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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

WEDNESDAY, 11 SEPTEMBER, 1901. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. Arthur Morgan, Warw;ck) 
·took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

PETITIO SS. 
LICENSING ACT-SUNDAY TRADING. 

Mr. MACKINTOSH ( Cambooya) presented a 
petition from certain persons in Pittsworth and 
surrounding districts, praying the House to adopt 
in the Licensing Act a certain provision, which 
they recite from the Imperial Act, with refer­
ence to the sale of intoxicants during prohibited 
hours. 

Petition received. 
Petitions of similar purport and prayer were 

also read and received as follow :-
By Mr. McMAST:BJR (Ji'ortitude Valley), from 

residents of Fortitude Valley. 
By Mr. STODART (Logan), from residents of 

the Logan district. 
By Mr. RYLAND (Gympic), from residents of 

Red Hill and One-Mile, Gym pie. 

QUESTIONS. 
SuPPOSED LEPER oN THE" Rro LoGE." 

Mr. BROW::\1£ (Croydon) asked the Premier, 
without notice-

l. Is it true that a Polynesian named Breckfash (sup­
posed to be a leper) llas left ~faekay, and is now on 
board the recruiting vessel'' ILio Loge" at Buudaberg ~ 

2. \.Vill he cause the'' Rio Lo~e" to be detained until 
a thorough search has been made for said Polynesian t 

3. Has he any correspondence re this supposed leper, 
and will he lay such correspondence ou the table of this 
House r 

The PREMIER (Hon. R. Philp, Townsville) 
replied: I understaud that there is nn man of 
that name on the " Rio Loge." All the men 
that went by that bnat have been inspected by 
the doctor. 

Mr. BllOWNE: Ha,·e you any correspondence 
bearing upon this ? 

The PREMIER: None. 

MAREEBA TO ATHERTON RAILWAY. 

Mr. NE\VELL ( Wooth<Lkata) asked the Secre· 
tary for Rail ways, without nntice-

1. Does the Government intend to cnll for tenders for 
the construction ot' the _:uareeba to Athert,on line. 

2. And, H so, \V hen? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon . .J. Leahy, Balloo) replied-

In reply to J\~o. 1, Yes. In reply to )l"o. 2, The rails 
hnxc been ordered, and no Ullnece"s::;ary delay will be 
allowed to occur when they arrive. 

DESTlll:CTION OF PHICKLY Pl!;AR. 

Mr. KATES (Canningham) asked the Secre­
tary for Agriculture-

!. How many acres have been operated upon for the 
de<::truction of prickly pBar on the "\Vestbrook Experi­
mental Farm r 

2. Has the destruction been complete r 
3. "\Yhat was the average cost per acre? 

Tbe SECRETARY ]'OR AGRICULTURE 
(Hon. D. H. Dalrymple, JYlackay) r<>plied-

1. About 140 acrf'S. 
2. Yes. 
3. £4 9s. 7d. per acre, including purchase of the 

necessa.ry plant, or £4 ~s. 9d. excluding same. As 
ditl'crer1t formultc had to be t.ried, and as Bunker's Hill, 
where the experiments are in progress, is of a very 
rocky nature, this eo:'.t must not be taken as an aYerage 
for ordinary infe~ted land. 

CusToM-HousE, BuNDABERG. 

Mr. BARBER (Bundabc,·y) asked the Secre­
tary for Public \Vorks-

1. \Yho is the inspector of public works in charge of 
new building for Custom-house, BundabergP 

2. Has he made any report re bricks used in connec· 
tion with said building? 

8. Is it true that, inferior bricks are being used, and 
a superior class of bricks have been condemned? 

The SECRETARY FOR PL'BLIC WORKS 
(Hon. T. Leahy, Bulloo) replied-

L InspectorS. Harrington. 
2. No. 
3. No. 

PAPER. 

The following paper, laid on the table, was 
ordered to be printed :-Report of the Official 
Trustee in Insolvency for the year 1900. 
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PORT NORMAN, NORMANTON, AND 
OLONCURRY RAILWAY BILL. 

Ix•rRODUOTION. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon. ,J. Leahy, Bulloo), in moving-

rrhat leave be given to introduce a Bill to authorise 
the construction and maintenance of a line of railway 
from Port :Norman, by way of Norman ton, to Cloncurry, 
and for other purposes-

said : It is most unusual on an occasion of this 
kind to call "Not formal" to a motion forleave 
to introduce a Bill. 

Mr. vV. HA)!ILTON: It W.tS done to me the 
other day. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The 
hon, member says it was done to him the other 
day. I recollect that, on that occasion, the 
Premier refused to call "Not formal," and 
entered his protest against any persm.t c'tlling 
"Not formal" to the motion for the introduction 
of a Bill. I am not aware that any member of 
this Government, on any occasion, has called 
"Not formal" to a motion of this kinrl when the 
question is merely for leave to introduce a BilL 
The hon. member for Herbert called "Kot 
formal," the other day, to the motion for leave 
to introduce the Shearers Bili, but that was 
quite a different matter to the one now before 
the Houee. It was a Bill introduced hy a 
private member, and it required an appropria­
tion. 

Hon. A. S. Oo\YLEY: Yes, that is so. 
The SECRETAR\TFOR RAILWAYS: The 

hon. gentleman wanted to get infurmation on 
that point. This, on the other hand, is a Bill 
which is being introduced by the Government, 
who au· responsib1e to the IIou::se and tbe 
country for their actions, and it is therefore in 
quite a different position to a Bill introduced by 
a privn.te men1ber. In this particular instance, 
too, it is not a pri,ate member altogether who 
has c~lled, "Not formal" to the motion, but it 
is called by a gentleman who is filling the 
responsible position of leader of the Op~osition. 
The action he has taken on this occasion is a 
challeng-e to the Government on their policy. 

JYir. BROWNE: Hear, hear ! 
The SECilETARY JWR RAILWAYS: 

Yes, the hon. gentleman says "Hear, hear." 
If the Governmeut are to be challenged on their 
policy by the hon. gentleman, there is a formal 
way of doing it, and I say it is without pre­
cedent in the history of constitutional gnvern­
ment to challenge tbe life of a Ministry in the 
manner in which it is being done by the leader 
of the Opposition this afternoon. On the other 
hand, if it is not his intention to challenge the 
policy of the Gm·ernment, or their right to 
introduce this Bill, but is simply a use of the 
forms of the HouHe for the purpose of obstruct­
ing the policy of the Government, then we will 
know exactly how to deal with the hon. gentle­
man's tactics, 

Mr. BROWNE: Hear, hear ! but do not use 
threats. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAJLWAYS: A 
Bill almost similar to the Bill which I am asking 
leave to introduce has been before the Chamber 
on a former occasion, and I believe it was 
allowed to go formally last year at its introduc­
tory stage. 

Mr. BROWNE: Nothin,;:- of the sort. Only by 
accident. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I 
am not supposed to know that the other side do 
things by accident. Responsible part.ies do not 
act by accident, and I know that this side does 
not act without full knowledge and rPsponsibility. 
I am not at present going to argue the merits of 
this Bill, or give reasons why it should be intro­
duced. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Which 
the House is not allowed to see. 

The SECRETARY l!'OR RAILWAYS: 
Yes as my hrm. friend reminds me, the House 
has 'no knowledge of the Bill at this stage. I 
simply claim it as the right of the Government 
to bring their policy before the House, and if 
the policy of the Government does not meet 
with its approval, the House will know how to deal 
with the Government. This has been the declared 
policy of the Government throughout the length 
and breodt.h of the country. It is one of the 
planks-if I may use the word used by members 
opposite-of the Government platform. 

Mr. vV. HAMILTON: Not at the last election. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: If 
there was anything at all which was put strongly 
before the country at the last general election it 
was the ma'ter 'of the Ohillagoe Ilailway, and 
this Bill is an almost exact copy of the Chillagoe 
Railway Act; anrl merr:bers on this side were 
returned by large majorities, in support of the 
p"licy of private railway construction enunciated 
by the Government. That policy has also been 
approved of at three or four by-elections. 

l\Ir. TURLEY: Tbat is not so. 
JHr. REID: ~What about the :Flinders ? 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 

This rail" ay voe> through only a small portion 
of the FlindPrs electorate at all events. It 1s 
chiefly through the electvrate of Carpentaria 
that this !me will go, and that pmtion of the 
Flinders through which it goes is distinctly and 
decidedly in favour of it, whether the whole of 
it is or n:,t. HoweYer, tbis policy has been ratified 
by the country at several by-elections. I think 
at the whole of the by-elections my hon. friend 
Mr. Hutledve and myself came before the 
electors assisting the candidates who were sup­
porting tht> Government, and on every occasion 
we enuneiated as strongly as possible the policy 
of the construction of private rail ways in portions 
of the count.rY which were not adapted for close 
setthment, and in which the Government would 
not be justified in construcLing lines them­
selves. The Premier also, cot Rockhampton 
North, laid down the same policy, and that 
policy hes been ratified on every occasion. It 
was ratified at Tonwong last yeor. I will not 
discuhs the Bill at this stage. This is not the 
proper time to discuss it, and I say the proce­
dure adopted by the hon. gentleman 1s m<:st 
unusu 1l. I therefore formally move the motion 
standino- in my name. Whilst I am desirous 
that thi'> Bill, 'like every other Bill introduced 
from this or any part of the House, shall be 
fairly and reasonably discuseed, and whilst every 
opportunity will be give!l for doing so, yet .'f 
obstructive tactics like th1s are aclopted, the B1ll 
will be handled in a very firm manner. 
ME~IBER~ of the Opposition : Hear, hear ! and 

1 anghter. 
:\fr. HEm : That is showing your hand. 
J',lr. BROWNE ( Cro!Jdon): I could not help 

thinking when the hon. gentleman got np and 
spoke in such very strong tones, and held out 
such threats, that wme hon. member might have 
asked where he got his hats made, and how 
much his head had increased in measurement 
since he obtained a seat on the front Treasury· 
benches. 

J'I1E>IBERS on the Government side: Oh, oh ! 
Hon. A. S. CowLEY : That is very witty. 
Mr. BROWNE : Whether it is witty or not, 

I want to make the true Rtate of the ca'e known. 
The hon. gentleman stated that this course was 
unprecedented, when he knows distinctly the 
opposite. He said he never knew a member of 
the Government to do such a thing as call "Not 
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formal" to a motion for leave to introduce a 
Bill, when he knew that the late Attorney· 
General, who was a member of that Government 
-although he would not be Attorney-General 
with the hon. gentleman in the Ministry-on two 
occasions pursued the same cour"e in this House, 
and objected to leave being given to introduce a 
Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I said a 
member of this Government. 

Mr. BROWNE: I apologise to the hon. 
gentleman. I was speaking of a Government 
with which the Premier was connected; I was 
not alluding to the Hon. John Leahy's Govern· 
ment at all. \Vitb regard to mv action being 
unprecedented, it is not so. If 'r wanted pre­
cedents for my action, I have them in the action 
of an ex-Attorney-General and an ex-Speaker of 
this House. But even if I had no precedent 
whatever to g? on, I consider it is my duty, as a 
member of th1s House, and tho,t it is also the 
duty of the party sittin:; behind me, if we think 
a thinf( h essentially b"d in principle, to object 
to the very introduction of it. 

The SECRETAIW FOR RAILWAYS: You hnve 
not P<:en it yet. 

Mr. BROIVNE: I know I have not seen it. 
The hon. gentlemlm went on to speak about this 
rnen.sure b'",ing intruduced hy the Go\ernment, 
who were responsible to the countrv for their 
action~. \Vith regard to that stttternent, I con­
sider that I, or any private member of Lhis 
House, whether sitting behind the Government 
or behind 1ne or on the eross-benches, \V here the 
hon. gentleman used to Bit, am just as much 
re,~pmlBible for my actions and voteR in this 
Houw as the Secretary fur Railways is at the 
present time. \Ve arR returned bv the vote.< of 
the people, most of us by a far larger number of 
votes than have ever been recorded for the hon. 
gentleman, and as long as I am a member of thi,; 
House, or as long as I occupy the position which 
I am proud to do to-day as leader of the Labour 
party--

Hon. A. S. CowLEY: \Vho has swelled head 
now? 

Mr. BROWNE: I wish that an ex-Speaker of 
the House would understand that interjections 
are very disorderly. (Laughter.) I say that as 
long as I occupy the position of even the 
humblest member of this House, I shall do what 
I think is right and proper, and allow my cc>n­
stituents and the country to say whetl;er my 
actions are good or bad. I most certainlv de­
cline to be dictated to by the Secretary for Rail­
ways, or bv. any other member of the Honse, 
and shall do what I consider is right as long as 
the Speaker allows that I am in order in the 
action which I take, knowing at the same time 
that I am r~"ponsible for my actions to those 
whom I represent. The hon. gentlemen also 
said that we ought not to dictate to the Govern­
ment what line of policy they should adopt. 
I say at once, as has been said before by far 
abler members on this side of the House, 
that I should not presume to dictate to the 
Government what action they should take, or 
how they should ca.rry on their business. At the 
same time, I mnst decidedly object to take my 
instructions as to how I should carry on th'e 
busine<s of the party of which I am the leader, 
from the Secretary for Railways or any other 
member of the House. The hon. gentleman 
brought up again the late elections, and said they 
had ratified the policy of the Government in this 
particular. He stated how the Premier, the 
Attorney-General, and himself had spoken at 
those elections, and stated the policy of the 
Government with regard to the constr•lCtion of 
railways by private enterprise, and how that 

policy had been ratified by the return of Govern­
ment supportArs. I remember that on one :>cca­
sion when the hon. gentleman said the Govern­
ment were laying this down as one of the planks in 
the Government platform they were supporting a 
man who at that election, and since he has been in 
this House, avowed himself as an opponent of 
private railways. vVas the policy of the Go­
vernment ratified on that occasion, when they 
had to return an independent man who did not 
believe in their policy ? If that is the sort of 
ratification their policy has received, it is a new 
sort of ratification. It was not, and is not my 
intention to take up any length of time on this 
motion. 1 have no wish to C"-USe a long discns· 
sion on the matter, but I consider it my duty to 
protest against this Bill at every stage. Al­
though the hon. gentleman, "dressed in that 
little brief authority," which he is so ready to 
use on every occasion--

The SECHETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: More than 
twenty minutes, anyhow. 

The HmrE SEoRgv.RY: It is not so brief as 
yours. 

Mr. BROWNE: H"s started already to make 
threats-I quite recognise that the Government 
have beautiful instruments-the gag and the 
guillotine, which they can use when they wish to 
have discussion blocked-yet at the samL time 
there is one recourse left to the House--which 
they may perhaps try to deal w_ith-and that is 
that they have not yet got the r1ght to refuse us 
a division. And I may say at once that at every 
stage of this Bill--hem. gentlemen may call it 
obRtruction nr any nanl8 they like-we are going 
to have a divi'.(ion, "lvhether we can get a discus­
sion m not. It is just as well to understand this 
straight off. \Vith reg-<rd to the Bill itself, the 
hon. gentlerr1rn1 ~rrys WE' have no right to discuss 
it at the present stage, hut that we should wait 
until we see the Bill. I suppose if the hon. 
gentleman in the middle of the night found a 
strange man getting into his house he would con­
sider it his duty to wait patiently until he saw 
him going through his pockets and knew whether 
he was a hurg~ar or not ! \Ve on this side of the 
House believe that the principle of this proposed 
measure is a ,-ery evil one and very had in its 
effect" on f2ueensland. \Ve do not want to see it 
brought into Queensland, and it is not our duty 
to stand and wait until we see whether this fe Uow 
is going to take a washing-basin or a gold watch 
from the side-table, before we raise any objection. 
It is our duty to object to the measure from 
its very inception. Of course there is no 
possihilit.v of blc•cking it at its present stage, and 
the probability is that it will go through if the 
Government force it on the House. At the same 
time, in objecting to it at the very start, I have 
done what is within the right of every hon. 
member to do. \Vithout taking up any more 
time, or wanting to discuss the measure at all in 
the way of obstruction, I say I am going to vote · 
against the introduction of the Bill, and shall 
call for a division on the motion. 

Question-That leave be given to introduce the 
Bill-put; and the House divided:-

In the :livision, several hon. members moving 
from the Opposition cross-benches to 

[4 p.m.] the Government cross-benches-
MEMBgRs of the Opposition : Oh, oh ! 
Mr. JE~KINSON: I want to see the Bill. 
JYIEi\IBERS on the Opposition side: Oh, oh! 

The SPEAKER: Order ! 
Mr. FOGARTY : According to the motion 

moved by the Minister for Railways, it is pos· 
sible that the Government will construct this 
line. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
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AYES, 35. 
31r. Annear 

, .Armstrong 
" Bartholomew 
, Bridges 
, Callan 

Cameron 
, Cowley 
,, T. B. Cribb 
H Curtis 
, Dalrymple 
, Fogarty 
, Forsyth 

Fox 
Fox ton 
Grimes 

" J. Ha.milton 
, Hanran 
, Jenkinson 

:\Ir. Kates 
Kent 

, Keogh 
, IJeahy 

..'\iackintosh 
3-IcMaster 

,. Kewell 
O'Connell 

, Paget 
,. Philp 

Plunkett 
, Rntledge 

Smith 
, Stephenson 

Stodart 
,. Story 

w. rrhorn 

Tellers: Mr. Armstrong and Mr. Paget. 

:NOE~, 22. 
Mr. Airey :.llr .. Tackson 
, Barber Kerr 
, Bmvman Lesimt 
, Browne Maxwell 

Burrows .:\IcDonnell 
, Dibley , Mulcahy 
, Dunsford Reid 
, Fitzgtwald , Ryla.nd 
, Givens Tolmie 
,, \.V. Hamilton , 1'urley 
, Hardacre Turner 

Tellers: Mr. Airey and Mr. JIIcDonnell. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 

FIRST READING. 

The Bill was presented and read a first time, 
and the second reading was made an order for 
Tuesday next. 

TREASURY BILLS BILL. 
MESSAGE FROM COT:NCIL. 

'fhe SPEAKER announced the receipt of a 
message from the Council, intimating that they 
had agreed to this Bill without amendment. 

QUEENSLAND STOCK INSCRIPTION 
ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 

SECOND READING. 

The TREASURER (Hon. T. B. Cribb, 
Ipswich) : I have previously explained that by 
the existing law if a judgment is obtained in 
the British courts against a resident of Queens­
land, that judgment could not be enforced in 
Queensland without taking fresh proceedings in 
our courts. This Bill proposes that if ,.ny judg· 
ment, orcler, or decree is obtained against the 
registrar of Queensland stock arising out of any 
action taken in the British law courts, the 
Treasurer shall at once satisfy that judgment. 
By this greater security is offered to trustees 
and other investors in our stock in the old 
country. Without some such provision they 
would not be able to invest in our stock. I 
don't think the Bill calls for any further explana­
tion; and I move that it be now read a second 
time. 

Mr. BROWNE (Croydon): This is certainly a 
very small Bill, and the Treasurer did not speak 
very long when moving the second reading of it, 
but to an ordinary layman I think it is about the 
biggest Chinese puzzle you could possibly get 
hold of. If hon. members will look at the Bill, 
they will see that the preamble takes up thirty­
two lines-it is something like Mr. \Vragge's 
general remarks about the weather conditions and 
his predictions. There are thirty-two lines in the 
preamble, two more for the short title, and only 
really twelve lines for the Bill itself. It may be 
a very useful measure ; but certainly I do not 
like the way it is drafted and put before us, for 

I think no ordinary member of this House can 
understand it. I understand from what the 
Treasurer said that it is introduced to give a sort 
of guarantee of security to trustees who invest 
in colonial stock now-that is, outHide the pro­
visions of the Imperial Act. That may be a good 
thing. It may increase the profits of these 
investors; but the question is, will it mean any 
n,Jditional risks to the (.,lueensland Treasurer? 

'fhe ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Ko. 
Mr. BROWNE: And will it place any future 

stockowners in a better position than the present 
stock owners are in outside the Imperi:1l Act? 
Will they receive the same guarantee, or will 
they go on rnnnini< the same risks as formerly 
and not be indemnified by this Government? If 
that is so, it will be rather unfair to future 
stockowners, for the old stockowners will only 
benefit in that case. I do not know whether 
that will be the case, but I think hcm. mRmbers 
would be very glad to get some information on 
the matter. I do not, and. I think most hon. 
members do not, understand the preamble at all. 
I think the Attorney-General might interpret it 
to the House, and I would be very much obliged 
if he would do so. 

TheATTOR:\'EY-GENERAL(Ron. A. Rut­
ledge, frioranoCi): It is perfectly true that the 
preamble to this Bill is somewhat lengthy, but 
I think it is quite intelligible if carefully read. 
It sets out: That the Imperial Parliament 
passed an Act in 1877, and states what some of 
the provisions of that Act are. Then it goe' on 
to state that, by an !\,_et pas,ed by this Parlia· 
ment in 1883 JJrovisiun was made for the inscrip­
tion of Queenslanrl stock in a register kept in 
the Unitec\ Kingdom under which a registrar 
was appointed, and then affirms the desirable­
ness of applying the provisions of the Imperial 
Act of 1877 to the registrar se appointed with 
respect to Queensland inscribed stock. There 
was formerly no provision by which that registr~r 
should be liable ou any judgment obtamed 111 

an Imperial court with respect to any part 
of that inscribed stock or to any interest in 
the same. The object of the Bill is thb: To 
enable trustees in the United Kingdom to legally 
in vest the moneys they hold on behalf of. their 
cest-ui que trusts in Queensland stock. A srmrlar 
Bill has been passed in Victoria, and it is 
regarded there-as I am sure it will be here, if 
this Bill is passed-as a very great advantage 
not only to trustees in the United Kingdom, but 
to the State, as trustees will then be empowered 
to in vest the monys they hold for the benefit of 
other people in certain of our colonial securitieR. 
It will be known, when this Bill1s passed, that 
the London registrar will be liable in respect of 
Queensland stock upon judgments obtained in 
relation to that stock in England. If this 
Bill is passed, it will open up a more exten· 
sive market for Queensland securities; you will 
find that a lot of money which is seeking invest­
ment elsewhere will be invested in Queensland 
stock. Trustees in the United Kingd• >m are for­
bidden, by law, to invest money, except in cer­
tain specified securities, and the Queensland 
stock is not amongst the number. If trustees 
now invested in Queensland stock, they would 
be guilty of a breach of trust. \Vhen they are able 
to in vest money in Queensland stock, it is not at 
all likely that they will do so in a speculative 
way. It is incumbent upon truste<Cs to secure 
good and safe investments, from which they can 
get a steady income. We think our inscribed 
securities are quite good enough for this purpose, 
and the Imperial authorities also think that, with 
such provisions as we propose to enact by this 
Bill, they will be good enough. The only difficulty 
was that if any question arose with regard to any 
securities held by persons in the U mted Kingdom, 
a judgment obtained there would be worthless. 
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Action, in respect of QneenRland inscribed Rtock, ' Land Act of J 897. There was, however, no pro­
would h"ve to be taken her'' to enable stock-

1 
vision "'eh c' had been generally inserted in the 

holder•! to <nfore~ their rights. )/ow that cliffi- ' Bins pailsed lately, th"t the amendments made 
culty is ••ne that it is uncfesirable tu permit any by this Bill should be printed in the principal 
longer to exist. Nu one will due to '·y i hat Act. Unless the i\finister for L>tnds st<tted that 
Queensbnd desires to repudittte its liabilities he would follow that course it would make a 
with reg·ard tu its stock. All we are doing here great deal of confusion. He• thought it w··s very 
is to gi\·e people who hol\1 our :-:took this c.:>r- unwise l·n adopt 1neasnrcs altering other Acts 
tainty that if any que·.tion arise., ns to thie unless t h•'Y hrrd the alter ,tions printed in those 
str1ck or a-.: to a.ny lntf\Je..;t nn it thPy can gn to Acts, otnerwi:;:~ people who had to refer to those 
the Imperial courts end gt ~ judgment, and that Acts would be in a muddle. They had an 
the Qneen"'-land Trear.:;urPr· wiil have to ~ati.>:'fy in:::~LnH·~ the other duy \Vhen they passed a 
such judgn1P.nY, ju'-5t as if an action bad been mE ·.~nre \\"l.ich realJv arnended four other Acts. 
brnngllt m the Queensland cnurtE. vVith that If the :\Iinister would follow the comse he had 
certainty assm~d I•Y •his Bill the provisions of sngg-.· .red he had nn objection to passing the 
thf! ImlJerial Act of 1877 vdll become applicable clau ... e in it . ..; Jl!'t"ent forn1. 
to o11r stock, which will tbrn be a leg·itim,teform The SECRETARY l<'OR PUBLIC LANDS 
of inve,tment for British trustees. (H•nl. \V. B. H. O'Counell, lf:lusgmve): He 

:Yir. BRO'.INIG: 'IV ill thi. Act be retrospective? unrler':tood thCtt the hon. member wished any 
The ATTORNEY-GK''H~RAL: Yes, it will al11o."ndm .. nt.s made by this Bill printed in the 

apply to all inscribed stouk, whether inscribed in princip'.l Act. 
b · tl f t 1 tl · k hir .• TBNKINSO!\': Yes. 

years ;,one ·y or now ur m "' n .ure. nn 'I'he SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
if· this Bill ;, passed it will be a source of very 
great ctdvantage to \tueensiand. But this was 11 sep:trate Bill, and whttt this clause 

did was re all v to mak& the provisions of the 
Mr. LE SIN A ( Clcnnont) : I would like to other .Act applicaNu to this one. They did not 

point nut that there is a great neces,ity for this require to ha vi" this elause in the principal Act, 
1neasure being pa.ssed now. It st-ein . .;; a guileles.s because that was a different Act altogether. 
sort of measure, but it has been said by some vVhat the hun. member wanted was to have the 
authorities on this nmtter that it is not as gnile- whole of the 18DI Act reprinted with this Act. 

·less as it looks, for it is cleverly dr cfted. vVhat it meant ·.ns that the provisions of the 
vVbeth~r it is gnileles., or not-, it i' absolutely Act of 1897 formed a part of the Bill now before 
certain that the Gm·ernment desire the pas•·1v,e the Committee, and the procedure under that 
of this Bill. \V by? BecttuS8 they desire to Act wonld govern the procedure under this Bill. 
increase inve:-:trnent~ het·.:>. and by the pas:L).:'' uf ::\Ir. ~TEXKIXSON: Would not the words ''read 
this Bill an extemive nmrket will be qpened 11p :tnd con·n·n,,cl" provid<e for tb:ct? 
to inve,tors in the old count.rv. That rne, "" Th•· SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
that the G()':ernnwnt "'ill 1 e het'trT able to tlo~:tt S• 1ppo;:;e a definidon ·were given in the r\ct of 
thnir han of £1,:2;')0,000, which thev intend to 1SU7 thott tit-finit.ion wnnld govern this Act. If 
place on th:.. L·mdon nturket. The pa~s<,g'P vou ~Ytt;:1 tPt1 a dt>finition of "counr.ry lands," or 
of this Bill will no doubt nf2·Jil'lt them in tl.i~. 3.ny otllPr tenn, YOU wonld turn up thP interpre~ 
r\..s the Gcn~er,lment are so h:ud up, I mn not t:c1tif.n elnns.1 of th· Act of 1RD7 to gRt it. 
going to offer any nbjection 'o the J.1Rbage nf :Mr . .JEXKIXSOX: H;s content.ion was that 
this Biil, and L only hope that they will look the won],, "re:ul and construed with the Act of 
afte:- thingcl al!d not spend money in ~o extrava.- 18H7" v.rere qnitP ntfieient w~~.hout the w~rd;; 
gant a way a:-; tht>y ha\'e done in the 1Jast. '"a 11 d sh:::dl 1)e cle('l[]t_·d to l 1e Incorporated nL 

Question-Tbat the Bill be now read a second Th'"'" words were n:ere snrplu-age, anrl lw did 
time--put and passed. not think it was wise to embody surplu'"ge in 

Co:.\Il\IITTEE. 

The TREASURER.: \Vith the permission of 
the Honse I •xould like to move th 1t thi' Dill 
he tctken into con8ideratinn in dF~tail in Cam· 
mittee now. 1\fr. SpeakP-r, I beg to rnove that 
you do now lea'e tb<e chair. 

(.,luest.ion put and pasqed. 
Clauses 1 and 2 put and passed. 
On the preamble-
Mr. LEST:"l'A (C/crmont) <t'ked the 1\Iinister 

in charge nf the Bill whether the trustees were 
given any preferentia.l claims over the other 
crerlitnr., in tbH estrtte? 

The ATTOR~Jn-GBNJGRAL: No. 
Mr. LES l N A: They are all treated alike? 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Yes. 
Preamble put and passed. 
The House resumed; the Bill was reported 

without amendment, and the third reading was 
made an Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

SPECIAL SALES OF LAND BILL. 
CoM~IITTEE. 

Clanse 1 put and passed. 
On clan>e 2, as follows :-
This Act shall be read and construed wH.h and as an 

nmendment of, and ~hall be deemed t.o be incorporated 
in, the Vmd Act, 1897, hereinafter called the principal 
Act. 

Mr. JENKINSON (Wide Bay) : He noticed 
that this clause incorporated with the Bill the 

any Bill. 
:VIr. FITZG E llALD (ilbtchcll) thought the 

hon. tnt>tnher was right in rflising tLis quP~tion. 
He understood that this cl>tnse practic tlly incor­
porated with this Bit: the Land. Act of 1897, and 
that nH'ant repealmg· som•e portwn of the Act. 

The :'\JWRE'l'AHY FOR PcBLIC LA~JJS : The 
next elause de,ds with that, "Notwithstanding 
anv of the provisions of the principal Ac•," 
etc. 

:Hr. GrvE~S : \Vbv not omit the words "aDd 
sha.ll be rieernAd tn bB incorporaterl in." 

:Mr. FITZGERALD: H, did not see any 
nece<,ity for the words at. all. lf the 

[4'30 p.m.] words were >tllowecl in, the clause 
would he incorporated with the 1897 

Act, unrler which the Government conld sell as 
much land"" thev lik"rl. 

Mr. J ACKSOi\f (Kennedy) wa' rather in­
clined to agree with the S'"cretary for Lands 
when be pointer] out thao there might be some 
governing chu..:;r in the pri;:1eipa~ Act. He 
might illu,trate the matter m thlil way: He 
had g-iven notice of nn a1nnndrnrnt which pro­
posed to ask the Land Court to do certain things, 
and there was a clause in the principal Act 
defining "Land Cnurt.'' He t.hou(!bt it was 
necessary th:1t the words should remain in. 

Mr. J ENKINSOX : The words "shall be 
read and constrr1e:! with" were to all intents and 
purposes a reference to the Act of 1897. His 
contention was that the words "shall be 
deemed to be ineorporated in" were surplnsage. 

Hon. A. S. CowLEY: Not at all. 
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Mr .• TENKINSON: Then he would like the 
hon. member for Herbert, with the halo of an 
ex-Speaker round hi" head, to throw a little 
light on the matter. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
One of the highest authorities in the colony in 
the matter of Bill dt tfting, Sir Samnel Grilfith, 
had incorponted in clause 8 of the Act of 1891 
the words ''shall be read and construed with." 
He did not pretend to be ahle to sav, whe,ber 
the words were technically ftnd leg;clly nece;sn,ry, 
but be could not see how the word' could pos­
sibly do any harm or alter the reading- of the 
Act of 1897, except so far as concerned the Bill 
itself. The Bill was not an amendment of the 1897 
Act outside of the special '':tles provided for. He 
could not agree with the contention of the hon. 
member for Mitchell that the clause would be a 
repeal of the clause governing the sale of land 
under the 1897 Act. The clause provided simply 
that >'0 far as anything not specially provided 
for was concerned, the provisions of the 1897 Act 
should apply. 

JYlr. FITZGERALD: Underthi' Bill you can sell 
any nnn1 ber of acres. 

The SECRETARY :FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
They could sell an unlimited area, ab long as 
they applied the money in a certain way. 

Mr. LESINA : \Vbich you have not done yet. 
The SECRETARY ]'OR PUBLICLAND8: 

He did not know what had been donn in the 
past, or wimt might be done in the future. He 
supposed they would be governed, as other 
people were g-nv.,rned, by the necessities of the 
c";e. The Bill gave the Government power to 
sell an nnlimited area for specific purposes, and 
for the first two year·, they mi:cht t,1,ke from the 
fund which was cre,ttecl through the sale of land, 
such money ns the House anthorisHi them to 
take, and no more. \Vhenever th-- amount of 
the deficit of lnst year was to the credit nf the 
ac<;ount, then the operation of the meamre would 
cease; so that the Bill could only be in existence 
so long as t.he Treftsury bilh were not liquidated. 

Mr. JENKI~SON: His contention was that 
the 'vords "read and construed with" virtually 
incorporated the Bill with the Act of 1891. He 
found on reference to amendments of other Acr' 
pa,sed in 1890 it was not found necesserytoinclude 
those words. He did not think it necessary to 
push his nbje;~tion to n.. division, bt:t the Wdrd'l 
were certainly surplu<<1ge. 

Clause 2 put and piLssed. 
On clau'e 3, as follow;:-
::\otwithstanding- any vrovi ... ion.:~ of the pri'lCipal Aet. 

the Go,' ern or in Counc] may cae,:e countrr lands, not 
being distant less th··n twenty miles from a navig·a!Jlc 
strr;ml, to be offered for .sale by pnblic atwtion in 
parcels of an area f'xeecding t,lu·ee hundred and twedt~r 
acre~. lmt. not exceeding five thousand one hundred and 
twenty acres. 

Mr. KERR (Barcoo) sai•i he had given notice 
of an amendment on line 12. He proposed to 
ineert after the words " navigable stream., the 
wurds-

Or an)T line of railway or permanent survey of any 
-proposed railw~~Y for which money has been borro,' ed. 

Speaking on the second reading. he imimated 
that it was his intention to move ench an 
amendment. The provision in the 1891 Act 
read-

The Governor in CounCil may cause conntry hmds. 
not being distant less than t·weuty miles from an~' line of 
railway, or permanent su1 vey of any p::opo.o:ed railway 
for which money has been borrowed, or navigable 
stream, to be offer~d for sale by public auction in 
parcels of an nrea exceeding three hundred and twenty 
acres. 
He pointed out on the second reading of the 
measure that it was nece~s»ry to in<'ert "'similar 
safeguard in this Bill, as there were many places 
which would be injuriously affected by its 

operation if the Bill were passed in its present 
shape and form. At that time be had in his 
mind particuhrly the townships of llfracombe 
and Longreach. Here he wished to correct a 
statement made by the Secretary for Rail ways 
durir1g the discussion on the second reading of 
the Bill, as he had not had an opportunity of 
doing so before. rrhe hon. gentletnan :;;aid-

The hou. member for J3a.1·coo said tile land out t~ere 
belonged to the lkople of Ilfracumbe and llarcaldine. 

As HanNccrd \\Ould 1,how, he never tnade ,'tny 
such statemPnt. The hon. gentlemen further 
stated that the hon. member for Barcuo said-

These people want the land, and are entitled. to get 
it for a certuin price. 

He never made any such statement. What he 
snid w"s that the residents of I!fracornbe and 
Barcaldine had on several occ:-~sions petitioned 
the Lands Department and the Government, 
asking that those hmds should be thrown open 
fnr clos<" settlement, but. he never said that the 
••eople in those plac~' had a prior claim to the 
land, or that they '" n,nted it at a certnin price. 
The reason he had left the word "borrowed" in 
the amendment WcLS thnt last ses,ion a motion 
for the construction of a railw.w from Dart­
mouth to Stonehenge was passed by the 
Assembly without division, but was thrown 
out in the Upper House. That railwny would 
P<<ss through \Yells hot, Portland Downs, and 
\Vc•;tlands, where the country was fa,·ourable 
to close settlement, a.nd the terminus would 
be at Bimerah, where the land wa' also adapted 
for close settlement. He bnlieved that the 
adoption of his amendment would be the 
me.1ns of having those lands thrown open for 
clo"e settlement when the milway was con­
s'ruct:ed, but if the Bill was passed in its 
present form without the amendment he could 
see that such lands as those on \Vellshot, Port­
land Downs, '\Yestlands, and Bimemh, which 
were adjacent to the proposed line, would be 
sold to the lesstc' d those stations. B1merah 
wn« one of the stations which had the lnrgPst 
amount of ireehold in the Central district, and 
he thought the lands on that run should be made 
available for close settlement when the lease 
expired. On the second reading of the Bill the 
Secretary for Public Lands stated that if the 
measure had been introduced in the original 
form of the 1801 Bill no lands would be sold. 
That conclusively proved that this Bill was 
brought in for the special pur~ose of selling land 
adjacent to railw"ys and hlocking cloce settle­
ment. His object was to prevent that, nnd he 
hoped the Minister would see his way clear to 
accept tht' amendment. 

:'IIr. FOX (Normanby) wished to sugge<.t a 
compromise with regard to the amendment. If 
it wa'3 nece::<t:ary to iDRt'l't the words ''navigable 
river:-;;," of vYhich tbey had very few, it was n1ore 
nc-C88:-iary to insert the \vord '~ railways,); so that 
land near tu railways should be reserved£,,,. close 
settlement. He ,,/'onld sug-gest that instead of 
the word "twenty" they should insert the word 
"ten," and so make the amendment apply to 
lands 10 miles from a rail way, but if the ftmend­
ment were insisted upon in its present form he 
ehoulcl vote for it. 

Mr. S:\IITH (Bowen) was thoroughly in accord 
with the view~ expressed by the last speaker. 

The CHAIR:\lAN t I would remind hon. 
members that the question before the Committee 
i~ the in~ertion of certain words. 

Mr. S:\UTH: He was speaking; to the amend­
ment before the Committee. If that amendment 
were accepted the clause would have a different 
aspect altogeth<r, becHuse it would exclude not 
only lands within a certain distance of navigable 
rivers, but lands within a certain distance of 
railways. There were three navigable rivers in 
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the colony, the Brisbane, the Fitzroy, and the 
:Man·, and the land near those rivers was 
nearly all private property at the present time. 
If the compromise w:>~ not accepted, something 
should be done. He did not believe in selling 
lands ne •.r a rail way for 10s. an acre. Those 
lands near a rail way should bring a higher price 
than lands removed from a railway. Tbere 
should be some means of discriminating bAtween 
land that was good and land that was not good, 
but. the clause as it stood made no distinction in 
that respect. All tlwy knew was that land was 
not to be solrl at less tba.n10s. an acre; but under 
the clause land worth £5 an acre might be sold 
at 10s. an acre. Some provioion should be 
inserted to prevent lands along railways being 
sold for le'" than their present value. 

Mr. CURTIS (Roc/,;hampton): If land was 
sold in large blockR alongside a rail way that 
would prove a block to settlement later on. The 
peoplA of the Central district took a very snecial 
interest in this matter. They did not like to 
see the land sold in large blocks : but their 
dhllike might be minimised to sorrw extent if 
an amendment like that proposed by the hon. 
member for Barcoo were inserted in the Bill. 
He therefore hoped the Ylinister would see his 
way to "ccept the amendment. 

Mr. KATES (Cunninuham): It would be 
extremely inarlvis<tble to allow the clause to pass 
in its present form. To sell 5, 000-acre blocks 
alongside a rail way would be repeating the 
disastrous legislation of the past. \Vhat was the 
secret of the success of close settlement? It was 
the facilities for getting to market which the 
milway>< afforded; and it would be a political 
crime to selJ land in large area-J alongside our 
rail ways. If 5,000 acres were divided into ten 
portions of 500 acres ~a.ch, better pdces would bt 
obtained, and there would be cloR€ settlement, 
and the railway revenue wuuld. he increa.;;;ed. 
Look at the returns in connection with the Agri­
C'llt.ural Lands Purchase Act! \Ye had bought 
127,000 acres, and 980 farms had been cut out of 
that area. He thonght the Minister might very 
well accept the sug-gestion mude by the hon. 
member for Normanby. He would support any 
amendment to do away with the power of the 
·Government to let one man have 5,000 acres 
alongsidr a railway, 

Mr. BARTHOLOJYIEW (Ma>·pborourJh) comi­
dered that the arnendrnent would be' tying the 
hands of the Government. This was a matter of 
administration, and the,· could not tie the hands 
of the Government in this manner. They must 
give the Administration a certain amount of 
power, and he thought the clause to be proposed 
by the hon. member for Kennedy would be 
-sufficient. 

:\Jr .• T.-I.OKSON: \Vill you support me in that? 
::iir. BARTHOLO::HEW : Yes. 
HoN. A. S. COWLEY (Herbert): He trusted 

the Secretary for Lands would see his way to 
adopt the proposed amendment. \Vhen the Bill 
was introduced in 1891 this clause was 
·embodied after due consideration, and it was 
found that the Government were able to sell 
land to a comiderable extent under the Act. 
Under the present Land Act the Government 
harl power to sBll land at a1!y distance from a 
rail way in 320-acre blocks, so that the principle 
of selling land adjacent to a railwav was no new 
principle. If the hon. gentleman accepted the 
amendment he would still be able to sell suffi­
cient land for the requirements of the Act; and 
as much land probably as anyone wished to buy 
within 20 miles of a railway could be sold in 
320-acre blocks. 

The SECRETARY :FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
What the hon. member said was true with 
regard to the power of the Government to sell 
!.and close to a railway in 320·acre blocks ; but 

the absurdity of selling land out \Vest in 320-
acre blocks hacl been pointed out by the hon. 
member ior Gregory. That hon. member, refer­
ring to Northampton J)rnvns, said ic would be 
bett.er to sell tbe land in larger ar,-a, .. 

Mr. \V. I-LUIILTON: I opposed tile sale of it, 
anyhow. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
He clid not say the hon. member appn•,·ed of 

' selling the land, bt1t he understood the hon. 
member to say, that if Lhe land had to be sold 
it would be bet.ter to sell it in such areas that a 
man would have a chance of making a living. 

It would be useless for a man to 
[0 p.m.] bny a 320-acre block on \Vellshot. 

He could not make a living on it. 
JHr. GrvEXS: lt is quite enough when the land 

i~ IH:'ar c\ rail way. 
The SEURETARYl<'ORPUBLIC LANDS: 

He would not like to try and m:1ke a living on 
it himself. 'This Bill gave the Government 
power to sell land in such blocks as would be 
most suitable for the purpose to which the landg 
would be put. If the land was to be used as 
small pai<toral holdings, 320-acre blocks would 
not be sufficient; but if it was going to be used 
for agricultural pur]Joses then 320-acre blocks 
might be sufficient. The matter depended on 
wliat use the land w:ts going to be put to, 
and what it was likely to return, and no 
doubt railway communication in the vicinity 
hod a great deal to do with the value of the 
land. Land suitable for agriculture or dairying 
pursuit·; no doubt would be greatly enhanced in 
value if there was a rail way close by. On the 
other bar,cl, if land was only snitable for pas­
toral pursuits, we would only be continuing the 
old proce:;,-a!lowing the Government to sell the 
land in 320-acre block; and permitting persons to 
purchaw a numlJer of thest bioch, He did not 
believe the country would get the be't pric<' for 
land if they were forced to sell land in small 
rtreas, and for the reasons he had given he wonld 
oppose the amendment. 

i'.Ir. GIVENS (Cai1'ns): As had been pointed 
out by the hon. meml1er for Cunningharn, the 
selling of land in large blocks alollg,ide a rail­
way wa~ nothing short of a politic>tl crime. It 
was well known that a:s soon aH a ra.ilwav was 
cqnstrncted, and even before lt war:; constrUcted, 
there was an in. mediate demand for land in the 
vicinity of the line, and if land "a' sold in large 
blocks close to a rail way most undoubtedly it 
would have a tendenc" to block clo'e settlement 
ont. \VeBt and in other pl"cLs. 

The tiECHETARY ''OH PUBLIC LANDS: \Vhat 
is close settlern"nt in the Central dictricts? 

JHr. W. HAsiiLTON : ~"-nytbing from 2,560 
to 5, 000 ~ crefl. 

Mr. GIVENS: Supposing- they legislated for 
one or two special cases, the Government had the 
power to take advanti·ge of snch legislation, and 
deal with portions of land which it would not be 
desirable for them to sell. And even if there 
was a desire to sell land suitable for pastoral 
Jmrposes in the. \V est, close to railways, the 
Minister st.ill had power to sell 320-acre blocks, 
and the difficulty could be easily <;Ot over by 
putting np for auction a sufficiem number of 
320-acre blocks. He was sure that no evil 
would accrue from the amendment, but on the 
other band a great deal ut evil n>ight be pre­
vented by its acceptattCP, He thought the 
amendment might be imprO\ ed by ,ubstituting 
the word "voted " for the word "borrowed." 
Very often money was voted for a purpose 
while it was not borrowed for the same purpose. 
If the amendment was carried a railway 
might be approved of and money might be 
voted for it, and the Government might continue 
to sell land in its vicinity because the money was 
not borrowed. He thought that would be a 
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mistake. The Minister inserted a p•oviso in 
this Bill stating that no land should be sold 
within 20 miles of a navi~ahle str<eam, and he 
thonght the same thin;: held good with reg-arrl to 
a railwrty, for they were both only means of 
comn1unication. 

The SEUBETARY FOR Pcnuc LA!\IlS: Vv'ould 
you like me to omit that proviso' 

Mr. GIVEKS: 1\o, he would not. He was 
not asking the Minister to do that., but he thought 
the samp principle should apply to rail WFtys. He 
moved ihat the proposed amendment be further 
aruenderl by mnitting the word "'borrowed" 
with a. drw of inserting "voted." 

:\Ir. FOX thought the cl::mse would he im­
prnved by striking out the word •' twenty" with 
the view--

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! The Committee 
can only deal with one amendment a.t a time. 
The hon. n1emher is not in urder. 

The PREMIER (Hon. R. Philp, Tmcns1•ille) 
said they hari million,; of acres of land alongside 
line.,, from which the St<tte was getting no 
benefit whatever. 

Mr. \V. HA3IILTON: \Vhere are they? 
The PRE:\liE ~:. : They could commence at 

Dalby and go right to Charleville, and thme 
were hundreds of miles alongside that line where 
there was no settlement at all, and there was not 
likely to be nnder the present conditions. They 
wanted to try and induce people from the other 
colonies to come here and take up land in 5,000-
acre blocks. 

Mr. LESINA: \Vhy don't you induce our own 
people to take it up? 

The PR"l<~MlER: They were .doing so, but 
the people of the colony had more land than they 
could digest. This Bill would give Lhe Govern­
went vower to sell land on ten yearly payr11ents-
1~. per aniJU111 for ten year",, with interest added. 
He fully belicwed that if a lot of land between 
Dalby rmd Charleville w:1o; thrown open in 
decent-oized blocks they would get a lot of good 
settlers frcm the· other colonies, and from among 
our own peO]•le, too. Dairying had begun to 
get a gr<>P.t hold in Q.u• cnshmd. Mr. Reid, the 
<nanager of Hntton and Co., had si ated 
recently that it Wr<J CXJ.,>Cted that. the colony 
would export 4,000 tons of huttPr this year, 
which wonicl be etjuivalent to £400,(100 in one 
year. Victoria exported nF'lrh· £2,000,000 worth 
of hutter. They had the land in Queensland, 
aud thev only wanted people t0 settle on it, and 
if the Bill were passed it. would be the means of 
in,lncing people to come here from the other 
colonies. They had built the line already, and 
they wanted people to go and buy lanrl there. 

Mr. LESI:>A: You want the financial institu­
tions to buy it. 

The PRE:\liER : They were not anxious for 
the financial institutions to lmy it. He believed 
there were hundreds of settlers, perhaps not in 
{lneensland, but certainly in the other c•Jlonies, 
who were anxious to go in for dairying on a good~ 
sized scale, r<nd they knew that in some portions 
of that \Vestern count.ry they wanted a large 
holding. 

:Mr. LESINA: No, that is not true. 
The CHAIR:\IAN : Order! 
The PREMIER: Mr. Grimes, I ask you to 

request. the hem. member to withrlr<tw the state­
ment that. what I have just said is not true. 

The CHAIRMA?<: It is not in ordel' for the 
hon. member to charge the Premier with saying 
what is not true. The hon. member must with­
draw that remark and apologise. 

..._1\_fter n pn.nse, 
The, CHAIR'\'fAN: I call unon the hon. 

member for Clermont to withdn~w the remark 
and apologise. 

"1r. LESINA: Do n~t get excited, Mr .. 
Grimes. 1 beg to withdraw the remark l made· 
just now, in which I allegrcJ that the .Premier bad 
made a statement which he knew to be untrue, 
n,nd I be~ tn apologi~r. 

The PHE'\'IIER: On the railway from Rock­
hampton to L'mgrr 1ct1 there were hundreds of 
miles of country with little or no settlement 
upon it. 

1\Ir. HARDACRE : Do yon think they will pay 
lOo. an acre for that? 

The PRE:\IIER : He hoped tlmt b.>me of the 
land would be bought. 

:'llr. \V. 1-fAmLTOX : Beyond Barcaldine? 
The PREi'diER: There was a lot of land 

bevond BrtrcalcHne, and bPtween ~rambo and 
\Vinton there was a lot of sheep country, which 
he believed would ],p bought under the'e con­
ditions. Between Tuwn~ville and the Prairie 
there was a lot of good cattle and good dairying 
country. They must remember that the comli­
tion, and the price of c1tttle were quite d1fferent 
to what they were two or· three year,; ago. 
nattle had increased more than twice and some­
tirne~ three times in v.1Iue, and there \vere good 
opening.< in <clneensland for people with 'mall 
herds of cattle t'> combine dairsing with catile 
brePding. 

1\Ir. \V. HAllfiLTON: Then the price of grazing 
land tnust havA increa.sed, too. 

The PHEMIER : 1f they conld sell a lot of 
the land "hich at present they were getting \'ery 
little rent for, c1nd which in some ca~es was 
unoccnvied altogether, they might not only 
benefit the Treawry, bnt beneht the colony. 
But if they ccmld not go within any 20 miles of 
a railway, or surveyed ra.ihvay, what would 
become of the land within that 20 mile>? 

J\Ir. HAIWACRE: You can sell it under the 
1Sil7 Act. 

The Pl'tE:1ITER: Of course the hem. member 
for the Bctrcoo !ur1 only got his eyes on the 
\Vellshot hnds and the lands about. llfrac<nnbe 
and Jhrca'cline. They had 4RO miles of nilway 
ffon1 Bri~bane to Charlevillr, and 4:10 fr0n1 
Rockhamp'on to Longreach, beside., the lines to 
Springsure and to Olennont. The) bad also 
lines away frorn Town~ville to \Viuton and from 
Conkt,1wn, where there was no settletnant aL all 
at the pnesent, nor w"s there much likelihood of 
much between Nortnanton and Croydon, but 
certainly between Townsville 1wd Brisbane he 
believed they CtPlld :;ell a good deal of land. 

Mr. SMITH : B11t there is no distinction be­
tween g •orl and bad. 

The PREMlEll : He knew that. 'rhey could 
not sell for les • than 10s. an ere. and he did not 
think they were likely to sell their best. agricul­
r.ural land for 10s. an acre. At the pre,ent time 
they wPre opening land at £2 :-~n acre. 

An Ho.-<OGHABLE J\.ITcMBER : \Vhere is that ? 
The PREiYIIEH,: At ""anango, and he was 

told that it wonld go off at that price. 
:Mr. J ENKINSON : It is exceptionally good land 

there. 
The PREMIER: Besides, if the land were 

put up to auction, be thought there would be 
competition, espfcially with the'e term~. He 
wonld like to see 300,000 or 400,000 acres pllt up 
for sale within twt>, or three weeks, and adver­
tised in every town in Australia, to inducr~ people 
to come here :md buy it. They could do that if 
they could offer land conveniently "itnated; but 
if they were only to sell bnd 20 miles away 
from any railway or proposed railway, he did 
not think they would sell much. \Vhy, they 
had surveyed lines all over Queensland. He 
remembered the hon. member for Leichhardt, 
when the land-grant railway prop,sal was 
brought in, producing a map showing that one­
half of the land of the colony had gone. 

Mr. HARDACRE: No. 
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Mr. Tt:RLEY : But that rc,ilway was never 
surveyed. 

The PRE:\IIER: At that time the hon. me m· 
ber assm·0d the country that hill£ the land har! 
gone, and now we find that out of our 427,000,000 
acres there was only 13,000,000 acre" that had 
been wld. As the Minister for Agriculture had 
said, it would take them about 2,500 years to 
sell their lnnd at the rate they were dtsposing of 
it now. They were only anxion,, to get the 
people to come here, to go on the land, and make 
some use of it. He contended that if they g" ve 
that country between Dalby and Charleville for 
lOo. an acre, that it would be a good thing for 
the country, and the reople who bought it 
would make something out of it as well. 

Mr. KERR : The Premier said that he hac! 
only in his eye the land closely adjacent to 
Barc"ldinP and Ilfracombe, but that was not so. 
He h"'d also in dew the land which would be 
opened up by the projected line from Dartrnouth 
to Stonehenge. The Premier had told them 
about. the large quantity of )and from Rock­
hampton to Longreach, but that lay only from 
where they got out of the bad country to 12 
miles beyond Barcaldine. None of the country 
adjacent to the Central Railway from Gogango 
was good for sheep until you got close to Sal tern. 

The PREMIER : Is it not good for cattle? 
:Yir. KERR: There was a good deal of scrub. 

The Pn·mier had •tated that the prices that were 
likely to be got for cattle would probably be much 
higher than they were years ago, but if there was 
going to be a large demand for land, what they 
heard from the pastoral lessees and from those 
engaged in the pastoral industry was not such 
as to indicate that that was so, because they were 
coining to the Oham hP.r to gBt reductionP, cf their 
rents. He had no desire to lock up the whole of 
the lands of the country, but he had the desire to 
protect the intere't" of the people, in that the 
lands 'Vithin 20 miles of a railway should not be 
sacrificed under the provisions of this Bill. The 
20·mile limit laid down in the Act of 1897 was 
not too much--

The CHAUniAN: I would remind the hem. 
memlJer that the question before the Committee 
is wbet.her the word "borrowed" shall be 
omitted from the clause, with a view to the 
insertion of another word. 

Mr. KEHR: He was glad the Chairman had 
drawn his attention to this. He had only been 
replying to tlw speech of the Premier. As to 
the amendment, if no one else did it, he intend Ad 
to move that certain of the words should be 
omitted. 

The CHAIR::\IAN: Before putting the amend­
ment I would remind the hon. member for J'\ or· 
man by that, if he wishes to move a prior amend­
ment, the one movtd by the h0n. member for 
Cairns must be withdrawn. 

Mr. GIVENS: \Vith the permission of the 
Committee, he would withdraw his amendment 
temporarily in order to allow other hon. members 
to tnove prior an1endments. 

Amendment withdrawn. 
1fr. FOX moved that clause 3 be amended 

by omitting the word "twenty" and inserting 
the word "ten.'' 

The CHAIR:YIAN : The hon. member will 
see that be is nnw seeking to amend the clausP. 
There must be a withdraw•.l of the amendment 
moved by the hem. member for Barcoo before 
tha•. can be done. 

ll'Ir. FOX moved that the proposed amend­
ment be amended by inserting after the word 
"or" thE' words "within 10 rniles of." 

Mr. FOG.-\.RTY suggested thatthehon. mem­
ber should increase the distanc' to 15 miles, 
which would be; a fair compromise. He would 

1901-2 z 

support the amendment if it was moved in thet 
form, but otherwise would oppose it. He 
objected to lands within 10 miles of a railway 
being sacrificed at 10s. an acre. 

ThE> SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
would like again to point out the result of 
adopting such an amendment. It meant that if 
the administrator of the Lands Department 
wished to sell lands adjacent to a railway, he 
mu-1t continue to have them cut up in 320·acre 
blocka--an area which was no use whatever for 
the pnrpose for which the land was required. 
If it was contended that land adjacent to a rail­
way should not be cut up at all the position 
would be"" logical one, but the amendment did 
not attempt to prevent land being sold under 
the principal Act. The right to selll50,000 acres 
still remained with the Government, and 1f they 
wanted to use that power they must sell in 320-
acre blocks. The amendment would not prevent the 
sale of lands near a railway, and it seemed to 
him a very stupid thing to corn pel its sale in 
320·acre blocks when it was well known that 
that was not the area wanted. If the Com­
mittee wished to put the Government in that 
position, well and good ; but it was not in the 
interests of the country that sales of land 
should be hampered in that way. If the 
Government were not to be trusted to make the 
best possible bargain, then of course tie their 
hands as much as possible. 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY: After the explana­
tion given by the Secretary for Lands and the 
Premier he withdrew any objection he had to 
the clause. It was quite evident that efforts 
had been made to sell land alongside the railway 
lines at 10s. an acre in 320-acre blocks, and they­
had failed. 

1fr. KERR: No. 
Ho:s. A. S. COWLEY: In some instances 

they might have been sold, but, as pointed out 
by the Premier, there were large areas of land of 
an inferi"r quality lying alongside railway lines, 
and the Government had failed to sell it at lOa. 
an acre. 

Mr. JENKINSON: Did the Premier say so? 
Ho:s. A. S. COWLEY: He pointed out that 

large areas were available for sale at 10s. an 
acre, and they had not gone off in 320-acre 
blocks. 

:Yir. JENKINSON: I think you misunderstood 
him. 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY: That was the impres­
sion the bon. gentleman's speech m~de upon him. 
He pointed out that since the 1891 Act was intro­
duced, a very material change had taken place 
in the settlement of the country, the dairying 
industry having sprung into existence, and the 
Secretary for Lands showed conclusively that 
dairying could not be carried on with 320 acres. 
Those who travelled over the country knew that 
the statement of the Premier was perfectly 
correct. There were enormous areas of country 
adjacent to the railway lines which failed to find 
purchasers at 10s. an acre in 320-acre blocks. 

Mr. ;) ENKINSON : I think you misunderstood 
him. 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY: Very well, the Pre­
mier could correct him if he had made a mistake, 
It was evident that power was vested in the 
Government to sell land at 10s. an acre in 320-
acre blocks. They wanted money, and had 
wanted it for "''me time past, and they had failed 
to sell that land. He did not say they had 
actually offered it. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: There 
has been no demand. 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY: But if the area was 
increased the probability was that the demand 
would arise. A man would require at the very least 



738 Special Sales qf [ASSEMBLY.] Land Bill. 

from 3,000 to 5,000 acres to start dairying in that 
portion of the country. In giving 

[5'30 p.m.] the Government power to sell land 
in 5, 000-acre blocks tbey must 

regard them ""s sensible men who would not sell 
any lan.i at 10s. an acr8 if they could get £1 ''"n 
f\cre. He was quite satisfied that the Govern­
ment would fix the upset price at what they con­
sidered was a reasonable figure. But even if the 
upset price was fixed at 10s. an acre, it did not 
follow that the land wuuld be sold at that price, 
because the sale would be by public auction, and 
the terms of payment extended over ten years. 
Not only the bloated cavitalist, but the man of 
small means also might become a purchaser 
under those couditiom. 

Mr. W. HAMILTOX (G1·ego1'Y): Anyone 
listening to the bon. me1nber f:Jr Herbert and the 
Secretary for Lands would think it was impos­
sible to get purchasers for lauds remote from 
railways. But that was not the cas:. The 
N ortha!!!pton Downs lands were 50 or GO miles 
from a rail way ; the Bimerah lands were nearly 
100 rniJ€,, from a railway, and yet purchasers 
could be found for those lands. Adjacent to the 
ritilways running out into the interior there was 
a lot of land suitable for close settlement, and 
for years the people had been aeking that those 
lauds should be made av·ailable for settlement, 
but in many cases where the leas~s bad expired 
the land bad not been made so available. Thi, 
was the very land "hich would be sold under 
the Bill. Tbere would be no difficulty whatever 
in finding purchasers. He knew that the Go­
vernment had circulated among pastoralists re· 
sidin." in Melbourne the information that they 
inten°ded to reintroduce the sys·cem of selling 
land in large bluckR. 

The PRE~l!ER : This is the first I have heard of 
it. 

Mr. \V. HAMILTON: A pastoral lessee who 
had recently come from Melbourne told him that 
that information bad been given by the authont1e" 
in Brisbane. At any rate, he hoped the hon. 
member for Barcoo would not withdraw his 
amendment or agree tu any lesser distance than 
20 miles. He should like to see the distance 
fixed at 100 miles, because some of the lands 
mrst suitable for settlement were a good distance 
from a railw""Y· If land" were sold 111 the 
manner proposed in the Bill it would be the 
big pastoralists who w:lUld be the purchasers, 
as had been the case ill the vast.. As to the 
argument that by &llnwing people to ;nake land 
freehold they wonld ensure the pnckly pear 
being kept in check, he w0uld point out that 
it was the pick of the 'vV e·.tern lands which 
the Government wanted to sell, and the per­
sons who would purcba"e tho,,e lands would, 
by and by, be coming, <;1owr: to Brisbane wi~h 
tears in their eyes asH:mg· for a rednctwn m 
their rents and an extension of their leasee. 
The present pastoral lessees, rmd not people from 
the other colonies, as bad been suggested by the 
·Minister would be the purchasers of those 
5 000-acr~ block>. In<t.cad of se:ling the land 
they should throw it open tr: settlement. The 
land close to Hughendeu and all the way from 
there to \Vinton, and nlso the land from Bar­
caldine to Longreacb, which was withi11 50 miles 
of a railway would be taken up to-morrow if it 
were tbrow1~ open for selection. They had no 
right to sell land within 100 milu of a railway, 
and be should hke to see the amendment apply 
not only to railways for which mo~ey had b~en 
borrowed or voted, but also to ra1lway" wlnch 
bad been projected. With regard lo na,·igable 
streams--

The CHAIR:\IAK : I must call the attention 
of the bon. member tu the q nestion before the 
Committee, which is to inoert the words "within 

ten miles off." The hon. member is now dis­
cussing a matter which is not relevant to that 
question. 

l\Jr. W. HAMILTO::"f: He begged pardon if 
he was out ot order, and would conclude by 
saying that be should ~upport the amendment of 
the hon. n1ernber for Barcoo, and hoped he 
would not accept any lesser distance than 20 
miles. 

Mr. HARD ACRE (Leichha1·dt): The Premier 
had said that there was a good dPal of land m 
the vicinity of the Southern and \Vestern and 
Central lines that they were getting no good 
from. There was some such land hE admitted. 

The PmmiER: There is a good deal of it. 
Mr. HARDACRE : There were two classes 

of land that they were getting no good from. 
One class was land which would not sell at any 
price, which no one would pay lOs. an acre for, 
or take up at a rental of ld. or ~d. per acre, or 
in RPlne ca8PS under occn1Jation licenfie. There 
wa': n,nother class of land \vhich '"·as of goori 
quality, but hall not been made available for 
selection because it had been under lease. The 
leases "'ere now falling in, and if the land was 
thrown O)'en to settlement it would be eagerly 
taken up under the usual conditions at 15s. or 
£1 per acre, and it would be very injurir,ns 
to the colony to sell such land at l o~. an acre 
without comlitions. The Minister said that if 
this safeguard were inserted they would be forced. 
to go back to the old system of selling land 
in 320-acre blocks close to railwaye. '!.'here was 
some land near t0 railwavs that would be useful 
in 320-acre blocks. :Frun1 Alpha t0 Lon;reacb 
on the Central line, and from DnJhy to Obar­
leville on the \Vestern line, it might be in­
jurious to compel people to take 320-acre blocks; 
but within those limits there was n0 need for 
the ::\Iinister to throw the land open in :o20-acre 
blocks. Those lands might be thrown open in 
larger areas and they would be rapidly >elected. 
Therefore they were tyillg the hands of ~be 
:Minister only in regard to a very small portwn 
of tbe colony, and land could be sold in large 
areas every,~·he£e else-even in the Gayndah and 
Burnett districts aPd on the Dc·rling Downs. Re 
thotwht it was most reasonable- to limit the 
:\lini'ster to snn1e extent. There WR' good land 
both on \Vellshot and on Saltern Creek, and 
they were both crocsed by the railwny, and the 
leas· s were now falling in. 

The SECRETARY FOR PcBLIC LANDS; 'vVcll­
'hot does n"t fall in for thirteEn yem·s. 

:\1r. HARDACRE: One-fourth of it would 
bll in in 1902. There \\as no necessity to ,ell 
that land; and yet if they did not impose a 
safeguard of the kiml pr ·" p"sed, it would possibly 
be sold in 5.000.acre blocks, and bona fide settle­
ment would J>O.'siblv be m·e,·ented. 

The SECRETARY ~'Oil PcBLJC LA~ms ; \Y onld 
you like to seP it, thrown open in 320-acre blocb? 

Mr. HAllDACRE: Xo. He would like to 
see it thruwn open under the present land laws. 
If it were thrown open in large ureas it, "ould 
pny the pastoral lessee who~e leJse was falling in 
to buy the land, because it wou)d l1e a splendi.d 
thing for him to secure the baclc country of h1s 
ho1ding ; and the temptation wonld be there to 
allow thoRe la.nds to pass U\\'ay in large e~tat(·8 to 
i-inancial institution:;:; interet'ted in the leases to 
the detriment of IJond fide settl~ment. He 
thm>?·hc some safeguard should be put in. .P~r­
sonaily, be wonld like to see the 20·rrnle lmllt, 
but if they could not get that he would rather 
have half a haf than none at all. 

HoN. G. THORN (Fassife?'n) was astonished 
at the ohervatiuns of the bon. member who had 
jtwt spoken. This was a matter in which they 
rnight trn.st the Gnven:ment. 

MEJ\IBER~ of th" Opposition: Ob, oh! What! 
Trust the Government! 
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HoN. G. THORN: The Government would 
not be here for ever. Probably hon. members 
on the other side would be coming into power 
some day, and then the hon. member for Leich­
hardt would be Minister for Lands. He would 
be willing to trust that hon. member if he were 
Mini~ter, and he thought this mattpr should be 
left to the Government. In the \Vestcrn dis­
tricts-along the S"uthern line, and along the 
Central line, and along the Northern line-the 
rainfall was scanty and capricious, and it was no 
matter how the land was sold so long as it was 
sold. If people could buy large enough areas of 
land in those districts where bore water ·.,·as 
obtainable it would pay them to irrigate. If he 
had the money he w ··uld buy land there for that 
purpose. There was plenty of land along 
the three railway lines that he would not have 
as a present; but there was a chance of some 
of the land selling at a low rate in large lots to 
capitalists outside the .::olony, and he did not see 
why they should have the chance to buy them. 
He considered that this was splitting straws over 
trifles, and that the matter should be lefG to the 
Government and the Land Court. A great deal 
had been said by hon. members on the other side 
about close settlement, but not. one of them had 
yet given a proper definition of "close settle­
ment." Land must be sold because money must 
be got, and he trusted that the clause wuuld be 
allowed to remain as it stood. 

Mr. LESIXA (Clermont) was in favour of the 
amendment proposed by the h0n. member for 
Barcoo, and he thought the suggestion of the 
hon. member for Norman by was not a ~ood one. 
The majority of members who had spoken 
on the other side appecded to members on tbe 
Opposition side to trust the Government. They 
might be content to trust the GuYernment if they 
did not know the Government; but they had a 
Ion~ and bitter experience of the administration 
of the Government, and t.hey had lllso the admis­
sion of the :Ministor for Lan•l·, the Secretary for 
Railway><, and the Premier, t •at they hHd been 
an absolute faihn·., in the ad:ninh;tnttion of thA 
public estate. They made that ad mission. 

The SEORETAllY POR RAILWAYS: They did 
not. 

Mr. LESIN'A: The Premier said the State 
was absolutely the worst landlord in the country. 

The SEom;'rARY FOR RAILWAYS: The State is 
an abstraction in that C!lnnection. 

Mr. LE SIX A : Did that mean th>tt the gentle­
men who h:<d been curying on the administra­
tion had been failures? And if they had been 
failures in o,ilministering the public estate, why 
should they be trusted any fmther? 

The CHAIRMAN': Order! The hon. mem­
ber must speak to the que•,tion before the Coni­
mittee. 

:\fr. LESIN A: He was st1·iving- to keep 
within the fonr corners of the Standing Orders 
in replying to the arguments of hon. members on 
the other oide; and with the Clmirman's kind 
consent he W(1uld reply to tho~e ar"{ument~. 

The CB:AIRMAX: The hon. member can 
only reply to arguments that have been used 
wit,h referenc~ to this arnendment. HB cannot 
refer to the trnstworthine''' of the Government. 

J\fr. LESI~ A ha~ no desire to base his 
remarks on the trustworthiness of the Govern­
ment. That was a subject upon which "the 
least said the soonest mended." The hem. 
member for :Fas-ifern a,ked them to tru<t the 
Government in the matter. \Veil, he refused to 
trust the Government. 

The CHAIRMAJ'\: Order! The hon. member 
should know that I called the hon. member for 
Fassifern to order when he made that remark, 
and the hon. memher i" not in order now in 
referring to it. The question before the Com-

mittee is the insertion of the words " within ten 
miles of," and I again ask the hon, member to 
direct his remarks to that amendment. 

Mr. LESIN'A: He would do so. The h:1n. 
member for Gregory stated that when he was in 
l\'Ielbourne some time ago he met certain persons 
who assured him that the Government intended 
to reintroduce the system of selling land in large 
blocks. He himse'.f had seen paragraphs in the 
Adlnide Qwi and the Melbourne Punch, in the 
financial colun1ns, sugges\iug tv their reatlers 
that, if they wanted bar;ains, before long the 
Queensland Gr,Yernment would be selling land 
at somethin;:; like 10s. per aere for Treasury pm·­
pose<. It was proposed under that ciause to 
&ell land within" specified distance of. a rai!wJy 
line, and the Governmc-nt were undoubtedly 
de·,irous of selling land under those conditions, 
bec:mse they ,, ould he, ve a better chanre of 
selling land within a specified clistance of a raii­
way than further out. :i'\ow, it was generally 
financial institutions which purchased lands 
under the Sveci~.J Sales of Laud 1\ch, and, as 
membero of the Government were wernbers of 
some of those corporatiom;;, they were de,,irous 
of purchasing lands within a svecifi, J dishnce 
of a raihv:ty line, and, e1'[JO, of reaping a profit .. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGHICt:LTURE: Or a loss. 

Mr. LESINA: Fancy the Secretary for Rail­
ways-a member of a financial corporation-buy­
ing anything at a loss. \Vm1ld he give £3 13s. 
an "ere for the Sea.forth Estate? (Opposition 
laughter.) Hon. members on the other side 
knew those facts just as well as ha did. They 
kne'v that there wa8 a better chance of sc;]ing 
lands within a c;pecified dbtance of a railway line 
than there was further away, and if they wo-e on 
the Opposition side, they would rake up the i'ame 
position with regard to the llill th ,t was taken 
np by hon. meml,ers now in Opposition. They 
knew the facts, but it did not pay them to admit 
them. Very likely member.- on tbe Opposition 
side might not be ready to ailmit them if they 
\vere sitting on the other Ride a·1d were trying to 
feather their nest. The Premier, when speaking 
on the amendment a few minutes ngo, said that he 
de ... ired to settle small persons upon the soil 
within a reaw,nable distancf of c railway line, 
so that tho ·e people might build themselves 
comfortable homes and rear decent ~nd respect­
able families. That was a very idP1tl and senti­
mental vi•ew, but he would like t,, girethe names 
of smne of the purchasers rof land urder the 
Speci I Sales nf Land Act of 1802 to show whorn 
the small sttug·;sling selectors who bought that 
land con•·isted of :-South Australian Pastoral 
Company, Limited; Portland Downs Pastoral 
Con1nany, Lhnited; .... ~u:'!tralian 1Iortg;-,gc, J_;and, 
and Finance Company, Limited ; Scottish A ns­
tralian Inve:,tment Compan:>~, Lil1lited ; New 
Zealand Loan and l\1erc~n~ilc Company, Limited; 
\Vestern Pastoral Company, Limited ; ancl so 
on. Thme were the small struggling selectors to 
whom the land was •·old. :\Tan'' hov. members 
sittine- on the oi her sid,- \'>'ere ·shareholder~ in 
son1e ~f those conlpanif's. 

The SEcHETARY FOR RAIL>I'AYS: They are not. 
Mr. L}~::liXA' The hon. gentlem"n v-·ho 

interjected undoubtedly took a most rem trimble 
intert>."t in ()ne of t.hn,se c~>rporati~,ns. 

Mr. CALLAN : X ot '' singie penny has any 
hon. ID ember in one of those cornpanies. 

:\Ir. LESIN A: Of course not. An impor­
tant point was that the Go,·ernment asked rhe 
Committe'' to tr:JSt them with the right to sell 
land in any part of QuPem•l;md within 10 milcc­
under t.he amend111enr. of the hem. tnernber for 
Normanby-of a railvay, and, as they h'ld 
n1n.ny surveyed r,1ilwar lines now nnJning 
throughout the c,·untry, much of thco land 
that would be solcl under tha:; particular 
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cla,use would nndoubtedly drop into the 
ha,nds of fina,ncial corporations. If he was a 
member of >t financial corporation, and he wished 
to purcha"' land under that Act, undoubtedly 
he would try and purchnse it at a profit, and, on 
whichever side of the House he sat, he would be 
prepared to vote in support of a prc,position 
which would enttble him to make that profit. 
Hon. members might be actuated by the very 
highe,t motives, but if they came down to the 
fact, ... , the state1nents of hon. H1t'n1bers who were 
membe--s of corporations which purchased those 
lands should be taken with a cert.,in ttmount of 
suspici•m. It had been stated that under 'ections 
176 ttnd17'i of the Land Act, 1897, the Govern­
ment had power at the present time to sell land 
anywhere-calongside a railwav line, even, or a 
navigable river. Section 176 provided-

The Governor in Coundl mav cause country lands to 
be Offered for sale by public a1lction: 

Provided that no more than one hundred and fifty 
thou:::.and acres of country lands shall be sold in any 
one year. 
Section 177 said-

The area of any portion of country lands ~o sold shall 
not exceed three hundred and tw·enty acr:..:s. The npset 
price in the case of land which in the opinion of the 
court is agricultural land shall not be lf·.;;s thA.n one 
pound :per acre, and in the case of other lauds shall not 
be less than ten shilling~ per acre. 
The Bill gave the Government power to sell land 
at 10s. per acre within a specifi€d distance of a 
railway line. The provision with respect to 
navigable rivers had been left out of that p"'r­
ticular Act. He believed the hon. member for 
Normanby h>ed been advised by members of the 
Government, if not by the Secretary for Lands, 
to propose the amendment he had, "'nd he 
believed his object in proposing that amendment 
was to prevent the Government being defeated. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAnWAYS: That is not 
true. 

:Ylr. LE SIN A: Of course, the hon. member 
for Normanby might not do such a thing. 

The f'EORETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He has not 
been advised to do it, either. 

:Mr. LESIN A: The hon. member for Leich­
hardt gave severai illustrations to show that the 
Government might throw open for selection 
lands burdering on milw.tys, which would 
realise bigger prices than if they were sold by 
public auction under the BilL That was a VAry 
important point, and une which the Committee 
should consider very crtrefully before they 
passed the amendment in its present form. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon. J. Leahy, Bulloo): The hon. member who 

last spoke made reference to hon. 
[7 p.m.] members sitting on the Govern' 

ment side of the House as being 
members of, or associated with, certain com­
panies, the names of which he read out-com­
panies which had purcha~ed areas of l"'nd in 
Queensland recently within a certain distance 
of railway lines. The hem. member went on 
to argue from that that those companies which 
had bou~ht land in that pMt were likely to 
buy land under this Special Sttles <>f Land 
Act, and that, conseqnently, hon. members on 
that 'ide of the Honse, mttking special Ieference 
by implication to Ministers, were pressing this 
mea"ure through for tbe purpose of gain to 
themFelves thereby. He knew the names of all 
the companies the hon. member read out-they 
were all big pastoral companies-and he httd no 
hesitation in saying- that there was not a mem~ 
ber ,.n that side of tbe House, or on thfl other 
side, who was in rmy way connected with any 
one of them. 

Mr. BROWI'iE: Hear, hear ! 
The SECRETARY J!'OR RAILWAYS: He 

knew all the pastoralists in the House ; he knew 
the financial institutions they were connected 

with ; and he knew for a fact that they were not 
connected with any of the companies named by 
the hon. member. 

:Mr. vV. HA>IILT0;\1 : You were the manager of 
one of them. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : The 
hon. member was wrong. He was never the 
manager, or in any way connected with any of 
the companies. 

Mr. \V. HAl!ILTON: Union Trustee. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS:. 

That was not one of those read nut. He should 
not have risen but for the fact that a member of 
that House had a certain position ann was sup­
posed to have some weight; and if those charge& 
were to go to the country uncontradicted, the 
country would n"'turally enme to the conclusion 
that what the hon. member said was correct •. 
He was reluctant to think that any hon. member 
woulrl make such sweeping charges if he did 
not believe they were true. Still, when an hon. 
member made such charges, there was the­
responsibility thrown upon that assertion in 
advance if they had any foundation. If what 
the hon. member said was true-that there were­
persons on that side of the House who were con­
nected with companies to whom gain was likely 
to accme from the passing of the Bill-he should 
say who those members were. There were many 
persons throughout the country who did not 
know the hon. member for Clermont. They 
knew the hon. member was a member of the 
B ouse, "'nd for that reaeon his words would 
carry weight unless they were contradicted. He­
did not know whether there was a great deal in 
the hon. member's statement whether it was 
contradicted or not. In a large territory like 
Queensland, with a population of only 500,000, 
many things must neces><arily come before the 
House in which hon. members might have some· 
small interest. He did not know of any matter 
that could come before thAm in which they had 
not an interest rnore or leF:s as citizens. But as 
to interests which were likf·ly to make a member· 
swerve in his judgment or influence his vote, 
he believed Queensland was as free from that as 
any colony in the world. Having said so much 
he would now say a word or two on the amend­
ment under consideration, which he understood 
from the other side to be an attempt to restrict 
the power of the Government and thereby safe-­
guard the interests of the Stttte. If it could 
b<-· shown that it was a safeguard there might 
be something in it. But if that could not be 
shown, and if, on the ''ther hand, it could be 
shown that injury was likely to come to the 
country from it, that would be a very good 
reason for dispensing not only with that restric­
tion, but with any other restriction thttt could 
be put. The same principle underlay both 
the amendment and the amendment U<•on the 
amendment. It was only a question of degree 
whether there should be a restriction of 20 miles. 
or a restriction of 10 miles. As had been pointed 
out both by the Secretary for L"nds and by the 
Premier, there was already a power in existence 
with which the House wa" not likely to interfere, 
which gave the Government the right, if they 
chose to exercise it, to sell liiO,OOO acres of land 
every year within half-a-mile of a railway. They 
could sell the whole linear frontage if they liked, 
with no restriction as to shape, form, or dimen­
sions, except that there should not be above 
320 acres in one block. If that was so, and there 
was only power taken in the Financial St,te­
ment this year to sell £1ii0,000 worth of land 
altogether--

lVlr. Ct:RTIS : For ordinary revenue. 
TheSECRETARYFORRAILWAYS: Yes. 

But he did not think the sales were likely to be 
very heavy for a year or two because the times. 
were not financially very good. However, that 
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Was beside the question. The question was 
that under the existing law the Government 
·could sell as much land as they desired within 
10 miles of a rail way with the restriction he 
had mentioned. That was not disputed. 
What the G<>vernment contended was that it 
might be possible in certain cases to get a larger 
price for land in the interests of the country. If 
they had to sell land, at all events it was desir­
able that they should get. as much as possible for 
it. Under the provisions of this Bill they had 
the right to sell land in large or small areas, 
whichever way would bring the best return to 
the country, and if the Government could get a 
better price for land by selling it in 5,000-acre 
blocks he thought they should do so. Possibly, 
the Government might sell lands under both 
systems to suit requirements of the different 
classes of settlers. 

Mr. JENKINSON: 'I'hat has not been carried 
out in the past. The best price has not been 
obtained by the Government for lands. 

The SEURETARY FOR RAILWAYS: All 
he could say was that the lands had been put up 
for sale by public auction in every case. There 
might have been some cases in the Burnett 
district and elsewhere where the sales of land 
were not advertised in the local newspapers; 
but it must be remembered that thev were 
advertised in the Gazette and the leading news­
papers of the colony. No doubt the local news­
papers had a grievance-they wanted their share 
of the plunder. 

Mr .• JENKINSO~: That is not so. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAIL\YAYS: 

He knew something about newspapers, and the 
hrge majority of them wanted a share in the 
way of advertisements, and if they <lid not get 
that, they cried out about it. The Government 
had the right now, if they wished, to sell lands 
round about railways ; but be did not think t,hev 
intended to sell such lands except under condi­
tions which would be in the interest.s of the 
·country, and conditions which could be defended, 

Mr. JE~KINSO~: I am glad to hear you say 
that. Some of the actions of the Government 
in the past I dn not think can be defended. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS raid 
he was not responsible for the actions of the 
Government in the past. As far as he knew, 
lands had not been sold unless they were put up 
by public auction. The hon. member who inter­
jected was a ca,pitalist of considerable propor­
tions, and he would probably know that the 
value of a thing was what it would bring in the 
market. There was no better test of the value of 
anything than public auction, by which it was 
sold to the highest bidder. It might have a 
higher value in the f>Jture than in the past. 

Mr. JENKINSON: Provided due publicity is 
given. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
Yes. 

Mr. ,J ENKINSON : I maintain that that has not 
been done in the past. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS did 
not know the ca•es the hon. member referred to. 
As far as he knew, these matters had always had 
publicity. By the amendment no restriction 
would be placed on the Government in the way 
of selling lands within 10 miles of a railway. If 
the Government wished to sell lands within the 
two parallel lines, they could do it under the 
present law. \Vhat was the object in refusing 
the Government a second power or a second 
opportunity which might enable them to get a 
higher price for lands than under the present 
system? No hon. member on the other side had 
got up and showed that the Government would 
be fettered in this way, or that there would be 
any prevention of lands being sold. It might be 
desirable that lands within a certain distance of 

a railwav should not be sold. Where such 
lands were fitted for close settlement- where 
there was a good rainfall, and where the soil 
was good for agriculture-they should not be 
sold, and it was the policy of the Government 
that such land should not be sold. There 
might be land alongside a railway which w'>nld 
be \Vorthless for close settlement. There might 
be land about Tambo, within a spec1fied distance 
from the railway, which was excellent land, 
but nothing would be gained by the State by 
reserving land between Toowoomba and Oharle­
ville within 10 miles of thf' line and at the 
same time •elling good land. The amendment 
would be very spasmorlic in its action, even if 
the Bill was passed in its present form, and he 
did not think that any good would result by 
restricting the Government in the way suggested. 
No doubt hon. members on the other side prided 
themselves on carrying anything against the 
Government, because it gave them a kind of 
political kudos, and he believed that was the 
object in this instance. He would like it to be 
shown that if this amendment were carried, that 
the Government would not have the power to sell 
lands within 10 miles of railway. 

Mr. BROWNE (Cro!!don): He had listened 
very attentively to what the ?.Iinister for Rail­
ways and the Premier had said, and he thought 
it was quite right to have a straigbtout state­
n1ent from a :1\flnister \V hen CArta.in rumours were 
going about, and had been voiced by an hon. 
member. He did not think that there was one 
man in the Uomrnittee who would not accept the 
statement made by the :Minister for Rail ways in 
answpr to the statements made by the hon. mem­
ber for Clermont. He was not saying that the 
hon. member for Clern1ont was right or wrong in 
his statements; the respunsibility rested on that 
hon. member. He thought it was very de.;irable 
when such rumours v, ere going about to have a 
straightout denial from the Minister. 

The SECRETARY POR RAILWAYS: Let the bon. 
member show that I am wrong. 

Mr. BRO\VNE : The hon. gentleman said 
that this amendment would not restrict the 
Government in selling land. He knew that; 
but be was very much a'.tonished at one thin,­
the Premier had said. In the first place the 
hon. gentleman said that there was a large 
amount of land alongRide r~ilways which was 
availaole for dairying, and the argument from 
the front Treasury bench had been that it was 
situated so near the railway that they should 
not sell it. Now they were told that there were 
thonstmds of acres off the railway which were 
available for dairying. It might be said that 
320-acre blocks were not la.rge enough area 
for dairving. Admitting that to be so, he 
contended that if a short amendment had been 
ir,troduced into the .\gricultural Lands Purchase 
Act to give the Government the right to sell 
dairy land along the railway lines in larger 
blocks than 320 aeref::;, sc:::rcely a n1ember of the 
House would object tu it. But this was a 
different thing. In addition to the powers the 
Government had at present under the present 
Land Act and the Special Sales of Land Act of 
1891, they wanted additional powers to sell 
150,000 acres more land than they were allowed 
to sell before. 

The SECRETARY >'OR RAILWAYS : They want 
to sell it in other ways if necessary. 

Mr. BROWNE: They wanted to sell it in a 
very bad way. He quite agreed with the 
Premier and the :Minister for Rail ways that the 
more people they settled on the lands the better 
it would be for the colony and for every body in 
it but it would have been better if instead of 
t;ying to force this matter through the Govern­
ment ·had introduced a short provision imposing 
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conditions as to personal residence and improve­
ment, very much the same as was done by the 
Mining Acts. If the Government had done that 
he did not think any hon. member would have 
objected. The Hon. the Minister for Railways 
had said that he objected in certain cases to the 
sale of land himself, bnt that was dealing with 
the question as one of abstract principle. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Are there any 
conditions under the Act of 1897? 

Mr. BROWNE : No, but under this Bill the 
Government were claiming additional powers, 
and he and other members on his side of the 
HouRe objected to that. The Premier and the 
l\Iinistc·r for Rail ways mentioned the land from 
Dalby to Charleville, and further out west, as 
land which might be sold, but they might just as 
well have memioned the land from Dalby to 
Brisbane-the verv pick of the land. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The ]and 
from Dalbv to Brisbane is sold. 

limit were 150,000 acres the result would be that 
out of that area only a small proportion would 
be within 20 miles of a railway. If this clause 
were passed without the protection which the 
hon. member for the Barcoo wished to introduce, 
the Government would be able to sell the one­
fourth of \Vellshot, Saltern, and Corina, which 
fell in soon, no matter how close the land was to 
a railway. The proviso about a navigable 
stream was of little value, for they knew there 
was not a navigable strParn in the whole of the 
West. The endeavour of the Government to 
pass this clause showed that they intended to 
sell the lands on the coast, or within a reason­
able distance of the coast, and to sell the pastoral 
lands out \Vest. If that were so-hon. members 
could talk as much as they liked about bad country 
-they would never get more than 10s. an acre for it. 
The pastoral lessees would certainly never buy 

it. They were not going to spend 
[7"30 p.m.] their money for nothing because 

they wanted good land. All that 
land would be available for selection in a very 
short, time, and that was the land which was 
going to be sold. That was why the Govern­
ment would not accept the ' mendment. One 
argnment again,,t the amendment was that it 
would give the Minister power to sell land in 
5,000-acre blocks and so bring about competition. 
That argument cut both ways. He remembered 
when the Evesham land was sold one man who 
could afford to buy a 320-acre block ran the 
station people up to :tbont thrE-J times the value 
of the land. 

Mr. IV. HAoiiLTON: Nearly 30s. 

Mr. BROIYNE : Of course that was sold. He 
believed that the amendment moved by the hon. 
member for Bflrcoo and the amendment moved 
upon it by the hnn. member for Xurrn,mby were 
practically the same. It was practically only a 
question of degree. He thought th,tt the arnend­
rnent of the hon. n1ember for Barcoo '-':as a 
reasonable one. If the J\Iinister for Lands 
thought the e.ro h<' had the right to seil along­
side the railway linE'': was not big enough, it 
would have been better, instea<l of asking for 
extra power, in this Bill, to have introduced. a 
short amending Bill giving the right under the 
ordinary land law·, to sell lands under conditions 
in larger areas. He believed if the Govern­
ment vvoulc1 do that, they would get that 
Bill thron;:;h the House in ;.. verv short time. 
\Vhat the Government asked now \Vas too big an 
order altogether. If this clause were passed in 
its present form, they would practically have the 
right to sell land in any part of Queensland at 
10s. an :<ere. Of course that was the minimum 
price, and they would get a higher price if they 
could, but he would point out that, in the sale of 
the Telemon land, the Government bad made 
a clear loss of £17,000, If that land had been 
properly adverti,ed, there were people in the 
neighbourhood who would have paid £1 an acre 
for it. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : Thev will 
have a chance of gettin:; some in the neighbour­
hood, and we shall see. 

}fr. :FITZGERALD: Yes, between 27s. and 
30s. an acre, and the station people had to pay 
the Government that amount because they 
wanted that particular block of 320 acres which 
was the kev to the situation. But supposing 
the land had been cut up in !\, OOO·acre blocks, 
that man could not have afforded to bid for it, 
and the result would be that the station people 
would buy the whole of the land in big blocks, 

' as they had financial institutions at their back 
with plently of money available for that purpose. 
If he wanted to selEct a 5,000-acre block to­
morrow he wonld not give 10s. an acre for it. 
He would rather wait until it was thrown open, 
and take it up at 2d. or 2~d. an acre. 

, The SECRETARY FOR Pt;BLIC LANDS: You 
i think 10s. an acre too much for it. 

Mr. BRO\VNE: Owing to some bungling 
with the advertisements, nr something of that 
sort, the people who would have given that 
money for the Telemon lands knew nothing 
about it, and the proprietors of the station 
bought in the whole of the blocks. He thought 
they were all opposed to the aggregation of large ' 
areas of land close to the railways, and he trnst<Kl 
the Minister would accept the amendment of the 
hon. member for Barcoo. 

iYir. FITZGERALD (11fitchell): The Minis­
ters said that they had not power to sell under 
the Act of ltl!J7. They had that power, bnt 
there was the limitation that they should not 
sell more than 150,000 acres of land a year. 

The SECRETARY FoR RAILWAYS: They have 
never sold up to that. 

:Yir. FITZGERALD: Ten shillings an acre 
would be too much for him ; but, on the other 
hand, the pastoral lessee who wanted the com­
mand of the country would be willing to pay 
that price for It. The proof of that was that the 
pastoral lessees were actually buying land around 
their leases at 10s. an acre. It paid them tc do 
it, but it did not pay anybody else. So that really 
the alteration from the 320 to 5,000 acres limit 

Mr. FITZG.ERALD: They had never sold 
up to that amount, :tnrl if th.ey only wanted to 
stay where they were there would be absolutely 
no necessity for this Bill, but they knew that 
the Government had to raise half-a-million of 
money, or at least they said they had, and the 
sale of 150,000 acres would not do that. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: In ten years? 
Mr. :l!'ITZGERALD: The Minister knew 

perfectly well that they wanted to give certain 
term• to purchasers, and they wanted to raise a 1 

ertain amount within a certain time. If the 

gave the owners of adjoining land a far better 
chance of getting the land without competition 
than if the land was cut up into 320-acre blocks. 
If a certain na.c10or.k wa,R thrown onAn in ~20-a.0.re 
blocks there "were probably three ~r four blocks 
which commanded the whole situation, and, 
indeed, if the pastoral lessee bought one or two 
he generally commanded the balance of the land. 
The small man had really no chance whatever of 
competing against the pastoral lessee, and, if the 
land was pnt up in 5,000-acre blocks, the man 
who desired to take up land as a farm or selection 
would not give 10s. an acre. So that the sugges­
tion to change the minimum frum 320 to 5,000 

~ acres was really a change in favour of the 
! pastoral lessee. 

Mr. REID (EnorJ[!era) could not say he had 
much sympathy with the amendment moved by 
the hon. member for Normanby for the simple 
reason that he thought it was too narrow. If the 
intention was to sell land, and reserve a strip 10 
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miles wide alongside the railways, he thought it 
would put the Government into a hole. It would 
not pay the country, and would not carry out 
the intentions of members on his side. Mention 
had been made of the poor land between Dalby 
and Charleville. From Dalby up to JYiitchell 
Downs there was very little the matter with the 
country, but if 10 miles was reserved along the 
line from Yritchell Downs up to vVyandra, no 
one would take it up. The Premier talked about 
opening up such land as that for dairying 
purposes. vVhat was the use of humbugging 
the Committee by talking in that way ? 
One coold not feed a lengthsman's goat on thA 
land between 1Iitchell Downs and vVyandra. 
If they reserved 10 miles along the line in that 
district they would simply be reserving the bad 
land, and selling the good land beyond it. The 
same thing applied to some other rail way lines. 
Those who k1ww the Central line would know 
that exactly the same conditionB prevctiled there, 
and the same aho on the i'i'orthern line. A goat 
could not be fed on the main range above 
Charters Towers, though lower down the land was 
good. ·what woo the use of reserving 10 miles 
of that poor country? It w~s simply waste of 
time discussing such a proposition. He was of 
opinion that if such an amendment was adovted, 
it would simply interfere with the Government in 
making the best possible bargain. The amend­
ment moved by the hon. member for Barcoo was , 
altogether different, becau .-,e if they reserved 20 i 
mile~ along the vi! way line~ they would take in a 
fair proportion of good country. On the other 
hand, if a narrow strip of 10 miles was reserved, 
operations wnuld be simply h"mpered. From the 
attitude the Gov.-3rnment had adopted, it did not 
appear as if either amenrlment would be carriPd, 
but if the hon. memb"r for)i"ormanby succeeded 
in carrying his amendment it ,,ould be impos­
sible afterwards to extend the distanc~, and the 
amendment of the hon. member for Barcoo 
would be thrown out. l\ow, take the land 
between vVyandra and Cmmamulla. Since the 
drought that had recently been experienced it 
had become adi,puted p >int amongot .-.-xperienced 
men how much land it was necessary to tal<e up 
in order to tide one over such a drought. I\ Ofi 

that there was any want of water, because it 
could be obtained in quantities by sinking for it. 
It was simply that the seasons had been so bad 
that there was absolutely nothing for stock 
to eat. Therefore, they could never sell that land 
for dairying purposeB, and it was a disputed 
point whether it would pay to dairy on 5,000-
acre blocks. The same condition of thinc:s 
!;revailed in the vVinton district. From the 
Prairie, right through the Valley and Hughenden 
up to 1-Vinton, the country was in perhaps a 
worse condition, for on the plains between ! 
Hughenden and \Vinton one could not get 1 

enough wood to boil a billv. Notwithstanding 
the strides made by the dai;'ying industry within 
the last six or seven years, it \vas nonsense to 
talk about settling dairy farmers on small blocks 
in that part of the country. vVith regard to 
Telemon, he knew that country exceptionally well. 
The present owner of that statio11, to whom 
the land had been sold, had already a very big 
freehold on Telemon. In fact the freehold on 
that run had simply spoiled the whole of the 
Flinder. route for stock driving. Coming off 
.Marathon run and going up the Flinder' there 
was only a 4 or 5 chain road for nearly 3!5 miles, 
and it meant starvation to stock to k ke them by 
that route. Two or three years ago the people of 
Hughenden were waiting for the land on Telemon 
to be thrown open to selection, and there was no 
better land in queensLmd for settlement than 
was to be found on that run. It was not a 
question of party politics with the people who , 
desired to have that land thrown open to selec-

tion. Business people who had sons anxious to 
settle on the land, "nd storekeepers who wanted 
land for themselves, desired to see it thrown open. 
But instead of that it was sold to the lessees, 
who lived in Melbourne. Anyone who knew 
the feeling of the people in the back districts 
knew that notwithstanding the losses and severe 
hardships which they had suffered during the 
drought t.-hey were still willing to invest their 
money in taking up selections. But if the 
Government sold the land in the manner pro­
posed in the Bill it was not the small man who 
would buy it, because unfortunately he ha-d not 
got the money to pay for it. It was the people 
who had money that would buy the land. 

The SECRETARY ]'OR RAILWAYS: This Bill will 
enable us to sell it to the mfin who has not got 
the money, because it gives him a long time to 
pay for the land. 

Mr. REID: He was going on the experience 
they had had in the past, and judging by that it 
was the people with money who would ~ecure 
the land sold under the pr<>visions of this Bill. 
At the present time it would be a hard job to sell 
some of the lands as far as the people of queens­
laud were concerned, as they had had such a 
gruelling during the late drought that they were 
not likely to buy. He should like to see fresh 
blood coming into the country and buying the 
land, but his opinion was that pastoral com­
panies or financial institutions would buy the 
lands sold under the Bill. The vVestfrn parts of 
Queensland would in time he held lJy financial 
institutions, and would not be a ,-~ilable for 
resumpt .. ion when it was wanted for close settle­
ment. That was the difficulty. The Govern­
ment w 1,s in such straits, the deficit was pressing 
upon them so heavily, that they would strain 
e; ery nerve to get rid of the land and save 
themsel ve" before the next election, or, if there 
was not rtbout to be an election, before the next 
meeting of the House. 

::\Ir. ANNEAR : All this is electioneering. 
:Jir . .REID: The hon. member for Mary­

borough generally made electioneering speeches, 
and no doubt thought he was doing the same, 
but he wr,, not interested one iota in those lands.· 

1It'. ANNEAR : vVhat about the Baramba 
lands and the Gayndah lands-all electioneering? 

1Ir . .REID: He knew that the hon. m•'mber 
had been Hlectioneering in connection with the 
Gayndah line for many year.', but he did not 
think the hon. member would be the member for 
the district when that rail way was finished. 

:\fr. A~NEAH : You are not game to come there 
and oppose me. 

The CHAIRMAN : I must call the attention 
of the hon. member to the· question before the 
Committee. The remarks the hon. member is 
now making are very wide of the question. 

1Ir. ICE ID: If he was courteous enough to 
answer interjections that were away from the 
question, he trusted he would not be hauled up 
by the Chairman. If hon. members did not make 
interjections he should not get off the track ; he 
was on the track right enough before, but was 
drawn off bv the interjections. 

The CHAIRMAX : I think the hon. member 
has heard me say before that interjections, when 
they become interruptions, are disorderly, and 
there is no one more disorderly on that ground 
than the hem. member who has just resumed his 
seat. (Laughter.) 

:}Ir. REID : He was astJnished at the Chair­
man titking up a- party position in giving a ruling, 
and giving him a lecture as being the worst 
obstructionist in the House. If the bon. member 
were not in the chair he would have R round five 
minutes at bim, but he was preclacled from doing 
so. (Laughter.) He wos referring to Telemon 
as an illustration of what might be done under 
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the Bill if the Committee did not adopt the 
amendment moved by the hon. member for 
Barcoo. He did not see a bit of good in the 
hon. member for Kormanby's 10·mile strip. Of 
course, 10 miles looked a lot, but if they wanted 
the land eettled he did not think 10 miies would 
answer. Though the Government had power 
under the 1897 Act to sell land near a rail way, 
they had never attempted to do so. \'Vas it from 
want of courage, or was it because they thoughc 
it better to reserve the land near the rail ways? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It is a ques­
tion of judgment- the best interests of the 
country. 

Mr. REID : He would admit that the Go­
vernment had shown good judgment in not 
attempting to sell any of thoee lands near the 
Tail ways; but they were now in such hard 
straits that they might possibly do it after tbis 
Bill was passed; and though the Premier said 
10s. an acre was to be the minimum price, they 
knew very well that when a man was hard up he 
had to make the best bargain he could, and the 
:probability was that the Government would .sell 
the land for 10s. an acre, and be glad to get the 
money to put into the Treasury. He could not 
say that he was in favour of selling lands ; but if 
they had to be sold, the present time was not the 
time to sell as far as close settlement wae con­
cerned, and the land sold would simply be 
acquired by financial companies. 1'he amend­
ment of the hnn. member for Barcoo would 
prevent the small people from being crushed out. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: There is 
plenty of land for all. 

Mr. REID: There was plenty of land, but it 
was not alwe,ys suitable land. He would like to 
see settlement on the land, and he trusted that 
the ftmendment of the hon. member for Nor­
manby woulrl not be carried. He thought the 
hon. 1nem~Jer for Barcoo's amendrnent \\'as n1ost 
practicable and deeirable. 

The PREMIER protested against tbe hon. 
member for Enoggem saying that he wa.g trying 
to humbug the Committee. He honestly believed 
th"t a lot of the land along the existing lines of 
railway would be taken up and settled under 
the Bill. 

Mr. REm : For dairying? 
The PREMIER : Yes. 
Mr. REm : 'Where? 
The PREMIER. : J:<'rom Dalbv tu Roma there 

was a lot of land which he beiieved would be 
solei and taken up. Along the Cent\":;.! line also 
there was a lot of good cattle country, and if it 
"as good for m,tth, it was good for dair~·ing. 
There was also land along the K<>rthern Rail. 
way that would be taken up. There was a 
population of 215,000 people in Charters Towers. 
Those people wanted a lot of butter and milk, 
and why should people not be allowed to get 
land within 30 or 40 miles of Char~ers Towers 
and supvly that place with dairy produce? The 
conditions in connection with grazing cattle hs,d 
entirely changed within the la,;t three or four 
years. It was well known that the value of 
cattle had permanently risen in Australia, and 
people were no"' raising cattle on small holdings 
where thby would not have attempted it a few 
years .ago. He believed that <hitying and 
fattemng cattle would be combined ; and there 
were hundreds of thouoands of acre., along our 
railway lines which ought to be utilised. 

Mr. REm: I thought that climatic conditions 
prohibited that. 

The PREMIER: \Vitbin two or three hun­
dred miles of the coast there was a fair rainfall 
and a lot of the land there was not taken up: 
They wanted that land settled. 

Mr. GrvENs : 1'his Bill does not compel settle­
ment. 

The PRE~1IER: It encouraged settlement. 
There was so much good land in Queensland 
that they were apt eo gay chat indifferent land 
was no good at all. If hon. members went to 
the other colonies th"y would find land selling 
there at 30s. to £2 an acre which we would be 
glad to sell for lfls. an acre. 

Mr. BROWNE : Still we are buying back land 
at £3 and £4 an acre. 

The PREMIER: That was different kind of 
land altogether. He thought that if the Bill 

was allowed to pass it would not in 
[8 p. m.] any way interfere with close settle-

ment in the future. The hon. mem­
ber for Enoggera said that if they tied up 10 
miles it would be a great mistake, bet if they 
tied up 20 miles it would be a good thing. He 
could not understand that. \Vhy tie up any, 
for, if it was a mistake to tie up 10 miles it was 
a mietake to tie up 1 mile? There waH plenty of 
land in Queensland for all classes of settlers, and 
they wanted them a.!! here. The more freehold 
they had the better the land would be looked 
after. At the pre~ent time the freehold land in 
Queensland was in the best condition of any land 
in the colony. They would not get leaseholder~, 
with only a few years' tenure, to keep thetr 
leasehold·s free from pests in the same WDY that 
freeholders did. 

:Mr. LESIX A: The statement just made by 
the Premier was not borne out by experience 
anywhere. In some indi' idual instances it 
might be true ; but, when a person obtained a 
freehold he put it to tbe be8t possible use, be. 
cause it was to his profit to dn so; bLrt if it did 
not suit him to put the land to use he couid 
allo.• it to lie idle f<ll' half a century, if neces­
sary ; and, as thgy had no law to compel him to 
put the land to use, he bad the right to allow it 
to lie idle. The Bill was not a Bill for tbe pur­
pose of prc•moting settlement at all. It w ,{, a 
Bill for the purpose of selling iand, and the con­
ditions to be imposed would not compel the 
buyer of land to use it. If the Premier's state­
ment was true, that freehulds were better looked 
after than leaseholds, who· .. e fault was that? 
\Vhy dicl not the Govemnoent inc;ist np<'ll lease­
holden·'-, under penaltie3, keeping their holdings 
free from all kind,; of pests? 

The PREMIER: You would want about 10,000 
inspectors in the colony to do that. 

Mr. LESIXA: The hon. gentleman did not 
object to appointing inspectors when he con­
sidered it, necess.1ry to do so, especially if the 
impector W.Ls a brotber-in-1.\w. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order ! 
Mr. Ll~SIXA: Although he would like 

to "ee the amendment apply to lands 15 or 20 
miles from a railway, still he would support it 
in preference to having no such limit; but he 
was afraid that, when a division took pJ;,ce, all 
those who had promised to vote for the amend­
ment would not be found on that side of the 
Chamber, because he had noticed the Premier 
goiug round canYat.sing his supporters against 
the amenrlment. 

The PREli!IER: That is not a fact. I never 
canvassed'" single vote. 

Mr. LESI?C-1. : It was rather extraordinary 
then that the hon. gentleman had only been 
speaking to those who had threatened to vote for 
the .,mendment. He did not know if it was 
correct to draw that inference. but that was the 
inference he and others on tbat side had drawn 
from the hon. gentleman's "ction. , 

The CHAIRlVIAN: Order ! The hon. mem­
ber is not in order in imputing motiYes to hon. 
members. 

.Mr. CURTIS considered it advisable for hon. 
members who desired to see the amendment of 
the hon. member for Barcoo carried to vote for 
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the amendment of the hon. member for Nor­
manby, because if they could not carry that th~y 
were not likely to carry the amendment of the 
hon. member for Barcoo, and there was no pos­
sibility of moving another amendment. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS; ·would that 
prevent the Government selling the land if they 
want to? They have power now to sell land right 
·up to the railway line. 

Mr. CURT IS : They could only sell it in small 
blocks. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: \Vhat would 
be the practical effect if the amendment is carried? 
Would there be any? 

Mr. CURTIS: It would prevent anv land 
·being sold under the provisions of th:1t Act 
within 10 miles of a railway line. 

The SECRETARY ]'OR RAILWAYS; It would be 
sold under another Act. 

Mr. CURTIS: "Under the present Land Act 
they could sell land in 320-acre sections, but they 
had not been successful in doing so in the p.1st. 
His contention was that it was not desirable that 
land should be sold in large bl• cks in close proxi­
mity to a railway line at all. If it was to be sold in 
close proximity to a railway line, it should be 
sold in small blocks to suit closer settlement. If 
320-acre sections were too small, then, as sug­
gested by the leader of Labour Opposition, the 
Land Act might be amended in the direction of 
giving the Government power to increase the 
area to, say, 500 or 1, 000 acres. 

The PREmEH: \Ve want the land settled upon. 
Mr. CURT IS: Yes. And that reminded him 

that the Premeir said he believed there would 
be a demand for land along the Sourhern Rail­
way, between De.! by and Charleville, for dairying 
purposes. But it seemed to him that the best 
way to achieve that would be to throw the 
land open for selection on very e>sy terms, 
with the right of making the holdings free­
hold eventually. That would be better thnn 
to sell the land in large blocks by auction. 
If sold at all they should he sold in smaller area" 
than i\,000-acre blocks. He was aware that under 
the existing Act there was nothing to prevent 
any person frmp buying any number of 320-acre 
blocks, and thereby aggregating a very large 
estate. It might be advisable to amend the Act 
by increasing the area to 500 or 1, 01]0 acres. As 
there was no probability of the amendment of 
the hon. member for Barcoo being urried, he 
should vote for the amendment of the hon. 
member for Normanby. 

Mr. TOLMIE (Dmyton and Toowoomba.) : It 
was his intention to vote for the amendment of 
the hon. member for Normanby, and he should 
have contented himself with merely record­
ing his vote had it not been for the imputa­
tion of the hon. member for Clermont that 
the Premier, a few minutes ago, came round 
conve"'ing with members whom be knew had 
expreHsed a desire to vote in favour of that 
amendment. The Premier certainly came to 
that part of the House and spoke to himself 
and several other member8 within his bearing, 
but he would assure the Committee that the 
Premier made not the shghtest overture to any­
body to vote either for the amendment or against 
it. He felt it h1s duty to make that statement, 
otherwise an impression might get abroad that 
the Premier wtts endeavouring to coerce members 
with regard to the measure. Nothing of the 
kind occurred. He intended to support the 
amendment because he believed it would be to 
the subsequent ad vantage of the colony. 

Mr. KEOGH (Bosewood) said he was going to 
support theGovernmentin their proposals, not the 
Labour party, who knew nothing about land and 
did not own a perch of land among them. He 
would support anything that was calculated to 
foster settlement on the land, whether it was 

within 10miles or within 1 mile of a railway. No 
doubt the Government would receive a higher 
price for land in the immediate l'icinity of a rail­
way than for land 10 miles away from it, and they 
ought to be allowed to sell such land if they could 
get a sufficient price for it. Hi~o friends on that side 
knew nothing ahout ag"icultural or pastoral land. 
(Laughter.) They had never been engaged in 
agric,1ltural pursuits, and they seemed to be there 
for the purpose of blocking a very good proposal to 
sell land for the purpose of settling a good class of 
people upon it. He would like to show those 
hon. members the close settlement that had 
taken place in hie electorate. Those settlers 
were a happy and co,>tented class. Six or seven 
years ago, it was s:tid. they lived on wallaby and 
paddymelon; to-day, he w«s happy to say, they 
drove in their carriac·s. (Laughter.) He thought 
tlw Government wonld be remiss in it8 duty if 
thev allowed an amendment of that kind to p~ss. 
He· wanted to see many parts of the colony 
settled with a somewhat similar class to those in 
his own electorate, and when the Government 
were attempting to do that they were attempting 
to do a good thing. 

Mr. KERR. : The hon. member for Rose wood 
seemed to think that by allowing land to be sold 
right up to a rail way it would be the means of 
settling population, and that was the contention 
of those who were in favour of the amendment 
of the hon. member for ~ormanbv. But if the 
lands were sold in large blocks ·it would be a 
means of preventing closer settlement. Anyone 
who knew anything about the large comp~tnies 
that had b"ught. large areas in the past knew that 
it had lv en the rnen,ns of settlmg people on the 
land. 'rhere were no more people settled upon 
Bimerah, f,Jr in-,U:.tnce, where there was a very 
large amount of purchased land, or on anv other 
of the large pastoral holdings he knew ot, than 
there was before the hnd wa;; sold. 

The PRE~IIER: They are not on "' railway 
line. 

:Ylr. KERR: They were not at present, but 
they might, and no doubt would, be at some 
future perioc!. The Premier desired to impress 
the Committee with the fact that by selling t-hese 
lands it would be the means of populating the 
colony. He wonld ask the Premier whether he 
honestly believed that, because he (Mr. Kerr) 
did not believe it? He was sorrv to hear the 
.Minister for Ra1lwa:vs drag into the debate 
the statement that this amendment was moved 
for politicrtl kudos. As the mover of the amend­
ment, he (Mr. Kerr) disclaimed that statement, 
because it was very well known that he had 
always bePn opposed to the selling of land, even 
in .,mall blocks, in the \V ~stern portion of the 
colony. Then with regard to gaining political 
kudos for the next general election, be 
might say that he had contested the Barcoo 
election three times, and he was quite pre­
pared to contest it again without any idea of 
political kudos. After mature consideration, it 
was his opinion that it would be for the benefit 
of the people of the colony if land was reserved 
within 20 miles of railways, Some hon. mem­
bers bad spoken in favour ·of the amendment of 
the hon. member for Normanbv-to reserve the 
land within 10 miles of railways--and the 
Minister for Rail ways, the Premier, and the 
Minister for Lands pointed out that under the 
Act of 1897 the Government could sell land in 
320-acre blocks close to a railway, if either 
amendment was carried. But the Government had 
never been game to sell one 320-acre block within 
a short distance of a railway since the Act had 
been passed. They had the power to selll50,000 
acres in 320-acre blocks, but he would ask the 
Minister to give one instance where land had 
been sold within a short distance of a rail­
way. That had never been done since the 
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Act had been brought into force without 
a strong protest being entered ag-ainst it. The 
hon. member for Normanby asked that the 
reserve shr,uld be 10 miles from a railway, but 
he (Mr. Kerr) was still convinced that 20 miles 
was the proper reserve. However, seeing that 
there were a number of hon. members who were 
in favour of the 10-mile radius, and after the 
statements made by :Ministers, he would not say 
anything further on the matter at present, but he 
would reserve to himself the right to speak on his 
amendment. His object in moving his amend­
ment was not to benefit any particular class of 
the community, but to protect the rights of the 
people, and give them all an equal opportunity 
to get land in close proximity to r11il ways. '!'hey 
had been told by the Premier that the dairying 
industry was increasing, that the price of cattle 
was going up, and that small men were likely to 
make a living on the land; and he (::M:r. Kerr) 
claimer! that there was land situnted outside 
20 miles of railways, on both sides of the lines, 
which could be profitably used for dairying. 
Therefore he contended that the 20-mile radius 
was small enough. 
" Mr. ANXEAR (Mctrybo,·ough): It had been 
very refreshing and pleasing to listen to the 
straightforward speech just made by hi; old 
friend-whom he had kno,, n since 18G:J-tbe 
hon. member fot' Rosewood. (Opposition 
laughter.) It was very pleasing to learn that all 
the independence 111 the House was not on the 
Government side, but that some of it was on the 
other side. \Vith regard to the amendment, he 
could not see why land should not he eold on either 
side of a rnilway. He believed he was correct 
in saying that most of the t'states that had 
been repurchased for agricultural settlement were 
alongside railway lines. And what, had been the 
result? At the present time a large majority of 
these '·electors, who would no doubt ultimately 
become ireeholders, were unable to meet the 
obligations they had undertaken. He had always 
advocated the construction of railways through 
good lands in order to facilitate the settlement 
of the people on the land. \Vhy should they not 
sell land alongside railways in 320-acre blocks? 
It would have to be put up for auction, and he 
was "ure it would fetch a price equal to the 
price obtained for the estates which had been 
repurchased. Therefore he would vote ngainst 
both amendments. If such lands were put np 
for sale, he believed they would fetch a fair 
price. They had heard from the hon. members 
for Clermont and \Vide Bav that certain lands in 
the Wide Bay and Burnett districts were sold 
at 12s. Gd. per acre, which, if properly ad ver­
tised, would have brought £5 per ncre. 

Mr. J ENKINSON : \V hen did I say that? 
Mr. ANNEAR : Some few weeks ago, when 

speaking about the Baramba lands. It was 
recorded in Hansard. He was sur· 

[s·so p.m.] prised that the Minister for Lands 
had not explained to the House the 

result of the sale of the lands on Baramba 
Station. 

Mr. GrvENS : \Vhat did the Maryuorough 
Chronicle say? 

Mr. ANN EAR: He did not care what the 
Maryborough Chronicle said. The Jlfaryl!urough 
Chronicle ;,aid what the hon. gentleman had 
said, and which he could not substantiate by 
facts. He would say that, of the land sold on 
Baramba Station, there was not 50 acres into 
which you could put the plough ; the land 
chiefly consisted of stony ridges. The hon. 
members for \Voolloongabba and \Vide Bay, 
and other hon. members who had spoken about 
this land, had hurled a serious chnrge against the 
officer of the Government who valued that land. 
He could tell those hon. gentlemen that that 
officer had not been noted as a friend of the 

pastoralist. He had been the friend of the 
settler ever since he (Mr. Annear) had known 
him and members of his family, which was 
over thirty years. That gentleman valued the 
land at 10s. an acre, which he said was it~ 
full value. The Minister for Lands, however, 
would not accept that valuation, but decided 
that the land should not be sold for less than 
12s. 6d. an acre. That land was purchased 
by a gentleman who, though he was a pas­
toralist, had hundreds of acres of land culti­
vated, than which there was no better cultivated 
land in Queensland. That endorsed the state­
ment of the hon. member for Rockhampton that 
when a man obtained a freehold, he would take 
care that that freehold was put to the best pur­
pose, in order to obtain the best financial 
results from it. 

Mr. LESINA : They do not always do it. 
Mr. A.N)[EAR: The hon. member who has 

just spoken read from a paper called the 
Nanango News. 

.iYir. LESISA: Xo; the .1lfa1'!fboro~tgh Chronicle. 

Mr. ANXEAR: A paper that complimented 
the hon. gentleman and the hon. member for 
\V,Jol!oongabba on the speeches they made­
speeches which were from the Labour party to 
the electors of tbe \Vide Bay and the Burnett 
district. (Opp~sition laughter.) He con­
tended thnt this Barn m ba land fetched the full 
price. The sale of the la.nd was advertised 
throu~hout the lo~al papers in the \Vide Bay 
and Bm'nett district, and a special circular was 
issued by the Department of Lands drawing 
attention to it. He objected to the stateme,-.t 
which the hon. member for Clermont had made, 
as on the authority of a man who was a great 
authority on the vnlue of this land. 

Mr. GlVEXS: I rise to a point of order. \Vha,t 
has the sale of the Baramba land to do with this 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN: I do not think the hon. 
member is strictly in orcler. \Ve have an amend­
ment before us, and hon. members must be aware· 
that they must gpenk to the amendment before 
the Committee. . 

Mr. AN NEAR: He had not interrupted the 
hon. gentlen1en on the other side, but had 
listened tu their speeches with great patience. 
They had stated that this land was not far from 
a railway. He believed it was within 12 miles of 
a railway, which was now being constructed. 
The hon. member for Clermont gave as his. 
authority for the statement he made the editor 
of the Nanango News, on8 of the leaders who left 
Queensland for Paraguay, to found a new Aus­
tralia-he gave this gentleman as an authority 
on the land in the Burnett district. He (Mr. 
Annem·) was satisfied that if this land were put 
up for auction now it would not fetch a penny 
more than had been paid for it. 

Mr. LESINA: He wished to put the hon. 
member who had just spoken right. He would 
give the exact words that he used, quoting them 
from Hansard, and he would show him that he 
had been misinformed or was mistaken. He 
(:\1r. Lesina) did not quote from the Nanango 
Nett'. He would give the hon. member the 
exact words he used; the hon. member would 
find them on page 709 of Httm<trd-

The Nanango correspondent--

The CHAIRMAN : I would ask the hon. 
member if that is the Hcmsard of this session, 
nnd if it is a speech made this session that he is 
quoting from ? 

Mr. LESINA: Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN: Then the hon. member 

will not be in order. 
Mr. GIVENS: You ruled against me when l 

rai~ed that point of order before this session. 
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Mr. LESIN A : He was slightly mixed as 
to the Standing Orders. There seemed to be 
one ruling for his side of the House, and 
another ruling for the hon. members on the~ 
other side. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order l The hon. mem­
ber is not in order in reflecting on the ruling 
of the Chair. He is at liberty to move that 
the Chairman's ruling be disagreed to, but 
he has no business to reflect on the ruling of the 
Chair. 

Mr. LESINA: \Vel!, he would give, so far as 
his m~mory served him, the words that he used. 
He said that the Nawmgo correspondent of the 
1liaryborough Ch>-onicle---

Mr. ANNEAR: That is the editor of the paper 
-I know him. 

Mr. LESINA: He did not know the gentle· 
man. 

:}fr. AN:'!EAR : I make the statement that he 
is the editor of the Nanrmgo News. 

Mr. LESIN A: He quotecl him a;, the corres­
pondent of the "liaryborough Chroni,·!c, and in 
his correspondence that gentleman condemned 
the sale of that particular estate. 

Mr. JENKINSON: He also desired to correct 
a shtement made by the hon. the junior mem­
ber for :iY1aryborongh, who was constantly fling­
ing charges against members on that side of the 
House without any warrant for RO doing. He 
had accused him (Mr. J enkinson) of saying tha,t 
this Baramba land would have fetched £,) an 
acre. He said distinctly that he did not make 
that statement, and if the hon. member would 
only read what he eaid, or if he could not read 
it correctly, get someone else to do it for 
him--

:Mr. AliNEAR : I will not get you to read for 
me anyway. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order, order l 

Mr. JEXKINSON: \Vhat be said was that 
if due publicity had been given to the proposed 
sale he bad it on reliable nuthority that portion 
of the land would have realised £5 an acre. 

Mr. ANNEAR : That is right. 

Mr. JENKINSON: The hon. member, as he 
generally did, had only made the statement for 
the purpose of damaging him (;}<Ir. Jenkinson). 
The hon. member never got up in the House 
without having a dig at him. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 

Mr. JENKINSON : The hon. member accused 
him of deliberately making the statement that that 
land would have realised £5 an acre, whereas he 
said nothing of the kind. He seemed to be very 
wild because a number of papers which hitherto 
had supported him in his own district had gone 
against him. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The hon. 
member is not in order in referring to that. 

Mr. HARDACRE pointed out they conld 
sell conditional selections alongside of railway 
lines at the present time in areas of 1,280 acres 
at 13s. 4d. an acre ; so that there was ample 
power to induce settlement along the railway 
without giving the extreiL.e power asked for by 
the Government. All they asked was that the 
Government should not have power to sell 5,000-
acre blocks alongside the railway lines, and he 
thought that was a reasonable request. The 
senior member for ::V1aryborough also objected to 
the amendment because no restriction shonld be 
placed on the Government; yet they had the 

Government placing a re,triction upon themselves 
by providing that no land should be sold within 
20 miles of a navigable river If that was a 
reasonable restrict-ion, what objection could there 
possibly be w applying the "ame principle to the 
railway lines? The Bill was unlike the Bill of 1891 
to the extent that it remained in force for a period 
of ten years, and no matter how trustworthy the 
present or the next Government might be, they 
could not tell what might happen within ten 
years from now. Let anyone look back on the 
personnel of that Chamber quring tbe last nine 
years. 

The SECRETARY FOR PrBLIC LANDS : Has it 
deteriorated? 

Mr. HARDACRE: 1'\o, he was not saying 
anything about that, bm he was pointing out 
that the personnel of the Ministry might change 
altogether. The Labour party might be in 
power. It might be an entirely new Ministry 
altogether, the members of which not a single 
member of the House knew at the present time; 
and yet it was proposed to place the enormous 
power contained in that Bill in the hands of men 
they did not know. 

The PnEmER : They must be elect"d by the 
people of the colony. 

The SECRETARY l<'OH RAILWAYS : And they 
must have the confidence of the House. 

:\fr. HAEDACRE : He knew that past Minis­
tries had done strange things, and they might do 
strange things ngain. He would point out that 
they wanted practJCally the restriction to apply 
t.o one part of the colony; that was the pastoral 
lands at the far end of the '\Vestern and Southern 
line. Take, for instance, the proposed line in 
the Gavndah dietrict. There was plenty of agri­
cnltura"l land, and if no such restriction as that 
which was proposed was placed in the Bill, the 
Government would have power to sell 5,000-acre 
blocks of that land, and in a year or two's time 
might be compelled to repurchase it. He asked 
the junior member for Jlilaryborough if he was in 
favour of that proceeding. 

:Mr. ANNE.-l.R : Do you think any Government 
would dare do it? 

11r. HARD ACRE: He did not know what 
they would dare to do. He would ask the 
House not to give any Government the power to 
do it, and if they bad no inclination to do it, the 
existence of such a provision in the Bill would do 
no harm. As a matter of fact, by not accepting 
the amendment they were actually instructing 
them to do that which the hon. member said 
they would not dare do. He hoped the amend­
ment would be accepted, because he objected to 
giving the Government a free hand when they 
had already ample means under the present law 
of selling what land they desired to sell. 

Mr. LESii'J"A did not think the matter should 
go through until the Ministry took some notice 
of the very important reasons given by an ex­
Minister for Lands in favour of the proposed 
amendment. \Vhy should not such a reasonable 
safeguard be inserted? \Vhen that question was 
asked not a single member of the Ministry, or a 
single supporter got up to answer it. \Vhy 
should not the Government be prevented from 
selling 5,000-acre blocks in the Gayndah district, 
and which they might have to repurchase in 
twelve months' time? 

The SECRETAHY FOR RAILWAYS: They can 
sell it anywhere now? 

1\Ir. LESINA: But not in 5,000-acre blocks. 
The SECRETAHY FOR AGRICULTURE: They have 

only to multiply the blocks. 
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Mr. LESINA: Anyway, that was getting 
away from the point. What reason had the 
Government why such a reasonable safeguard 
should not be inserted, when they had a similar 
safeguard in regard to lands within 20 miles of 
navigable rivers? Members opposite were face 
to face with that proposition, and would not 
answer it. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: \Ve cannot 
all speak at once. 

Mr. LESINA :"\Vas there any hon. member 
on the other side who was willing to answer that 
proposition? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: You have 
only just come into the House. It has been 
answered twice over. 

Mr. LESINA: If an answer had been given 
members on his side would have allowed the 
clause to go through long ago. The hon. mem­
ber for Norman by proposed that the Government 
should not be allowed to sell land within 10 
miles of a railway, and the hon. member for 
Barcoo wanted to make it 20 miles. but the 
Government would accept neither one proposi­
tion nor the other. If they prevented them from 
selling land within 20 miles of a navigable river 
what earthly reason was there for not preventing 
them from selling it within 20 miles of a rail· 
way? If the amendment would not be accepted, 
then the safegual'd alrf',~dy in the Bill wa<, a 
fraud, and should be omitted. 

The SECUETARY FOR PGBLIC LAND~: \Ve will 
take it out if you do not want it. 

Jlilr. LESIKA: Although it might not haw 
any effect when all the ri Yers were dry, yet in 
flood time, when they were navigable, the posi­
tion was altered somewhat. If the Government 
were in earnest and thought the one was a nece8-
sary safeguard, why not accept the other? Say, 
in two years' time they constructed the Gayndah 
railway, and spent £500,000 upon it? They had 
it on the authority of Sir Genrge Dibbs, when he 
was in London, that for every £1 expended in 
railway construction in Kew South \Vales land 
values were increased by £5. 

The PREMIER : That is not the case in Quems­
]and. 

Mr. LESINA: It might not be the case in 
Queensland, but land here might have increased £2 
in value on the average. If, then, for every £1 
expended on railwav construction £2 had been 
made inland values," the Government wonld lose 
by selling land in the Gaynda h dictrict at 10s. an 
acre. It was only a reasonable thing that the 
amendment should b•e inserted in the Bill. No 
hon. member opposite had given any V>C!id 
reason why the amendment should not be 
adopted. Around Ca]Jel!a, in the Central district, 
the people had established a butter factory with 
assistance received from the Government. There 
was a railway running within a short distance 
of the factory, and along that line there was land 
under lease. The leases would fall in shortly, 
and the Government would probably sell the land 
to the lessees, who would keep it idle, whereas if 
persons were allowed tn settle on small areas they 
would be able to put the land to a profitable use. 
He thought that under the circumstances hon. 
members on that side of the House might justly 
accuse the Government of pretending with their 
lips to be in favour of close settlement, and by 
their acts giving the lie to that pretension. A 
similar provision to that which was now proposed 
was in the Special Sales of Land Act of 1891, and 
he saw no reason why it should not be inserted in 
this Bill. 

Quection-Tbat the words "within ten miles 
of" (ftfr. Fox's amendment) proposed to be 
inserted in the proposed amendment be so 
inserted-put; and the Committee divided :-

!llr. A..irev 
, Barber 

Bowman 
Browne 
Burrows 

, Curtis 
Dible)" 
Dunsford 

" Fitzgerald 
, l!'ogarty 

Fox 
, Givens 
, W. Hamilton 
, Hardacre 
, Jackson 

AYES, 29. 
~Ir. J enkinson 
,, Kates 

Kerr 
Lesina 
}Iaxwell 
}icDonnell 
Mulcahy 
Plunkett 
Re id 
Rvla.nd 
s1nith 
Tolmie 
Turlev 
Turner. 

Tellers: )'fr. Burrows and Mr. Kerr. 

XOES, 32. 
~Ir. Annear 3Ir. Kent 

Barnes , Keogh 
Bartholomew , Leahy 

, Bridges , ~iacartuey 
Callnn ,, :.\Tackintosh 
Cameron ~Ic:J.iaster 

, Campbell , ~ewell 
Cowle-' O'Connell 

, J, C. Cribb , Pag-et 
T. B. Cribb ,. Philp 

, Dalrymple , Rutledge 
, FmTest , Stephens 

Forsyth ., Stodart 
Foxton , Story 

,J J. Hamilton Jt G. Thorn 
,. Hanran .. W. Thorn 

Tellers, 3Ir. Xewell and }Ir, Story. 
Resolved in the negative. 
:1:\Ir. GIVEKS proposed to amend the amend­

ment before the Committee by strik­
[0 p.m.] ing out the words" for which mon, y 

has been borrowed." It must be 
evident to hon. members that there were several 
railways \Yhich had been proposed, and which 
had been passed by Parliament, but for which 
the money had not been borrowed. 

Mr. KERR said he had no objection to the 
an1endn1ent. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
'I'be s::tme objection a!Jplied to this amendment 
as to the other, and he cuuld not accept either. 

Mr. 'fURLEY (B1·isbane South): It was well 
known that a number of railways were passed 
only lnst sesoion, a great many of which had not 
been gone on with ; and under the Bill as it 
stood the Government would be able to sell land 
along the routes of thc'e railways. They had 
been told that the Government were prepared to 
sell land anywhere if they could get the money ; 
and this amendment simply proposed to restrict 
the Government from selling the lands along 
what would e;-entually be the high ways of the 
colony. He supposed everyone engaged in 
grazing pursuits knew where railway lines had 
been surveyed, and their object would be to try 
to get the Government to put up lands on those 
surveyed line8, so that they might have an 
opportunity of purchasing them; and that simply 
meant that the Government wa:; prepared to go 
in for a wholesale system of speculation. \Vhen 
railways were surveyed and passed by Parlia­
ment, though the money might not be avail­
able for some time, they were satisfied that 
these railways would be built ; and to give the 
Government power to sell lands for speculative 
purposes along the routes of those lines seemed 
to him altogether wrong. There was nothing 
in such a proposal to safeguard the interests 
of the colony. They knew v.rhat had taken 
place previously. He knew an instance where 
a railway had been adopted where the land 
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had been bought up on the route of the line; 
then there was a change of Government, and the 
railway was aftprwards resurveyed, and the route 
oftbelinech:tngpJ; and speculators whogotholdof 
inform3.tion regarding the proposals of the Go­
vernment were able to step in and scuop the pnol 
by buying lands in th8 vicinity of the resurveyPd 
railway. The same thing could happen under a 
Bill like this. 

Mr. Mc:VIASTER: Where was this? 
}1r. TURLEY: It had happened in twoorthr0e 

case:=;, the hon. member might know one or two 
of them. This Bill would give people thc1 oppor· 
tunity to approach the Government to put up 
lands where ra.il ways had been surveyed and 
practically adopted, and sp.eculatora would be 
able to scoop the pool to the detriment of the 
interests of the people. 

'rhe SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Tell us one 
of the cases you refer to. 

:VIr. TURLEY: The hon. gentleman knew 
perf8ctly well numbers of cases of a similar 
nature, not only here, but in other places. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I do not 
know of a sine; le instance. 

1\:lr. TURLEY : The only reason he could 
assi>jn for the Government declining to accept 
snch a reason,ble amendment was that. they 
would be able in this way to give faciliti~s to 
people to get hold nf the land on these surveyed 
routes, with the result that they would make a 
great deal at the expense of the community. 

Mr. LESI~A: Ministers seemed to be under 
the Impression that it was unnecessary to 
attempt to traverse the arguments advanced 
from the other side. Perhaps hon. members on 
the Government side h'u1 already made up their 
minds on a question of that kind. In tiJH 
intere•ts of Queensland it was advisable that 
such a safeguard should be inserted in the Bill, 
but, by some curious mental prncos,, the Go­
vernment instinctively arrived at an idea of 
what was rig-ht, and reawming was therefore 'lll 
unnecessary waste of tim~. Perhaps their fol· 
lowers were in the ,,ome rwsition. The Secretary 
for Railways must be a very raw individual if he 
did not know of instances that l·1ad occurred in 
Queensland, as well as in other places, where 
specnlators had purchased land thr.mgh whiflh 
railway;; afterwards ran, and by such purchases 
made big profit~. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He said SUI'· 

veys were cancelled afterwards and other surveys 
were mad,,. 
. Mr. LRSIXA: There had been such ca~es as 
that alluded to by the h·m. member for South 
Brisbane. \Vhere the Government proposed to 
expend public money in the construction of rail­
ways, it appeared to him to be " wise thing not 
tn sell land in that particular district, or within a 
certain radius of the pror•us~d rail way line. If that 
was done it would prevent speculators reaping the 
unearned increment. It was a fact that could 
not be gainsaid that the construction of railW<>YS 
by the expen<liture of public n>oney enhanced the 
,·alue of all the surrounding land, and by taking 
step< to safeguard the interests of the general 
public, the Government would be doing their 
dut.y to the country. 

Amendment (Mr. Givens's) put and negatived. 
The original "mendment (llfr. Ker1·'s) wa; then 

put and negatived. 
Mr. HARDACRE mm·ed the insertion, after 

the word "acres" in line 15, of the words-
Every such auction shall be held '!tt the Rppointed 

time at the officb of the land agent within whose dis­
trict the land proposBd to be sold is situated. 

In moving t.his amendment he was merely pro­
posing that they shoulrl follow the procedure 
adopted in the case of ordinary selection". At 
present all selections proclaimed open had 

to be applied for at the land agent's office in 
the district in which the land was situated, 
and that was found to be a very proper pre­
cautie>n. One of the grievances in the past 
with regard to land sales had been that land, 
say, in the :\laranoa, Barcoo, or ::Yiitchell dis­
tricts, or in the fw Northern port.ions of the 
colony, had not been put; up to auction in the 
district w be re the land was situated, but in 
Brisbane, where it was impossible for residents 
of thB ],-,ality, who would possibly in many 
cases ha ;e '<een glad to obtain it, to be present. 
In many c •ses they had not known of the snles 
at al:, while in oth.~r cases they only became 
aware ot the fact a day or two before the sale. 
If the Government were really sincere in their 
desire that tilis land should be taken up for 
uon•'' fide settiem•:nt, then the sales should take 
place lonlly. Surely the residents of a district 
had ~ specb! c'airn to have ., chance to obtain 
this land. He did not know whether the laud 
in any district belonged to the people in that 
district, but, at arry rate, it would be admitted 
that ~tt least they ought to have a preferential 
chance of obtaining it. They should at least 
have the right sooner than someone in a distant 
part of the colony, or in a distant part uf 
Australia. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: There is no 
preferential chance at auction, is there? It is an 
auction sale. 

Mr. HARDACRE : It was an auction sale ; 
but if the sale was held in Brisbane the difficulty 
of getting to where the sale was held would 
actually preclude, in a great number of cases, 
the people in the district where the land was 
from getting that land. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The sale ought 
to be where the mo>t people are. 

Mr. IL.\.RDACRE: Xot necessarily. The 
sale ought to be where most people were who 
are likely to want the land, and that should be 
in the diotrict where the land was situated. 
These people knew the land best, and they ought 
to be given a chance of obtaining it in preference 
to a fin·urci1tl institution which could ea,;ily get 
bo tbe placA where the sale was being held i11 
Brisbane. He hoped the ?IIinister would acuepl' 
the am0nd,nent. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
In the sheaf of amendments which the hon. 
member for Leichhardt had circulated, there 
were some which be thought he should be able 
to accept, and the next one, if accepted, would 
make tire one now before the Committee unne­
cessary. He thoue;ht it would be very unsatis· 
factory to have the adion of the department 
hampered in the way prO[Msed. The hon. mem 
ber was quite rigllt in his next amendment in 
providine; that proper notice of sale should be 
given in the locality where the land to be sold 
was situated. That was all that was desired, 
and if it was not carried out with regard to some 
sales that had taken place lately, it was not owing 
to any wish on the part of the Minister that such 
want of advertising occnrred. As hon. mAmbers 
knew, it was not the duty of the 11inister to 
see that advertisements \1 ere inserted. As the 
amendment would tie the hands of the depart· 
ment as to where land shonld be sold, he was not 
prepared to accept it. The following amend­
ment would make it impossible for anybody to 
pretend they did not know that land in their 
district was going to be sold. If land was not 
sold in the di,trict where it wtts situated it would 
be quite possible for the people there to appoint 
an agent to bid for them at the place where it 
was sold. 

Mr. HARDAC ltE said the Minister had given 
no reason for refusing to accet•t the amendment. 
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Is there 
any reason for it? 

lVIr. HARDACRE said he had given ;-ery 
good rear-ons for it. The experi•'nce of the past 
had shown that having the sales held in Briobane 
had led to the land getting into the hands of 
financial institutions. That was shown over and 
over again by the rdurn of land sold under the 
Special Sales of Land Act which had lately been 
laid on the table. And there had been com­
plaints made thttt if land had been sold in the 
district it would have got into the bands of car­
riers, shearers, and others for settlernent. 

The SECRETARY l'OR PcBLIC LAKDS : Do you 
honestly believe that? 

lVIr. HARD ACRE said be thoroughlv believed 
it, for he knew that protests had been made, 
and a case had been cited by the hon. member 
for lVIitchell. The ::Yiinister said the men in the 
district who wanted to buy land could appoint 
an agent in Brisbane. Could not the financial 
institutions in Brisbane just as easily appoint an 
agent in th,, district? 

The SECRETARY POR Pl:BLIC LAKDS : They 
probably have their manager un the spot. 

lVIr. HARDAORE : Then all incom'enience 
would be done away with, and the peofJle in the 
district would ha VP a chance of getting the land. 
Take his_ own district of Springsure; perhaps 
one man m a hundred could forward his money 
to an agent in Brisbane and ,~et him to bid f,{r 
him. It wonld not pay anv of them to come to 
Brisbane, and in any case it would mean a large 
expense with the chance of not getting the land 
after all. 

Jlilr. BARNES: Your argument cuts both ways. 
lVIr. HARDACRE sejd he was aware of that, 

but surely if there ".1s to be any preference it 
should be given to the people of the district who 
resided there with their families. 

The PREMIER: 'l'he Government gav6 no 
preferenc<c to anybody. They wante:l t,he land 
sold where there was likelv to be the most 
competition. There was no desire to prevent 
anyone in the district from purchasing, which 
they could eaiiil~- do through tbe loc~l hank 
manager getting the manager here to bid for the 
land. But land salt.: did not necF'''wilv take 
place in Brislmne. They might be held at 
Toowoomba, or Hockhampton, or Townsville, or 
Hughenden. 

lVIr. CuRTIS : But the sale should be well 
advertised loco lly. 

The PREMIEH: Certainly, and be , -Jmitted 
that in some cases that h:td n'ot been done in the 
past. The Government did not want to hold 
hole-and-corner eales. They wanted it S11lrl 
publicly and at the highe>t price, and they ·get 
that~ dr1nt: by not restricting tbe sales to an'? one 
part oi the c•,lony. In some districts there might 
be no bank, and it vc"ould be very inconvenient 
to se 11 land there. If it w:'' left an open 
question, the (J.overnment would take care to 
sell it in the place where they thought there 
would he most comp .. tition. In Brisbane, people 
might buy land V.'ho would never think of going 
to wme outside place to buy it. Loc .I publicity 
was the nmin thing, "nd that would be given in 
all ~'lses. 

Mr. KERR thought the amendment a very 
good one, and the Minister gave a vHy good 
reason for accepting- it vvhen he said the 1nanag(:'l' 
of tl1e 'tatioo-the man with the full information 
-would be on the spot. He w·cs very glad to 

he.tr t h, Premier sta' e that the 
[9·30 p.m.] sales of the-e lands would be well 

advertised In well-informed papers, 
such as the Rockhampton Bulletin and other 
papers of that kind. He did not know wl'et.her 
the bon. member for Leichharrit had attended 
any of these land sales in Brisbane, but they 
were the greatest farces one could see. He had 

gone down to the auction room, and perhaps 
only saw there a clerk from a bank and the 
auctioneer, and many valuable areas of land 
had been put up and knocked down in that way. 
He and the hon. membe" for Burke had attended 
one of these sales, and who did they find in the 
auction room? Only two or three agents who 
were only bidding for certain portions nf the 
land they wanted. He had not thought that 
the hon. member for Leichhardt was so unso­
phisticated, for surely be knew that these sales 
were all arranged beforehand. If be had read 
the papers in connection with the Northampton 
Downs land sale, which had been laid on the 
table of the House, he would know that arrange­
ments had been made he forehand through the Bank 
of New South \Vales. The Premier had pointed 
out if there was a bank near the place of sale the 
matter could be easily arranged. If this amend­
ment was passed, it would remove a great deal 
of the dissatisfaction out \V est at the present 
time, for the people out there thought that 
something was being done in Brisbane that 
was not right. Tbis system should be tried 
for a time, and if it was thought that 
it was not a wise system, then the department 
could revert back to the old principle, unrier 
which they were working now. Tbe fu!lPst 
notice should be given of the sa,le of lands, and 
he was certain tho,t the amendment of the hem. 
member for Leichhardt would not in any way 
encumber the Bill; but that it w0uld be the 
n1eans of making it clearer and rernoving some 
of the difficulties which were at present in the 
way. He was sorry to hear that the :Minister 
for Lands could not accept the amendment, and 
if the Government did not give greater publicity 
to these sales of lands, the same thing would 
take place in the future as had taken place in 
the past, and they would still have people com­
plaining. If he was going to di"pose of any 
property, he would make it as widely known to 
the public as he possibly could. He would not 
end ea vom to cloak it up. He believed the 
intention--

The CHAIR:\IAX: Order ! I would like to 
remind the hon. member that the amendment 
with regard to the publication of the notice of 
salecl b not. before the Committee. 

Mr. KERR: The amer.dment moved bv the 
hon. member for Leichhardt was a very good one, 
and provided that sales should take place in the 
district where the land was to be sold. They had 
commissioners and land agents in every district, 
who were capable men-quite as capable as any 
auctioneer in Brisbane when dealing with the· 
qualitv of lands. He thought it would remove 
a great deal of discontent if the amendment 
mo,·ed by the hon. member for Leichhardt was 
accepted. 

:!\1r. LESI:'L\: He was also in favour of the 
amendment, for in his district the attempt had 
been made to sell lands on the Logan Downs, 
but happily that was not accomplbhed. Owing 
to a very strong protest by pPople there of all 
political creecls the land was withdrawn from 
sale. But he was Rure that. if that sale had taken 
place, it would have taken plac<- in Brisbane. 
Then the majority of the peoplP in Clermont 
would not have been able to engage agents to 
bid for the land in Brisbane. It the land bad 
been sold up there '".h~ people there would have 
been able tn give the best valne for it, for they 
were well acquainted with it; whereas, if the 
sale had takEnvlace in Bri;;bane, the agents here 
or th•' bank clerks would not have known anv­
thing about the land-they would merely 
have some surplus cash to spend in this way, 
and they would only hope that the investment 
would t.urn up trumps. If the Government 
accepted the "mendment and these land sales 
were held at the appointed time at the office of 
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the local land agent within whose district the 
land proposed to be Hold was situated, then 
selectors within a radius of lOO miles or more 
would turn np to the sale, there would be 
spirited bidding, and the Government would get 
a better price. In the past, the sales of land 
had not been benefici>tl to the tltnte or to the 
community where the land w:.cs. The Telemon 
lands were sold in a Brisbane auction room for 
10.,, per acre long before the people in the 
Hughenden district knew anythin61; about the 
n1atter. 

The SECRETARY FOR PGBLIC LANDS : They held 
a meeting, at any rate, protesting against the 
sale. 

:'IIr. LESIN A: Yes; after the sale. 
'rhe SECRETARY FOR Punr.rc LANDS : X o, 

before the sale, and :'lfr. McDonald came and 
saw me before the sale. 

Mr. L~~HIX A: In the Nanango district lands 
were sold under somewhat the same conditions­
land on the Baramba Estate, which had good w&ter 
frontages-and the people in the district knew 
nothing about the sale. If land bad to be sold, 
why should these sales be conducted in such a 
secret fashion? \Vhy, the selling of lands in an 
obscure auction roon1, by an obscure auctioneer, 
to tiome obscure bu,nk clerk, was s.n infc:tmous 
thing. [f it was necessary to sacrifice lands, 
they should be sacrificed at the be. t possible 
price, after having been well advertised, and 
they should be sold in the district where the land 
was situated. The Rockhampton Bulletin, in 
speaki11g about the sale of the Logan Downs 
land, said that t~1ese sales were wrong in prin­
ciple and in law; practically, but not technically, 
they were an evasion of the Act, and that ir. most 
cases the whole thing was arranged beforehand. 
'rhe sale of land by auction in the district in 
which the18.nrl WR~ !!-ih1 ~1.t""d l.>:'Ol"!ld not hr:. only 
beneficial to the district, but it would prevent 
all those nasty, narrow suspicions arising in con­
nection with tbe administration of the depart­
ment. The community as a whole would benefit, 
bec&use the Treasurer would reap a large reward 
from the compulsory sale of these estates. ~'or 
these reasons he thought the Government ought 
tu adopt the amenrlment. If they were in earnest 
in their desire to promote the settlement of small 
men on the land, they would not continue to sell 
large areas of land in obscure auction rooms in 
Brisbane. If they did it would only justify the 
suspicion that the Governm· nt really were not 
sincere in their desire to settle small people on 
the soil. The big financial institutions w, re all 
s;tuated in BriRbane, and they 1ne:cely sent over 
their men to the auction rooms to bid the ],,west 
pns,ible price they could get t.he land for. Tlle 
land was then fenced in, and it remained idle 
for vears and years. That was not promc1ting 
settlement, and for that reason he would support 
the amendment. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
It might be possible at times to do as bon. mem­
ber; asked-namely, that land should be pnt up 
for s~le in the land agent's district, or <:nmewhere 
near it ; but he would object to it being marle 
necessary for that to be done. He was quite 
prepared to sa.y that at times it might be desir­
able to sell the b nd in some other l'ortion of the 
colony besides Bri,bane. He did not quite 
foll<>'.>' the hon. mPmber for Clermont when he 
talked about obscure auction r• ·orns in Bri,bane. 
Did he mean that thf' auction rooms in Clermont 
were palaces of light? 

Mr. JACKSOX: That is only a little padding. 
The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS: 

The auction room•i in Brisbane were verv well­
known to the rersons who patronised auction 
rooms. 

:'IIr. HARDACRE asked why ,h,uld there be 
any exception in this ca&e from tlw practice in 
ordinary cat--es? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: All 
ordinary sales have not to take plac, in the land 
ag-ent's district. 

Mr. HARDACRE : The ordinary s:tles of 
town and suburb•m allotments were ali held in 
the district where the land was situated. 

The SECRETARY FOR Pl'BLIC LANDS: Not 
necessarily. I say do not make it a hard-and­
fast mle, but I do not say it would not be a good 
thing to do 1t in some cases. 

Mr. HARD ACRE contended that it would be 
better in most cases to sell the land in the dis­
trict. in which it was situated. He would not 
object-in order to meet the Minister's objection 
-to it being provided that all land, unless it was 
specially provided otherwise, should be sold at 
the appointed time in the district where the land 
was situated. 

The PHEMIER: It will still be in the hands of the 
Minister. 

Mr. HARDACRE : It would be still in the 
hands of the Minister, but it would declare what 
was the intention of the legislature in the 
matter. Then, generally speaking, the sales 
would be held in th. t way, but the Minister's 
hands would not be tied ab,olutely. He thought 
that that ought to meet the 1\Iinister's objedion, 
and he was quite convinced that it would cause 
less di~satbfaction, and wonld lead to better 
prices being oh I ained by the Treasury. 

The PRE;l!IER : \Ve want to obtain the best 
priee8. 

1\Ir. HARDACRE : There might be rare 
exceptions where financial institutions were in­
terested, and in such cases they could appoint 
their monager to attend the sille. On the other 
hand, if the sale were held ;cway from the land 
agent's district in which it was situated, there 
would be quite a number of people who would 
not he a'Jle to bid for it at all. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
He thought the hon. member ought to be 
satisfied with having brought the matter up. In 
arranging future sales, he wnuld take into con­
sideration whet her the land should be sold 
locally or other,., is e. 

Amendment (Jlr. J£ardac,,c's) put and nega­
tived. 

}Ir. HARDACRE said he had another 
a1oeEdment, hut he belie,-ed the hon. member 
fur Cairns had a similar amendment, and as it 
wa' ,, prior one to his, he bad no wish to jump 
that hon. gentleman's claim. 

The PRE}[]ER: It is to the smne purport. 
The SECHETAHY FOR PGBLIC L,;xns: I am 

prepared to take your amenrln,ent. I think it 
is ra•;her better than that of the hon. member 
for Cairns. 

Mr. GIVE~S: It was only a question of 
degree. It w ts admitted a few minutes ago by 
the Premier that unfortunately some s"les in the 
in.rnediat past had not had suliicient publicity 
>!iven tn them. \Vhile he believerl the amend­
ment ,,f the hon. men: ber for Leichhardt was a 
good one, he did not think it would be quite 
effective enungh. His amendment provided that 
publicity ehould be given to the s:de in the dis­
trict in whieh the land was to be sold. They had 
it on tlw e.uthority of the Minister for Lands 
and the Premier that they wanted to get the 
utmost competition for the I ,nd to be offered, 
and if that were so it would be neceesary to give 
the utrr,oo-t publicity to the fact that there was 
about to be a sale by auction. Therefore, not 
only should it be advertised in the district in 
whioh the land was situated. but also in the 
principal centres of population. 
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The CHAIRMAN: I would point out to the 
hon. member tb:tt neither amendment is at pre­
sent before the Committee. 

Mr. HARDACRE : He could move his 
amendment in the sbape of a new clause later on. 
It would provide that the people in the other 
colonies, as well as those in the district con­
cerned, should have a chance of knowing what 
land salf·, were going to be conducted. 

The PRE)IIER : Your prpsent clause will meet 
the ca~e. 

Mr. ,J ACKSON: He harl o-iven nntice of a 
new clause to foilow clause 3~ wbich b" hoped 
the :Yiinister for Land' would' accept. He had 
given notice of it in the interests of the Minister 
as well as in the interests of the conntrv. He 
did not mean to say tbat he mistrusted the 
administration of the ::VIinister, but still he 
thought his clause prodded wise safeguards. He 
had somewhat altered the clause as originally 
printed, and it now read-

Xo land slutll be notified for 8ale or sold under the 
provisions of this Act unle-;s or until the Land Court, 
upon a reference by the :.\linister in that behalf, has 
certified to tbe ::\1in1ster that no part of the land pro­
posrd to be sold is likely to be re1Luired for purposes of 
agricultural or grazi11g farm selection under the Crown 
Lands ·'et of 1897, 

He did not think it was necessary to insert the 
word "dairying," because" agricultural" would 
cover that. 

Tbe PREMIER: Thir, would cover the whole of 
of the l"nds of the colony. 

Mr. J ACKSON : 1 f the Government were 
going to object to the clause, it seemed to him 
that they were prepared to sell lands that other­
wise would be available for agricultural or 
grazing farm selection. 

The SECitETARY E'OR PuBLIC LANDS: The whole 
country is rrwre or less available for agricultural 
or grazing farm settlement. 

:\fr. J ACKSO::-i thought the contention of the 
Government was that they proposed to Reil lands 
that were not likely to be available for close 
settlement. He knew the Premier had pointed 
out that it was proposed to sell land for dairying 
purposes. They all knew that the Land Court 
was a very resvonsible body, and they ought at 
least to have a report from that body on anv land 
that the Government prGposed to· sell. Under 
the Agricultural Lands Purchase Act the L•nd 
Court was called upon to report before the Go­
vernment purchased any land, and it seemed to 
him that. it was just a' necessary to have a repor 
from them on the lands proposed to be snlrl as 
upon lands proposed to be repurchased. A clau'e 
of this sort woulrl to a. large extent be a safe­
guard against the Ministry s -!ling la11ds that were 
likely to be required in the near future for close 
settlement. 

The PREmER: This includes the whole of the 
lands of the coionv. 

Mr. J ACKSON : The Premier only a moment 
ago admitted that mi,takes had been rmtde in 
regard to adv-ertising land sold by auction, If 
the Government had blundered in that respect 
in the past, '~ere they not quite as. likely to 
blunder in the future in regard to the class of 
land they sold? He had not laid down the lines 
upon which the Land Court should report; he 
left that an open question. He would give an 
idea of the line; on which the Minister should 
act in this matter. He thought the Land Court 
should he asked tn report on the demand for land 
in the neighbourhood for agricultural, dairying, or 
grazing farm settlement. Although they had no 
special form of "dairying" selection, he thought 
it was just as well to use that word. They should 
be called upon to report upon the suitability of 
thP land proposed to be sold, for agricultural, 
dairying, or grazing farm settlement; the per­
manency of the water supply ; the probability of 

the immediate use of the land if thrown open for 
selection ; and the absence of a sufficient quan­
tity of Crown land in the neighbourhood avail­
able for agricultural, dairying, or grazing farm 
settlement. Tho'e were very much the lines on 
which the Land Court reported under the Agricul­
tural Lnnds Purchase Act, and he had taken 
many of those points from that Act. He had no 
desire that the matters upon which the court 
were to report should appear in the Bill. 

The SECHETARY FOR PUBLIC LA~ms : Those 
conditions do not prevail now "-'ith regard to 
auction sale,;. 

:\1r, ,JACKSON: The Minister did not get a 
report from the L>•nd Court? 

The SECRETARY l<'OR PUBLIC LANDS : Yes, as 
to the different classes-whether agricultural or 
pastoral. 

Mr. J ACKSON : Did the Minister always 
call for a report from the Land Court before 
selling by auction ? 

The SECRETARY J<'OR PUBLIC LANDS: No, 
the Land Court classifies it. There is a special 
minimum of £1 for agricnltural land, and 10s._ 
for pastoral land. 

Mr. JACKSON: \Vas that so under the 
Act? 

The SECRETARY FOR Pt:BLIC LANDS: Under 
the Lands Act of 1897. 

.>Ir. J ACKSON: He was not aware that 
there was such a section in the Act requiring 
the Minister to get a report, but although that 
might be so as regarded the classification of the 
land, he did not think it was sufficient, and the 
amendment he prc1posed would go much further. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : There· 
is no doubt about that. 

Mr. J ACKSON : He did not think he need 
occupy very much morA time in speaking about. 
the clause, because it was a very reasonable pro­
vision. 

Mr. BR!lJGES: \Vhy not confine it to agricul­
turallana? 

Mr. JACKSON: If he did the Minister 
wonld probably take up the same objection, 
\Vhy should the hon. member for Nund.th wish 
to confine it to agricultural land? Surely the· 
hon. member had sympathy with the men out 
\Ve,;t who wanted to get grazing farms? H& 
thought Parliament should consider the interests 
of the Western men aB well as the interests of 
those on the coast. They all knew the ad van­
tages of close settlement. Last night, when 
speaking on the second reading of the Bill, 
he pointed out that although they were now 
suffering from the effects of a very severe 
drought, yet they did not find any evidence of 
it in and around Brisbane. It a.ppeared to be· 
more flourishing than ever, and in South Bris­
bane during the last twelve months he was able 
to com1t a couple .,f dozen houses which had 
been built witbin sight of his own residence. 
That did not look as if Brisbane were going 

down the hill. And what was the 
[10 p,m.] cau'e of it? The real cause was 

that men were settling on the lands 
at the back of Brisbane and engaging in agri­
cultural and dairc ing operations. He sbould 
not need to appeal to hon. members representing 
Brisbane constituencies to support the new 
clause, because the>• could see tbe necessity of 
encouraging close settlement as much as possible. 
He had much pleasure in moving the new clause. 

The SECRETARY FOR PlJBLIC LANDS 
was quite sure that if the hon. member would 
think for a moment he would see tbat if this new 
clause were imerted in the Bill they might just 
as well drop the measure a.t once. It was not at 
all likely that land which was not required for 
agricultural or grazing farm set.tlemmt was going 
to be bought at 10s. an acre. If the Land Court; 
were required to report on the matter they could 
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return only one answer to the que,tion submitted 
to them, and that was that the land was suit><hh" 
and reqnired foe th~" purpo~-<E'''" of either grazing 
or agricultural ffll'IIl settlement. Tbe new 
cla.u·.8 1,·ould take the \Vhole colony awa.Y 
from the ope> at ion of the Bill. If that was the 
jntentinn of the hon. n1ember, he coulrl hCCuJn­

plish it by inducing the Committee to P''" the 
new clause, but he could pot P''Hil:lly think of 
accepting it. The object of the Special Sa1eR of 
Land Bill w~ts to giYe the Governrn{-'nt nrnpler 
polVl~rs than they already pClsses:-ed. with rel.j"ard 
to the sale of land by auction and not to trd.;:e 
away po 1J/8r which nc1i:V existed. They conlcl at 
the present time Hell 150,000 acres of land a vear 
without any reference tu the Land Court, "and 
the adoption of the propooed new clause would 
mnke the Bill"' much waste paper. They might 
as well a band on it straig-ht awav. 

:Yir. W. HAMILTON considered the new 
clause one of the 1nost useful ::m1endmPnh No 
far introduced into the Bill. The Government 
s.,id t.hat they wanted to promote clo'e settle­
ment. If that wa., their policy, the best way 
to accnmplish it "lS to throw the land open 
for selection, bec-luse for one rnan ·who was able 
to pnrchas·c land as a freehold there were twenty 
or thirty p·rso11s who woulrl take it. up as a 
selection; and when selectors took up land they 
put impro-vernents on it in the shape of fencing­
etc. Bnt where land was acquired as free:1old 
in the \V est not one shilling was expended on it· 
it w,t,s simply wurked in conjunction \Vith th~ 
lea,ed porti,,n of the station. If there was land 
in close proximity to a nilway, or within 20 
or 31) miles of a rail "'ay, and it was suitable 
for clo<e settlement, it "'"" the dutv of the 
Goverr~ment to n1ake that land a\"ailable for 
close settlement. It w~s very easy for the 
land COlllllli'si(lner to send in a report statirL" 
wh,ther the lam! was likely to be taken up i~ 
the form of. c "lection ; and if he repnrted in that 
way the~ hnd should nor. be pnt np to auction. 
If, however, he reporterl that there waR evidence 
that t.ll8 land would not be taken up by 'election, 
then 11f• could recomm"nd that it 'hould be ,o]d 
by auction in 3,000-acre blocks. There w,,s ar,y 
arnount, of land th<tt wonld bt-> taken up to-rnorruw 
in tunall area .. ~ if it \vas nwde available fnr selec­
tion. :\Inst of tbe land which would be st.ld 
under the prnvif-ions of this Bill was not agricul­
tural land, and there was no doubt that the 
pltstnral le-sees would endeavour to buv up the 
be:-;t porti()n..: of their runs which Ct>rr{lnande-d 
stra~f'gic po:"Jitinns. Tha,t cnurse had been fol­
lowed in the pa,t, and he pre'lrmecl it would be 
follo\\'ed in the future under this Bill. The 
amenchnent was a good one, and would serve a 
useftd purr)')SP. -

2'v1r. LESIN A: It appeared to him that the 
statement .made by the hrm. member for Gregory 
-that thrs amendment was one of the best 
amenrlments which had so far been introduced 
in connection with the Bill-sealed its fate. If 
an amendment was proposed which wculd allow 
powerful corporations to acquire the freehold of 
land it would i'e immediately accepted by the 
Govt-"rnment, but when an an1endment was pro­
po;-;ed to re.:-Prve Jar!d for common persons who 
wi:':hed to engage in agricultural or g-razing farrrl­
iug it \\'as diHapprnved by the Govern1nent. 
Thi8 p~1rticular a.mendn1ent was un excellent one, 
and would operate a eh mtageously to the colony. 
Evidently the attitude assurmd by the Govern. 
1nent in regard to the an1Pr1dment ~,vas t-Jignificant 
of their action in regard to settlen1ent. They 
said on various {jccasions inside this Charnber, 
and at banquets outside, that they wanted to 
pron1ote t:-:ettletnent; bnt when it caute to :o;ecnr­
ing 'ettlement by legislatiou, they did all they 
could to ta·event set.tlemeJ,t taking place. They 
would not accept the amendment be~ause it 
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might promote settlement and prevent large 
blocks of bnd going into the hands of financial 
corporations. 

Mr. HARDACRE thought the 11inister mis· 
unclm,stuod the proposed new clause to a certain 
ex tent. It did nut menn tbrtt no land should be 
sold which the board s.1id was suitable for 
gr.tzing or agriedtural purposes. All it said 
was that no land should be sold under the pro­
visinns of the Bill if the Land Court s>tid it was 
actually required for ordinary selection pur­
pose.3 umler the Lands Act of 1897. If it was 
really required for seleution purposes, why sell it? 

The SEcRETARY l'OR PuBLIC LANDS: To get 
money. 

Mr. HARDACRE : They would get both 
settlement and money the other way. 

Tte SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Only 
2~ per cent. on the nominal value in twenty 
year~. 

Mr. HARDACRE: They would get from lf.s. 
to £1 an acre under ordinary circutnstances, and 
under the Bill they would get 10s. an acre. The 
thing he was afraid of wa6 that with the one­
fourth of the lea ·:es falling in there would he a 
tremendous temptation, and there would be 
pre~.:mre brought t.o bear on the 11inister to have 
some of those lands put up at anctitm-land 
·which \Vonld be required. under the pruvi~;ions of 
the Act of 18()7-and when the land was put up 
it would pay the lessee to bid more for it than 
any ordinary persnn, because he would want it 
for a speci>tl purpose. He would not need to 
put any improvtn1ents on it, nnd in rnany cases 
it would command a large area of back country, 
without which it would be of no nse to anybody 
else. The amendment wo"ld not prevent land 
from being sold, but it wuuld prevent land from 
being sold to the exclusion of bon<t fide settle-­
tnent. 

::\fr. BOW.YfAi\' ( War?'ego) did not see why 
the Government should not accept the amend· 
ment. He hnew several rnn:-'- which wen, being 
anxiously looked forv arc! to by intending selec­
tm s, A return that had been furnished in con­
nection with sahs of lane!. th:tt had already taken 
place showed that the tendency was fo~ those 
lands to be bought by the large lessees. The 
Premier and ot.tler Ministers said that their 
object was to encourage cloce settlement; hut 
there would be very little chance of getting the 
men who would be the best settlers to purchase 
the estates likely to be purchased under this 
Bill. He knew some runs in the South-west 
part of the colony which could be thrown open 
with great advantage to selectors, and by refusing 
to accept this amendment the Government would 
be practically precluding tho>e men from getting 
the opportunity to select on those runs. 

Mr. BARTHOLO:\IEW: This new clause 
specially referred to the Land Court; and as 
another Bill required the full court to certify as 
to the land to he purchased, that was one of his 
chief reasons for supporting this amendment, 
because he thought thev should have power to 
certify in all cases. He would support the 
amendment if the hon. member would alter it so 
as to include land "likely to be required in 
the near future for agricultural and dairying 
purposes." 

The PRE:\IIER : \Ve want to sell land for dairy­
ing' purpn~es. 

l\Ir. BARTHOLOMEW had no objection to 
selling- all the land in the colony if ;t was 
properly classified-so that agricultural land 
should be sold as agricultural land, and do.irying 
hnd should be sold as dairying land, and so on. 
He hoped the hon. member for Kennedy could 
see his way to include dairying land in his 
am9ndment. 

Mr. J ACKSON: You move the amendment. 
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Mr. BARTHOLOMBW moved the insertion i 
of the word "dairying" after the word "agri­
culture.'' 

The PREMIER : To his mind there were only 
two class8s of land in the colony-lands that 
were fit for agricul~ure, and lands that were fit 
for grazing. 

Mr. BoWMAN: ·what about dairying lands? 

The PREMIER: Grazing included dairying. 
Mr. TURLEY: \Ve were told the other day that 

agriculture included dairying. 

The PRE:;yfiER : He had never said so. Thev 
had no wish to sell agricultnral land under the 
Bill at all, and they were prepared to accept an 
amendment providing that if land was required 
for agricultural settlement they could not sell it. 
But to -,ay that they should not sell land that 
was fit for dairying or for grazing selections 
meant that they could not sell any land at all, 
because all the land in the colony would he 
required for one of those purposes some day. 
Hon. members talked about selling valuable 
agriculturalla.nd in the neighbourhood of Gayn­
dah, but the Government had no wish to sell 
that land by auction at all ; but certainly bnd 
that was fit for dairying was good grazing 
countrv. 

Mr. ·BowMAN: You would not sell good grazing 
land? 

The PREMIEI{: Ob, yes; they would. 

Mr. BowMAN: Where it is wanted for closer 
settlement? 

The PREMIER : It all depended on what 
was meant by "closer settlement." There was a 
tremendnusarea along the Southern and Western 
Railway that he would like to see taken up for 
dairying. It had been ooen for fifteen or 
twenty years, but none of it had been taken up. 
There was also a great deal of land along the 
Central Railway, which could be sold, and also 
on the Northern Railway, before they came to 
sheep country at all. 

Mr. vV. HAMILTON ' That shows you will be 
able to get increased rentalo from the land. 

ThA PREMIER : Some people would not take 
up land unless they could buy it. Some of the 
best settlers in New South Wales bad taken up 
land in that colony under the Conditional Pur­
chases Act, payillg £1 an acre for land rat her 
than be hampered with conditions, which in nine 
cases out of ten were never complied with. 
Sometimes land was parlecl with in Queensland 
for one-tenth of its rPal valne on cert,,in con­
ditions, ana thooe crmditions, he was sorry to 
say, were rarely fulfilled. 

Mr. JENKINSON: \Yhose fault is that? 
The PREMIER : It was impossible for the 

small staff they had to look after such a great 
colony. The Government were quite prepared to 
accept the amendment of the hon. member for 
Kennedy if he confined it to agricultural land, 
but that was a• much as they were prepared to 
accept. 

Mr. BARTHOLOMEW: With the leave of 
the Committee, he desired to withdraw his 
amendment. 

Amendment, by le>tve, withdrawn. 
Mr. W. HAMILTON hoped the hon. member 

for Kennedy would nr1t withdraw hiR amend­
ment. It seemed to him that all the Sontbern 
members thought of was the South. Simply 
because there was agriculture and dairying 
going on there they wanted to preserve all the 
land in that portion of the colony, but they did 
not care if all the rest of the colony was sold. In 
the West and North there was not a lot of agri­
cultural and dairying land. 

The PRE}IIER : There is a lot of agricnltura.I 
land in the North. 

Mr. \V. HAMILTON: Most of the land out 
there was taken up in the form of grazing selec­
tions, and the amendment of the hon. member 
for Maryhorough would not meet the difficulty 
there at all. 

J\Ir. BARTHOLOMEW: There are agricultural 
lands up North, Rurely. 

Mr. \V. HAMILTON: Yes, on the coast, but 
there was no danger of the Go,·ermnent selling 
that. The Premier spoke of an immense area 
along the :Northern Rail way west from Charters 
Towers that he thought people would purchase 
in small freehnlds. \V ell, if there was such a 
call for dairy produce to supply the needs of 
Charters Towers and those placeo, that land, if 
it was made available for selection, would be 
taken up more readily, and a great many more 
people could be settled there than if it was sold. 
In view of the protests that harl been made by 
the people of the North and \Vest against the 
sale of land, some consideration ought to be given 
to them. but all the Southern memberil seemed 
to think of was selling land in the North and 
\Vest and repurchasing estates in the South. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order! 
Mr. W. HAMILTON: There were a lot of 

people in the colony besides those who were 
engaged in agriculture and dairying, nud it was 
a good thing for those who were engaged in those 
industries that that was ;;o, otherwise they would 
not have purchasers for their produce. 

Mr. LESINA: The hon. ruember for Gregory 
seemed not to have realised the important truth, 
which had been borne into his (Mr. Lesina's) 
mind by a close study 9f the Government and of 
its characteriRtics, that the Central district was 
merely a milch cow for the Southern di,;trict. 
The mere statement that there wer:e people in 
Central Queensland who required conoideration 
under that Bill was regarded by the Govern­
ment as a declaration of hostility to them. To 
say that the people of the Cer'!tral district re­
quired-not !l11lre consideration than the people 
of the South, but a little consideration-was 
sufficient to bring an hon. member into collision 
with the Government. The people oft he Central 
and :Northern districts had no rights at all under 
the present Arlministration. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon. mem­
ber is now digressing from the questir>n before 
the Committee. 

:Mr. LESI:NA: He was talking about land 
sales. He said that the Government sold land 
in the Central and Northern districts, and that 
the money realised by those sales was used to 
purchase land in the South. 

The PREii!IER: \Ve buy land in the Centre 
and North, too. 

::\fr. LESINA: The Government sold those 
lands without any reference to the needs of the 
settler,, in those districts. That had been pointed 
out frequently, but apparently the Government 
did not realise the fact. They were selling those 
lands under conditions that were not altogether 
honest to the people in Central and Nor-thern 
Queensland ; and pJrticularly in the Certtral 
district had that policy been followed. They sold 
land that was required for close settlement in the 
Central district, because Southern members were 
under thH impression that there was n<> need for 
land for close .;ettlement in the Central district. 
(.2ueensland to them meant Brisbane and its 

surroundings. He considered the 
[10·:10 p.m.] amendment a very sensible one, and 

one which the Government, if they 
really desired to bring about close settlement, 
would adopt. It had been suggested to him by 
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the hon. member for Flinders that the title of 
the Bill should have been "The Virtuous Inten­
tions Bill." In the clause they were striving to 
amend thfl intentions of the Government were 
undoubtedly virtuous; but the road to a cer­
tain place was pavfd with intentiom of that 
particular kind. After past experience, he 
questioned whether there was a sing-le mem­
ber on the other side of tbe Chamber who 
beli•·ved in close settlement ; and he could 
prophesy that when that amendment-which was 
intended to promote close settlement-was put to 
the vote, they would rush to the other side to 
snuff it out. The object of the amendment was 
to enable the men in the back blocks to get on 
the land. If that was also the object of the 
Government they would have accepted it without 
a word. It was a pity that so much time should 
be wasted in trying to improve a Bill of that 
kind, and if the Government was virtuous in its 
intentions they would receive such attempts with 
alacrity. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! The hon. mem­
ber is again departing from the q nestiou before 
the Committee. I have repeatedly called him 
to order. He is also tediously repeating him­
self. I call his attention to t!Htt, and warn him 
that if .he continues to do so, I shall call upon 
him to resume his seat. 

Amendment put; and the Committee 
divided:-

Ans, 22. 
2\.ir. AireY }Jr. Hardacre 

Barber Jackson 
, Bmvman Jenkinson 

Brownc , Kerr 
, Burrows ,. Lesina 
, Curtis , ..\!axwell 

Jliblev , ~Iulcahy 
Duns ford , , Plunkett 

, Fitzgerald Rvland 
Givens ., Tlirley 

, W. Hamilton , Turner 
Tel/e>·s: )Ir. Ryland and 3Ir. Bowman. 

NOES, 32. 
Mr. AnnPar JHr. Kent 

, Barnes , Keogh 
Bartholomew Leahv 

, Bridges .Hamirtney 
,. Ca..Uan }lack in tosh 

Cameron .:\I c:\Inster 
, Camphell Xewell 
, Cowley O'Connell 

J. C. Cribb Paget 
, T. B. Cribb Plnlp 
, Dalrymple Rutledge 
, Forrest 8tevhens 
, Fox Stodart 
, J?oxton Story 

J. Hamilton 'V. rrhorn 
Ha.nran Tolmie 

Te'!erB: ::'1-Ir. J. C. Cribb and :Jir . .llc}~aster. 
Resolved in the negative. 
The Rouse resumed; the CHAIRJ\IAN reported 

progress, and obtained leave to sit again to­
morrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PRE:YIIER: I beg to move that this 

Honse do now adjourn. 
Mr. BROWKE: I would like to ask the hon. 

gentleman at the head of the Government, 
seeing that we are in the middle of Sep­
tember, whether he does not think it ad vi;able 
that we should have an extra sitting day? \Ve 
have the Estimates to deal with, and a lot of 
other work to do, and if we sit an extra day it 
may facilitat<' the end of the session. 

The PREMIER : It is intended to sit on 
Fridays the week after next, and to take the 
whole of every Tuesday for discussion of the 
Estimates. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at a quarter to 11 o'clock. 
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