the smn :;-,o paid nnd a ~nm equal to 
t.-wo shillings and sixpence. per acre." 

Clause, as amended, put and pasoed. 
On the schedule, as follows :-
''The Land Ag·ents' Districts of Bccnleigh, Brisbane, 

Ips,virh, 'l'oowoomba, ·warwick, Gympie, lHaryhorough, 
and Bundnberg"-

::VIr. ARCHEH said he had already statecl the 
reasons why he intended to ask that the schedule 
should be extended to the Central die;trict, ::tnd 
he would snggc,;t to the Minister for Land;; that 
the worde; "and Rockhmnpton" be added to it. 

The J\H~ISTER FOR LANDS said he did 
not know that the Bill would be of much service 
to the district of Hockhampton, as most of the 
land there was at present under leasehold, but 
there could be no objection to its being included. 
He moved the insertion of the words "and 
Rockham pton." 

i\Ir. ~OR'rON said that before the question 
W;J.S put he wished to propose as .an an1endn1cnt 
that the district of Gladstone be added to the 
schedule. 

The PREMIER : Why? 

:Yir. NOHTON said he would tell the Cmn
mittee why, if the h(m. gentleman would give 
him time. The reasons for the inclusion of 
Gbdstone were just as good as those '"hich 
could be urged for any other district men
tioned in the schedule. In the Gladstone di.strict 
there ·were, to his kno\vledge, pieces of land 
which were not under lease when the Act of 
18H4 wa,q passed, and which were not open for 
selection. It was the wish of the lessees there, 
and particularly of the divisional hoard, that all 
the land in the district shoulrl have some owner, 
and they were justified in entertaining that wish. 
\Vhen a Bill of that kind was introduced it 
ought certainly to be made to include a district 
like that of Gladstone. He moved that after 
"Bundaberg ,"the word "G ladtitone" be inserted. 

The MI~ISTER FOR LANDS said that 
Gladstone was very much in the same position 
as Hockhampton, and he did not think the Bill 
would be of much service in either case. There 
was certainly land in the Gladstone district not 
open for selection and not leased to any person, 
but he did not think there was any land outside 
the timber reserves which was not included 
within the boundaries of runs. There was none 
of that kind of land which was speciallyii1tendecl 
to be dealt with by the Bill-such land, difficult 
and <1lmost impossible of access, as they had 
in the Southern districts-scrub lands which 
could not he seen except by riding over them 
and which it would take days and weeks to 
examine. However, if the hon. gentleman par
ticularly desired that Gladstone should be in
cluded in the schedule, he had no objection to 
offer. 

Mr. NOHTO~ said he probably !mew as much, 
or more, of the Gladstone district as the Mini,;ter 
for Lands, having resided in it for twenty-five 
years, and he knew of land there that was not 
under lease, that was not open for selection, 
that was not on a timber reserve, and that was fit 
for occupation. He knew, further, that men were 
prepared to take up that land and pay for it if 
they could get it. The Bill would be of just as 
much benefit to Gladstone as to any of the other 
places named in the schedule. 

Mr. J\IOHEHEAD said that as additions 
were to be made to the schedule he would like 
to know where the Government were going to 
stop. They had already consented to a<lrl two 
districts-where did they intend to stop? 

An HoxouRABLg :i\fEMBER: At Carpentaria. 

Mr. MORE HEAD ":drl he wished they would 
go there and stop there. Surely, if they brought 
in a schedule, which had evidently been con
structed with considerable skill, and no doubt 
after considerable consideration, one would think 
they would feel inclined to abide by it. But it 
ap]Jeared to him that whenever hon. gentlemen 
on that side of the Committee or anyone on the 
other side-and he was happy to find that on the 
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Government side there was already a party 
created similar to that which he had had 
the honour to lead some years ago-a subsec
tion which did_ a great deal of good-he had 
observed that whenever members of the Opposi
tion, or members of that party supporting the 
Government, made a propo,ition, it was treated 
with contempt. He would like to ask the 
Yiinister for Lands v:here he was going to stop, 
because he (Mr. Morehoad) had another pmpo
sition to make after the one under discussion, 
and if the hon. gentleman would not accept it, 
he (Mr. :Morehead) would give as g·ood reasrms 
in support of it as had been given for the amend
ments that the Government had accepted; and 
then he would be prepotred to go still further. 

Question-That" Gladstone" be added to the 
schedule-put and passed. 

Question-That "llockhampton" be added to 
the schedule-put. 

1\Ir. MOEEHl'~AD said he was going· to ask 
the Committee to consent to the arldition of 
Jlalby. He could not see why "Warwick and 
Toowoomba should be in the schedule and Dalby 
should be omitted. He clid not know whether 
it was a mistake on the part of the 2\Iinister for 
Lands, or those who drafted the Dill-of course, 
the ::\Iinistry were finally respomible for it-but 
he should like to know why Dalby had been 
omitted. He askecl that in the absence of the 
hon. member for Dalby, who was unavoidably 
absent. 

The 1\IINI::'iTEE FOE LANDS said that, 
although there might be some inaccessible places 
in the neighbourhood of Dalby, he did not con
sider the Bill applicable to that part of the 
country. It was not necessary there. 

l\Ir. MO HE HEAD said he would like to hear 
more on the snbject from hon. members who 
knew more about that part of the country than 
probably the Minister for Lands did. :He held 
that Dalby had exactly the same claims to be 
included in the schedule as ·warwick or Too
woomba, and he appealed to the hem. member 
for Darling Downs, JHr. Kates, whether what he 
had said was not correct ? He wac; sorry the hon. 
member for Dalby, J'<Ir. Jessop, was not present. 
He was kept ''way by business intimately con
nected with the town he represented, and he 
(Mr . .:Horeheael) knew that if he were present 
he wonld press in every w<LY the claims of that 
district to be included in the schedule, and he 
was sure that he would get the assistance of hou. 
nlelnbers representing the Darling Downs. 

l\Ir. KATES said the hon. member for 
Bal•mne would get no assistance from him in 
that matter, because ho was entirely opposed to 
any of the districts named being in the schedule. 
His conviction had always been that the Bill 
was not wanted at all-that there was no necessity 
whatever to snspend clau:;e 43 of the Act 
passed last session. He never believed in 
the schedule, neither for Dalhv, \V ar
wick, Toowoomba, or any other rilace. Of 
course the Minister for Lands ought to have 
made a stand, and not have allowed any addi
tional districts, such as Rockhampton and 
Gladstone, to be inserted. He supposed next 
they would have the hon. member for l\Iackay 
rising and asking for his district to b@ included, 
and probably the hon. member for Cook would 
do the same. He was entirely opposed to the 
schedule as it stood. As he had said on the 
second re,1ding of the Bill, he considered 
that it '~as nut wanted at all, and fnnn 
what he had ascertained since it was clear 
that his opinion was entirely correct. It was 
stated, on the second reading of the Bill, that the 
reason for its introduction was because the lands 
were so bad, inaccessible, and sterile that it 
would not do to send surveyors out to survey 

1885--v · 

them. But what had he found out since last 
week? That when :Mr. Acting Commissioner 
\Varner was at \Varwick he had no less than 
eighty-eight applicants for the same land that had 
been condemned by the Government. If the 
hon. the Minister for Lands would look at the 
records of the Lands Offke he would find ont 
that his statement was correct. Being opposed 
to the schedule altogether, he should certainly 
oppose the insertion of "Dalby." 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he was excessively 
sorry that they had not had that testimony from 
the hon. memberfor Darling Downs (Mr. Kates) 
before, because he knew that hon. member was 
more conversant with the wants of the people in 
regnrd to agricultural matters than any other 
hon. member; and had he stated his views at an 
earlier stage with regard to the schedule, he (Mr. 
1\Iorehead) should have done all he could to assist 
him in preventing it from being adopted. They 
now found that hon. gentleman stating that, in 
one c<tse where the land was described by the 
J'lfinister for Lands as being in inaccessible 
places, there had been actually eighty-eight appli· 
cations for it. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No. 
Mr. :iiOEEHEAD ;;aid he 'vas at liberty to take 

which statement he pleased, and he preferred to 
take the st<ttement of the hon. member for 
Darling Downs to that of the Minister for 
Lands. He supposed that in a matter of that 
sort it was quite parliamentary for him to select 
the individual whose word he preferred to take, 
and in that instanc<', as he had said, he preferred 
to take that of the hon. member for Darling 
Downs. He was sorry that that hon. member had 
not pushed his objection to the schedule at an 
earlier period, because if he had done so he should 
have assisted him to reject it. But having now 
passed the principle of the Bill the schedule was, 
to a certain extent, a matter of detail, and that 
being so, he did not see why the Dalby district 
should not be included. The hon. the Minister 
for Lands hah given them his old answer, that 

,there wore in<tcce";ible lands there; but they 
had heard the exact reverse of his idea in 
regttrd to inaccessible lands from the hon. 
member for Darling Downs; and that being 
so, he thought the Committee would act 
very wrongly indeed if they did not include 
Dalby, even with it, inaccessible lands. He 
could not himself see what reason there was for 
objecting to it. They had admitted Rockhamp· 
ton and Gladstone, and he now asked to admit 
Dalby. What other door might be knocked at he 
did not know, or whether it would be opened by 
the Ministry he did not know, but were they 
g-oing to close the door at Dalby? What had 
Dalby done to deserve that? V{ as its position 
any worse than that of Gladstone and Rock
hampton, or were the lands surrounding it any 
worse that it should not he included? He 
would await the reply of the Minister for Lands. 

The PRE::\IIER said he hoped the Committee 
would proceed to business. The hon. member 
seemed determined that they should not proceed 
to business any further than he could help that 
evening. They were not now discussing the 
question at all. The question now proposed was 
whether Hockhampbn should be added to the 
schedule. 'l'he hon. member asked why Dalby 
was nut included, and the answer given 
w<es that the land there could be easily 
surveyed before it was selected. 'l'he hon. 
member clid not controvert that in the 
slighte ,t degree, but apparently intended .that 
the Bill should not get out of comm1ttee 
before a certain hour. If the hon. member was 
determined upon that, they might as well take 
the speeches up to that hour as read, and proceed 
to divide, 
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Mr. MOREHEAD s11id the answer given by 
the Premier to the expression of his desire to 
know why D11lby should not be included in the 
schedule WitS not the 11nswer given by the 
Minister for Lm1ds. " 

'rhe PREMIER : Y ~s, it is. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he would rep]v 
most distinctly that it w>ts not. The ques
tion raised by the Premier was never 
entered into by the Minister for Lands. 
The Minister for Lands never told them it 
was because Dalby could be easily surveyed. 
On the contrary, he talked about the worth
lessness of the country, and so forth. He 
never said the land about Dalby could be easily 
surveyed while that 11bout Rockhampton and 
Gladstone could not. That was a pure invention 
of the Premier's, brought in to bolster up the 
Government contention. The Government should 
abide by their schedule and give good reasons 
why it should be the schedule of the Bill, 
or they should be prepared to accept sugges
tions or amendments from anv member of the 
Committe,e who could show that a certain district 
ought to be included. The hon. member had 
become petulant and cross because the Opposition 
dared-they were small in number but great in 
heart-because they had dared to question or 
cavil at what he or his supporters put before 
them. They were in no way bound to accept 
that. They were sent there to do their duty 
according to their lights-be they good or bad
"'nd criticise or comment upon every measure 
brought before the House; and most people 
inside 11nd outside the House would agree that 
he had never shirked his duty. The J'vlini:,;ter 
for Lands had agreed to accept Gladstone and 
Hockhampton and include them in the schedule, 
and he now stood there as an humble advocate 
for the rights of Dalby. 

Mr. BLACK said they should have a very 
much lengthier consideration of the schedule 
than the Premier seemed to think necessary,: 
He would point out that although certain dis
tricts might be included in the schedule it was 
entirely at the option of the GoYernment to say 
whether they would extend the principle of 
selection before survey to them or not. They 
had to be specially proclaimed as districts in 
which that principle would come into operation. 
He thought that the principle of survey before 
selection got into the Bill by mistake. He knew 
the hon. member for Darling Downs did not 
agree with him in that, but the majority of mem
bers of that Committee were certainly of opinion 
that selection before survey was very much 
better than the lJrinciple they now had of survey 
before selection. He would go so far as to say 
that the schedule should be extended to the 
whole of the coastal districts. The reason why 
they should give the matter more consideration 
than they appeared inclined to do was that, from a 
revenue point "£view, the principle of survey 
before selection would militate greatly against 
the success of the Bill, because the expense>' of 
the surveys would swamp all the rents likely to 
be got for many years from the land. He did 
not want the Government to proclaim the whole 
of the land of the colony open for selection 
before survey, but what he did want was 
that they should retain the power to proclaim 
certain districts open to selection before survey 
without having to come down to that House 
every session with an amending BilL It was a 
great mistake for the House to refuse to allow 
the Government to retain that power when 
the principal Act was introduced. The Gov
ernment had already shown themselves 
prepared to accede to the additions of Rock
hampton and Gladstone to the scheduled 

districts, and he would ask them now to 'go 11 
little further north and include Mackay. He 
could see no reason why selection before survey 
should not be allowed where the land had been 
picked over quite as much as it had been in the 
more southern portions of the colony. There 
had certainly been no argurnent advanced to 
show why, if not the whole of that district at all 
events certain portions of it, where the land 
was quite as accessible as portions in the South, 
should not be left in the hands of the Govern
ment to proclaim open for selection befme survey. 
The hon. member for Darling Downs referred to 
the desire for selection shown by some eighty
eight applicants for selection in his district. 
'!'hat was a proof that people were only too 
anxious to get on tn the land where it wa' thrown 
open. He did not know hmv many selections 
'vere open in that caRe, but ho V\.'Uf:l given to 
understand that the nmnber was very few and 
that applications were put in over and over 
again for the same selection. '!'hat state of 
things should not be. If they had selectors, 
in the present depressed state of the colony, 
so eager to get on to the land, and if 
that craving for settlement coulrl only 
be satisfied by throwing open the land in 
certain districts, or selection before survey, the 
Government should be permitted to retain the 
power of so throwing open the land if they found 
it necessary. People were entirely prevented 
from settling now upon hind, because the Govern
ment had found it impossible to i'iet a sufficient 
number of surveyors in the field. By-and-by, 
when the Government could make some attempt 
to get the land in the colony smveyed, those 
lands could be selected after survey ; but in the 
meantime, and in order not to retard settlement, 
they should be permitted to retain the power of 
proclaiming lam! in certain districts open for 
b8lection before survey. It was on those grounds 
that he now ,;uggested that they should retain 
the power of extending that principle to ::\fackay, 
and, in fact, to other districts along the co11st 
running up to the most northern portions of the 
colony. 

Mr. GRIMES said he wanted to give one 
reason why the schedule should not be extended 
any further than was at present proposed. Un 
the second reading of the Bill hon. members who 
agreed to the clause allowing survey before 
selection understood from the :Minister for 
Lands that the principle was only to be applied 
to the districts included in the schedule, and he 
thought it would be unfair to those members if 
they extended the schedule now that the Bill had 
passed through committee. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he certainly saw no 
reason why the Government, h::tving been so 
exceedingly pliable that eYening in admitting 
other districts in the schedule than those 
originally specified, should not travel 11 little 
further north and include the Cook district. 
If the Minister for Lands conld give any 
satisfactory reasons why that district should not 
be included he would be satisfied. But if the 
districts of G ladstone and Rockham pton were to 
be included in the schedule he thought they 
should also include the Cook d1strict. It con
tained a large amount of land not under lease, 
equal to any hmd in the colony, and in addition 
to that there was a cla"" of people living in the 
district who ought to be afforded every facility 
for taking up hind and settling down on holdings 
of their own. He remembered that many yeMs 
ago more land was taken up in the vicinity of 
Gympie than in any other district of the colony, 
although there was 'less inducement to sele~t land 
there on account of the poorness of the sml. In 
many parts of the Cook district the land was 
superior to that about Gym pie, and he did not 
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see why the residents of that part of the colony 
should not have the same privileges that it was 
proposed to give to people in other districts. 

JVIr. MOREHEAD said that as he understood 
the schedule as now amended, it included the land 
::tgent::;' districts of Beenleigh, Brisbane, I1Jswich, 
Toowoomba, '.Varwick, Gympie, l'v!aryborongh, 
Bundaberg, Gladstone, and Rockhampton. See
ing that the Gbdstone cli.strict had been intro
duced into that schedule he conlcl not see why 
any objection should be made to other districts 
being included. \Vhile they were dealing with 
the f[Uestion as to which districts of the colony 
should come under the provision allowing survey 
before selection, which was lt most important 
que,tion, he thonght that they should seriously 
and deliberately di~cuss the rights or wrongR, 
the propriety or otherwise, of including in the 
schedule any district that might be sugge;ted by 
any member oft hat Committee. It was perfectly 
clear from the action of the Government-and he 
was very glad to see it-that they had laid down 
no hard-and-fast rnle in the 1natter. .A.J.:~mrr1ing, 
therefore, that the Government did not intend 
finality at Rockhampton, he presumed they 
would consent to the word "and " hefore 
'' Rockha1npton '' being struck out, and ''other 
land agents' diHtricts" ad< led. The hon. member 
for J\hclmy had suggested that the district which 
he represented should be included in the schedule, 
and the hon. member for Cook that his district 
also should be included, but he (:\Tr. J'\loreheacl) 
was not preuared to say whether survey before 
selection should he extended to either or both of 
those districts without hearing further arguments. 
The Bill was a distinct departure from the Act of 
18S4, which provided that selection should take 
place after survey. But if the Government in 
their wisdom considered that selection should 
precede survey in certain portions of the colony 
it was within the province of any representative 
of the electors to propose that his district should 
be included in the Bill. 

The P REJVIIER : Why cloPs he not do it? 
Mr. JI.IORJ\;HBAD said that was exactly what 

he wanted to get at. He proposed that Dalby 
should be included. 

The PRE:\IIJ~R: '\V ell then, take a division 
on it. 

Mr. l\IOREHEAD said he did not think there 
should be a division; they should be of one mind 
on the subject; and he would ask the Minister 
for Lands whet her he was prep:ned to include 
Dalby in the scherlule. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said the 
extension to Gladstone and Rockhampton had 
been permitted because it would do neither g·ood 
nor harm. A line must be drawn somewhere, 
and it would stop there ; they were not going 
any further. 

lVIr. MOREHEAD said the hon. gentleman 
had told him that the line could not go any 
further. Of C®urse, it was within his province 
to move that every land agent's district in the 
colony should be included. And the Govern
ment having admitted the principle of selection 
before survey, which he abhorred, and having 
enlarged the schedule by the introduction of the 
land agents' districts of Gladstone and Rock
hampton, he did not think they could olJject to the 
matter being pushed further. He would point out 
that if the schedule passed in its present form 
there was nothing, even aq it stood with the 
mnendn1ent, to prevent its extension in the future. 
He thonght the hon. member for l'vlackay ttnd 
the hon. member for Cook sbould pre.o~ the 
claims of their electorates to have the schedule 
extended to them. No reason had been given by 
the Government, except that the lands in th'e 
schedule were worthless lands. They were 

giving a barren boon to the people of the country. 
The hon. members for Mackay and Cook had 
stated that if the same privilege were extended 
to their districts a large amount of land would 
be taken up ; but the Georgian representative 
who sat in the present Ministry as Minister for 
Lands, who believed that no man should own any 
land but himself, distinctly stated that he would 
only offer land that was worthless. He would 
not throw open the really valuable land ; he 
said-" Xo; I will stop at Rockhampton; I will 
go no further. I have added more worthless 
land to the worthless land already included in 
the schedule." The people asked for bread, and 
the l'vlinister for Lands gave them a stone. 

:Yir. HAMILTOX said that if the Minister 
for Lands had given any reason for not including 
his electorate in the schedule he would have 
been satisfied ; but the hon. gentleman had not 
attempted to do so: he had simply said that it 
was the will of the Government, and the schedule 
wonld not be extended. The hon. member 
showed reasons why G ladstone should not be 
included, a.nd then he included it. If the hon. 
member would not go on further with the schedule, 
then if other hon. members were of his (Mr. 
Hamilton's) opinion the Bill should not go any 
further. He had given good reasons why the 
Cook district should be included in the schedule, 
and he was determined to have a reason, and a 
good reason, why his reasonable request should 
not be acceded to. 

The ~HXISTER FOR LAKDS said the 
reuson the Cook district was not included 
was that there was a large quantity of 
good land in thut district quite capable of 
being dealt with which had not yet been 
surveyed, and therefore the Bill was not appli
cable to it. The hon. m em her was not quite 
correct in saying there was a large quantity of 
very fine country there that could be proclaimed 
open for selection at once. The best part of the 
country was already leased, and could not be 
thrown open for selection till the division of the 
runs was complete. The land WfiS quite capable 
of being surveyed, and therefore it was not neces
sary to bring it under the Bill, which was only 
intended to apply to very inferior land. 

Mr. HA::\HLTON said he could not under
strtnd the Minister's reasons. The hon. gentle
num objected to include Gladstone because there 
was no good land there, and yet he objected 
to include another district because there was 
good land. He (l\Ir. Hamilton) thought that in 
a mining district every inducement should be 
given to the miners to settle on the land, and 
therefore he submitted that the Cook district 
should be included in the schedule. 

l\Ir. STEV:ENSON said that during his 
absence from the House for half-an-hour he 
found that the schedule had been extended to 
include the Gladstone and Rockhampton dis
tricts. He should be glad to know why a line 
had been drawn between the Rockhampton 
district and his district-the St. Lawrence dis
trict. '\V aB it because there was no bad land, 
or because it was all bad land? He did not 
believe at all in the principle laid clown, but he 
did not see why fish should be made of one and 
flesh of the other. If the principle was a good 
one, surely it was worth extending a little further; 
if it was not a good one, why extend it at all, 
or introduce it at all? 

J\Ir. HIGSON said he thought the hon. mem
bers for l\Iackay and Cook were quite astray. 
It was because there was no good land near 
Uockhampton that the schedule was extended 
to that district; whilst they had any amount 
of good land in their districts. He wanted 
the schedule extended to Itockhampton in 



292 Cr01vn Lands Act [ASSEMBLY.] Amendment BUZ, 

order that the people who lutcl selections 
there already might be able to take up 
the waste lands outside that were of no use 
to the Government and which it would not pay 
to survey. The selectors ttbout Rockhampton 
would be willing enough to take up the wttste 
land if they had only to put in the pegs tmd not 
reside on the land. 

Mr. STEVENSO:;-.J said that, whilst he was 
very gratified to g·et any explmmtion at all from 
the other side, he could hardly go to his con
stituents and tell them that Mr. Higson had said 
so-and-so. He wanted an explanation from the 
Minister for Lands and not from the hon. mem
ber for Rockhampton. 

The MINISTER :FOR LANDS said the 
reason the schedule was not extended beyond 
Rockhampton was that beyond that point there 
was still some good land that could be dealt with 
by survey, and therefore was not open to selec
tion before survey ? 

Mr. BLACK asked if there was no land in the 
sonthern portion of the colony that could be dealt 
with by survey? 

The PRE:NIIER : Plenty of it. 
'Mr. BLACK said there was not a single argu

ment the hon. member had used that would not 
apply with ecrual force to the northern part of 
the colony. AR he had pointed out when the 
Bill wtts first introduced, it was evidently an 
attempt to encourage settlement in the southern 
portion of the colony at the sacrifice of theN orth. 
Now it was becoming more and more ttpparent 
when the line was going to be drawn just south of 
Cttpe Palmerston. He could see now, more 
than ever, that he was perfectly justified in the 
remarks he had made. North of Cape Capricorn 
no encouragmnent wn,s to be given to selection;· 
while to the south every encouragement w::ts to 
be given. 

The PREMIER said the hon. member surely 
could not expect such arguments as that to be 
seriously answered as he knew perfectly well 
what the facts were ; no one knew better. He 
did not know why the time of the Committee had 
been occupied for more than an hour in what was 
apparently a simple attempt to take up time. If 
it were desired that no more business should be 
done after the Bill before them was disposed 
of, and hon. members would say so, he 
would give them that assurance. The Act of 
1884 provided for survey before selection, and 
the present Bill was brought in because it was 
pointed out on the second reading of the Bill, 
and accepted by both sides, that there were some 
parts of the colony where to recruire survey 
before selection would be to require a useless 
waste of money and to retard settlement, ttnd 
in those districts where survey before selection 
would not retard progress there was no reason 
why the principle should be suspended. It had 
been pointed out that, in certttin districts, to 
insist upon the principle of survey before 
selection would be injurious. ·what was the 
use of hon. members asking why this and that 
district should not be included, and saying that 
the Government wished to encourage settlement 
in one place and retard it in another? It was a 
serious matter, and not a matter for joking and 
treating in a childish manner. 

Mr. BLACK said that if anyone were to be 
accused of childishness it was the hon. gentle
man. He had not brought forward one single 
argument to show why that facility for settle
ment should not be extended to the northern 
portion of the colony ecrually with the South. 

The PREMIER sttid the only argument was 
that used over and over again, that in the 
northern part of the country the principle of 

survey before selection could be applied with 
advantage to the country and without ttny 
hindrance to selection. 

i\Ir. HAMILTON said the Government were 
evidently dissatisfied with their own arguments. 
Ettch time a ::\iinister got up he gave a different 
arg·tunent, and each one was n1ore abf,urd than the 
pre;-ious one. The :Minister for Lands, in the 
first imttmce, stated that he included Rock
hampton and Glad"tone simply hecallse it would 
not do any harm. Then he wtts requested to 
give another reason, and he stttted tint he 
included them although he did not think there 
was any g-ood land there. He next said he 
included them becttuse there was some good 
land there ; then the Premier had given tts 
another reason why certain districts had been 
left ont, that to insist upon survey before selec
tion in those particular districts would be 
injurious. The hon. gentleman simply made an 
assertion ; he had not g-iven one good reason to 
support it, and he (::Hr. Hamilton) did not think 
he could do so. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said he 
could see no reason for the condemnation by the 
Premier of the remarks made by the hon. mem
ber for 1\Iackay. The hon. Premier had quite 
forgotten the debate on the second reading of 
the Bill he brought before the House and also 
how it was am~nded in committee. Let him 
consider what it was when it was introduced, 
and he would see that the remarks of the hon. 
member for 1\Iackay deserved grave considera
tion. And not only that, but the remarks made 
by the Opposition had received consideration 
from the Government tmd induced thenYto recede 
from their position and mttke the Bill di!ferent 
from what it wtts. \Vhen the present Btll was 
introduced it wtts for the purpose of rev'ersing 
the decision of the House so far as the settled 
districts of the colony were concerned. There 
was an addition which gave the Government 
power, by their own action, to extend the 
schedule over the whole colony; so, evidently, 
the aim sought to be attained by the Bill was 
to reverse the decision of the House last year. 
The aro·uments used by the hon. member for 
Maclm}';' had a very material effect in altering the 
opinion of the Government, and made them con
cede what was granted now, and mmle the Bill so 
small that it was hardly worth while fighting 
about the schedule at toll. The only places under 
the operation of the Act were bnds situated in 
any districts specified in the schedule, ~nd 
which did not form part of a run, and wluch, 
before the commencement of the Act, had not 
been open for selection. Those lands were very 
limited and very worthless, and it was no use 
disputing about the schedule. They could not 
have forgotten how completely the Government 
had turned tail in their own measure. 

The PREMIER said the hon. gentleman made 
use of curious arguments, sometimes. Hon. gentle
men seemed to forget thttt the Bill had been 
alreadythrmwh committee, and the schedulehad 
also been pas~ed by the Cor~m1ittee, and none of 
the present bursts of enthustasm then took place. 
The schedule had only been recommitted that 
ev'ening so that the question of including Rock
hampton might be considered,and hon. ~entlem.en 
now wished to discuss the whole cruestwn agam. 
He did not understand the poNition hon. gentle
men opposite had taken up. The G?vern· 
ment brought in a }3i!l, and they objected 
to some feature in it and used arguments 
with apparent sincerity. The Gove~·nment 
accepted those sugge-.tions, and the next ttm~ ~he 
matter came up those members of tl;e Opp?sttwn 
took the other view. Surely they dtd not m tend 
to legislate in that way-to insist upon a thing 
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bec:>use the Government did not propose it, :>nd 
then denounce it when the Government did 
propose it. They were here for serious work. 

The Hox. Sm 'l'. l\IciLWRAITH sRid he 
did not know what the hon. gentlem:cn hcPl been 
talkin~ chout all the time. \Yhat he said could 
not aJ~ply to the remarks he had made. He 
hoped he was not referring to him. 

Mr. NORTON said he knew that Mr. Black, 
the member for Maclmy, wished to bring on the 
discussion about the Mackay district, and he · 
(Mr. Norton) wished to say a word about 
Gladstone. 

Question-That the words "and Ruckhamp. 
ton" be added-put and passed. 

Mr. BLACK moved that the words "and 
l\hckay '' be added to the schedule. 

Question put, and the Committee divided:

Ans, 11. 
Sir rr. 'Meil\\·raith, )Iessrs. Hamilton, Archer, Black, 

Aunca.r, l\Iorchend, Stcven~on, ll'crguson, 1t1aclarlanc, 
1.Vallace, and X 01·ton. 

l\7 QE>;, 18. 

~Icssrs. Griffith, Dickson, Bailey, Rullcdgc, :1Iiles, 
Dntton, Shcrichm, IIorwitz, Salkcld, Alancl, Crimes, 
KntcH, \Yakclielcl, Bncl..:land, Footc, Jordan, Isambert, 
and Brool(eS. 

Que>tion resolved in the negative. 

Mr. H.\.l'viiLTOX moved as an amendment, 
that the words "and Cook " be added to the 
schedule. 

Mr. l\IOREHEAD said he could l]Uite under· 
'tand the hon. member for Cook wishing that a 
division should be taken. 

The PRE::VIIER : Well, take it. 

Jlilr. l\IOREHEAD said the hon. gentleman 
must know by this time that the Opposition 
would t"ke it when they wanted to do so. As 
a rule they did not take it before they wanted 
it. He thought the hon. member for Cook was 
justified in wishin;:: that the schedule should 
be altered, and he (i\lr. l\:Iorehead) should support 
him. 

Question put, and the Committee divided:

AYEs, 6. 
Sit T. :\Icllwraith, :Jiessrs. Ilamilton, Jiorchead, 

Archer, Xorton, and Black. 

XoE:-;, 21. 
Jlcs'irs. Gri!lUh, Dicki'on, Rntle<1ge, :Jiiles, Dntton, 

Aland, t:5hcridau, l\Iacfarlanc, IIonvitz, Bailey, Sa1kcld, 
\Yallacc, \Yakcfi.elcl, Grhncs, Ka,tc...,, rootc, Bnckland, 
Jordan, llrookcs, Annc;tr, ancl IstLmbcrt. 

Question resolved in the negative. 
(~uestion -That the schedule, as amended, be 

the schedule of the Bill-put and passed. 
The Hotme resumed, and the UHAI!t1L\l\ 

reported the Bill with further mnendments. 

The repmt was ado toted, and the third reading 
made an Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

POLICE O:FFICEllS HELIKJ? BILL. 
The SPEAKER informed the House that 

he had received a mosoage from the Legislative 
Council returning thi;; Bill, with an amendment, 
in which the Council rel]nestecl the concurrence 
of the Legislative Assembly. 

On the motion of the PRE:HIER, the me'"age 
was ordered to be taken into consideration to
rnorrow. 

ADJOUllKJ\IEXT. 
The PlU;:un;R said : ::ur. Speakor,-I ri"' to 

move that this House do now adjomn. The 
hon. rneruber for Itosewood gase notice of nwtion 
yesterclay that he would move that the House 
adjnnrn till 7 o'clock to-morrow. [ h:cvc 
endeavoured to ascertain the wi""h of hon. 
members. There is lHJ private busine·.s on 

the paper except a formal motion, and if the 
Hom;e should meet to-morrow it will be a thin 
one· therefore, from the conversation I have had 
with hon. members, I am inclined to think that I 
;;lmll be consulting the eonvenience of the House 
if I move that tho House adjourn till Tuesday 
next. \Vith the permission of the House, there
fore. I ben- to move tLat this House do now 
adj;urn till Tuesday nex~. T~e business th~n 
will be-after the cons1deratwn of the B11l 
returned to us from the Council, and the notice 
of motion for the approval of railway plans, of 
which the Minister for \Vorks has given notice
the Licensing- Bill, and if the debate on that does 
not occupy the whole of the evening we shall 
proceed further with the Elections Bill. 

The Hox. Sm T. MolL WRAITH: vVhat are 
the armno-ements of the Government with reg·arcl 
to next ;eek ? It is proposed to adjourn till 
Tuesday for the Rosewood Show ; but a more 
important show than the Rosewood Show takes 
place next week. 

The PREMIER: ~ o arrangements have been 
made with regard to next week. It is usual 
every year to adjourn for one day, at least, for 
the Toowoomba Show, and I believe a motion 
will be made on Tuesday next to adjourn for that 
show. \Vhether we shall nieet again on Thurs
day or adjourn till the following 'l'uesday, may 
the~ be settled; but if we adjourn till Thursday 
I shall ask the House to take Government busi· 
ness on that day instead of on \V ednesday. 

The Hox. Sm T. MolL WRAITH: I think 
the Government ought to have consulted the 
House with regard to so important a matter. 
Tuesday is the only day we shall meet next week 
as a matter of bet ; and the hon. gentleman says 
the Government have not made up their minds. 
Probably they have no~ had a Cabinet me~tin!l' ; 
but he knows what he mtends to do, and 1t w1ll 
suit the convenience of members if he will tell 
them what he intends to do. 

The PREMIER: I<'or several years a motion 
has been made to adjourn for the Toowoornba 
Show, which has been opposed but always 
carried. The Government desire that there shall 
be an adjournment next week, and that they 
shall have Thursday instead of ·w ednesday for 
Government business. I hope the House will 
con;; en t to that. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Ithink it would be much 
better if the Government consented to an 
adjournment till Tuesday week. 

The PRB::VIIER : I do not. 
l\:Ir. MOHEHEA]) : I do ; because it will 

afford Northern members an opportunity of 
going home and back again ; at any rate, 
it will prrvent the waste of time which will 
be caused if we adjourn only till Tuesday, 
and take Government business on Thursday, 
which ought to be private members' day. No 
business can be done on Thursday, and it 
will be just as well to adjourn till Tuesday week. 
The Government-by which term I mean the 
Premier-certainly needs rest. After having done 
five, six, or seven men's work, he is entitled to a 
period of relaxation. If we are called together 
on Thursday it is possible that no quorum will 
be formed, and it is certain that no work will be 
clone. I intend to be in town on that day, but I 
think I shall take "teps to prevent any work being 
clone. l\Ianv of us would prefer to be up at 
Toowoomba" on Thursday, but the exigencies of 
the case and the two guineas to be earned wlll 
cmnpel1ne to rernain in Bri~hane. If we adjourn 
for a fortnight it will enable country members to 
go to their hon1es~ a,nd ::tllow other nwmbers, 
whose time i,; pretty well taken up, to attend to 
lnminc~:-:;. It it-5 nn n~c the hnn. gentloruan think
ing that any work will be clone on 'l'lnm;day, for 
it will not be clone. 
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The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: What 
~tbout the Estimates-they were to have been bid 
on the table this evening? 

The PREMIER : 'rhey will be down on Tues
day next. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWitAITH: Are they 
ready? 

The PREMIER : Yes. 

Mr. BLACK: It somewhat fortunately happens 
that there is not very much private business to 
be transacted to-morrow, but I should like to 
have some expression from the Government as 
to whether we are again going to start this system 
of adjourning for every twopenny halfpenny 
show that takes place in or near the city of Brisbane. 
On principle, I have opposed these acljonrmnents 
for shows in the past, and I shall consistently con
tinue to do the same. It seems derogatory to the 
Government, especially after complaining of the 
time of the House being wasted, to fritter away 
the time of the country by ltdjourning the business 
of the country for the sake of a show of some 
cabbages or beetroot or pumpkins that may 
take place near this city. I hear it is intended 
that the House shall adjourn the week following 
for a show at Toowoomba, and I presume a similar 
course will be adopted the week after that, 
in consequence of the show at Brisbane. \Vhy 
should the Government suspend the busines,; 
of the country for the sake of adding a bit of 
prestige to those shows and for the sake of enabling 
the committees to say, "See how important we 
are-thg whole business of the country is stopped 
to allow members to come to our show." I look 
upon it as a cruel griev<tnce to Northern and 
\V esternmembers-being compelled by a majority 
of the House to waste their time in the Wlty pro
posed. 

The PRE:YII:ER : Of course you will not go to 
the show to-morrow? 

Mr. BLACK: Ht1ving, I am sorry to say, 
nothing better to do, the probability is that [ 
sht1ll. I do not consider that because I oppose 
this t1djournment I am to debar myself from 
what is undoubtedly a pleasure to me, and 
which I should very likely avail myself of in any 
case. I want to know from the Government 
whether they intend to sanction this unnecessary 
waste of the time of the House. It must be re· 
membered that we have just passed a measure 
for remunerating hon. members their expenses ; 
each adjournment of this kind will be an expense 
to the country of 110 guineas. If the House is 
determined to adjourn, I would suggest that, in 
order to allow all members an er1nal privilege of 
visiting their homes, the adjournment should be 
for a fortnig·ht. Let us get done with these 
shows, and then, when hon. members think they 
have had sufficient fun and amusement out of 
these little shows, we can settle fairly down to 
business again. 

Mr. STEVE~SON: I ha\·e always opposed 
these adjournmento, but if we are to have one 
on this occasion we ought, in all fairness, to 
make it long enough to enable members hom 
a distance to visit their home.''· I am satis
fied no real business will be done until after 
the Brisbane Show. One or two hon. members 
have to be in Toowoomba on Tuesday as judges 
for the show, and those who go for Wednesday 
will not be back here to do any business till the 
following week. Then we have the Brisbane 
Show the week afterwards, and we know very 
well what kind of business is transacted hero 
during the show week. I have never seen any 
real business done during that week, and I agree 
with the hon. member for Mackay that it 
would be far better to. adjourn till Tues-

clay week. Indeed, I will go further, and say 
we ought to adjourn till Tuesday fortnight. 
I think, sir, that, considering the Toowoomba 
Show is to come off next week, out of respect to 
you the Premier ought to adjourn the House 
until next Tuesday week. 

Mr. KELLETT Baid: Mr. Speaker,-I quite 
agree with the last speaker. I think that if we 
are to adjourn for the Toowoomba Show we 
may as well at once adjourn for a f<;rtnight. I 
am satisfied that there will be no busmess of t1ny 
importance clone, especially as the Exhibition 
will follow the Toowoomba Show. 

The PREMIER : There will be important 
business. 

Mr. K:B~LLETT : There may be very impor
tant business to be clone, and no doubt the 
Premier desires to get it done, but I ~m ::;fmid 
that he will not have the chance of domg 1t. I 
do not think it is likely that there will be any 
House at all next week, becauf'e a great nu1nber 
of members will go up to Toowoomba on Tuesday. 
That is the judging day, which is considered 
the best day of the week at all these shows. 
If there is to be no House on \V ednesdlty I 
think we may as well take advantage of 'l.'nesday 
as well, to see the whole thing right through. lf 
we are to have these adjournments, which I cer
tainly object to myself, I think we had better 
adjourn for a fortnight. 

Question-That the House do now adjourn 
until 'ruesclay next-put and passed ; and the 
House adjourned at tweh:e minutes past 10 
o'clock. 




