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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

TcESDAY, 2G ;:JEPTE>IBEll, 1905. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. Sir A. S. Cowley, He1·~ert) 
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

(~UESTIOXS. 

BRISBANE \VATER SuPnY. 

JI.Ir. HAWTHORN (Enoguera.) asked the 
Secretary for Public Works-

If it is intended to increase the water supply for Bris­
bane and suburbs, will he endeavour to have the con­
struction of the Cpper }~noggera reservoir proeeeded 
with according to the recommendation of the engineer 
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.for wuter supply, as contained in his report of 28th 
May, 1880, to the Colonial 'rreasurer; seeing that the 
elevation is ample for supplying the highest levels of the 
city, and that the cost was then estimated at only £57,290, 
a very small outlay as compared with the anticipated 
cost of the suggested Stradbroke Island scheme, which 
has been quoted at very much greater sums:-

The SECRETARY J!'OR PUBLIC WORKS 
(Hon. D. F. Denham, Oxley) replied-

The matter is under the consideration of the Bris­
bane Board of 1Yaterworks, whose derision will depend 
largely upon the effectiveness and cost of purifying 
water within the drainage area of the Enoggera 
reserve. 

The surveys now being made on Stradbroke Island 
are for the purpose of obtaining reliable data only. 

1\rhen the experiments now being made at Enoggera 
are completed and the investigations into the Strad­
broke Island scheme are further advanced, the general 
question as to the aonrce of an increased supply will 
be considered, and the Upper Enoggera reservoir 
scheme will be reviewed. 

J!'EDERAL FINANCES. 

Mr. PAGET (11fackay) asked the Premier-
Is the Government joining with the New South 

V\,.ales, Yictoria, South Australia, and 1Yest Aus­
tralia Governments in making a joint representation to 
the Federal Government regarding a settlement of the 
:financial arrangements between the Commonwealth 
and the States, on the terms as stated in a paragraph 
publish eel in the Sydney Dailu Te/egtapil of the 16th 
instant, or on any terms? 

The PRI~MIER (Hon. A. Morgan, Warn·ick) 
replied-

In reply to the New South 1\ales Premier's question, 
""Whether Queensland was in favour of seeking such 
an amendment of the Commonwealth Con&titntion as 
would continue the book-keeping period for another 
period , of five years, and ensure the return to each 
State, from the Customs revenue, of an ade4.uate fixed 
amount, on the expiration of the Braddon clause," I 
have informed ::\Ir. Oarruthcrs that the Queensland 
Government would support an amendment which 
would provide for the return' to each State of three­
fourths of the said revenue on a population basis, but 
did not approve of the proposal to extend the book­
keeping period. 

'!.'HE ORIENT SL'BS!DY. 

Mr. COWAP (Fit:roy), in the absence of Mr. 
Grant, asked the Chief Secretary-

Whether, in the event of the Federal Government 
taking over the pa.}'ment of the Orient subsidy, the Go­
vm·nment will consider the advisability of arranging 
for a line of steamers to the United Kingdom and the 
East, calling at the principal Queensland ports? 

The PREMIER replied-
Recognising how advanta~eous such a line of 

steamers, calling at Rockhampton. Townsville, and 
Cairns, would be to Queensland, the Government is 
considering the possibility of establishing such a 
service. 

PETITIONS. 
LAND MONOPOLY TAX BILL. 

Ho:-~. R. PHILP (Town.s~·ille) presented a 
petition from tbe electors of Aubigny against the 
passing of the Land Monopoly Tax Bill. 

Petition received. 

Hox. R. PHILP moved that the petition be 
read. 

The SPEAKER : A motion for the reading of 
the petition should have been moved before the 
petition was received. 

Mr. J. LEAHY (Bulloo) presented a petition 
from the electors of Warwick-(laughter)-of 
similar purport and prayer. 

Petition read and received. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Tomcon,q) presented a, 
si'milar netition from electors and landowners of 
Dalby, and moved that it be read. 

The SPEAKER: I would ask the hon. mem­
ber if tbe petition is identical with those which 
have just been presented? If so, it is not the 
practice to read it. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: The petition, I believe, 
is in terms identical with the othe'" just pre­
sented. 

Petition receind. 
Petitions of similar purport and prayer were 

-amid laughter and interjections on the Govern­
ment side-presented by JYiessrs. Paget,Cameron, 
Somer.;;et, Stodart, Cribb, Keogh, and Petrie, 
from electors of ])'assifern, Brisbane North and 
suburbs, Stanley, Albert, Oambooya, Lockyer, 
and Cunningham respectively. 

Petitions received. 

LAND MO::\'OPOL Y L\X BILL. 
THIRD RE \DIXG. 

The TREAS"CRER: In moving· the third 
reading of this Bill I cannot help referring· 
h the somewhat ridiculous proceedings that 
we have just witnessed. I heard at the be­
ginning of the week that a number of gentle­
men in J\Ielbourne had sent up some money. 
[Mr. :iiAC:\.RTNEY: \Vho from'? :ilrs. 'Arris ?2 
Someone more· substantial than l\lrs. 'An·is, 
a.nd this apparent!;~ is the result. The hon. 
member for Brisbane North stands up there 
and pre.sea1ts a petition from that constitubency 
with 180 signature•·. \Yhy, before to-morrow 
night I could have a petition in favour of the 
Bill with 1.000 sig·natures from North Brisbane 
and I would not go uut of (~ueen stree.t, and 
it would not cost t.he Pastoralists' Association 
one shilling to get it done. [Government 
mombers: Hear, hear!] [l\Tr. KEOGH: None 
of those men who signed it would have one 
acre of land.] [Mr. O'KEEFFE: None of the 
men in the Lockver had one acre of land.] 
'[:\lr. KEOGH: Ye's, they had: every one of 
them.] I do not think that since I first had the 
honour of a seat in this House· have I ever 
seen anv Bill of such importance as this pass 
through. all its stages-second rea.ding a.nd 
committee-with such overwhelming major­
ities of the representatives of the people in 
this House. [Gm·ernment members: Hear, 
hear!] And is it to' be imagined that the· re­
presentatives of the people in thi,s House are 
going to be influenced in the slight.est degree 
bv a burlesque of this kind? [Government 
m0ml•ers: Hear, hear!] [:\lr. LESINA: 
Especially signed by landowners only.] I was 
not a·.ra>·e that tl1e att.entpt was going· to be 
made ]n this Chamber-! was told that the 
money was being spent for the purpose of 
influencing another place. I do ·not know 
whether it ma.y be. any more effective in tlle 
other place-[Ifon. R. PHILP: \Yhat money 
was bein~: spent 1]-bnt I feel fairly certain that 
it \\·ill o!lly be laughed at in this Chamber, as 
it deserves to be. I do not hesitate at all to 
say that if the pe0ple of Queensland were 
polled on this subject, it is not a Bill with th<' 
gTeat exemptions that are contained in this 
Bill which would be pas&ecl, hut a wry much 
more drastic Dill. [Government membel'S: 
llear. hea.r !l _._.\nd if those vd1o are crying 
out a;winst this Dill had any sense, they would 
keep quie·t and thank God. [:\Tr. KERR: For 
small mercies.l [:\fr. J. I,EAHY: They thank 
vou instead.l I do not think it is necessary 
to say any more just now. This Chamber ha.s 
passed this Bill with overwhelming majorities 
running from two·thirds to three-fourths of 
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the House-[l\Ir. FORSYTH: Thev would pass 
any Bill under the same conditior;s.]-and hon. 
members who ha.ve passed the Bill are directly 
responsible to the electors of the State at the 
eud of their term. They have passed the· Bill 
knowmg- the.ir reprc>senta.tiYe capacity. Tlwy 
!mYe pas·2d i.he Bill because, in their opinion, 
It '\'as the best expedient for dealing with the 
fi1wnce·S of the year, Hot 1ecause it wa,"- a 
desira.ble thing in itself, but because it was 
neco;:.sary in the circ.um~tanc.e'; in which t,he 
State finds itself. [.\Ir. J. LEAHY: You told 
us it'' as to hur,-t up large estates.] They have 
clfnP that, and to ima~·ine that a burlesque 
01 tlns lnnd l'i ~·o1ng to Influence an""V member 
o£ this Chamber, or tha.t it is going to in­
fluerJce member,; of another place, which I 
suppu~e IS the mot!sc-----

The SPEAKER: Order, order! 

The TREASURER: It is to me mere foolish­
ness. I move that the Bill be now read a third 
tim<>. 

Hoc.:. R PHILP: Before the question is put, 
I should like to draw attention to the unneces­
sary heat of the Treasurer, who sAems awfully 
annoyed bt"cause some petitions have been pre­
sented agamst the passing of this Bill. I knew 
of many of the petitions that were to be pre­
?entecl, but It. clrd not cost me a penny piece; 
1t will very hkely cost the Premier and the 
Treasurer much more mone)' than it has cost 
1ne. 'The· pet~tion vva.s given to rnc to pTesent. 
I ,Presented It, ~nd I _was quite justified in 
domg It, and I will do It again as many times 
as they gn·_e them to me. As to its being a 
hurle;stJUC. It H; the only right the people out­
side m <.Jueenslancl have, nowadays, to present 
a .Petition to tins House; and to be treated 
w1th the scorn and contempt the Treasurer has 
treated us this eveuing is not usual. It is 
usual for GoYernments to receive petitions and 
say nothmg about them. This Government, 
apparently, are lughl,r mcensed because anyone 
has the courage to sign any document against 
the present Governm<>nt and their following, 
and when they have such an overwhelming· 
maJonty. Of course they have, and a great 
many of those gentlemen who voted voted 
agai11st their own convictions. ' 

The SPEAKER: Order order! The hon. 
member is distinctly out df order. 

~\fr. Cm\'.\r: \Yithdra.w that! 

Hox. R. PHILP: Two members of the 
House made a mistake in their vote, and said 
so. In th_e debate~ before we pointed out that 
the Premier and his supporters came into this 
Housf' on the distinct understanding that no 
acldihonal taxation-and no land tax-was to 
be imposed, but what is this hut a land tax 
pure and simple? [The PREMIER: It is a 
monopoly Bill.] TJ::ere was an attempt to 
make the Bill that It would not burst up big 
estates, but promote closer settlement: and 
those amendments were rejected with scorn, 
because the Treasurer said,_ a~ he says now, 
that he wants money. This IS nothing else 
but a land tax; and how anyone in this House 
can get up and say, " I am going to vote for 
this Bill, and I do hot believe in a land tax " 
is beyond my comprehension altogether. [The 
TREASFRER: :Many thmgs are beyond your 
comprehensiOn.] A man who does that will 
say anything. I maintain that these petitions 
ought to be considered bv this House even at 
this late stag·e. This Bill has bee~ rushed 
through without due thought, without the 
country having any intimation whatever about 
the contents of the measure. It was intro­
duced one week and discussed the following 
week: then taken into committee, and the 

whole Bill disposed of in seven or eight days. 
It is not a usual thing with a Bill of such mag­
nitude as this, because this Bill alters altogether 
the condition of our land laws. Here it is 
given out that in the future, as in the past, 
we are going to try and sell land to build rail­
ways; but this will prevent any more land 
being sold in Queensland. Of course, the 
majority of the supporters of the Premier 
"u.nt that; they do not ;;ant land sold-they 
want land leased; but I maintain it will he a 
splendid thing for Queensland if all our lands 
are sold. If we can get buyers to-morrow to 
come and take all our lands, we would then 
populate Queensland, but we shall not do so as 
long as the Government keep land in their 
hands as they are doing now. Even if we have 
fifty Secretaries for Public La.nds, they would 
not be able to look aft.er 400,000,000 aere.s of 
laud. I believe• the present l\linister is doing 
his best, as I have eaid befor<>, but how can one, 
or even fiftv men, deal with the vast number 
of acres of '!and we have in Queensland? If 
that land was cut up and sold, and put in the 
hands of 4,000 people. those 4,000 people would 
turn it to far better advantage than the Crown 
is doing now. \Ve would get people to come 
here then; hut as long as we have any Minis­
ter tied up as he is now by Parliament and 
parties, una hie to throw open land when he 
wants to do, we will never have true progress 
in Que<>nslancl. ~\Jl over the Western country 
-sell the land wherever they can; sell it to 
anybody, and at a price the land is worth. 
1--Iere:, iu Queen,,;laud, year after yea.r, "\\~£> brin~· 
in fresh land laws, and what have we clone? 
I remember twenty years ago, when the 1884 
Land Act wa' hrought in. we w<>re told that the 
land millennium had come; that land would be 
leased and settled by small holders. But there 
is less stock in Queensland than in 1884, when 
that Act was brought in. At that time, Sir 
Samuel Griffith floated a loan of £10,000,000, 
and they said, "\Ye will get sufficient revenue 
out of this Land Bill to make the payments 
of interest." But we get less revenue out of 
our public land to-day than in 1884. I con­
tend it is impossible for any Government, no 
matter how strong they are, to do the best 
with the lands of the State, and until they are 
in private hands they will never be put to the 
best advantage. I say it will do this State 
an injury in taxing the land. The Treasurer 
mav read extracts from the London or Glasgow 
papers, but how can they know the contents of 
this Bill in London or Glasgow? They know 
nothing about it. [i\Ir. KENNA: They do not 
know anything about the conditions out here.] 
Very little. I ~ay it is a most unwise thing to 
do just now, when peopla on the land have 
gone through great hardships, and are going 
through hardships now-they are threatened 
with a great drought-and in the midst of all 
these troubles the Govcmment bring in a Land 
Ta.x Bill. I <av no Premier would sit in his 
seat there and h·ing in a Bill like this, after 
having declared at the hustings, and all over 
the electorate, that he would not bring in a 
land tax. If this is not a land tax, I do not 
know what is. [The TREASFRER: It is a 
monopoly tax.] It is not a monopoly tax, be· 
cause ihP1 8ecrf'.tarv for Public LaHd:-> i;-; -.the­
biggest monopolist ·in the State at the present 
time-monopolising 400,000,000 acres of land. 
I could to-morrow go and ]ea.se 1,000.000 acres 
of land from the Crown, and I would not be 
called a monopolist, whilst a man who owns 
2.001 acres is called a monopolist. I maintain 
people who own land in Queensland are the best 
class we have got here. They are keeping all the· 
rest of the people going. Everything is cle­
Ti vecl from the land, and only 4 per cent, of 
the whole of Queensland at the present time is 

Hon. R. Philp.) 
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sold; and we are depreciating the value of the 
other 96 per cent. by bringing this tax in. The 
Premier need not think he can sell land in 
Queensland when this Bill is brought in. [Mr. 
LESINA: He will not!] I hope he will. If he 
does, he will have to sell it at 25 per cent. less 
than its real value. Under this Bill, he will 
only get 7s. 6d. for land which is worth 10s. an 
acre. If Bills are brought in to this Chamber 

to deprive any person of the right 
[4 p.m.] of holding land, then we might as 

well close the State altogether, 
because instead of having 500,000 people here, 
we are likely to have not more than 250,000 as 
people will go elsewhere where they can 'get 
land. vYhat is it that has brought people here 
from England, Ireland. Scotland, and other 
places? It is because they are tired of OC0U· 

pying leasehold land, and because they can get 
land in fee-simple in (~ueensland. I hope that 
even at this late hour the Premier will remem­
ber some of his oleoti :m promises. So far he 
has not remembered many of them, and if this 
Bill passes its third reading· Queensland ·will 
be stigmatised as a country with a Ministry 
that has broken every promise, every pledge, 
that they made when they were before the 
country. 

Mr. O'KEEIIFE (Lorkycr) : \Vhen I came 
into the House this afternoon I received the 
following letter from '<>me of my constituents:-

,..,.,. -r ,- ·-~ ''<' --- , 

Gatton, 25th September, 1905. 
~v _u, v 1\.t:eHe, .. u.l.J . .'-i. 

Dear Sir,--We. the undersignet1, desire to inform yon 
that we signnd the petition ag·aint't the land monopoly 
tax, being led to heiieve that the tax was a general 
tax on all the small landowners. 

(Government laughter.) 

\Ve llO"iY find that it is a tax on land monopolies, 
calculated to promote closer settlement. ,,-e further 
fl.r-;il·e to inform you that we heartilY endorse your 
action in supporting the land monopoly' tax. 

[Government members: Hear, hear !] 
(Signed.) 

P. KRI-~KE, Rock~idc 
JOH:\ DoYu;, Gatton 
'!'. RICE, G~J.tton 
J;. BEitKl\'TZLx, Gatton 
HENRY LRwu·, Gat1on 

\'L RYAX, I.~mver Tent Hill 
0 TRoT'r, Fppor 'l'ent Hill 
,J. ::\L\_JJO~KY, Gatton 
J .uu:s B L"RX K·", Gat ton 

If time wonld permit we conld sPnd vou fonr-fiftlls of 
the electors who sigued the petit~on against the 
monopoly tax. This is a resnlt uf a walk dmvu the 
street. 

Tours respectfully, 
JonN Don.E. 

I alw received a letter a week ago, which I 
shall read to the House. I Fhall leave out the 
name'l, as I do not wish to injure anv party, but 
will give the name of the writer if necessary. 
The letter is as follows:-

Gatton, 20th September, 1905. 
:Ur. }Iichael O'Keeffe, }I.I •. A. 

Sir,~Certain men in this dist.l·ict are getting- some 
bush money from the pastoral ato:sociation backed up 
by the Leahy erowcl-(Govermnent hmghterl-to see 
and get all tbey f•an to sign a petition against the 
land monopoly tax 111 your electorate, and the way the 
same men go abont lt they get many to sign it that did 
not. know what I hey \Yere doing, and myself amongst 
the lot. 

The "lP.EAKER: Order! I think the hon. 
member hae lost his opportunity of dealing with 
the matter. The hon. member had an oppor­
tunity of reading those letters and bringing any 
arguments against the reception of the petitions 
when the question "'l'h"-t the petition be 
received" was before the House; bnt the peti­
tions have now been received, and the hon. 
1ne1nber is not in order in pur~uing any ar~u­
ments against the petitions. He must confine 
his remarks to the third reading of the Bill. 

[Hon. R. Philp. 

Mr. O'KEEFFE : I ask the permission of th 
House to continue reading the lette.r, and then 
to offer some observations on the third reading 
of the Bill. [Government member., : Hear, 
hear!] 

You stick to your colours, and vote for the tax, and 
argue for it as :you have been doing. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! I must again 
remind the hon. member thu,t he has l<ht his 
opportunity for reading those letters. I do not 
think the hon. member is in order in reading 
them now. 

}lr. O'KEEFFE: Very well. I ,,-ish to 
make a few remark on the third reading of 
the Bill. [The TREAS1-m;n: You eau assure 
the SpeJ..ker tha.t the," are a~king you to !:lUp­

port the third n.\dmg of the Bill without 
referring to the petitions.] I shall Dot further 
refer to the lett-ers. I lm.-e been among· the 
people in my electorate. and I ca.n sa.y· that 
several persons haYe told me that the petition 
was present-re! to them a.t a time when they 
had no opportunity of kno,ving ''vhat th -,~,~ \YPre 

signing, a,nd J~,rgc numbe1·~ haYe in£orn1ed n1e 
that mv action in this matter me·ets ,,-ith their 
eudorsCn1cnt. I h::tve rece-i-ved both vc1·lml and 
·written cncou.:ra.r,erncllt to go on ~upporting· 
this measure. I have no apolog-y t.o otTer fur 
the .-ot·es I have given 011 this La.nd 2\Jonopoiy 
Tax Bi!J. I feel that I haw· taken the proper 
co1.u.--e, aucl I a.m going to continue in that 
cou.r.-:;e, for I a.m coufident that the· people I 
repre·e-nt haYe con1-e to the conclus~on I ca.me 
to when I resolw-1 to support. the Bill. [}lr. 
LESI)\A: ~~re you :::,J1TY it dot<: not go furth-Pr':J 
[ arn not sorry it doe.,. not go further: I an1 
only ,-,cTry that l1on. rn-ernhcrs like the hon. 
member for Clermont have not tact enow:;:h to 
hold their tongues at certain tirne.>. I know 
tha.t them are- men who ha,-e no landed pro­
perty in this State, a.ncl they are fre·e tu spea.k 
if Ley like. But I am not in that position. 
X ot ouly do I own land, but I also repre,ent 
n1ostly lando-·~ llCl'::l of a. ce.rtain class. The 
fight in this matter is to my mind d .. fight 
bet "~-e·en tlw pa.storalist"' or lar.~e landcrwn-ers 
and the s1na1l landowner~. I was not alto­
;.;ether surpri,ed when I found that petitions 
\\ 1;ejn" taken rounci. the c"Juntry by n1en 

lW.\ er '' nv :1 any iancl at all. as I beli.o ve 
tho.se rne-n acknovdedg·ed that thev \YCl'<? carrv­
in<c out a work for which the.v vvere paid. If 
that \vas ,;;;:o, I ~g_y the-y \V{•re earning an honest 
p~nny. and I have ]10 objection whatever to 
tho~e n1en Pa.rning an hon0st Pf'·nny if they are 
in need of it. [:\lr. KEoGn: \Yho paid them?] 
I asked that same question myself. I sa.id to 
the farn1c1·~ .. "Do vou think thc~e are n1en 
who do the work froln pul'e lov(-') of it. and that 
they are doing· it for nothiw~· '!" They said, 
"?\o." I then asked them, "Do ''OU think 
thew are 111011 "\vho caH a.fford to ~do it for 
nothinQ·?" 'Thev said "~o." Tht t1 I asked, 
"\Vho' do you {hink if' find in rr the n1oney to 
pay them?" Tlwy said. "\Ye do not ~n1o·w, 
bnt. "\Ve have a .suspicio11." I inquired. "\Yho 
are the pa,rtles you ~u~pect '?" They repli~d, 
"The Pa,toralists' _'>.c"ociat.ion. backec1 bv the 
I.eahy ·--:ro\Yd." (UOY{'rnment laughter.) ~This 
is the first time in the history of Queensland, 
if not of Australia, that -. ·e have the pastoral­
it4s professing to act in the iuterE·'":lts of the 
poor man. I haYe bePn a. poor 111an. a.nrl I 
haYt" come in contact vvith na~toralists a.nd 
I know that thev have tri<ecl to crush the ,mall 
man out. so tha't they might hold large tracts 
of country. It i::: .• thf':tf:fore, ;~~toni·:·hin~'; to me 
t.o find the Pa.storalists' Association. the mYners 
of lar2,e propertjr,-;, .~etting ''O fond of the 
farmer as to send rrwn out 'A'ith petitioll.'-i in 
the interc>,ts of the poor man. I am da.d to 
find that thHre is such a chang-e of taetic,; on 



Land ~1Ionopoly [26 SEPTEMBER.] Tax· Bill. 859 

thei1· !?art. I am only assuming- that the pay­
.n1ent 1s con1111g frorn that source. I know it 
does not come from the farmers, and that the 
fa~-mers did not initiate the aa-itatjon against 
this Land :\Ionopoly Tax Hili, and that 
~1ur.1dred.s of them are ready to sign petitions 
m Its favour, or at any rate to withdraw their 
r.Ignatures from the petitions which have been 
presented to the HousP. Though I am only 
a new rnen1~cr, I ?e,lieYe n1y \vord vvill ca.rry 
;Ls much weight 'vith my constitutents as the 
_vvord of the Inm1 ,,·ho vveut round aski11rr then1 
for their signaturos to the"' petit.ions. b 

Mr. CAMERON (Brisbane No1·th): The hon. 
member for Lockyer has inferred, if he did 
not sa:y so, that the money which has been 
spent m gettmg up those petitions, if any 
money was spent for that purpose~I do not 
know wheth<Jr a;1y was .spent-was provided by 
the Pastorallsts Association. I wish to give 
that a most emphatic denial, and to 'ay that 
not a smgle penny has been obtained from or 
spent by the Pastoralists' Association in con­
nection with this matter. I do not know 
whether any money was spent for this purpose, 
or, If there wa-. where It came from~I do not 
know anything about the matter; but I know 
that no. money came from the Pastoralists' 
Assocmhon. I know that members on the 
other side give the Pastoralists' Association 
credit. for beir:g the medium for carrying on 
anythmg; th~t IS evd .. Any action laken by the 
Pastoral.Ists. Association .. as a rule, they are 
able to Justify, but on this occasion they have 
had nothmg to do with the petitions which 
have been presented to the House. 

:\fr. :\L\CARTNEY (Toou.·onq): I ri'·e to say 
a !e": words upon the third reading of this Bill. 
I mbmated on the second reading of the mea­
sum, at such opportunity as I h'ad at a very 
early hour on \Ve~nesday morning, that I 
should oppose the Bill at "'very stage. T do not 
c_on:-;Ider. Jt IS a .. proper th1ng, under anythillg· 
~1ko orch~1ary Circun1i'iance:->, to block a Bill 
m committee, but the third reading is one of 
t~ose stages when every hon. member has the 
nght to raise his voicG in protest against or in 
opposition to the Bill. At the outset, I should 
hke to express my surprise that the Treasurer 
should question the right that is vested in the 
peo.p)e, even in a J?"Iinority of the people, to 
pebtwn the House m the manner in which it 
was petitioned this afternoon. It is open to 
anyone m the State to raise their voice by 
pe.tition, and when petitions are presented to 
t)1Is House they ar~ generally received with 
the respect and consideration due to them and 
it was rather astonishing to hear the Trea~urer 
)ecture hon. members in regard to the manner 
;n which those petitions :were got up. If we 
n.ad taken that ground With reference to peti­
tions presented by the hon. gentleman in days 
gone ):ly, w.e shoul?.have been doing nothing 
but discussm.g pehtwns. I presented a peti­
twn from residents in the electorate of the hon. 
mem!Jer for Dalby .and if the Secretary for 
Pubhc Lands had objected to that there might 
have been s?me reason in his objection. I was 
entrusted with the presentation of that petition 
m; behalf of a number of residents in the dis­
tn_ct, and I undertook the duty, and I do not 
thmk the Treasurer has any right to question 
the performance of the duty by me. Probably 
s?me other ?c;caswn may crop up when this 
nght of pet:twn can be more formally dis­
cus'e~ than 1t can be on the present occasion. 
I desue now to place on record my objection 
to the passing of this Bill. I had no real oppor­
tumty o:n the se.cond reading of going into the 
matter m a satisfactory manner, inasmuch as 
the powers that be forced the discussion after 
the ordinary hours of Parliament-in the early 
hours of the morning~when full reports were 

not taken. Even if an hm1. membec· ha"'l been 
in a position to properly explain his views 
there would have been no record of them. 
I do not think it neoes,ary under the circum­
stances to apologise on the third reading for 
offering· a. few remarks on the, Bill. I object 
tJ the Bill, in the £h·,t place, because tlw tax 
imposed is a class tax, and unjustly affects a 
comparati,-dy small number of persons. I 
do not think there can be any question about 
that or about the small number of persons 
upon whom the tax will fall. [The TREA-. 
SURER: It must ne-ce,ssarily be a cl; ., tax if 
it is to break up :monopolv.] [llon. R. PHILP: 
You have not bc,en taxed aud vou are the 
Liggest monopoli-t of thE' loL] · There can 
be no que;:)tion about it being a class -r;ax, and 
you mig;ht just as we·ll sa.y that the drapeTs 
should pay a speeial income tax of 25 per cent. 
on theiT profits. or specially ta.x thB produce 
rnerchant_,, aucticneers, and reprc~entatiYes of 
every class of busine". I oppose, the Bill on 
the ground that it will opera.tc (1) to ex­
tinguish or coufiscat·e the total interest of 
ma.ny owner.•. (2) to seriously depreciate the 
value of securities held over lands affected 
for advances made iu good faith, aud (3) to 
couse hardship. inju~tice, and to 
rncrtgagees, te11auts. and purchaf:cr~ sn1all 
areas of .land taxable by rea.son o£ the charge 
created IU favour of tbe Crown. I do not 
think it nt:>ce-,"ary to say Vf'l'Y mnch in support 
of that objectio1f. The Bill applies equally to 
owners who have mortg·aged their land up to 
anything like its value 'ati'd it therefoTe means 
that the tax will V:'ipe out those owners 
altogether. It follows that where the margin 
of profit in the management of an estate 
is not sufficient to pay the t.ax the interf'st of 
the owner is also extiugui,lx~d. I do not think 
there can be any doubt about that. That it 
will depreciate the capital ,-alue of securitico 
there can be, no question ;;-hat<"'er. The object 
of the Bill, as outlmed in the discmsio11 which 
took place on it, is to reduce the capital Yalue 
of land. Not only will the· ta.x 1:-e imposed on 
the· total Yalue of the land, hut thr capital 
\'aluC' will be reducPcl, and as the v1pital ya.lne 
will h<'· roclnced so will this land tax a.±f<'ct- tho 
interest of mortgag·ees. To people who have 
taken securities and advanced their money 
in good faith it Y.rill b(C~ a Yer:· ~Teat hard­
ship and injustice and expense.· It will most 
~criousJy affect the interests of mortgagee8, 
tenants, and purchased of small areas of land 
taxable by reason of the- tax l•eing· a first 
charge upon the la.nd in favour of the Crown. 
\Vhere lands are sold subject to contra.ct, this 
c~arge, will pecessarily be a first ehaTge re­
g-Istered >Lgamst the land. and the tenant. or 
purchao,er, a.s the case may be, will haYe to 
take steps to haYe that charge• removed. 
rThen another of my objections is tlm t it will 
seriously affect and diepreeiate the capital 
value and rental Yalue of the Crown lands. 
I do not think that a.rgument ne.cd he ex­
tendt·d because the fact is so manif: .. t. It 
is apparent on the far;:, of it. If the tax re­
duces the capital ,-alue of privately-owned 
lands it will also depreciate the capital Yalue 
of conticuous Crown lands. A fmther ol1jec­
tion is tha.t such legislation tends to disturb 
existing enterprise and prevent the infio\v of 
private capital at a time more. particularly 
when rcstrict<ed Government expenditure de­
mands it~with consequent loss to the State 
and the work0rs of the Stat<'. In support of 
that objection I say the Government haw• no 
rivht to introduce legislation of this sort at 
a time when the g·oneral industriPs. of th<' Stat<> 
and the financial position of the State and 
people is so disturbed as they are at the present 
time. A measure of this sort is bound to create 

Mr. Macartney.] 



860 Land Monopoly [ASSEMBLY.] Tax Bill. 

further disturbance and want of employment. 
I take the general objection also that this is the 
conmwucement of an a,Jl round land tax. It 
is idle for hon. gentlemen to sa} tha.t it is only 
a monopoly tax, or that it is a tax for the 
purpo:se of encourag-i11g .settlemont. It is the 
eonunencetnent of a la,ncl tax, and when we 
tnrn to the speeches of hon. member' like the 
hon. member for Clermcmt there can be no 
question that this is part of the programme 
of the Labour party It is as they sa.y, just 
the thin edge of the wedge, and they will be 
able to go to thB country and say, "WB 
battled for a land tax. but this is thB best 
we could do; we cannot get everything we 
want. \\' e have to go a step at a time, and 
we ha,·e got this." And thB men who have 
be·cn traYelling all over the country denouncing 
the capitalist and the man of enterprise will 
be. able to sav, "se(:" what Y\T.P have done; we 
have broken 'man} of them up. \Ye have at 
least got a portion of what we have been 
fig·hting for. and after all this is only the 
commencement of a land tax." I object to 
the Bill on the ground that such a tax in any 
form is unsuitable to the conditions of Queens­
land, more particularly having- regard to the 
small amount of land alienated, and the power 
given to local authorities to impose taxation on 
unimproved values of land. Local authorities 
haYe now the power to impose taxation up to 
a very high maximum limit, and it is clear that 
if this further tax is imposed it will not only 
be a great injustice and hardship, but will 
seriously depreciate the value of landed estates 
A further objection is that as a revenue mea­
sure it is as unnecessary as its provisions are 
unjust and cowardly. I think it has been 
pointed out over and over again that the posi­
tion of our finances at the time thB Financial 
Statement was delivered did not support the 
necessity for this Bill. (The TREASURER; Who 
pointed that out?] It has been pointed out 
time after time. (The TREASURER: Who did 
it?] It has been pointed out by members on 
this side. (The TREASURER: What page of 
Hansal'd l] The Treasurer's own words were 
used to show how unnecessary it was, and if the 
hon. gentleman wishes me to go over that 
ground again, then I only say that one has 
only to take up the Financial Statement and 
go through it to show how unnecessary the 
Bill is. The Financial Statement was so 
arranged as to create the nece,sity for this 
Bill. It was also shown that the estimated 
difference betweBn revenue and expenditure 
could be covered in other ways, and I submit 
that it 1.H>uld hare be.Pu J Lht, arr:oug~t other 
way~., to ha.ye coYe1red it by a reduction of the 
number of members. I also object to the Bill 
on the ground that as a bursting up or anti­
monopoly tax so called it is unnecessary, and, 
if nece,,sary, the exempting of lands most 
likely to be required for closer settlement have 
rendered the Bill ineffectual for the purpose. 
As a taxation measure, it taxec; the owner of 
land not required for closer settlement, while 
it either wholly or partially benefits owners of 
land most suitable for close settlement. It has 
not been shown that there is any demand for 
land that the Rtate cannot supply. No reason 
has been given to justify the introduction of 
the Bill, and I submit that no good and suffi­
cient reason exists. In rBference to the lattBr 
portion of that objection, V.'hen I find that 
2,000 acres of land in the closely settled districts 
are exempt and up to 10,000 acrBs in other cases, 
and that this land may possibly be required for 
closer settlement, then I come to the conclu­
sion that as a Bill to encourage closer settle­
ment it fails in its object. I object to it on the 
ground that. the Bill is not a bona fide attempt 
to either raise revenue, prevent monopoly, or 
to f'ncoura~·e settlc>rneiJt; but is, on the other 
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hand, designed for the express purpose of pro­
moting party consolidation and the continua­
tion in office of the present coalition Govern­
ment; further, that it is a Bill in direct viola­
tion of the policy submitted by thB Government 
to the constituencies and of solemn pledges 
given by the Premier, ::\Iinisters g-enBrally, and 
supporters of the Government. There are other 
reasons which might be urgBd against the Bill, 
but I think these are sufficient to convey my 
objections to it, and as a justification of the 
promise I made to oppose the imposition of a 
land tax. 

:\Ir. LESI::'-JA (Clamant); During t.he pas­
sage o£ this measure I received numerous 
letters from my electorate, from miners and 
others, and in every instance they have e~­
pressed their pleasure at the introduction of 
the mBasure. In some instancBs I have bBen 
urged strongly to1 point out that the scope of 
the meaSilre is too narrow, and that it should 
be extended. That £3.0,000,000 worth of land 
,houlcl produce to the Treasurer only a sum 
of £45,000 is a source of great weakness, and 
my con,titutents think that £30,000,000 worth 
of land values should be asked to return a 
''reat deal more than £45,000, and that undue 
~nodera.tion has been shovvn l'v the Govcrn­
rnent. The InE'aRure ha.s gone~ through very 
rapidly, a.nd I think that is a matter upon which 
the liouse should congratulate the 'l'rea.surer. 
l\•rtai!Jly, if auv()ne ~hould regret it, it i~ 
mvself, because f had in preparation a. petition 
abking tlw GovcrnmBnt to extend the scope of 
the Bill so thnt a very much larger number 
of persons shonlcl l;e in~luded. If that petition 
l.ad come along, possibly other pdit.ions might 
also have been sent in on the same subject. 
Labour people outside are not fully satisfied 
with this mea.sure a.s one of land taxation, but 
they re~ard it as a small concession only. Thoy 
accept it as a very thinly buttered slice of bread, 
instead of a whole loa±. In time, when we get 
Ptronger, \Ye shall ha.vB a. larger slice, .and 'vc­
shall havB farmers' representative·s, hlw the 
lwn. ill!'mLer for the Lock_:~Pl'. getti11g up and 
tolling us that the farmers object to a land 
tax. 'I3ut the farmer who studiPs the position 
int.elligently will know that he will be the 
greatest benefit.er by it. l~Ir. O'KEEFFE; Qn 
what e,rounds do you sav that':] I know It, 
because I understand tile principle of land 
taxation, which is more than the hon. member 
for the> Lockver clr:e.s. lf he thinb thi, is a 
<p_laJTel behYC _·n the rua.11 \Yith the Lig a.rea and 
the man with tho little area he is mistaken, 
The quarr0l is bet.w~en thB land monopolist, 
and the unfortunate wretches who are barred 
off tho country entirely. I regret ti_Iat this 
rnoasure should be such a small conce,sswn, but 
it is a step in the way we want to f!O, and 
for that reason I am prepared to accept It. 
I will uo ant into the countrv with it; I will 
c,xplain- its prm·isions; I will show the electors 
what a small conce,sion it is· I will ask them 
tJ be thankful for it, and have resolutions 
carriArl in favour of continuin o; this forn1 of 
taxation until wo bnrst up monopoly of all 
descriptions, whether ;t is thB monopoly of 
the small man or the monopoly of the large 
man. 

~Ir. J. LEAHY (Bulloo); I do not know why 
hon. members apologise for addr<"ssing the 
Chamber on the third reading of thB Bill. 

They have as much right to ad­
[4.30 p.m.] dress the Chamber on the third 

reading as they have on the second 
reading. I am not going to apologise for 
speaking. \Ye have our rights here. There 
has been an interesting discussion raised this 
evening by the Treasurer. First and foremost, 
after making some remarks which I should hE> 
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inclined to consider were very rude, he chal· 
lenged the right of the electors outside to 
present petitions which he called "Bosh." He 
did not use the word "bosh," but it was some­
thing like it. [Mr. FORSYTH: "Bombast."] 
Yes; "bombast," and a great m~ny other 
terms which I do not think were parhamentary 
-at any ratf', they were ver.v inelegant when 
nsed by a gentleman occupymg a seat on the 
Treasury bench. However, it is difficult to 
blame the hon. gentleman in a matter of that 
kind. [J\Ir. KERR: Fancy you giving anyone 
advice on such a subject.] I hope the hon. 
member for Barcoo will cease making such 
interjections, as he may hear some expressions 
on the subject that will not be very pleasant to 
him. However, the hon. gentleman has my 
sympathy. I always sympathise with the 
leader of a party who finds his folio" ers de· 
serting him. [Mr. KERR: Do you remember 
the time you left your leader?] I now come to 
the Bill. We all know that this is a land tax, 
no matter what is said about it. Those mem· 
ber.s who represent agTicultural districts are 
supporting this Bill because they say it is not 
a land tax, but if it was a land tax theY would 
have to oppose it. Now, by the elegant phrase­
ology of this measure, which either the Trea­
surer or Premier is responsible for--[Hon. R. 
PHILP: Premier.] No; I do not think it is the 
Premier's. [The TREASURER: \Vhat is wrong 
with it?] There is nothing wrong with it from 
the hon. gentleman's point of view. The hon. 
gentleman told us that he had the support of 
the representatives of the farming t:Jistricts on 
this occasion, because it was a burstmg-up tax. 
What did the hon. gentleman tell us just now? 
That the Bill was absolutely necessary for the 
purpose of bringing in revenue. [The TREA· 
SURER: I never said anything else.] I have a 
very strong recollection that you did say some· 
thing else about it; but it would be out of 
order, according to the rules of the House, to 
refer to another debate, and I do not intend to 
be driven by the Treasurer to departing from 
the rules of the House, and compelling you, 
Sir, very reluctantly, no doubt. to call me to 
order, as you did the 'J,'reasurer just now. It 
is a very strong reflectwn on the members of 
this House, and on the intel!ig·ence of the 
people who sent him here, that t~e Treasu;rer 
is not able to conduct a debate Without bemg 
seriously called to order. I say this is a land 
tax and a land tax in the worst form. The 
ho~. member for Clermont agrees with me in 
that matter. [Mr. LESINA: No.] The hon. 
member says "No," but just now he said it 
was. He said it was a land tax of the worst 
form because it did not go far enough. If a 
land tax is justifiable at all, the smaller it is 
the worse it is from the point of view of men 
who like the hon. member, believe in a corn· 
plet~ land tax. The hon. member is, therefore, 
of my waY of thinking-that it is the worst 
form of lai:td tax; but we have different views 
of looking at it. Now, it is very interesting to 
owners of land to know that this land tax is 
aoing to be supplemented. The Treasurer told 
~s quite recently that the. real. tax, and one 
which the Labour party beheve m, would h~ve 
an exemption of £300, and would be. commg­
on directly. [The TREASURER: W.ho said that.?l 
You did. [The TREASURER: I d1d not.] Will 
the hon. gentleman keep in order. He said it 
in previous debates. 

The SPEAKER: Order, order! . The hon. 
Inembe1· is not in order in conunenbng on ex­
pressions u8ed by members in previous debates. 
fGovmnment members: Hear, hear!] 

~Ir. J. LEAHY: That is exactly what I 
was saying-, but I did not make '?yself cl~ar 
to you. The Treasurer was trymg to s1de 

track me bv asking me whether he said so, 
and I was s'aying that he was out of order to 
refer to '·"hat he had said. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem· 
ber was con1menting on an expression which 
he said the TreJ.surer had used in a preYions 
debate. 

Mr. J. LEAHY: I was admitting- that for 
the purpose of keeping the Treasui:er. right. 
He said it in other nlaces outside tlus Hou,e, 
and also in all the -debates in this Chamber 
during· this session. [The 'I'HEASUI\ER: Quite 
incorrect.] He said it in the newspaper'. and 
also in the lobbies. [The- TREASl'RER: That 
is quite incorrect.] 

The SPEAKER: Order, order! 

Mr. J. LEAHY: Does the hon. gentleman 
mean to :,ay that he would use words in this 
House, under privilege, which he is afra.icl to 
use ouLHle.'' r'I'he TREASL'RER: The holl. 
gentleman says that he did not say it outside.] 

The SPEAKER: I remind the hon. 
member for Bulloo that he. must accept the 
Treasurer's L!enial tl•at he did not make that 
statement. 

:Mr. J. LEAHY: Of course I will accept it. 
but he ,, as g·etting it out in such a garrulous 
manne·r. tluit. I could hardly follow what he 
said. If he. went ba.ck to old da.ys, when he 
was running wild--

The SPEAKER: Order, order! 

Mr. J. LEAHY: I would point out that the 
hon. gentlema.n is not in Roekhampton just 
now. This is a place whe:re you cannot have 
packed mee.tings. If you want t? pa.ck a 
meeting here you will have to pack 1t through 
the electors. (Government laughter.) 

The SPEAKER: Order! I would remind 
the· ho11. gentleman that the question i, the 
third reading of the Bill, and he must not 
discuss matters outside that question. 

l\Ir. J. LEAHY: Very weii: but I hope that 
you will keep the Treasurer in order. If ho 
interjects. I have the right to reply. 

The SPEAKER: Order, order! 

l\lr. J. I"EAHY: The Treasurer told us to­
day that this was going to be a land tax. The 
hon. member for Clermont told us, what he 
has repeatedly said outside the .H~use. a11d 
in the Government organ, tha.t It 1s a land 
tax. He also told the hon. member for Look­
yer that he must make up his mind because 
we would have it pretty quick and live,ly 
verv soon. The Treasurer cavilled at the 
petitions received this aftel'noon ag-ainst this 
Bill, and denied the right of the people .to 
petition. [The PREMIER: No, _no!] He .said, 
"Is it likely that these expresswns of opm10n 
are going to a.lter the opinions of t\J.e members 
of this House." That is a questwn a great 
many people ask. It is a 9uestion t.he pe·ople 
of Rockhampton ask. It IS a question wh1ch 
those> who ·want the "obje{;tive" sign.ed are 
asking. V\' e are here as repre~entahves of 
the people. \Ve rule for the few days that 
we are, but we have to go back for fre-sh 
inst,ructjonR fl'om our con:::.tituents: and f:·e~ 
quently all over the "orld ;~here rec.ponsitJle 
croverl1ment or repre.sentatrve government 
~·xists the representatives of the pe'?ple g-o 
around the country and take the news of 
the electors, a.nd ask for guidanoo in c_ertam 
matters. 'I'his Government not only d1d nc:;t 
seek a mandate from the e-l~ctors for th!s 
measure, but they are now tr:pn,!S to force ;t 
through the House, althoug-h 1t 1s a measu.re 
which the electors of the country are drs: 
tinctly against. fThe TREASl'RER: Incorwct.] 
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The hon. gentleman, when speaking at Rock­
hampton, said that a great many things were 
mcorrect. He was not half so mild at Rock­
hampt<m as he is here. [~1 r. TeRN ER: Out of 
order.] 

The SPE.\.KER: Order, order! 

:\Jr. J. LEAHY: I now come to the speech 
of the hon. member for Lockyer. That gentle­
mall made a great many wild and irresponsible 
statements. He i.s gettin,o: into the habit lately 
n£ rnaking the,,,e wild statement~, and he­
canuot cmtrol himself. He told us-or, rather, 
he read a letter from a man in his district 
sayi11'~· that :,Oine document had been sent 
rounJ alid v.as signed by certain per~on.s who 
r-eally did not kno-.,y v,rhat the): -.,vcre ,signi11g. 
:\o , tlwre \\···r·e llOO of them who ~igned the 
dc>cnmcnt, and the hon mom]Jer read the 
names of fiye or six who said they ~igned it 
not kr:.Y-ring what they did sign. Now, that 
:sho\r." what ignora.nt 1ncn they are, and what 
i;;·norrrnt men thero are who stand behind the 
hon nlCmber for Lockyer, and whom he re­
rnes<3,uts in this House. The hon. D1ember 
1nade f'·OH18 reference to ~Ybat he h'rmed the. 
Leai1y faction. [:\fr. 0' KEEFFE: I did not 
make that rderenc". I rea.d the letter.] I 
do not know who ''Tote the lc>ttcr. Probi1bl:v 
the hon. 1.;entleman wrClte it him>•elf. ="low. I 
wonld iilw to tell the hon. member, and the 
other hon. meml•ers of thi,s Chamlwr, that I 
have uo ider< st whatcYer in this Bill, eyen if it 
does iJecon1e lc&7.'. lt will u ot affect n1e to the 
exteHt of one £;uthin!'', and I am not likely to 
giYe money to fight other pc•CJplo'• battles. 
l n1y viP'r'I'S al~out it and giye rny 

on it, but son1o of the hon. rnen1l~ers 
haYe not ;cot that much, and I can 

sr:.ap n1_\~ {iufrers at then1. l opvJse this Bill on 
ite meritc. So far a.s I am aware I did not sec, 
this petition till this afteruoon, and I do not 
kHow ho·,\- the lTIOllf':v v;a.s collected for it. I 
!ward to-da.y that o;w of the principal men 
\Yho found the nwnev .,. as a large lmJclovvncr 
in thA Pren1ier's d1~-~rict, and a-nother la.rge 
O\Yll{· r in the .Stanley <li '-trict. fThe PRE:1IIEU: 
( qlie tiou that very much.l I bclieYc it is a 

fact. At a.l1 en---nt:". if the gentle-rnan is uct in thB 
\Yar•Yick cJi,trict he is ju't on the Loundar;v oi 
it. 'l'hie Bill i., introduced for ilw sepcial pur­
pu-::.e-~o the Treasurer says~-of '.::,-iving· land to 
farmers' sons. Now, we have the voice of 870 
men, all landowners more or less, large and 
smalL in the Lockyer district, and they do not 
view it in this manner. They do not want 
estate-; to be burst up for them. They know 
right enough-because some of them are rea­
sonably large landowners-that at the next 
turn of the wheel there is g·oing to be a divi­
sion in the areas they hold at the present time. 
This is not pntting in the thin end of the 
wedge; this is the big end of the wedge. It 
is in already, but the hon. member for Cler­
mont says they shall have the whole wedge in, 
both the big end and the little end. This is what 
farmers know of. \Ve have it on good autho­
rity from some hon. members on the other 
side of the House, that the Premier met his 
few supporters and told them distinctly-point 
blank-if they did not put this measure 
through he would resign, and have a general 
election. [1\Ir. O'KEEFFE: That is not so.] 
The hon. gentleman mid1t· not have been there, 
(Laughter.) There are a great many reasons, 
including payment of members, why we should 
not have an election every second day. As a rule, 
30 per cent. do not come back. A great many 
members on the other side of the House do not 
want this measure passed into law, and one of 
them told me that he hoped the Bill would be 
strangled after it left this Chamber, and if it 
was not strangled those people wanted punish-
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rnent by being abolished altogether. There 
are a gTeat many people who have that view. 
I know th.is Bill has not got a majorit.y in this 
House whiCh the Treasurer led us to tlnnk. He 
s~.ys it was carried by ovcrwhehning Inajori­
ttes at evcl'y stage. \Vhat did the hon. mem­
ber for Clermont tell us to-night-and there is 
no doubt the hon. gentleman is repeating the 
general sentiments which he feels and which 
he probably expres·•ed on other oc'casions. He 
told us quite distinctly that it is force-pres­
sure-which is being used to put this thing 
through. [l\Ir. LESDIA: I did not say that.] I 
do not think it is a proper thing in a country 
govPrne-d aR we arc. ~L~lr. I~E.SI~A: \Y c do IJOt 
want any pressure to put a tax through like 
that, I can acsure yen.] The hon. member for 
Lockyer told us the other night that he was a 
small man once. I am glad to know that he is 
a large man now, and does not belong· to the 
small clas" any longer. [Mr. O'KEEFFE: I did 
not say anything of the kind.] I will take the 
hon. gentleman's word; but the impression 
conveyed to me was that at one time he was a 
small man, and at that time he could not take 
the same view that he did ju't now. I think 
the fact that he was not a small man now 
should be the cause why he should take a 
reasonable Yiew of things. [:\Ir. O'KEEFFE: 
Do not pre,·aricatc.J He ,hould achocate tho 
principle that it is the duty of every man in 
tlu:;;;. llou c to lectYC' thC' ,,ay op0u to e,·er5' n1a.n 
who by his ability, industry, and economy is 
able to push his way forward in the world, 
and accumulate sufficient to provide for hi~ 
family and himself. That is a laudable idea, 
and if the hon. member was a small man it 
was a credit to.him, and needs no apology. I 
should be glad 1f every other hon. member was 
jn the same !"ompetent position-! hope to get 
m that pos1hon some day-and then we should 
not have the trouble we haye in the Chamber 
at the present time. I would like to say that 
one or two members of the Chamber-! have 
got my eye on thern no':~·-were going about a 
week or two ago and saying they were going 
to resign and go to their constituents over 
this measure. I se" they have not done it. I 
suppose the Premier has bludgeoned them into 
it somcho\v--

The SPEAKER: Order, order! 

I\Ir. J. LEAHY: I want to make a further 
.reference. I do not see many of the Premier's 
followers backing him up on this occasion. 
They have been conspicuous by their absence 
from the debate, and some of them did not 
vote at all. K othing can be clearer than that 
the supporters of the Premier are cold-hearted 
in. thic. matter, :>s they are not voting with that 
w1llmgnees whwh we see on other occasions. 
It is quite clear what the object of the Bill is­
Nothing can be clearer than that in a general 
way this Bill is a compromise. The Labour 
party went to the country with a distinct £300 
exemption land tax in their platform and thev 
were returned. They have got mo~e than a 
majority in this Chamber. There is rarely a 
division with more than sixty members, and 
the ho?· m~m.bers are here day and night. I 
am qmte w1lhng to pay a tribute where it is 
deserved or due, and I pay them a tribute for 
their regular attendance in this Chamber. I 
wish they had more intelligence-the necessary 
intelligence that should accompany an attend­
ance of that kind--

The SPEAKER: Order, order! 

I\Ir. J. LEAHY: In the. country. (Laughter.) 
There would be no necess1 ty for discussing this 
matter, because the hon. members would not 
be present. It is quite clear that the farmers 
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of the country are bringing pressure to bear 
upon the Premier and their repr€sentatives in 
this House, and are telling them, " The day 
will come when we will have a reckoning with 
you if you pass this Bill." The writing· is on 
the wall. Hon. members can read or pass on 
as they wish. 

The PREMIER: \Vehave ju<thadan exceed­
ingly discursive speech ; I think there is S<:'1rcely 
a matter that has not been touched upon this 
session which the hon. member has not man•ged 
to drag in during this discussion on the, third 
reading of the Bill. [Mr. ,J. LEAHY: I will give 
rou some more when we, come to the title.] He 
complained in the closing perird of his speech 
that this Bill was a compromise. Can the bon. 
gentleman pLlint to one statute of this or 'tny 
other btate that is not, based on compromise? 
[Mr. J. LEAHY: Did I say compromise?] I do 
not think the hon. member recollects what he 
did ,,ay. (Government laughter.) I eau (]uite 
understand that he would have a very difficult 
task in end ea vonring to recall even the subjects 
he has touched upon rluring the last three­
quarters of an hour. Of course this is a cnm. 
protnisej as all legislation is compromise. The 
fact that it is a compromise is nothing to 
the detriment of the measure itself, or to the 
discredit of the parties who compromised, or 
to the Government which introduced the mea­
sure. [Government members : Hear, he.tr !] 
The bon. member, during his long speech, re­
peatedly returned to the hon. member for 
Lockyer; I shall not follow him at any 
length on that phase of the su biect, because 
hon. members on both sides clearly understand 
why the hon. member for Bullon is anxious to 
discredit the bon. member for Lockyer. [Go­
vernment members: Hear, hear!] [i\Ir. .J. 
LEAHY : He referred tu me by name distinctly 
first.] The hon. me m her for Lockyer read 
certain letters which he had received from his 
constituents, whose names were in the petitions 
presented to the House, this afternoon, and who 
wrote to him to "''Y that they bad been induced 
by misrepresentation to ~ign those pet.ition~. 
Kow, the misrepresentation that has been 
practised in the Lockyer has been practised all 
over the Darlin§< Downs and the other places 
represented by the petitions. [Mr. BAR~ES: 
That is altogether too thin.] As a matter of 
fact, these petitions, ·.vhich, by the way, repre­
sent only a n1ere fraction of the communities 
from which they emanate, have in many cases 
been the work of men who have misrepresented 
the facts to the people to whom they were 
appealing. [Mr. ,J. LEAHY : Can't they read 
the petitions?] In my own district people 
have been going about with this petition appeal­
ing to the farmers to sign it, and using argu­
ments in support of their request which were 
altogether and entirely opposed to the facts of 
the case. It has been represented-and a busy 
farmer has not time to go and read long· winded 
petitions-that this wa~ a petition against a land 
tax, when, as a matter of fact, they, or the men 
who employed them to make this statement, 
knew perfectly well that it was a petition against 
nothing of the kind. It was a petition against a 
land monopoly tax-an entirely different thing to 
a general land tax. The hon. member for 
Brisbane X orth presented a petition, in which 
I observe there are 118 people ont of 120,000. 
fl\Ir, CAMERO:\": One hnndred and eighty.] I 
stand corrected, [Mr. J. LEAHY: Landowners 
be said.] One hundred and eighty out of a popu­
lation of 120,000. [The H01IE ~ECRETARY: Land­
owners of the constituency where not one of the 
men was taxed.] And that from a constituency 
in which not one rood or acre will pay one frac­
tion under this Bill. [i\Ir. BARNES : They can 
see what is coming.] \Vel!, if this House, or 

another place, is asked to pay serious attention 
to these petitions, all I can say i,; that if there is 
any evidence of such serious attention being paid 
to them as voicing the sentiments of the com­
munity, then it will not be difficult to get 100 
signatureR on the other side for every one signa~ 
ture which is attached to these petitions, and I 
will undertake to say that I would myself get, 
in my own district, n1ore Hignatnres in one 'veek 
in favour of this Bill than the hon. gentle­
man's etlliRs.aieR have got in n whole fort~ 
night in opposition to it. [Government mem­
bers: Hear, hear ! ] [Mr. ,J. LEAHY: But 
these are all landowners; that is the point.] 
The hon. member for Brisbane North assured 
the House that the Pastoralists' As··ociati<'n had 
nothing whatever to do with these petitions. 
That may be true. I accept the hon. mem-

ber's word that the Pastoralists' 
[5 p.m.] Association had nothin~ to do with 

the movement for getting up these 
petitions; but I am (]Uite sure that I am e(]ually 
correct in saying that there is not the smallest 
evidence of a spontaneous outburst of opposition 
to this Bill tu be found in any one of thosE 
petitions. They are the work of interested 
parties. Now, who are the parties interested in 
stopping this Bill? Are they the farmers? 
Obviously not. They are the capitalists. [Mr. 
J. LEAHY: \Vhy did they 'ign the petitions?] 
Because the facts were miHrepresented to them, 
and misrepresented to them by the paid 
emis;aries of the opponents of this Bill. Did 
tlie voters of the Darling Downs assemble in 
meeting to protest aga,inst this Bill, and appoint 
one or 1nore of their nutnbee to go rcund 
and get signatures to a petition against the 
Bill? No; they had to Le stirred up, as 
far as they have been stirreu np, by men 
sent up from Brisbane by people "'ho were 
identical with the people whom we found in 
yea'" past acting a' agents for the National 
Liberal Political Fnion, a union which includes 
such national liberals as the h<m. member for 
Bu!loo and the hon. member for Brisbane North, 
J\Ir. Cameron. I can only draw reasonable 
deductions from facts that have been apparent 
to all of us, and when I see these gentle­
men coming to my district and doing their 
]eye] best to induce farmers to carry round such 
a petition as this for signatures-offering, as I 
am told, £3 per week to farmers if they would 
undertake the work, but offering that in vain-I 
can only conclude that the work is the work of the 
same old party as has a] ways been opposed to pro­
gressive and liberal legislation and administration 
--and they call themselves national liberal:;. I 
accept, I say, the assurance of the hon. member 
for Brisbane North that the Pastoralists' Associa­
tion did not find the money. But if the Pas­
toralists' Association did not find thP money, 
then that money was certainly found by some big 
men who haYe a direct financial interest in 
blocking this Bill. [Mr. CA:IIERON: That 
may be.] Quite so. It not only may be, 
bnt it is the fact. That is the history of 
these petitions. I have one in my hand 
presented by the hon. member for Bundanba 
as representing the electors of Cambooya. There 
are a meagre fifty or sixty signatures to this 
petition. [Mr .• J. LEAHY: There are 460 to it.] 
They do not cover half the number of sheets sent 
out to be covered with signatures, and the petition 
is signed, not simply by elec~ors of Cambooya, 
but by persons from as far apart as Grandchester 
on the coast to Millmerran in the \V est. My own 
knowledge shows me that only an infinitesimal 
portion of the people of that electorate have 
signed the petition, and even those voters who 
were induced to sign were induced, I am assured, 
in the great majority of cases by representations 
such as were made to the men from whom the 

Hon. A. M organ.] 
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hon. me'llberfor Lockyer has read a letter here this 
afternoon. [Mr .• J. LEAHY : They were a mo•t 
ignorant lot, those men.] Ko. Such men will 
listen to anybody who appeal., for signature' to a 
document against new taxation. \Ve all know 
that, and we are all opposed to new taxation­
all, except men who are in responsible positions, 
have to see that provision is made to enable 
the country to pay its way. That is what we are 
doing by this Bill. We have brought this Bill 
uown for a double purpose. [Mr. ,J. LEAHY : 'rhe 
Treasurer said he wanted money.] Thehon. mem­
ber for Bnlloo is trying to attribute to the 'rrea­
surer st,atements that he really nev.er made in 
connection with this Bill. There is no attempt 
to disguise its purpose. Its purpose is, first, to 
provide £42,500 of revenue, and, secondly, to in­
duce the breaking up of hrge estates which are 
now held aga;nst close settlement. Those are 
the two prime re~sons for introducing the Bill. 
I put the financial reason first, became it is the 
immediate reason which produced this Bill. The 
other is the more permanent and lasting object 
that we have in view. Those. are the purposes 
and objects of this Bill. \Ve have petitions 
against it representin!l an infinitesimal section 
of the community. \Ve have the leader of the 
Opposition getting up and complaining that the 
Bill has been rushed through the House, and the 
hon. member for Toowong echoing that com­
plaint. \Vhat are the facts in answer to that? 
The TrC>asurer delivered his Budget Speech in 
this Chamber on the 31st of August, and the 
Budget Speech concluded with the resolution 
upon which this Bill is founded. The need 
for the Bill was set out in the Budget State­
ment, which concluded, as I have said, with 
the resolution which is the bones of this Bill. 
The Budget Speech has formed practically the 
whole subject of di•cussion m tliis House ever 
since, and yet the hon. member has the temerity 
to get up and tell hon. members, who know 
this to be the case, that the measure has been 
rushed through this Chamber. \Vhy, Sir, the 
records of the House are the most complete 
refutation of the hon. member's statement. We 
have been eng<tged for nearly a month in discuss­
ing this question. [Mr. J. LEAHY: No, not this 
Bill ; we had not the Bill at all when discussing 
the Financial Statement.] No, but we had a 
resolution. \Ve have since had the Bill itself; 
it has paesed its second reading and committee 
stages, and now we are at its third reading stage. 
\Ve have had the question of a tax on lanrl 
monopoly and of promoting close settlement 
occupying our immediate consideration for nearly 
a month. [Mr. J. LEAHY: You put the Bill 
through its second reading in a day and a-half.] 
The hon. member for Toowong said he was denied 
the right to make his speech on the seccmd read­
ing, and this afternoon he gave us his seventeen 
or twenty-seven reasons for opposim; the Bill. 
His chiefest reason was very carefully concealed, 
and that reason was that this is a Government 
measure, and the hon. member for Toowong is 
opposed to the Government and opposed to 
all its works, and the end and aim of his 
political existence is to turn this Government 
out of office. [Mr. ,J. LEAHY : \Vhy, we 
saved you from being turned out on Thurs­
day night.] (Laughter.) lThe TREASURER: Oh, 
no, you did not save us from being turned 
out.] That is the real reason of the hon. mem­
ber's objection to the Bill, and his object in 
stating some seventeen or twenty-seven objec­
tions to it is that they may be made to serve 
'Ome useful purpose on another occasion. The 
most serious assertion in the speech made by the 
hon. member for Bulloo this afternoon was that 
the House ought to reject this measure because 
it was not foreshadowed in the manifesto of the 
Government issued to the electors last year. 

[Hon. A. M organ. 

lMr. P. J. LEAHY: The opposite was fore­
shadowed.] Let us go back for a moment, not 
to last year, but to two years ago, when this Go­
vernment took office, because it is just as well to 
put on record what then took place in answer to 
the hon. member for Bulloo. \V hen this Govern­
ment took office they said it was clearly the 
opinion of the country that there should be no 
further taxation until the resources of economy 
had been pmbed to their utmost limits. That 
was the policy which was enunciated to this 
House and the country when this Government 
assumed office. \Vhen we went to the country no 
such pledge as that to which the hon. member 
alludeo; was given in the manifesto issued to the 
electors. The hon. member for Toowong, and 
half a dozen other hon. members, have misquoted 
what wa' said in a speech I delivered a' \V ctrwick. 
[Mr. l\1AOAR'£NEY: Speak accurately.] The hon. 
member misquoted from a speech I deliv8recl at 
vV arwick, in which I said there would be no 
land tctx. I ;,aiel that, I repeat it, I say it here 
now, I say it here with a copy of this Bill in my 
hand. [:Yir. MACAR'fNEY : All your saying will 
not get away from the fact.] [Mr. LESINA: He 
wishes it was a land tax.] Of course the hon. 
member does, and the hon. member for Bnlloo, 
who so frequently agrees with the hon. member 
for Clermont, wishee it was a land tax-not that 
they love a land tax, but becctuse they would 
dearly love an opportunity of defeating the 
Government. [Mr .• J. LEAHY: You know I do 
not believe in a land tax, and you C'm't get 
away from what you said in that way.] That 
is why they regret that this is not what they 
describe it-a land tax. [Mr. J. LEAHY: \Ve 
have no such regret.] The statement of the hon. 
member for Bu!loo that this measure was not 
foreshadowed in the manifesto of the Govern­
ment is perfectly true. \V e did not know 
that the need would arise for it, but when we 
saw the need for raising further revenuA we 
decided that this was, in all the circumstances, 
distinctly the best thing in the interest of the 
country to do, and we proposed the measure to 
the House. But if the hon. member complains 
that this measure was not foreshadowed in my 
manifesto, bow does he justify his own action in 
supporting ctn income tax, which included a poll 
tax, after he himself returned from the country 
as a >upporter, if not a member, of a GovernmentJ 
which had been to the country, which gaYe no 
promise of an income tax, and which did not 
even foreshadow it, but whiqh did not hesitate to 
impose it? [Mr. J. LEAHY: We did not say we 
would not do it like you did. \Ve did not tell 
a lie about it, anyhow.] The hon. member 
further complains that this is a class tax, that 
it will only fall on a comparatively few people. 
vV ell, every one of those people is a man of 
some financial resource and some power. There 
is much more courage in the action of ~his Go­
vernment than in the action of their predecessors, 
who imposed a, poll tax upon men, many of whom 
had no votes, and who were unable to resist 
the proposal. There is one other matter which 
the hon. gentleman referred to which I think it 
necess.,ry to answer. He asserted, and he appealed 
to the authority of some private conversation-­
[Mr. J. LEAHY: I did not say it was primte.] 
The hon. member appealed to the authority of a 
private conversation in support of his state­
ment-[Mr. J. LEAHY: No; that is wrong.1 
-that I had bludgeoned my followers into 
supporting this Bill. [Mr. J. LEAHY: I did not 
sa:v that.] No; the hon. member di~ n?t say i~, 
but he said another hon. member sa1d lb. It 1s 
not true that I threatened my followers into sup­
porting this Bill. [Government members: Hear, 
hear!] [Mr. LESINA: They would not stand it.] 
I should hope they would not. I have never 
adopted the policy of threatening anybody, and 
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if my supporters will not support me, believing 
that the Government have sufficient merit to 
justify their support, then it is their duty, not 
only to themselves, but to their country, to turn 
the Government out of office. [Mr . .J. LEAHY: 
They do not like to take their occupation away.] 
I do not think that is a remark worthy of the 
hon. member. I uelitve hon. members on this 
side put their country's interests above their 
individual interest". 

Mr. P. ,J. LEAHY (Warrego): I desire to offer 
a few remarks on this Bill, mainly with regard to 
what the Premier and hon. member for Lockyer 
have said. I listened to the Premier with very 
great interest, and I am bound to say that if a 

.. stranger in the gallHry bad been listening he 
would have been impressed with the bon. gentle­
man's apparent sincerity, and would have 
thought he was in earnest. But we who know 
the Premier, and all that has led up to the intro­
duction of this measure, can form our own 
opinion about th\tt. Before I deal with the Bill, 
I should like to say with regard to what the hon. 
member for Lockyer and the Premier said, that 
there is really no connection whatever between 
any member of this House and anything that 
took place in the Lockyer. I know no more of 
what has taken place in the Lockyer than the 
Premier, and I say insinuations of that kind 
eoming from those hon. gentlemen are unworthy 
of them. The Premier says that there has been 
no manifestation of public feeling against this 
tax. He took good care that there should not 
be, because he gave no time for its manifestation. 
He said the resolution was introduced at thf\ end 
of the month, and the Bill a couple of weeks 
later; but it is clear that until the Bill was 
before the House it was not at all likely that any 
opposition would be manifested. The public 
naturally waited for its introduction, and then 
it was rushed through with indecent haste. Very 
much importance has been attached to the 
letters read by the hon. member for Lockyer. 
Now, I understand that there were about 800 
landowners in the Lockyer electorate who signed 
that petition, and it would be very strange 
indeed if, out of 800 persons, four or five could 
not be found to declare, voluntarily or other­
wise, that they signed the petition not knowing 
its contents. If the statements made by the 
hon. member for Lockyer and the Premier are 
true, is it not a very easy matter for the hon. 
member for Lockyer to find out whether there 
was a very much larger number of people 
who signed the petition in ignorance?· The 
great bulk of the people in the Lockyer and 
other districts who sign petitions know per­
fectly well the nature of the petitions they are 
signing, and it is obvious that it must be so 
because the great bulk of the farmers are an 
intelligent class, and I venture to say there 
is scarcely a farmer who does not take one 
or more newspapers. On the Darling Downs 
there are a number who take either the 
Chronicle or Gazette, and in the w bole of the 
1Ioreton district the Queensland Times has a 
very large circulation. It goes right throughout 
Lockyer, Esk, and other agdcultural centres, 
and all the papers have dealt with this measure. 
Ever since the 31st August tbe farmers have 
been studying this measure. [The PrtEmEit : 
Tb~y ha, e been reading the Courier and Dclily 
.Mail.] However valuable and influential the 
Courier and ],fail may be in Brisbane, they 
have not a large circulation in the farmin~ 
districts. [The PREMIER: You are quite mis~ 
taken.] No, I am not, and I profess to know as 
much about newspapers as the Premier. The 
Courie1· and Mail have a large circulation, but, 
speaking broadly, they do not circulate among 
more than 5 per cent. of tbe farming class. fl\Ir. 
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GRAYSON': Yes, the Cow·ier does. J The Courier 
and Mail may circulate amongst a limited 
number of farmers near towns, but there 
is no questio'ling the fact that the farmers 
read the local papers. But assuming that a 
number of them do read the Brisbane papers, 
that does not tell against my argument, because 
as " whole the Brisbane papers have put the 
matter fairly before the public. The only 
possible objection the Premier can have to the 
treatment uf the Bill by the Brisbane papers 
is that some of them have called it by its true 
name-a Land Tax Bill-['l'he PREli!IER: With 
the object of misleading]-but in many instances, 
and in all the parliamentary reports, it has 
been called the Land :Monopoly Tax Bill, and 
even if a m"n did see an article headed, "Land 
Tax Bill," be would do something more than 
read the title. [The PRJDIIER: The men,ber for 
Brisbane North says he did not.] It is idle for 
the Premier and member for Lockyer to say 
that the farmers did not know the provisions of 
the Bill. Undoubtedly they knew the contents, 
and when an opportunity arose for signing a 
petition against it the great bulk of them signed 
without the slightest hesitation, and were glad 
of the opportunity. I am quite certain, from 
my knowledge uf Oakey and other places, that 
the farmers did not require any person to 
spur them on, and, notwithstanding the elo­
CJuence of the Secretary for Lands at Oakey, 
which, if it had been expended in a better 
cause, would have had more effect, the farmers at 
Oakey were against the Bill. [The SECRETARY 
~'OR PUBLIC LANDS : What evidence was there 
of that?] If the eloquence of the Secret>1ry for 
Lands could not cause a feeling of that kind I do 
not know anything that could. I think we are 
justified in assuming, therefore, that if these men 
were hostile it was because they knew the Bill 
was inimical to their interests. 'fhe Premier 
told us that be bad not broken his promises, and 
he took us back, not twelve months ag-o, but two 
years ago, when the present Government took 
office. It is undoubtedly true that the Pre101ier 
then said there would be no further taxation 
until all means of reducing expenditure had been 
tried, but twelve months later, after all means of 
reducing expenditure had been tried, and after 
the revem:e and expenditure had practically 
balanced for the year ended June, 1904, we had 
a general election, and then not only the Premier, 
but almost everyone of his Ministers, clearly 
conveyed to the electors that there would be no 
land tax, and no further taxation whatever. I 
say that it is misleading- thfl House and the 
country for the Premier to go back two years 
when he had the position much more clearly 
defined twelve months later. I am astonished 
that bon. members opposite should have the 
temerity to try to defend statements made 
at that time. These utterances were recorded 
in the public Press, and seeing that twelve 
months ago statements with whid1 we are 
all conversant affirmed that there would be no 
further taxation, it is reasonable to ask what 
neceo;oity for taxation has arisen since. Has our 
railway revenue fallen during the past twelve 
months? On the contrary, it has increased very 
largely. \Vith the exceptions of Common­
wealth revenue and the pastoral rents, which 
I admit have fallen off largely, our revenue has 
increased. It is perfectly clear, therefore, that 
so far as financial reasons go there was not the 
slightest necessity for the introduction of this 
measure. The Bill was estimated to bring in 
£45,000, and it will probably bring in much less 
with the exemptions which have been inserted. 
It was pointed out on several occasions by mem­
bers on this side that there were a variety of 
methods by which this money could be raised 
without resorting to an obnoxious measure of 

Mr. P. J. Leaky.] 
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this kind. To find the real reason, therefore, 
why the measure was introduced we have to 
go beneath the surface, and the real reason 
undoubtedly is that the Premier is not per­
mitted by the Labour party to geJl land. 
I read the Worker and the Ministerial organ 
sometimes, and I read the motions that are 

passed at the \Vorkers' Political 
[;'i.30 p.m.] Organi;,ation meetings in various 

places in the country, and the 
Labour party gave distinct instructions that on 
no account whatever were the GovernnH:>·nt to 
permit the sale of land for revenue or any other 
purpose. Pre> ions to the passing of theee 
motions there w~s not one word about a land 
tax, or land monopoly ttcx, or any tax upon 
land whatever, but when it became clear that 
the nid organisations would not permit the 
Labour party in Parliament to override their 
principles-as many of them were going to do 
-thio party had to set up their backs and 
put pressure on the Government to stop selling 
land. But even if they did not sell land at all 
there is no need for this measure, because if the 
selectors pay U)J for their freeholds, instead 
of waiting for the twenty-year period, there 
h not the slightest doubt but that the Go­
vernment will get a large amount of revenue­
much larger than this Bill will bring in. 'rhat 
is one source of revenue for the Government, 
and there are a number of other sources which 
c,-,n be indicated. The Premier told us that 
he bad three objects in introducing this Bill. 
He s"id the first was to get recenue. I have 
shown one method by which revenue <,m be pro­
vided. [An honourable member: How?] By 
the ,._lectors paying np for their selections as 
prm-ineJ in the Land Bill. If this was a strong, 
firm Government, that hnd some backbone and 
belie>"' d in their own idtJ,s, they would not 
have rdnined from selling hnd merely because 
Labour org:1ni:~ations write t0 the hon. mmnber 
for Clcrmont telling him to ston the Government 
from selling land. [Mr. LESlKA: The general 
public are opposed to it.] The general public 
are not opposed to it. There are certain persons 
who (Jrganise then1sel ve" and make den1ands in 
an inverse proportion to their numbers and their 
intelligence, and these men write to the hon, 
member for Ciermont and other members, and 
the Government always take.'; the line of least 
resisLnce when they :Jught to have the courage 
of their convictionR. The Government now 
refuse to sell land. I have shown that if the 
Gonmmwnt sell land to one-third the extent 
that th<'\' sold it last year, there will be no neces­
sity for this land tax. That disposes of one 
oontention of tbe Premier that there woulcl he 
no neccc;,;ity for this Bill if it were not f,.r 
revenue purposes. The next argument the Pr,­
rnier used was that it was introduced to burst 
up the big estates. Now we all know that 
the big estates are in process of being- burst 
up for a good number of years past. 'Ne also 
know there is a great deal more land to take up 
now and fewer purchasers for it. Consequently 
there is nothing in the second arg-ument of the 
Premier either. The third reason of the Premier 
was a ridiculous and an absurd reason. He said 
that the passing of this Bill would prevent the 
aggregation of large estates. But many large 
estates are not being built up at the presentJ 
time. Th~ only part of Queensland in which 
large estates are heing built U)J at the present 
time i" in the \V estern country, where men 
bought 50,000 and 60,000 acres of grazing land, 
and a few men near the coast. The tendency 
all over the State, with the exceptions named, 
is towards bursting up the estates, and not 
towards accumulation of large estates. I have 
shown that the three reasons given by the 
Premier and Treasurer in support of this Bill 
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are all wrong. But, even if all their reasons 
were right, I would still oppose the land tax. 
The moral aspect of this question has not re· 
ceiv.Jd that consideration which I think it 
should receive from the House. If we want 
revenue we can get it in a variety of ways. 
There are men in Queensland-meu who are 
interested in the mines, in sugar plantations, 
distillers, publicans, and others. [An h<m­
ourable member: Gympie.] Yes; and the 
wealthy goldminers. If we want money, why 
not say to thrse men: "\Ve want a certain 
portion of your wealth." LMr. LESINA: 'Ne will 
tackle that later on.] I have not the slightestJ 
doubt the hon. member will tackle ic later on if 
he gets the opportunity. There is no more jus­
tification for taxing the number of people who 
wlll have to pay the tax under this Bill than' 
there is for going for the wealthy residents of 
Queensland for their money. In other countries 
where they have not got a Parliament like ours, 
but where there is a despot, they stick up men as 
highwaymen, robbers, or thieves do, and dem~tnd 
what they have got. This measure is just the 
same, only one i;;; carrying ont his :intention Ly 
force and the other is doing it by means of the 
law. Any Bill which does noc rest on a moral 
b:.sis ought not to pass its third reading in this 
House. It is not too late for us to repent. (Go­
vernment laughter.) Some men repent at the 
first stage, some at the second, some at the third, 
and sometimes they do not repent at all. I do not 
know to which class the hon. rnemher for Cler­
mont belongs. [Mr. J. J_,EAHY: He never re­
pents.] I know there are men in this House who 
are willing to listen to the voice of reason, and 
the time is not too late for them to do so. This 
is the acceptable time. \Vhen I was talking on 
another occasion I had fifty reasons which I 
intended to urge against this measure, and if my 
voice holds out-I am suffering from n had 
cold-I intend to give this ctfternoon portion of 
the twenty-five reasons which I rlid not give on 
the last occasion, and I will try to supplement 
those reasons by forcible and appropriate argu­
ments. Now, the first objection I have tn this 
Bill is that it is a land tax disguised. I have 
an objection to hy]Jocrisy of any kind. I think 
that whether we do it in this Chamber or 
anywhere else we should always employ words 
to show exactly what we me._ .. n, aiJd we should 
not either consciously or un('onsciom~ly be parties 
to deception. Am I right in aesuming tha·& 
this is a land tax disguised? There has been 
a great deal of argument as to whether it 
is a land tax or not. The hon. member for 
Lockyer says it is not a land tax, and that 
he will vote for it e\ en if every man in his 
,~]Pctorate is against it. I think that a tax 
''" land rnnst be a land tax. \Ve are only 
beating air, or splitting hairs, when we say it io 
not a land tax. It does not impose a tax upon 
air, or upon water, or upon beer--it ilnposes a 
tax upon land. And if it imposes a tax upon 
land, it must be a land tax and nothing else. It 
is true enough, as the Premier pointed out, that 
it is not exactly what the peoplP understood as a 
land tax. I want to put the case clearly, and 
that is what distinguishes me from hon. mem­
bere opposite. The only difference between thie 
and an ordinary land tax is the difference of 
exemption. In this case there is an exemption 
of some thoueands, but the principle is there all 
the same. There can be no question about the 
principle. The exemption is a mere matter of 
detail. The Government have fixed an exemp­
tion, but the electors outside have got more 
intelligenc'J than hon. members give them credit 
for. The Premier and the Treasurer must have 
a poor opinion of the farmers of Queensland 
if they imagine that they do not understand 
that this is a land tax. [Mr. O'KEEFFE : Y on 
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are only smoodging to them now.] I am not. 
I neYer smoodge to anyone. Twehe months 
ago, when certain members had to smoodge­
to use the word that the hon. member used­
to the electors, I was not one of them. I sup­
ported !he party I belonged to on that occa­
sion, ·.•Jthough I knew I was supporting a losing 
cause. [Mr. O'KEEJ<'PE: I thought you were 
Jeaving the \Yarrego.] I have not the slighte·.<t 
intention of leaving the electorate which has 
returned me to this House. I may say, though, 
that three electorates have pressed me very 
strongly to stand for them. (Government 
laughter.) If I am induced to do it I am not at 
all sure that I will not go to Rockhampton. 
[The TREASliREH: You wiH soon c0me back.] 
Yes, I think I will come bade wearing that gold 
appenda,,e which th,• hon. gentlem"n h •s clang­
ling on hLs: wat(.;h c~HtJIJ. I am V]Jposed to any 
land tax whatever. J think if there is any 
class of people in the community who deserve 
consideration it is the farming population. It 
is true that at the present time the pastoral 
industry is bigger than the agricultural in­
dustry, but there is room lor all industries, 
and there can be no que<>tion that in a few 
years to come the agricultural industry, given 
anything like fair seasons, will be the biggest 
industry in the State. \Ve want to encourage 
its development; we have too many people in 
our towns, and too few in our country. But 
are we going to encourage its deYelopment by 
putting a tax on the man on the land ; tl!e 
man who develops the wilderness, who has borne 
the h2at and burden of the day, and made "the 
deRert to blosson1 like the ros8"? Are we going 
to encoura<;e settlement by imposing a land tax? 
What wouid Queensland and the Darling Downs 
be to-clay if there were no farming class in it·~ 
\Vhat j, the mining industry compared with 
farming? The mining industry is mainly re­
markable bv the fact that it returns certain 
membe" to "Parliament which the Housfl would 
be much better without. Speaking broadly, 
I mi~;ht s:~y the n1iners: do not bring up 
fan1iliei3 in the same 'vay aB tho farmers do. 
Then, again, the rnining industry is ternporary, 
but the farmer gees on developing tlw country 
all the time. There is no country in the world 
where "here is good soil in which the farming 
industry is not the 111ainstay and foundation oi 
the c.mntry. And yet we bring in a Bill to tax 
these men, which will become prop. r hnd tax. 
I am opposrd to a land tax, and therefore very 
much more opposed to a tax of this kind, because. 
strongly as I condemn a land tax, it has this to 
be eo.icl in it,, favour: that it prec,es fairly 
evenly upon all the farming community. But 
this matter before us is confined to a limited 
number of people-probably from thirty to fifty 
persons. I do not think there is any State in 
Australia or any country in the world where 
such a thing was ever witnessed. 'l'he Premier 
a moment ago said that the late Government 
brought in an income tax, and they did not tell 
the electors they intended to do it. 'l'hat is 
perfectly true; but they did not tell the electors 
they were not going to do it-that is an impor­
tant thing. [Hon. R. PHILP: They did not say 
there would be no more taxation-quite the 
reverse.] No party on this side of the House has 
ever contended-and I do not think any person 
would seriously contend-that the Government 
should not bring in anything except what had a 
place in the manifesto, because circumstances 
may alter and render it necessary to do so. The 
reason why we have members of Parliament here 
is to meet the altered condition of things; if it 
were not for that, questions could be decided by 
referendum, and we could have an executive to 
carry on the business of the country. The late 
Government suffered from a bad drought, and 

lost a lot of money through federation, and it 
was abRolutely necessary to bring in the income 
tax; but they never promised they would not 
bring in any more taxation; and, in nny case, 
it was only brought in for two years, and would 
have died out in the ordinary way. The Premier 
talked about our imposing a poll tax npon men 
who could not afford to pay it, but he did not 
state the fact, which we have on the authority of 
the hon. member for Clermont-who, in a matter 
concerning his own electorate, is a good one­
the Premier did not tell us that the late Govern­
ment did not press a single man v ho had not 
money to pay it. ·what (lid the present Govern­
ment do in regard to the poll tax ? The hon. 
member for Clermont state,; that the Treasurer 
sent his minions, with their pockets full of writ.s, 
against thege poor people. He drew a harrowing 
pictnrl' of the poor people who had to sell up to 
pay off these arrears, and yet the Premier and 
the Government that does this thing condemns 
the late Government. [The THEASl:RER : C.,luite 
correct.) That late Government introduced" tax 
without exemption, but they did not enforce the 
tax against men who had nothing to spare. [The 
TREASUREH: You know perfectly well the Go­
vernment had nothing to do with that.] I 
know perfectly well the Treasurer is at the 
head of the Income Tux Department, and that 
the Commissioner admini":ers the Act ; but if 
the GovernmEnt have nothing to do with 
it, can the Treasurer explain why, under the 
Fame Commissioner, thet:e 1nen v,ho were not 
pressed by the late Government Hre pressed 
the moment he comes into office? [The THEA­
SURER: The late Gm·ernment interfered with 
the Commissioner.] I think it very impro­
bable that the late Government interfered 
with the Commissioner; but if there ever was 
an instance in which the Government was 
justified in interfering with a public utliciel it 
'ms a case of that kind, and nobody would 
have blamed the Treasurer if he had prevented 
thr -,e 1nen frorn being pursued for thPse fe\v 
paltry shillings. But the inference is that 
the Comrnissioner, who is a good man, in tbf' 
time of the late Government just collected the 
tax in an ordinary way; but when our heaven .. 
born Treasurer came into office he "·anted a 
surplus, and probably gave instructions that the 
money was to be got whether the men c mid pay 
it or not-which, at any rate, is a more reason­
able inference than that wl,ich has just been 
suggested by the Treasurer. After looking rn er 
the Treasurer's tables, it appears very much as 
if the Treasurer manufactured a prospective 
deficit. I think there is strong reason for 
believing thar, we shall get more revenue than 
the Treasurer expects from many of the heads in 
the tables. [The TREASl'RER : Which one?) I 
think it very probable that we shall get more 
from the Commonwealth, unless a drought comes 
on, and the indications are not promising 
at present. I think it posgible he will get 
more from land revenue. Surely the Treasurer 
does not wish us to hold the view that because 
there i.'' the appearance of a drought that 
straightaway we are to arrange our finances 
on that assumption ! \Ve have strong rec,son to 
belieYe that this prospectiYe deficit was manu­
factured by the 'rreasurer in order to give an 
excuse for bringing in this BilL I pointed out 
before that there "as a power behind the 
Government which drove them on, and that is 
what the country is getting for the confidence 
they reposed in the coalition Government, and I 
think it serves some people right. In the present 
instance a great many people have got the kind 
of Government they deserve, and I venture to 
say that if these men had an opportunity of 
expressing their opinion there would be a com­
plete reversal of the verdict of twelve months ago. 
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There is »nother method by which a proportion 
of this prospective deficit could be met. \Vc 
have seventy-two members in this House. \V by 
not bring them down to forty, and pay them 
£150 a year? By that we should save £9,600, 
and if we were to reduce the salary of the forty 
members from £300 to £150 that would be a 
further saving of £6,000. There are a number of 
other methods which could be adopted with 
regard to squaring the finances. It seems to 
me that the attitude of the Government with 
regard to the farmers who have petitioned this 
House against this land tax is in the highAst 
degree reprehensible. It has always been the 
cherished privilege of any person-landowner or 
lanclless man-to appeal to the Sovereign or 
Parliament if he has a grievance. \Vhat tr2at­
ment do these men reGeive when they present a 
petition to this Chamber? They are sc0uted 
and fiouted. We are told that the petitions 
do not represent the people who signed them. 
There is not one tittle of argument which could 
be produced that these petitions do not refiect 
and convey the true opinions of the signatories 
to them. All the facts prove that they do, and 
if any evidence were wanting of the autocratic 
tendencies of the present Government it is the 
manner in which these petitions have been 
received. \V hen these petitions are presented 
one hon. member gets up and says most of the 
signatures are bogus ones ; second, th"'t the 
people are not in earnest; and, thirdly, he 
can get eight time• as many signatures to the 
contrary. Could any man go to the Lockyer 
electorate and get a counter petition to the 
one which 800 landowners have signed against 
this Bill? [The PREMIER : Eight hundred 
what?] The information I have got is that they 
are in the Lockyer and the neighbouring dis­
tricts. (Government laughter.) Could the Pre­
mier go in this district and get 800 signatures in 
favour of this Bill? [The PREMIER : Yes, if he 
gavp, ls. 6d. each for them.] I do not think he 
would, whatever he gave. I have a higher opinion 
of the people as a whole than that ls. 6d. 
would buy a signature to a farmers' petition. 
Boiled down, the interjection of the Premier 
simply means that the leading politician-I will 

not say statesman, because there are 
[7 p.m.] none-on the other side of the 

House holds the farmer so cheap 
that he believes he would sign any document if he 
gave him ls. 6d. The hon. gentleman values the 
intelligence and integrity of the farmer at the 
price of three drinks. If that is not a libel on the 
farmers I do not know what it is. The statement 
is almost incredible. As far as we know, there is 
no reason to believe that the signatures to those 
petitions were not bonil fide, or that the signa­
tories did not know what they were doing. 
[The TREASURER: You don't know anything 
about it.] The Treasurer may know something 
about the Bill ; but it is perfectly evident that 
he does not know anything about the strong 
feeling which exists outside against this Bill. 
I have made it my business to read some of the 
country papers the last day or two. [The TREA­
SURER: All the papers you own?] No, I glanced 
over the pctpers I did not own, "'nd I found that 
in the great bulk of instances those papers have 
for the last week or two been giving copi­
ous extracts with regard to this Bill. The 
Olifton Despatch, a fortnight ago, published a 
leading article in favour of the Bill ; but last 
week all it did was to print a statement giving· the 
opinions of members for and against the measure. 
The Queensland 'l'iows says that the farmers in 
the district it represents are violently opposed to 
the Bill. And the Premier knows that there is 
a very infiuential and important meeting to be 
held at Lowood, in the Rosewood district, in 
connection with this matter. There is some talk 
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of running a speciaJ train to c trry the large 
number of people who will attend that meeting, 
and I understand that a gentleman who has 
been supporting the Government, 1\fr. Lumley 
Hill, is to take the chair at the meeting. [The 
PrmmER: \Vho is going to pa~,- for the special. 
train?] I do not know, but apparently from 
that interjection the hem. gentleman will refuse 
the request for a special train, if it is made to 
him as Minister for Railways. There things 
show beyond doubt that the farmers are up in 
arms against this measure, and that fact 
emphasises what several members on this side, 
including myself, ea id last week, that this Biil 
was being rushed through so that it might become 
law before full expression was given to the ad­
verse opinions which exist throughout the 
length and breadth of the farmir,g districts. 
[Mr. TURNER : \Vhat nonsense you are talk­
mg.] This is almost too funny for words. 
If that interjection came from anybody else 
who was in the habit of talking anything else 
but nonsense I might regard it seriously, but 
coming from the hon. member who uttered it 
perhaps the best thing I can do is to allow the 
mantle of charity to fall over it. 'rhe Premier 
stated that many of the signatories to the peti­
tions were induced to sign through mi9represen­
tation. [The PRE~IIER : There has been abun­
dance of misrepresentation.] \Vhat evidence 
has the hon. gentleman got that hundred,; of 
men signed the petitions through misrepresenta­
tion? The hon. gentleman did not show the 
House this afternoon that there was abundance 
of misrepresentation. All that he did was to 
repeat the statement of the hon. member for 
Lockyer, who had received letters from a few men 
stating that they had signed the petition with­
out knowing what they were really signing. It 
is in the very nature of things that a few men 
should sign without having a full knowledge of 
the contents of a petition. But it is quite possible 
that the hon. member for the Lockyer saw those 
men, and misrepresented the matter to them, 
and that after they heard his misrepresentation 
as regards this Land Tax Bill they expressed 
regret that they had signed the petition. 
But what does this statement of misrepresen­
tation amount to? That some six or eight 
men did not know what they were doing. 
Is that an argument against the bona fides 
of the 6,000 or 8,000 men who signed the peti­
tions? If so, then petitions are worthless. 
The hon. member for Clermont told us this 
afternoon that the miners were not opposed to 
this Bill, and that they expressed pleasure when 
they heard of its introduction, but thought the 
measure did not go far enough. The hon. mem­
ber told us, further, that the party with which 
he is associated accept this as a small concession 
-as a slice of bread imtead of a loaf. 'rhe hon. 
member is beautifully candid and indiscreet. 
On se,·eral occasions he has blurted out in this 
House, and in the country, the intentions of his 
party. But we had no occasion to go to the 
hon. member for Clermont to find out what were 
the intentions of his party with regard to this 
matter, because we know that one of the planks 
of the party which renders the existence of the 
present Government possible is a land tax; and 
we know that the moment they can get into 
office, or the moment they can bring sufficient 
pressure to bear on this or any other Govern­
ment, that land tax will becom~ law. rnfortu­
nately, we have now a weak, plastic G-overn­
ment, who are not guided by any high 
ideals, and wbo will probably cling to office, no 
matter how they may have to sacrifice their 
principles, and sufficient pressure may be put 
upon them by their followers to compel them to 
make this a comprehensive land tax. I shall 
not give all the reasons I have for voting 
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against the Bill. [The PRE}JIER: Oh ! go on, it 
will only take an hour, and it will he taken off 
at the other end of the evening.] If I we,nted to 
go on I would go on, notwithstanding the threat 
of the Premier. I do not care whether it is taken 
off the other end of the evening or not. If it comes 
to a matter of physical or mental strength, I 
cc.n probably take my part as well as anv other 
hon. member, and I sholl exercise my right to 
speak whether what I say is liked or not by hon. 
memberR opposite. I oppose this Bill because 
it is ·t kind of political larceny; it is not petty 
larceny, but larceny of a much greater de"crip­
tion. l oppo~·B it al.::~o hec8..nse there is no need 
for it. I oppose it becm1se it presses upon a few 
people. I oppose it because men will have to 
pay this tex for years before it is possible for 
them to cut up their holdings. I oppose it 
because many persons who nwn land whJCh is 
not of such a character that it can be cut up and 
sold will h;we to pay this tax for an indefinite 
thne-jn fact, as long as the t.:1x ex-ists. I oppose 
it bee .me it will undoubtedly develop into a 
land h:<. I oppose it beeR use it doro not carry 
out the will of the people, and, further, because 
it is in clirect oppo,ition to the will of the people 
and in dil'~ct opr~u:;ition to the programrne on 
which the Uovernment were ~lected. I •1ppose 
it benuse it will ruin security and drive away 
capital, because it will create an injustice, is the 
result of broken pledges, and because no measure 
which i~ an nnju:-::t n1easure can possibly be corn­
mended, and cannot rest on a bJund foundation. 
I oppo>'e it for all these rea>mns, and alth0,ugh ib 
is unusual to speak at length on the third reading 
of a Bill, I think the occasion amply justifies the 
posit.ion whicr1 hon. members on this side haYe 
taken up. 

1Ir. BARTOX (Carnm·J•on): I will not detain 
the Hon~e very long. I arn sorry to say thJ,t hon. 
members opposite are still in a fog. They appear 
to be Liking about a land tax, hut I may tell them 
they are altogether out of order. (Hear, hear! 
and laughter.) They p,re occupying the atten­
tion of the House over something which is quite 
foreign to the subject, which is a Land MonojJo!y 
Tax Bill. If hrm. members are so anxious to 
discuss a land tax Bill they may ha Ye an oppor­
tunity next session of discu~sing it at length. 
At present we have a Land l\Ionopoly Tax Bill 
before n,'. and I repeat that hem. members 
opposite are completely in a fog. 

J\Ir. FORSYTH(C'm:;J(IIIaria): I think that ono 
membfr alone is responsible lot' the debate which 
has taken place on this Bill in consequence of 
his di·,play of tactlessne,s. [The PREmER : You 
can-le he.re vvith speecheR all ready. Hon. meln­
bers had their n•Jtes.] Ttc speeci1es made would 
have beP!l very muciJ shorter but for the want of 
tact displayed by the Treasurer. It is cnstomary 
when petitions are presented to the House for 
thetn to Le received witLout comment, and I 
venture to s.,y that half of this deLate would not 
have taken place but for the insinuatiotH\ thrown 
out by the 'Treasurer with regard to the petitions 
presented. Petitions have been pre,ented con­
talning a,OOO or t!,OOO nanw-,, and some mernbers 
have stated that many of those persons did not 
know whttt they were signing. \Vel!, I do not 
think anyone has a right to make a statement 
like that unl6ss with a full knowledge of the 
facts. It is quite evident that the farmers must 
have taken a comiderable interest in the Bill, 
because it ha" been before the public for some 
time, and there is no doubt that thev have been 
consiclering how it will affect them ir1dividually. 
I quite believe that the petitioners in sending 
their JC•ltitions to this House desired to make 
known their opinions to the House and the 
country. A great deal has been said with 

regard to cert.ain "promises made by the Premier 
and other l\Iinisters. I can quite understand 
how twelve months ago the Premier said there 
would be no further taxM.ion, and especially no 
lane! ta'C. The year before that we only had a 
very small deficit of £13,000, and there was no 
reason why further taxation should be imposed. 
Last year we had a small surplus, and conse­
quently, if there was no necessity for taxation 
the year before, there was less reason for it this 
year. But the reason for this Bill is that the 
Government have withdrawn from revenue the 
result of sn,les (>f land bv auction. If they 
carried that principle to its. legitimate issue they 
would not apply any sales of any description of 
land tu revenue, but they are still continuing to 
do it. I have always believed in the principle 
of not applying the proceeds o± land sales tc 
revenue. bnt if the Government believe m 1t, 
why do. they only go half-wtty? The '!'rea­
surer told us that no means had been shown by 
which this mcmey could be rai"ed except hy a 
land tax, but I think a great many suggestions 
were made. One was to increase the income tax 
and another was that they should apply part of 
the proceeds of auction sales to revenue. I 
would not object to £±0,000 worth of land being 
wld during the next twelve months, and being 
applied to revenue for this year. I do not think 
it would make very much difference, especially 
as the Government say they a,re anxious to avoid 
further taxation. In that case there would be 
no necessity for thb measure. The Premier said 
that this was purely a compromise. [The 
PnE~!IER: I ssaid all legislation was compro­
mise.) \Veil, it is evidently a compromise 
between the Labour party and the Govern­
ment. \Ye know that a land tax pure and simple 
is part of the policy of the Labour party, and, as 
a matter of fairness, I think such a measure 
would have been infinitely preferabiA to this, 
though I do not believe in any land taxation 
at all. The Premier and the Treasurer told us 
that this tax has a double object-they want 
to mise certain money, and also to burst up 
large estates. 1'\ow, all the evidence we have 
goes to show that thA owners uf these large 
e•:tates are anxiou< to cut them up and sell 
them. Lists of estates haYe been given which 
the owners are selling or have sold. I was 
speaking the other day to one of the owners of 
one of these estate,, who told me that he would 
be very happy if he could find purchasers for hi~ 
land. But the demand is not so greet after all. 
Quite recently the Secretary for Lande, in discuss­
ing the thmwing open of land to settlement, 
gave a list of thousands of nceEs in the hand,; of 
the Crown which would be thrown open to close 
settlement, and we rmgt also remember that 
there is still a large C[Uantitv of the land purchased 
under the Agricultural IJands Pnrchase Act 
which still remains unsold. On Gowriealonethere 
is £2:5 000 worth, and altogether about £80,000 
worth' under that Act still un~elected. Besides 
that we have latgequantities of Crown lands avail­
able fnr settlement. So that it appears to me 
that the anxiety which has been evinced to pmh 
this measure through in order to encourage close 
settlement is altogether misleading and fal­
lacious. The Treasurer has hi m self to blame 
for the position of the House now. However, I 
have no desire to prolong the debate. I think it 
has been debated quite long enough. 

l\lr. SO:\IERS1~T: I would like to say that, 
so far as I am concerned, no undue pressure ha~ 

been brought to bear on my action 
[7.30 p.m.] in this matter. [The PREMIER: 

Certainly not by me.] Certainly 
not by the Premier. I have acted conscien­
tiously in what I have done. With regard to 
the presentation of the petition, I was aware 

Mr. Somerset.] 
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that a petition was being circulated in my dis­
trict among the landowners, and I believe the 
signatures to the petition which I presented 
to-day are genuine. [Opuosition members : 
Hear, hear!] The petition was handed to me, 
as the member for the district, £or presentation, 
and I only did what I considered was my duty in 
presenting- it. I question very much whecher 
the Treasurer could obtain a like number of 
signatures from the landowners of the district 
to the contrary-that is, from tho;e who are 
likely to be affected hy this land taxation. I 
am quite in favour of cutting up lar:,_;e estateR 
where they are really required for close settle­
ment, but I prefer it being done under the 
Agricultural Lands Pur0hase <\.et. I object 
to wresting propertv by compulsion from per­
sons who have acquired it in a lawful manner. 
I coilsider this Bill will affec\ the small htnd­
ownero and reduce the value of their property. 
If they wish to sell, they will have to sell at a 
loss, and if they wish to borrow, they will get 
less ~d vancecl on their security. A lrrnd tax will 
depreviate the security. In my opinion, it is 
merely a question of expediency as tu when the 
reduction of the nrea, will cmne into force, and 
probably it will not be before next election. I 
have already expressed m,- views, and I will 
only say further that, to my thinking, the justice 
which it is de~irecl to ustablif:lh mnong:"it ns "for 
a,Jl generation-s" is not very apparent in this Bill. 
On that account I shall again vote u~J.inst it. 

Quest inn-That the B1ll be read a third time­
put; and the House divided:-

_jfr .. \ll'CY 
Barber 

, Barton 
Bell 
Dlair 

,, nouchard 
Bowman 

, Rl'idges 
Cowap 
Denham 

., Dibley 
, Fudge 
,, Grayson 
, Hamilton 
,, Hardacre 
, , Hargrca VE..; 
, Hn.wthorn 
, Herbertson 
,, Jacl\son 
, Kenna 

cLY' '', 40. 
:J:rr. Kerr 

,, Kiast.on 
, J,anU 
, I.~esimt 
, :Jlann 
, )langbau 
, }1ttchell 
., J:forgan 
, , ::'llnlc~Lhy 
, }!nrphy 
,, Xiel~on 

O'Brien 
.. O'Keetre 
, Payne 
, Reinhold 
, Ryland 
,, Smart 
,. Tolmie 
.. Turner 
, 1\'oods 

'l'elleYs: 31r. \\~ood~ and 2.\:Ir. Fudge. 

:Jir. Barnes 
, rameron 
,, Cribb 

Fm-rest 
.. For'>·th 

l<ox · 
, Hanran 
,. Jenkinson 
, Keo:sh 

XOE~, 17. 
)Ir. J. Lo,lly 

, P. J. Leahy 
H 31HL'ZL1'1ncy 
,. Paget 
, Petric 
, Philp 
, Somerset 
,, Stoctart 

Tellers: 11r. J:'ox and )Ir. Forsyt11. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

The TREASURER moved that the title of 
the Bill be "A Bill to Impose a Tax on Land 
Monopoly and Promote Closer Rettlement." 

Ho:-~. R. PHILP: I tbink this is the time to 
amend the title of the Bill. [Mr. LESINA: Are 
you g-oing to Yote about it?] No; it IS a Land 
'.rax Bill, and you should call it so. It was first 
called a Land Tax J3ill, and now you call it a 
Land Monopoly Tax Bill. A man who owns 
2,001 acres is no more a monopolist than the 
Premier is a monopolist. He is a monopolist · he 
has a monopoly of a room in this House. The 
Treasurer has a monopoly of the whole of the 
State pretty well, and the Minister for Lands 

[11-fr. Somerset. 

owns about 400,000,000 acree of land. It is a. 
cruel shame to call any man a monopolist because 
he owns 2,001 acres of land; but, with the large 
following the Treasurer has got, there is not the 
slightest use of moving an amendment. I do 
not think I should h::tve spoken at all this after­
noon but for the remJ.rks of the Treasurer. As 
to the Premier ,,,ying all the members on this 
side came with notes, I can only givf' that a fiat 
denial. There iR no rnan whu Ape tks more from 
notes than the Premier himsdf. I harl not a 
single note when I made my .c<peech, .me! 1 do not 
think any man in thi; H, u,e--

The SPEAKER: Order! I must remind the 
hon. member that he is not debating the ques­
tion before the House. He must confine his 
remarks to the title of the Bill. 

Hox. R. PHILP: I detest the title. If you 
t:tx a rnan, you brand hirn a.s well-you put it 
across n. 1na.n's back, :::nd all the little hoyK o: the 
State would point to this rna,n as a monof)oliKt. 
(Government laughter.) I have not c;ot any 
lands to tax, '-') it will not affect me; l>ut I know 
smne of tht' best rnen in this State, who have 
helped tn make the country, will be brccnde<l. 
under this Bill-men whose boot· the Premier or 
the Treasurer are 1111t fit to untie---

The SPEAKER: Order, order! 

HoN. R. PHILP: I am only borrowir;g an 
eJ-.preosirm of the Treasurer now. All the ex­
pressions I hava used ar~~ from the Treasurer. 
(Laug!\ter.) They hav<' lived their Jiyes here, 
and their f"thers befc>re them, and because they 
happen to accumulate a little more land than 
their neighbours-are rnore thrifty, sober, :.:tnd 
work harder, while others have dis,ipated their 
means-they are taxed. It is one of the most 
cruel BillK ev. r brought bdore any LegiRlat.i ve 
Assembly, notwithst wding the telegratiJ" that 
come from blasgow and London. \Vhat do they 
know about it~ Xotbing whate1·er. Hon. 
1nembers 1nay own over 2,000 acrp-; t>Onie day, 
and if they chink that, by voting for this tax 
they will get out of a land tax, they neYer nwde 
a btgger mistake in their life . 

Question put and ]Hsse<l.. 

On the motion of the TREASL.:RER, the 
Bill was ordered to be transmitted to the Legis­
lative Council by mess:,ge in the usual form. 

Question put and passed. 

LAXD A{'TS A:\lENlJ:\lE:'\T BILL. 

RESU3IPTIOX OF COJDll'l'TEE. 

(From page 47 4.) 

:VIr. TOLMIE (Dmyton awl Toun·oot,rua): 
Before clause 9 was put, he would move the 
following new clause to follow cl a use 8 :-

In subsection four of section one hnndred and 
thirty-two, sub~H'ction fom· of ~.:ction one lnmd.red and 
thirty-seven. subsection five of section one hundred 
an<l forty-ninr snb-:.-ection six of section one hundred 
and fifty-six, and subsection four of sectiou one 
hundred and fifty-nine of the principal Act, tLe words 
"if the rent is paid within thirt"l" dnys fin'~ per eenhnn 
is to be added, if the rent is paicl 'vithln sixty clays 
seven and a-half per C<"ntnm if.- to be added, and if the 
rent i3 paid after sixty days ten per centum i.s- to 1)e 
added" are re}Jealed; and the words "if the rent i:>: paid 
within thirty days int8rest thereon at tbe mte of tive 
JlCl' ermtnm per annum is to be added, if the rent h paid 
-within sixty days interest thcreon at the rate of sm·en 
and a-half per 1:entum per annum is to be adtled, ancl if 
the rent is paid after sixty days interest ther; ~~n at the 
rate or ten per centnm per annum is to be added'' are 
respectively inserted in lien thereof. 

This clause would obviate appeals on behalf of 
'electors who were in the unfortunate position 
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of not being able to pay their rent, and had been 
penalised to an extent that no other Stctte in 
Australia penalisEd its selectors. It was to the 
credit of the present Minister, and thooe who 
preceded him, that when appeals of this nature 
were made to them they invariably remitted the 
penalty, and he thought it would be better if the 
Act were amended so that members need not go 
to the Minister on this unpleasant errand. It 
was exceedingly hard that a selector who hap­
pened to fall behind one week in his rent chould 
be penalised at the rate of GO per cent. per 
annum. "C nder the land legislation of the other 
States, he found the highest penalty was that a 
penalty of 5 per cent. 'hnuld be imposed. He 
had not reduced the penalty to that rate, bnt 
~tsked that it should be 10 per cent. per "nnum 
and n per cent. He might point out that it 
would save the Mini8ter and bib officials a con­
sidemble emount of trouble in not having mem­
bers to interview them. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
The hon. member and himself were together to 
the extent of both heartily desiring the welfare 
of the settlers on the land, and if they diff-'red it 
vas merely tts to the best. course in which to 
achieve that end. The first rtuery he would 
make was why the hon. member omitted any 
referencB to pastoral lP~tSC'"'i and occupations, as 
he could not see why if the principle was good 
for one it was not good for the other? The solid 
test of an amendment of this kind was not the 
character of the reception it would meet with 
from the eelectorf• o·mcerned. If that was to be 
the gauge of the advis,bility of any proposal for 
amending this or any other Land Bill, they had 
only got to make amendments as liber.;l as possi· 
ble, and of course they would be correspondingly 
popular, but they ltad to remember that the 
receipts from the land were a nmterial part of 
the revenue e;sential for carrying on the govern­
:ment of the country, and any action which 
diminished the flow of revenue simply meant 
that expenses had to be cut down or money had 
to be got elsewhere. It might be said, in reply 
to that, that the chief thing was to get settlement 
on the land. The answer to that was that there 
was no other country, so far as he knew, 
that had such liberal land laws as Queensland. 
The hon. member was proposing that they ehonld 
mitigate the statutory penalties attaching to 
those who failed to carry ont even the extremely 

lenient terms under which theY 
[8 p.m.] could take up land. He laid som"e 

ernphasis upon the expression ~' staM 
tutory" penalties, because, tts a matter of fact, 
he supposed that in not one instance in a 
hundred eince he had been in office bad the 
statutory penalty been imposed; and he did not 
think there was a single member of the Chamber 
who had approached him either personally or bv 
writing and made out a case for a reduction ,;f 
penalties on overdue rents who had not received 
a substantial concession. But, valuable as 
'"electors were, and desirable as it was to have 
them on the land, they had to remember 
that, after all, they were only mortal, and it was 
a fact that the more concessions they gave to 
mortals the more they were disposed to ask. He 
had no hesitation in saying, from his experience 
at the Lands Oftice, that if the amendment were 
carried it would simply increase the difficulties of 
getting in rent, which were suf-ficiently great 
already. Although it might be news to some 
hon. member', still it was an absolute fact that 
there were selectors who could pay their rents 
but who cl id not do so as long as it was possible 
to avoid it. The hon. meml,er suggested that if 
the rent was paid within thirty days only 5 per 
cent. mterest should be charged, and if within 
sixty days 'i~ per cent. interest. An agricultural 

farmer who took up land had twen''· ,·ears in 
which to pay for it without intere,t, 1 r•>''ided he 
paid theannu"l instalments regularly, ;:;uch terms 
he would never receive from a pri\'C1te vendor. 
Considering the method of payment, a man who 
obtained land prochimed at £1 an acre really got 
it for lOi<. per acre. Yet the hon. member proposed 
that if the selector was behind with his annual 
instalments for sixty days he should only pay 
interest at the rate of 7-~ per cent. per anntnn. 
In addition to t.hat being a temptation to the 
selector, it would also throw more clerical work 
on the already overtaxed officers of the Lands 
Department. To show what was done in many 
cases, he would read a memorandum he had 
received from a most capable officer, lUr. D. 
Brennan-

·vrhile in 1\"arwiek collecting the last )Iarch rent~. it 
frequently happened that when the 8electors on ...:\..gricul­
tural Lanlls rurcluule Estates called to ascertain the 
amonnt:-; eharged against them for the current year's 
rents. I was informed that it was not thei.r intention to 
pay till the end of the year. \.Yhen informerl b~. me 
that a penalty of 10 per cent. won id be incnrred for 
sueh delay, or the po~~ibility or the selections being 
forfeited, they did not treat the matter Reriously, but 
all felt assured that the~· would have no trouble in 
getting extension ot ti"me granted on payment of' 
interest at 5 per cent. per a.nnmn, ·which they looked 
UJ!OU a~< the nsual praetice of the La.nct~ Department. 

Extension of time with 5 per c,_:mt. interest was eon­
siderett far better accommodation than that \Vhich 
could be obtained from the banl\:S, aucl I am fll_tre that 
the practice was beinl" considerably abused. 

That applied to lands on repurchased estates. 
\Vhat he wished to point ont was how essential 
it was, if they otfered liberal tams to men to 
take up land, to take caru that those terms and 
conditions were not abused, and that there must 
be some penalty att~Lching to the man who 
failed to observe them. \Ve lmd triennial Parlia­
ments, and Parliament sat for half the year, and 
if the .i\linister was harsh in the im[Josition of 
penalties an) hon. member nnld get up in the 
House and point to the monster they httd at the 
head of the Lands DApartment. [Mr. TounE: 
\V hat result follows'!] He ho]Jed a jus~ result­
whatever result Parliament desired. Pena!t.ies 
were a weapon in the bands of the Minister 
which was only used in the very kindest way, 
and hardly ever to its fullest extent, If the 
amendment was adopted it would simply mean 
that instead of rents being paid in March. as 
they were supposed to be under statnte, pay­
ment would he off for two or three months, and 
his ad vice to the hon. member was to think 
twice before he pressed the amendment. 

Mr. G R,\ YSON: He had had occasion to inter­
view the ~linister or the Under Secretary with 
regard to a remission of penalties, and his repre­
sent:.,tions had always rec•cived the greatest 
consideration from the department, but he 
thought members should not h:we to go to the 
department about matters of this kind. The 
penalty at present charged was exceosive, and 
he supported the amendment, but would like to 
see it made applicable to pa,toral holdings a• 
well as to agricultural selectors. 

Mr. :b'ORSYTH did not think the adoption 
of the amendment would result in selectors 
delaying payment of their rents unnecessarily, 
otherwise he would vote against it. He would 
support it, but he would ask the hon. member 
for Drayton and Toowoomba to include in it 
subsection (G) of section 64 of the Act of 1807, 
which would bring in lessees of pastoral runs as 
well as selectors of agricnltural farms, home­
steads, and unconditional selections. According 
to the amendment, a selector would have to pay 
10 per cent. interest on rent overdue for more 
than sixty days, and he could get financial 
accommodation at a lower rate than that. He 
thought that was quite enough incentive to make 

Mr. For:;yth,.l 
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a man pay his rent. His own belief was that 
those who had the money would pay, and it did 
not matter what the penalty was if a man ha.d 
not got the money and could not raise it. He 
believed in .1ssistmg as far as possible those who 
were in temporary difficulties. [The SECRETARY 
FOR PGBLIC LANDS : If a good case is made out 
the penalty is not imposed.] He believed that 
was ~o, but personally he thought that 10 per 
cent. was quite enough. He hoped the amend­
ment would be accepted. 

HoN. R. PHILP : The amendment only 
carried out the general practice. Invariably, if 
a selector was in arrears, and could get holcl of 
his member to interview tbe Lands Department 
the penalty was remitted. If he could not d~ 
tha.t he had to P'•Y the penalty. He did not 
belteYe more than one in six paid the full 
penalty. \Vas it not far hetter to enact the 
penalty, so that no rebate would be made? Let 
it be given out that certain penalties would be 
enforced, and the rents would be paid. He 
thought the penalties imposed were much too 
high. No private individual would impose 
them, and why should the Government? He 
would object to the amendment if it only 
applied to .agricultural farms. Let everyone b'e 
treated ahke. He was satisfied that if a man 
had the money he would pay his rent when due, 
and more than nine-tenths of the rents were 
paid '\!hen ~ue. It was only the man who had 
met '""'' h mrsfortune who did not pay his rent 
prompol~. 

l\fr. O'KEEFFE was in favour of the amend­
meat. He had been of opinion since 1895 that 
the penalties we>re too high. _u that time men 
we~e taken . off the s• reets, given tools and 
ratwns, and rf they could not pav their rent no 
penalty was imposed, while peor}le who by their 
own energy and perseverance went on the land 
were unjustly treated if they got into arrears. 
The penalties were not so high now as they were 
then, but even yet they were too high. I( a man 
was thirty days in arrears he paid 60 per cent. 
per annnm. The l\Iinister said that if a man 
made out a good case the penalty would be re­
mitted or reduced, but it was not el'ery man who 
could get bold of his member to go to 'the Lands 
Office on hrs behelf. In many caee·, it, was much 
cheaper to pay the penelty than for the selector 
to .se.ek the member fort he district, or go to the 
l\fmrster hrmself. Besrcle,, be did not see why 
they should go cap in hand to the Minister. He 
51uite a~reed that there "hould be a penalty, but 
rt should he reasonable. It mu<t be remembered 
too, that if tlw rent remained unpaicl for ninety 
days the selection could be a hsolutely forfeited 
by the l\finister, and there were Yery few selec­
tors who would incur such a pena'lty as that. 
They must take a reasonabl8 view, and provide a 
penwlty which would meet the case. 

Mr. TOL1\HE did not for one moment de· .. ire 
that there should be discrimination between one 
Crown tenant and another. The relief granted 
to one should be granted to all. He thought he 
had pro~ide.d ior that, but found he had not. It 
would oe therefore necessary to move three 
small amendment• in his amendment and he 
would lik;; .fir~t to .move. in the first line, after 
the :word 1n, the msertwn of the words "sub­
sectiOn 6 of section 64." 

l\Ir. J. LEAHY understood that the hrm. 
gentlen•an only provided for certain classes of 
~enants. [Mr. ToL~IIE: l\1 v amendment now 
mcludes pa;toral lessees.] He was not so sure 
t~at it did. If thev gave relief it should be 
grven all r~mnd. :tie. did not think anyone 
would suhmrt to a fine rf he could conveniently 
pay his rent, and the feeling of the House was 
that it would not penalise a man simply because 

[Mr.Forsyth. 

he was poor. "When he supported the Govern­
ment in 1887 he fought them on that particular 
clause. He told them at the time they were 
wrong, and events had proved it. He agreed to 
some extent with the l'viinisLer. They must not 
offer a premium for the non·payment of rent, 
though they should not !llake a man pay 20 
per cent. for one day, which was 3,000 per 
cent. per annum. After all, the l'vlinister we~s 
a political officer, and it should nut be left 
to him to say how much penalty should be 
remitted and how much imposed, though he 
did not object to him having the power of 
remission. In cases which he bad represented 
to the department there had been a c•m1promise 
with which he was satisfied, though he thought 
even then the penalty was excessive. E'en half 
penalty meant 100 per cent. for the year. Every· 
one would admit that that was ridiculous. The 
House should not cnnvert itself into a body of 
usur·ers. He thought the penalty proposed 
by the hon. member for Toowoomba was too 
low, because a man could not borrow t.he money 
for 5 per cent. He would charge 8 per cent. for 
the first period, and a tenant would not then 
be gaining anything by postponing payment. 

He would not go above JO per cent. 
[8.30 p.m.] in any case. Re thought no man 

would pay 10 )Jer cent. if he could 
possibly avoid it. He would suggest that the 
provision should rc:td: "Kotwithstanding any­
thing, contained in the principal Act by which a 
penalty is provided for non. payment of rent, the 
following should be "ubstituted in lieu thereof," 
and sa,y the rate should be 8, 9, or 10 per cent., 
er ,vbatever was agreed upon. 

Mr. TOJ~i\IIE: If the Minister was prepared 
to make an amendment at a la,ter stage in the 
manner suggested by the hon. m ern ber for 
Bu!loo, he should be only too glad to fall in with 
it. What he desired was that the man, whether 
pastoralist or selector, who was m1:1ble, from 
sheer force o£ circnmstances, to pay his rent 
should not be penalised. The reason he fixed it 
at 5 per cent. was to make it e>tsier for the 
Minister an<l the officers of his department_ 
It could be easily computed, as it worked out at 
ld. per £1 per month. If a man owed £20 for 
one month he would have to pay a penalty of 
ls. 8d. ; for two months it would be 2.s. Gel. ; 
and for three months, 3s. 4d. If they made the 
penalty at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum, 
in all probability the persons in arrpar would 
not pay up except at the end of three months, 
wherea' if it were 5 per cent. they would pay 
up probably before one month elapsed. If a 
selector owed £100 under the present Act. 
and he was three months behind, he would 
have to pn,y a penalty of £10, anrl with the 
prospect of such a season as they now had before 
them he was afrairl that a number of selectors 
would be in "n unfortunate position, and have 
to ask for the clemency of the State. \Vith 
regard to the report read by the Minister from 
an officer of the department, he might be a 
zealous officer, but from his experience public 
officers sometimes erred on the side of what they 
conceived to be their duty. He be!ie1·ed that 
selectors were human, and were not imbued 
with the idea of cheating the reYenue so long as 
they possibly could. They would pay up when 
1,hey had the opportunity. 

Mr. P. J. LEAHY: There was the strongest 
necessity for amending the existing law, became 
the l'viinieter was breaking the Act if he granted 
any concession. He had to go to the Lands 
Office very often in the interests ,,f selectors and 
other people, and he must say that the l\finister 
and his officers had always been as fair as they 
could. The penalties in the existing law were 
too severe; but a penalty of 5 per cent. per annum 
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within thirty days was rather low. He thought 
if 7 or 8 per cent. were provided fur the first 
period and another 1 per cent. for the second 
periou, with a maximum of 10 per cent. per 
annum, a man not able to pay his rent at the 
right time would not be dealt with harshlv. He 
hoped the Minister would accept the amer!dment 
suggested. 

.1Ir. ItYLAND thought the better plan was to 
adopt the system followed by insurance com­
panies and banking institutions, and put on a 
certain percentage per annum. At present any­
one behind thirty days paid GO per cent. per 
annum ; sixty days, 415 per cent. per annum; 
and over sixty days 20 per cent. per annum. 
He thought 10 per cent. per annum was a fair 
thing. 

}fr. HA IVTHORN thought the penalties in 
the present law were excessive, and the lllinister 
might accept the suggestion of the hon. member 
for Drayton and Toowoomba to reduce them in 
some way. It would take the necessity out of 
the ;\linister's hands of having to give these 
concessions, and it would remon; the necessity 
for politicians having to go and worry the 
Minister. It would also have the effect of assist­
ing the selector who was only too rear!y to pay 
on a due date. He thought they might fix 8, 9, 
and 10 per cent. between different periods. 

The SEOI~ETARY FOR PUBLTC LANDS 
wished that he had a little of the optimism of the 
hon. member for Enoggera, who had just pictured 
all the delightful things that would happen. He 
(Mr. Bell) had not the slightest expectation 
of any of the things he had pictured coming 
about. He would n"t see one member the less ; 
he would not receive one letter the less from 
selectors; and he had no doubt that he should 
have to go on 1naking the Bame concession8, on a 
lower scale, in the same way that he harl been 
doing. It was an extraordinary thing, but he 
noticed in the la<,J two years what a liberalising 
tendency the members of the Opposition evinced. 
[Mr. :FonsYTH: This came from your own siue.] 
To hear the hon. member for Bulloo and 
the hon. member for Carpentaria talk of the 
cruelty of the system of penalties in force in 
our La nu Act, one would imagine that they were 
brand-new reformers fresh from some selectors' 
~onstituencies, animated with the one desire to 
help then: at the first opportunity. They 
were a pa1r of old parliamentary bands, who 
had been watching the passage of Land Bill 
after Land Bill, and it was not until they got 
into Opposition that they showed the slightest 
desire to reduce the penalties. The hon. member 
for Bulloo talked about the cruel svstem of 
penalties; and when he wPs a member of the 
Administration, in 1902, when a big Land Bill 
was going throuJ.<h, the hon. member never 
opened his month in protest. [Mr. .J. 
LEAHY: There was no penalty included in that.] 
There was an opportunity of getting rid of 
them. It was just as well to notice this new 
form of zeal. He t bought there was some 
microbe on the Opposition benches which pro­
duced an unexpected developm<mt of that kind. 
He suggested to the hon. senior m em her for 
Drayton and Toowoomba that he should make 
it 10 per cent. all round. If the hon. mem­
ber would agree to that, and withdraw the 
amendment, he would have a clause drafted 
on tbat bosis. [l\Ir. P. J. LEAHY: Make it 
apply to all classes of farms.] He had never 
had any appeal for a lower rate from pastoral 
lessees, certainly not from occupation licen~ees. 

Mr. PLUNKETT was pleased to hear that 
the :\Iinister would accept the amendment, and 
he thought 10 per cent. would be a very fair 
penalty. Up to 1884 it was 25 per cent., after 

1884 it was reduced to 10, 15, and 25 per cent., 
and ever since that we bad been more liberal. 
He thought 10 per cent. would be a very fair 
thing for the Crown and for the people on the 
land. He was glad the Minister had retained 
selector,; in this, became it would be very unfair 
to give concession" to "mall men if not to others. 
The hon. member for Drayton and Toowoomba 
wa8 to be congratulated on introducing the 
amendment, and the .Minister for accepting it. 

Mr. J. LEAHY: When the 1897 Act was 
going through he fought the Bill very hard 
because it was not liberal enough, and it was not 
a fair thing to charge him with not having pro­
posed any amendrrient in regard to the penalties. 
He rose for the purpose of protesting· against the 
sttctement of the Minister that he hnd been 
opposed to this amendment when the Act of 
1902 was going through. He thought the eO!n· 
promise of the Miniqter was a very fair one. It 
was sufficiently high to make the selector pay 
up at the prO[Jer date if he could do it, and if he 
could not do it we should not take more from 
him than was necessary. 

Mr. SPEl\CJi:R was pleased tbat the ::\Iinister 
had agreed to this conces,;ion. He knew that 
the tenants bad always felt that the penalties 
imposed were too excessive altogether. This 
would make it much easier. He did not think 
the occupants of the land had any desire to get 
out of p,;ym,"nt of their rent, and if they had 
money they were always willing to pay. He 
did not think they 'hould be penalised to the 
extent of 40, 45, nr GO per cent. Cases of rebate 
had been brought under his notice and the 
notice of the iVlinister, who, they ought to own, 
bad been very liberal in these matters. The fine 
was demanded off certain men when they came 
to the Lands Office to pay the rent, and rather 
than go to the member for the district they would 
pay the fine, while the man who was fond of 
going to the member got the concession that the 
other man did not. 

Mr. TOLMIE : \Vith the permission of the 
House, he desired to withdraw his amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. BARTON moved the insertion of the 

following new clause before clause U :-
[l:Jl F.] (1.1 'rhe holder o! R pastoral lease under this 

Act or ans other Act shall not be entitlett to apply fur or 
acquire ~ny selection npon any laud comprised within 
the resumed part of his holding, unless sueh selection 
is situated more than one hundred 1Tiile-s from a rail~ 
way. or uuless the land has remained open for selection 
for at least two months without beir:,g !ipplied for. 

(2.) No person who is the owner in fee~simple of 
thirty thousand acres of land or upwards 111 a district 
:..hall be entitled to apply for or acquire any selection 
within the same district. 

This provision was similar to one in force in the 
New Ze,;land Act. It would bave a tendency 
to impede monopoly, which was very important, 
and prevent land being iocked up. Monopoly 
or dummying had been an obstacle in the Darling 
Downs for the last twenty years He did not 
think the amendment could be called particularly 
stringent, and it would work for the benefit of 
the State. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
The hon. member wished to see as many people 
on the land as possible, and he propr-sed to put 
restrictions upon lessees taking up selections on 
their resumptions. That seemed at first sight 
a very desirabie thing, but he thought the hon. 
member would agree with him that the less 
restrictions we had in our land legislation the 
better. We did not want to fill up our Land 
Acts with any more provisions than we could 
avoid, and his experience had shown that there 
was no undue disposition on the part of a 

Hon. J. T. Bell. J 
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pastoral lessee to takt.: up land on his resump· 
tion. The general tendency should be to do all 
we coulrl. to encourag-e people to settle on the 
land, and that applied especially to people in the 
"'vVest. They mu't do all the>: could to get l)eople 
to go on the land anr! occupy 1t, as hon. members 
would no doubt admit when they realised the 
vast area of country that was without stock, <tnd 
was not held under any tenure from the Lands 
Department. He hoped the hon. member would 
not press hi., amendment, which was intended to 
guard against a danger that experience had 
showed scarce]~· existed. 

Mr. GRAYSOi-r thought the hon. member for 
Carnarvon did not intend that his amendment 
should apply to land in the "'vVest, but only to 

land in the settled districts. While 
[9 J;.m.l he agreed that the less restrictions 

they placed upon the taking up of 
ln.nd the better it would be for the country, still 
some precaution should be taken to insure that 
lands in settled districts which were likely to be 
required for close settlement should be devoted 
to that pnrpo,e; and that wa··· n· ,lly the object 
of the amendment. Very often intending 
selectors did not see the advertisements of the 
resumptions, anrl. in the 1TI8antime the ]and was 
taken up by the leeoee, or, if be wrts di.,qu.:tlified, 
it was grabbed by friends or reltttives. Any 
le/See who owned 50,000 acres of land in" settled 
district hacl quite sut!i<::ient. Some lands would 
be resumed in the electorate of Carnarvon in a 
few years, and he hoped the Minister would 
have those lands JXLrcelled out in such a wo,y 
that the small man would have a chance of 
getting a selection. 

Mr .• T. LEAHY failed to understand why, 
because a man happened to ha' ea son or three 
sons, those sons should be debarred fro:n taking 
up selections on land which had been l•· ased by 
their father. They h~d an absurd rule in the 
Education Department to the etfect that if two 
]Jersons from one family were teachir.g in that 
department a tbird, whatever his qualifications 
might be, should not get an appointment; and 
the proposed new clause was almost as absurd. 
They wanted the hest men in the State to settle 
on the land, and if a man had proved himself a 
good citi7.en in a particular district, he would be 
much more likely to continue to be n r:;ood 
citizen if he took up land in thttt district where 
his parents lived, and where he would still be 
under their restraining influence. \Vith regard 
to cutting up land in large areas on the Darling 
Downs, he should say that no J\.Iimster having a 
proper regard for the interests of the department 
and of the country would dh-ide them in large 
areas, but would cut them up into small areas 
suitable for selectors. But he could never sub­
scribe to the doctrine that, because a man 
happened to have a son, that K<lll should not be 
allowed to take up a selection on land which had 
been leased to his father. [:Yir. LESil!A: 'fhe 
amendment does not propose to prevent that.j 
If the amellllmen t did not prot,ose that, a dis· 
tinct charge was made by the hon. member for 
Canningham that lessees took up resumptions 
oy means of their familieo or relatives to the 
exclusion of the small selector. \Vhilst we bad 
any amount of land here, and would welcome 
settlers from all parts of the world to come into 
the country and make homes for themselves, 
improve their position, and help to build up 
an empire, yet our first obligation was to our 
o\\·n people, and if there was anything good here 
they should get preference. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
He was going to deal with a clause which would 
do away with the necessity for passing the 
amendment. The hon. member for Carnarvon 

[Hon. J. T. Bell. 

desired to prevent the pastoralless<•e from coming 
in and taking up perhaps the pick of a resump­
tion. The Committee would admit that a 
pastoral lessee was a man who would want to 
reside on his own leasehold, and in the past we 
had a provision forbidding a pastoral lessee to 
take up land on his resumption, but we h":d not 
got the other provisions that we now had m the 
Land Acts under which a uonujule ;;elector who 
came forward and undertook to reoide on the 
land, whether a grazing farm or an agricultaral 
farm was given pl'iority over the applicant who 
did ~ot give that undertaking. The re,;ult of 
that provision w .•s that a Donc1 fide selector at 
once got to windwa.rd of a pastoral lessee who 
w"s unable to give that undertaking. '\Vhen tbe 
hon. member hr Carnarvon was reminded of 
that provision he would see tlmt his very land­
able object would not be furthered by the amend­
ment which he suggested he shnuld withdraw. 

JI.Ir. BARTON was very pleased >vith the 
remarks of the Minister. No doubt there was a 
large amount of truth in what he s<licl, but _it 
seen1ed there were many hon. n1e1nbers who dHl 
not believe t.hat the State was troubled with 
monopoly. It was a very serious injury to the 
State when people accumnhLted large areas of 
land. In fact, monopolists of all sorts were 
a great impediment to any country. If the 
:\J[inister considered the amendment would not 
be an improvement he would give way and with­
draw it, but at the same time he considered that 
what he suggested was not at all unreasonable. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause()-" Amendment of section 133 "~-put 

and passed. 

On clause 10-" Amendment of section 134 
and repeal of section 135 "-

Mr. KERR: This clause made provision for 
the ,•,elector, after holding the selection for five 
years, paying up the full amount that was due, 
less discount, and acctuiring ths freehold of the 
land. The object, he took it, was that rwmey 
might be got into the Treasury, but he coul~_l see 
a decided obiection to the clause. If a select<ll' 
took up an agricultural farm he must now reside 
on it continuously for five years, but under the 
clause as proposed he would not have to reside, 
and in his opinion that would lead to dummyrng. 
They had passed a measure to block land mono· 
poly, but the clause would introduce a method 
of acquiring large freebolds. It would be of no 
assistance to the small man, but was all in favonr 
of the man who had capital. [;\Ir. ToL>IIE: He 
can acquire the freehold now.] Kat until after 
rlve yPars' residenc,?. He n1ust re::ide continu­
ously for five years, but thi'. clause would do 
away with tbe five years' contmuons residence. 
As the clause stood the original selector could 
dispose of the selection, and annther person 
could come along, purchase it, and not res1de 
upon it. Be looked upon the clause with a great 
di·>l of suspicion. It would enable the purchase 
monev for the selection to be paid into the Trea­
sury "in a lump sum, and would reduce tbe 
amount which the department would recer ve 
year after year. He was certainly against the 
clause, and hoped the l\iinister would with­
draw it. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAKDS: 
He was entirely in the hands of the Committee. 
'.rhe provision seemed a Yery desirable one to 
make. It was not for the con veniencP of the 
department, but with a view of offering reason· 
able facilities to people to settle on the land. 
[An honourabl~ member: It open~ the do~r to 
dummying.] The hon. member mrght be right, 
but he conld not see it. The Committee would 
bear in mind that an agricultural farm had to be 
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held for five years after the leae,e was issued, 
and the original selector, having resided for five 
years, could pay up the balance of the purchase 
money. Hitherto the provision was that if he 
sold, the incoming man could not make the 
selection freehold unless he also re~ided for five 
years. It seemed to him that if they made 
residence on a selection the touchgtone of the 
desirability of turning it into freehold, it did 
not very much matter who resided upon it so 
long as it had been resided upon in a ~ond tide 
manner. \Yrtbout feeling in any way w.trrr; on 
the subj,,ct, he VJUld uor. see the f~rce of the 
remarks of the hun. member for Barcoo. 

Mr. P. J. LEAHY thought the h0n. member 
fur Barcoo was under a misapprehension as 
regarded doing away'" ith the five-year period. 
It was true enough that the words irr section 13~ 
were to be repealed ; but if the borr. member 
turned to the echedule to the clause be would 
find tb>tt the first payment could only be made 
in the sixth year. Thus it was perfectly obvious 
that the man mu et ha\'e resided for five y:,m·q 
befor" being entitled to make it freehold. He 
did not ure very much whether the clause 
became law or not, but there was something to 
be said in hvour of it. A selector hnd twenty 
years in which to pay up, but rnany men who 
were anxious to get the freehold of their farms 
before twenty years could not g-et it. 

Mr. TOL::\IIE thought tbe hon. member for 
I3arcoo would be wice to let the clause go 

through. If a man h.:d resided on 
[9.30 p.m.] his selection for five yeal'k and he 

wanted to purchase it, therr under 
the Bill he would go to the Lands Office and 
they would agk him to pay :)s. per year f•Jr every 
year of the unexpired term, in order tbat the 
:State might not be a loser by the transaction. 
The tables had been so w(,rked out that a 
selector !mew exactly the amount he had to pay 
if he deHjred to ynake hi~ selection freehold. 
This would facilitate t11e aclministr.ition of the 
department witlwut increasing the evils of 
dummying which he,J been referred to. The 
clause diJ not do awav with the neces,ity for 
residence for live years. The selector had to 
reside continuously on the selection forti ve years 
as in the principal Act. ' 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LARDS: 
It appeared to him that there was likely to be 
some confusiun in dLscmsing this clanse. The 
first paragraph related to the turning of agricul­
tural farms wto freehold, and the second part 
_was the question of rebate. He suggested keep­
mg the two matters s"parate. He would remind 
the hon. member fur Barcoo, with regard to the 
first paragraph, that an agricultural farmer could 
not sell to :tnyone he liked. It would be 
dummying if a man who resided there five 
years sold to a past<Jrallessee or 'ome other man 
who already hac! arr agricultural farm of 1, 280 
acres an_d wn.s not eliqible to take up another 
farm. He could only sell to a man who was 
qualified to be nn agricultural farmer, a,nd when 
that man came into posses"iorr the five or six 
years' re.s1dence, which was the one essential 
preliminary conditiorr of its con version into 
freehold, had been performed. T'hen paraoTaph 
X o. 2 ca1ne in. o 

"'Ir. ,J. LEAHY: The sugge-;tion of the hon. 
n;ember for Barcoo opened up an important ques­
tron. The House had been recently dealing with 
freeholds, and what their future was likely to 
be, and the whole question was whether they 
would make it easier or harder to acquire free­
hold than at present. Say a man took up a farm 
of 1,200 acres at 8d. per acre. If he kept a man 

on it, it would cost him .£i50 a year, and there 
was a distinct advantage in his wishing to get the 
freehold sooner. So far a• he was concerned, he 
did not care two pins what was done, but he 
thought the Government were doing the right 
thing. 

:\1r. HARDACRE did not know if the 
:Minister knew the far-reaching- effect of the 
amendment. It was not going to help the selec­
tor except in the smalleot possible degree, t.nd it 
was gain!! to play wholesale into the hanrls of the 
dummier, the financial institutions, and the mort­
gagees. Instead nf promoting >;ettlement it 
would block it. As the bw stood at present, if 
an agricultural farm selector wished to :'cquire 
freehold he had to perform five years' r,,idence 
first. If he did not want to become a IJomi rule 
selector himself, but wished to trar,,fer 'hi,, 
intereHt to another selector, the selector who 
went in had also tO perform ti ve years' re,idence 
condition!". To son1e extent that would secure 
lJOnd,fide selection; but, under tho 11resent lJro­
pusal, after a man had performed four yr1r,q' 
reRidence conditions, if he wanted to tran~fer 
the land to sr,tneone eL-::e, the new se1ector would 
acquire the freehold by performin~ only one 
year'q residence. A n1an could perfonn 011e 
Year's conditions under that, send out du-;rnnies 
each year, each n1an perforn1ing one year~b con­
ditionR, until the five yc>ars were perforrned. 
Again, :-;uppos"' a man took up an agricultural 
fa,rn1 selection and lived ou it for four ye-ar::-, it 
n1ight be mort gag _d to some financial institulion, 
and that institution could force him to make it 
freehold and !,ass it over to the institution to 
which it was tnortgaged. It \\-as OFening the 
door very wide to dummying of that kin<l. The 
n1aximurn urea of an ag;ricultund fanu \VaR 1,200 
acres, "ay at .£1 an acre. At the end of fifteen 
ye:trs the selector would have to pay £()2 in c'\'ery 
£100 to make it freehold. Th,, t would b< £720 
out of £1,21!0. \Yba,t ordin"ry selector could 
tak8 advantage of that provision to make it into 
freehold fot· hirnoelf? He would h:ne to borrow 
the money frolll a financial in,titution and place 
himself in their hands instead of in the hands of 
the SLate. :So far us selectors were concerned, it 
would be going "out of the frying-1~-tll into the 
fire." He would lose the easy terms of the Go­
vernment and hsxe to submit to the terms of the 
financial institution .. and he would have to pay 
interest on the money he borrowed in addition. 
'l'his had beeu one of the biggE"t evils in X ew 
South ·wales, as it had been one of the princip:tl 
forms of dummying. So great was the evil, 
that in 18DR a ~:ew Act was passed, not redncing 
but increasing the term of residence from five to 
ten years, a.nd in Rome cast";;; to fifteen yean;, :1Jnd 
the bulk of land under the Act V<.i·' subject to 
perpetual residence conditio~:s. Ooghlan, in his 
work on the }Jrogress of :;\; ew South \V ales, laid 
dO\, n very fully the evil effects of the conditional 
purclJase syc;tem under the old Act of K 0w 
South \Vale,, and said that whatever had 
been the merits of conditional purchase, it con­
spicuously failed to promote >Bttletr,ent, and, 
under the amending Act of 1804, settlement was 
still very slow. He also pointed out that from 
188:} to 18~)4 there were more condition~! selec­
tions transferred into the hands of owners of 
large estates than by any other form of selection 
-a Lout 11,000,000 acres more than were taken 
by small selectors. It was time we reali,ed 
how difficult it was to get land in queens­
laud at. the present time for agricultural selec­
tion. ['l'he SECRETARY J!'OR PUBLIC L,\"DS : 
I mentioned a good many that are nuw 
open.] The Jondow"ie and ;Jinghi Jinghi bnds 
11vere 20 miles frmn a railway, and so were 
the Mondnre lands. They had the Mirrister­
and he complimented him for it-travelling 
abom and proposing railways at the public 

JJfr. Hardacre.] 
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expense in order to make land accPosible for 
settlement. [The SECHETARY }'OH PuBLIC 
LA:-IDS: Is not that a good thing?] It was an 
extremely good policy, but it either showed the 
difficulty of getting land, or that it was a waste 
of money to build new rail ways to get to Crown 
lands when we had hmd available near existing 
railway lines. In the Pittsworth district th0 
other day the M.inistPr found selectors over 20 
miles from a railwaY, and struggling very hard 
on that account. [Hon. R. PHnP: Very suc­
ce"ful farmers, too.] One man said it took 
three bags of \V heat out of ever~~ four they grew 
to get to the railway line. \Ye ought to be care­
ful to let no more land go out of the bands of the 
Cnwn except in the Ca>e of r,ona tide occupiers. 
Thi,; was one of the wor"t propos:-.Js of the Bill, 
and it would have his strongest objection. 

::\Ir. P .• J. L:EAHY: All the clause did wa" to 
make it a little easier for a man to acquire the 
freeh,Jlcl. There wu.s no comparison between 
the dummying which had taken place in New 
South \Vales and the land system here, and if 
any dummying had taken place in Queensland it 
had been in connection with grazing farms anrl 
not agricultmal farms. [The SECHETARY }'OR 
Pcuuc L_ums: 1 have never heard of a single 
instance in which an agricultural hrm has been 
dummied.] He agreed with the Minister, and 
this little alteration wac, not going to bring about 
a thing which harl never happened yet. If it 
were a que>;tion of whether it was desirable to 
give the freehold or not, he could understand 
the argutnents of lwn. u1embers onposite, but 
they could ::tlready get the freehold of agricul­
tural farms, ::tml they should not pla~e obstacles 
in the way of the men who wished to go on the 
soil. 

Mr. SPENCER: He felt a certain amount of 
responsibility with regard to this amendment, 
because he suggested a similar amendment to 
the ::\1inister last year, at the request of anum­
ber of agricultural farmers in his own district. 
The agricultural farmer,s thought it a reasonable 
thing that if they elected to make tbeit· farms 
freehold they should get discount by paying up 
in advance. ThAse agrirnltnral farrns, especially 
in the \Ve·-t, were looked upon as of no s-ecurity, 
and no financial institution or private individual 
would make an ad\ ance upon them, because if 
lenders foreclosed they had to cnmply with the 
conditions of reoidence, and sdl them within 
twelve months after foreclosure. Any person 
wnnld h:we to hold the selection for five ye::trs to 
take advantage of this. [::\Ir. J. LEAHY: Xo, 
five in conjunction with hil:l predece~sor~.] The 
Bill said J>ayment could lint ht~ made until the 
seleetiun W<ts held for tive years. He did l>Ot 
think there had been an instanc~ in Queensl:-md 
of an :>gricultural f :rm being dnmmied. The 
man who took up an anicultural farm took it 
up f{,r hi-" own benefit. FurthennorE\ it wa.:; 
nece dary for him sometimes to make his land 
freeh•1ld if he wished to negotiate a loan to 
carry out improvements. r'cgricnltuml farmers 
woulr! bail the amendmeut with pleasure, rtnd be 
would support it. 

Mr. LIXDLEY: The dummying spoken of 
might be pnssihle under the J87G Act, where 
thousends of acres might be t~ken up, but the 
possibility was not now so great under this Bill. 
\Vith regard to wb::tt had been said about 
financial institutions forcing men tCJ make these 
farms freehold, it scarcely seemed possible that 
21; per cent. discount was going to pay 8 per 
cent. on a loan of money. 'l'hat was practically 

what. it meant. Taking it all round, 
[10 p. m.] the department was not too liberal 

in fixing the pnrchasing price of 
agriculturnJ farms. The complaint of selec:ors, 

[Mr. Hardacre. 

especially in the district he represented, was that 
the price was too high ; and he did not think 
there need be any fear of tinancial institutions 
rushing selectors 'into making freeholds of their 
selections. The Committee would do no harm 
in allowing the clause to go, and they would 
confer a distinct benefit upon the selector. 

1\lr. SPENCER said there were a large num­
ber of agricultural f::trms under the Act of 1R84, 
and he should like to know whether they would 
be able to take ad vantage of this J,rovision. 

JI,Ir. LESIKA: The purpose of the clause 
appf"red to l;e to enable ~electors to con vert 
their agricultural farms into freebolds. Any 
provision w hi eh facilitated the acquision of free­
hold in Queensland he should strongly oppose, a;; 
if the acquirement of freehold was facilitated, 
then the transference of freeholds would be 
facilitated, and that meant that rich persons and 
financial corporations would be encourag-ed to 
agG!regate large estates, awl so to build up 
monopolies. Lf the leader of the Labour party 
called for a di Yision on the clause he should vote 
against it. 

The SECHETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
did not care a brass farthing whether the clause 
was paHsed or not. It was nu convenience to the 
Lands Department, but he tho,Ight it would be 
some convenience to the n1en on the land, and if 
the representatives of the men on the land did 
not want the provision he should not insist upon 
it. [~llr. J. LEAHY : Will the 1884 selectors 
come under this provision?] They could come 
under the Act of 1897. 

Mr. KERH: What he had heard in favour of 
the clause had not changed his view of the 
matter. Xotwithstanding what the hon. member 
for Wide Bav had said about the high price of 
agricultuml farms, he was Patisfied that if those 
selections were placed on the market as free holds 
they would realise more than the price that was 
pnt upon them v;hen thro\vn open as agricul­
tural farms. If this clause were passed the 
result would be that it would faciliLate dummy­
ing. The only reason that dummying had not 
taken place in the nast was that selectors had to 
reside on their land for five y<'ars continuously. 
He very much objected to tlw rebate principle ns 
set forth in the table in the cl:tuse. He dirl not 
believe that the Treasurer should get all the 
money that was realised from the land by con­
verting it into freehold, but held that it was 
very much better to have rnonly coming in 
regularly every ye-or from the land. If the pro­
vision under discussion were adopted, It was 
possible that a large amount of money might be 
received from the land within two or thrEe years 
through selectors converting their holdings into 
freeholds, and that after that there would be a 
very small amount of land revenue received, and 
that was ::tnother reason why he objected to the 
clause. If a division were called for he would 
vote against the clansP. 

Mr. O'KEEFFE hoped that the Committee 
would not do anything that would make it diffi­
cult for a man to make his homestead a fre,,hold. 
In older countries they bad found that in order 
to make a man contented it was necessary to 
enable him to convert his homestead-that was 
as much land as a man with his family might 
make a comfortable living on-into a freehold. 
He would never be a party to any measure that 
would make it difficult, or would prevent a man 
from acquiring the freehold of his homestead. 
From his experience he knew that farmers in 
thickly settled districts improved their home­
steads to a greater extent than men who had 
only leaseholds, and simply got all they could 
out of the soil. While it might be possible to 
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dummy grazing land in districts far away from 
cities and from thickly settled population, he 
held that it was impossible to do so in closely 
settled districts, as where there were a number 
of men competing for land, those who were 
defAated would take good care that no dummy­
ing took place. :B;ver since the early days there 
had been no dummying in the \Vest Mor6ton 
district. The whole of the Lockyer district was 
closely settled by men who held from SO to 160 
acres, and he had no fear that dummying would 
take place anywhere under this clause. 

}lr. HARD ACRE: As to there being no 
dummying in the West l\Ioreton district, he 
might say that he had in his hand an auctioneer's 
list published in Brisbane, and the first item on 
that list was "2,600 acres, 1 mile, from a rail­
way station, 3 miles frontage to Brisbane River, 
600 acres of flat wBll adapted for lucerne, origin­
ally surveyed by the Government in about twenty 
farms." 

The House resumed. The 0HAIR)!AN reported 
progress, and the Committee obtained leave 
to sit again to-morrow. 

The Home adjourned at eighteen minutes past 
10 o'clock. 
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