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2670 Fallen Soldiers.

FriDAY, 9 NOVEMBER, 1917,

The SpeAxER (Hon. W. McCormack, Cairns)
took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

QUESTIONS.

WagEs OF METROPOLITAN WATER AND
SEWERAGE BOARD KEMPLOYEES.

Mr, SWAYNE (Mirani) asked the Trea-
surer—

“1. Are the employees of the Metro-
politan Water and Sewerage Board now
paid rates of wages in excess of those
contained in the award made by the
Conciliation and Arbitration Court?

¢ 2. If so, what were the rates provided
for in the award, and what are the rates
now paid?”

The TREASURER (Hon. E, G. Theodore,
Chillagoe) replied—

“1 and 2. With the exception of a
small number of employees who by
reason of long and faithful service, or
who are performing special duties as in
airlocks, and who are granted a slightly

. higher rate of pay than that provided
for in the awards, the rates fixed by the
awards are strictly adhered to.”

GIN GIN axD BavprE CENTRAL MILLS.
Mr, SWAYNE asked the Treasurer—
“1. Can he give an estimate of what
the operations at the Gin Gin Mill are
likely to be during the present season?
2. Is it anticipated that the opera-
tions in the Bauple Central Mill™ will
result in a profit or a loss during the
present season ?”’
The TREASURER replied—
“1. Tt is too early to form a reliable
estimate of the financial results of the
year which ends on 30th June next.
“2. Yes.”

PisTORAL LEASES—REAPPRAISEMENT OF RENTS.
Mr. MOORE (4ubigny) asked the Secretary
for Public Lands—

‘1. The number of pastoral leases dealt
with by the Land Court for reappraise-
ment of rents during the past twelve
months?

2. The number of pastoral leases on
which the rents were raised to the maxi-
mum allowed by the Act?

“3. The number of pastoral leases on
which the rents were reduced?”’

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
(Hon. J. M. Hunter, Maranoa) replied—
“1. One hundred and three.
¢ 2. Ninety-one.

3. Nil”

FALLEN SOLDIERS.

OF SYMPATHY WITH THE IoN.
MEWBER FOR NANANGO.

The TREASURER: I desire, with the

permission of the House, to move a motion
without notice.

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of
the House that the Treasurer be allowed
to move a motion without notice?

Hox0oURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

TTon. E. G. Theodore.

MoTtioN
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The TREASURER:
following motion :—
““That this House expresses its sin-
cerest sympathy with the hon. member
for Nanango (Mr. R. S. Hodge) in his
great sorrow caused by the death of his
soldier son, recently killed in action on
the Western front.”

I desire to move the

I understand that the hon. member was
notified yesterday morning by the military
authorities that one of his sons was
wounded, and he was notified again last
night that another son had been killed.
Hon. members can understand the great
grief of the hon. member and his family
on receiving the dreadful tidings. (Hear,
hear !} Unfortunately, in the present war
a great many families—almost every family
one might say, in the land—has at some
time or other during the last two vears
been stricken by a similar sorrow, and the

sympathy which we extend to the hon.
member therefore will be all the more
general.  (Hear, hear!) In the midst

of the stern realities of the war in which
the nations of the world are now engaged
Mr. Hodge has, at least, the consolation of
knowing that his son died in battle. man-
fully striving on the side of liberty and
justice,

HoNouraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

The TREASURER: On behalf of this
side of the House, I desire to extend to
Mr. Hodge and his family our sincerest
sympathy, and I desire to cxpress the hope
that his wounded son may soon recover,
and may be spared to return again to his
parents and family in his home in Queens-
land. !

HoxouRABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Hox. J. TOLMIE: I desire to second the
motion of sympathy moved by the Acting
Chief Secretary. I know that the sympathy
of all mombers of this House goes forth
to Mr. Hodge and the members of his
family in the very sad affliction which they
are suffering at this time.

HowouraBLe MEeMBERS : Hear, hear!

Hox. J. TOLMIE: The feeling that we
have for MMr. Hodge is that which we have
for all the parents and those who have lost
their relatives in the great struggle in
which we are now engaged. It is very sad
that the circumstances are such as they
happen to be, but we cannot help admiring
the self-denial and self-sacrifice of these
young men who have at this juncture done
so much for the HEmpire—(Hear, hear!)—
and when the circumstances are such as
ther are in this case—one has made ‘“the
great sacrifice”” and the other has been
wounded—we  feel that we are under an
obligation to express our sincere sympathy
with the family in their bereavement. I
enter fully into the feelings of the Acting
Chief Secretary in moving this motion, and
I am certain that, not only on the other
side. but throughout the whole House, there
is nothing but the deepest sympathy for
kir. Hodge at this juncture.

The SPEAKER: I suggest that hon
members stand while I put the motion.

The motion was carried unanimously,
hon. members standing in their placoes.
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SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS.

The TREASURER, in moving—

“That so much of the Standing Orders
be suspended for this day as would other-
wise prevent the receiving of resolutions
from the Committees of Supply and Ways
and Means on the same day on which they
shall have passed in those Committees,
and the passing of an Appropriation
Bill through all its stages in one day,”

said: This is the usual motion for a Supply
Bill. The appropriation granted under the
last Appropriation Bill is almost exhausted,
and it is necessary to get another Supply
Bill passed so as to be able to pay the
railway servants next Wednesday. If we
pass the Bill to-day, it will give the Legis-
lative Council an opportunity of passing it
on Tuesday next. I do not think it is neces-
sary to say any more, as we are just following
the ordinary procedure.

Hoxw. J. TOLMIE (Toowoomba): I am not
going to offer any serious objection to this
motion. If the Estimates had been taken
earlier in the year, then a measure of this
kind would have been obviatea. There is
no reason why we should not take the Isti-
mates much earlier in the year and pass
the money in the usual way without having
to pass so many Appropriation Bills.

The TaeastREr: If you had granted us
four months’ Supply last time ihstead of
two months, it would have obviated the
necessity for this measure.

Hox., J. TOLMIE: The hon. gentleman
is burking the question. He might as well
say that if we granted him eighteen months’
Supply there would be no need to take the
Estimates until after the next election. We
are asking for the passage of the financial
measures on constitutional lines. If the
Estimates had been considered fully by this
time, there would have been no need for
this Bill at all. When the hon. gentleman
is submitting the resolution, I hope he will
give us some information as to how the
different funds stand, particularly the loan
fund and the trust fund. I have no objec-
tion to the resolution being passed.

Question put and passed,

SUPPLY.
Resvuprion oF COMMITTEE.
(Mr. Bertram, Maree, in the chair.)

The TREASURER moved—

““ That there be granted to His Majesty,
on account, for the service of the year
1917-18, a further sum not exceeding
£900,000 towards defraying the expenses
of the various departments and services
of the State.”

Question put and passed.

The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN re-
ported that the Committee had come to a
resolution, and the Committee obtained leave
to sit again on Tuesday next.

WAYS AND MEANS.
RESTMPTION OF COMMITTEE.

The TREASURER moved—

“(a) That towards making good the
Supply granted to His Majesty for the
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service of the year 1917-18, a further sum
not exceeding £500,000 be granted out
of the consolidated revenue fund, exclu-
sive of the moneys standing to the credit
of the loan fund account.

“(b) That £250,000 be granted from
trust and special funds.

‘“(c) That £150,000 be granted from

loan fund.”

Hox. J. TOLMIE asked for some informa-
tion in regard to the condition of the various
accounts. - The Treasurer asked for an
appropriation of £900,000, and before they
passed that amount it was only right they
should know the condition of the various
funds. He asked the hon. member for that
information when he spoke before. How did
the consolidated revenue stand? Was there
an overdraft? How did the trust fund stand?
The Treasurer asked for £250,000 from trust
and special funds and they ought to have
some information as to why that amount
was necessary. It was equivalent to one
month’s Supply. He did not know whether
the Government was going to buy any more
cattle stations with the money, or whether
thty were going in for a big iron works
policy, or whether they were going to buy
additional sawmills. They did not know if
the Government were going to enter into
competition with some of the big drapers
in Brisbane or elsewhere,

The SecrETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : It might
be a newspaper.

Hox, J. TOLMIE: It might be a news-
paper, because one hon. member opposite,
speaking last night, said that there was an
endeavour to start a newspaper in Too-
woomba, but the Commonwealth Govern-
ment would not allow the capital to be used
for that purpose.

The Home SecrrTsRY: You might get a
newspaper there without any capital.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: They could buy the
newspapers already in Toowoomba. It was
only a question of price. Newspapers were
for sale like any other article, and it was
cnly a question whether the price offered was
sufficiently attractive. It might be, as the
Minister for Lands said, that it was the
intention to start a State newspaper. Prob-
ably that was wanted badly. In fact, they
raight want more thar one; but, nevertheless,
the Opposition would tike to know how the
money was to be spent. The amount of
£150,000 asked for from loan fund was so
small that apparently the Government were
following a policy of gcing slow.

The TreasUrgr: We have not spent
£150,000 in the month on the average for a
long time.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: That accounted for the
sad state of Brisbane to-day. He was told
by a gentleman who knew something about
the affairs of the city that distress had begun
te manifest itself to an alarming extent,
because of unemployment. It was most
regrettable that such should be the case, and
that the Treasurer should have to sayv that
lie spent so little loan money and had been
doing so for some time. In one case there
appeared 1o be an abnormal expenditure, in
the sense that it was higher than usual, and
in the other an expenditure, perhaps, not so
great as it might be

Homn. J. Tolmie.}
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The TREASURER : The hon. member on
one occasion reviled the Government for its
reckless expenditure during the war on
cbjects which might be left until the war
vas over. On the next occasion he bitterly
complained that the Government were not
spending more loan money. The supply
asked for on the present occasion was sufh-
cient to carry them on for five weeks—until
the final Appropriation Bill. It was antici-
pated that the Estimates would then have
been passed, and the final Appropriation Bill
approved.

Hon. J. Toramir: That gives us some idea
of when Parliament may adjourn.

The TREASURER: No, it simply gave
them some idea when they might hope to
have the Hstimates through and the Appro-
priation Bill passed. With regard to the
details of the public balances, the usual
quarterly statement was issued a little over
a week ago, and was to be found in the
“ Government Gazefte,” p. 1822.

Hon, J. Toimie: We are not supplied
with that.

_ The TREASURER: All hon. members
nave been notified thai those who particularly
desired it and who sent a mnote, through the
Ciqu, to the Treasurer, or the Government
Printer, might have the ¢ Gazette” supplied
to them. The * Gagette” involved a vast
quantity of metter of little use to the
crdinary memaer, and it was only once in a
while that matters appeared of general use
to members, and that was why it was not
being circulated amongst them. He neecd
not give the details of the figures in the
cuarterly statement, but he would pass it
over to the hon. member if he wished to
see it.

Mr. ROBERTS (Feast Toowocomba): He
wanted to emphasise his belief that there
was a considerable ramber of men out of
employment. When the Estimates were being
discussed last night, the hon. member for
Ipswich tried to make a compavison between
cmployees of the State and employees of
private persons, and he gathered from one
of his arguments that Stute employees were
not so likely to be put off if there were a
shortage of work. That was not so. Only
last week, in Toowoomba, men engaged unon
the coal stage and other places there had
been discharged. Some of them had looked
upon their work as almest a permanency.

Mr. WEIR: How long have they been on?

Mr. ROBERTS: Ther had been on for
twelve months or more. They asked him if
he could find them employment, and he told
them that the custem of the Government was
that ‘men must make application at the
bureau, and they said that they had been to
the bureau at Toowoomba. and it was quite
impossible to find work. This weck in Bris-
bane he had been approached by some men
whom he had known in Toowoomba, and
who had come to Brishane. They found
themselves out of work, too, and he was told
generally that whilst Brisbane had been
fortunate during the neriod of the war, now
people here were beginning to feel the posi-
tion. With regard to the matter in which
the hon. member for Ipswich seemed to take
some interest last night—that was, the Too-
woomba foundry—he still maintained that
the Treasurer, who also occupied the nosition
of Secretary for Public Works, might have

[Hon. E. G. Theodore.
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used his powers to remedy the position.
When the men approached him and the
Acting Minister for Justice with reference
to the awards, if he had been the least sym-
pathetic towards the request, as against the
men in the union, who dJdesired to maintain
a high rate of wages, he would have taken
steps to see that the employees engaged on
agricultural machinery were provided with
a special board. The judge who dealt with
the case said emphatically that if applica-
tions were made, or he were asked by the
Minister, he would recommend the formation
of such a board.

The TREASURER: Do you want a reduction
of wages?

Mr. ROBERTS: No, but they wanted the
industry to be continued in Queensland on
lines followed in the other States of Aus-
tralia. In Western Australia, and all the
other States, there was a special awerd for
agricultural machinery implement making.
It was pointed out that the men engaged 1n
that particular <lass of work were not
required to be so skilled. The present posi-
tion was the reason why a number of men
had ceased to be employed in Queensland.
This particular kind of work was being done
in New South Wales, and the foundries in
Queensland found it impossible to compete,
with the result that under those conditions
men were leaving Queensland and getiing
employment in the other States, whilst the
agents came up to Queensland and sold the
machinery to customers here. In addition
to that. they were losing the money they
would otherwise get from the Commonwealth
in vespect of those men.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.
member is getting away from the question
before the Committee.

Mr. ROBERTS: He wanted to get infor-
mation as to whether there was any special
sum of money included in the amount asked
for that could be utilised in finding employ-

ment, particularly in the Rail-

[4 p.m.] way Department, for those men.

There was a certain amount of
work to be done. For instance, the Commis-
sioner for Railways, some months ago,
promised that he would provide accommo-
dation in the way of a small railway station
on the Drayton deviation, at Toowoomba
South, and he would like to know if it was
possible to have that work done. He under-
stood that the amount of money required for
the station was only about £200.

Hon. J. ToLmIie: £98.

Mr. ROBERTS : He thought it was more
than that. Considering the amount of money
that was being spent on State works, he
thought the Treasurer might make that sum
available out of the amount asked for.

The TREASURER : The question of build-
ing extensions in the Railway Department
was a matter decided on by the Commis-
sioner. Certain sums were made available
to the Commissioner by Parliament each
vear, but the Commissioner himself had con-
trol of those moneys, and was not under the
direction of the Cabinet in that matter. Of
course, he was under the obligation to keep
within the vote, but on what works he
utilised the money was practically in his own
hands to decide. He had no doubt that if
representations were made to him that he
would be doing a good service in the way of
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relieving temporary unemployment existing
in any locality that it would weigh with him.
He (the Treasurer) would underfake to have
the matter raised by the hon. member
brought before the Commissioner, so that the
‘matter might be expedited. (Hear, hear!)
Hon. members opposite had frequently re-
ferred to the alleged acute situation brought
about by unemployment, but there was prac-
tically no unemployment in Queensland at
the present time. Under the machinery
established by the Government—labour ex-
changes—the Government was in close $ouch
with the conditions in each industrial dis-
trict, and they could ascertain what the
state of the labour market was.

Hon. J. ToLMIE: What is the rcason for
the large number of unemployed mentioned
in the reports?

The TREASURER: Under the system
established by the Government they were
bound to have registered a certain number of
men seeking employment probably at every
bureau throughout the length and breadth of
the State. At the present time they had a
record of all men secking employment,
whereas a few years ago no record was kept;
but the fact that a man was registered as
seeking employment in any trade or calling
did not necessarily mean that he was oub of
employment. e might be in temporary
employment and was seeking employment in
a particular trade.

Hon. J. Tormm: The union secretaries do
not say so in their reports.

The TREASURER : The hon. member was
doubtless referring to the statistics published
in the “ Gazette” a few months ago. A
large number of those men were only tem-
porarily out of employment because of some
industrial dispute. The Australian Workers’
Union reported 5,000 men as unemploved,
and he had a word with the sccretary of the
Australian Workers’” Union and asked him
wwhat he meant by stating that those 5.000
men were unemployed, and he said they
were not seeking employment. It was caused
in the first place by the cessation of work
by 1,400 men at Mount Morgan, who were
not seeking work, but he included them as
unemployed. They should have been re-
ported as men out of employment through
a temporary cessation of industrial activi-
ties as a result of a lockout or strike. That
was precisely what it was. It was not a
case of absence of employment.

Mr. RoBerTS : Did he mention that in his
report?

The TREASURER: No; but he should
have done so. Since then arrangements had
been made to include the information in the
“ remarks”’ column, so that it would not be
misleading. It was unemployment caused by
industrial depression that was the real
tragedy, and not that men were temporarily
unemployed through any industrial lockout
or strike.

Colonel RANKIN: That is another tragedy.

The TREASURER: That was a tragedy
of another aspect. The real question that
they had to deal with was the unemploy-
ment brought about by industrial depres-
sion and the inability of able-bodied men

able and willing to work to get work and

earn a livelihood for themselves and their
families. That was one of the worst evils
that could exist in any country, and they
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must malke up their minds to find a solu-
tion of that problem whenever it seriously
affected Queensland.  The Government haa
established machinery which, to a large
extent, would obviate the extension of any
ovil of that Lkind in Queensland. The
labour exchanges had rendered valuable
services, and there was very little chance
of large bodies of men being unemployed.
Certainly in the Rockhampton district there
was a depression in the building trade,
but the Government were relieving the de-
pression in two ways; firstly, by expediting
public works contemplated in the district,
wnd secondly, by drafting those men who
were willing and able to go, to other dis-
tricts where employment was to be found.

Hon. J. Toumig: Have they not com-
plained that you #:nt men from Brisbane
to Westwood ?

The TREASURER: The complaint was
founded on wrong information, because no
men were sent from Brisbane to West-
wood. What happened was that a number
of men followed the foreman down from
the North, and he, instead of engaging his
men through the bureau, put on the men
who came from the North. They had fo
be put off because the regulations gave
absolute preference to the men in the dis-
trict.

Hon. J. ToLMIE:
resigned.

The TREASURER: Yes. He was a very
good foreman, but he departed from the
practicc laid down, that preference must
be given as far as Government works were
concerned to the men registered in the
local bureau.

Mr. VOWLES:
tion?

The TREASURER: Not irrespective of
qualification, as they must have competent
men. Full power was given to.all foremen
to dispense with any men not capable of
doing the work that they were asked to

And then the foremam

Irrespective of gqualifica-

perform.
Colonel RAXKIN: Any preference to
unionists?

The TREASURER: Yes. The first pre-
ference was given to returned soldiers, and
the second preference to unionists, and as
aganinst outsiders, preference was given to
local men. He was sure that was a policy
which hon. members would endorse.

Mr. RoBer1S: I understand that policy
has been departed from?

The TREASURER: It had only been de-
parted from inadvertently, such as in the
case of Westwood. The foreman there pre-
tended to be ignorant of that regulation,
and he felt aggrieved when he had .o put
off the men who came down from the North,
One or two complaints had been made in
regard to officers of the Railway Depart-
ment putting on men instead of engaging
them through the bureau, which led to com-
plaints on the part of those men who had
registered, and were waiting for employ-
ment, in some cases for some wecks, only to
find that men coming from other districts
had been put on by the foremen. here
were only isolated cases of that kind. The
svstem generally was working very smoothly
throughout the State. All the departments
were co-operating in the endeavour fo solve
the unemployed difficulty, and both em-
ployer and employees were making use of

Hon. E. G. Theodore.
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wsnges. No one could say that there
was not sufficient work to be done in Queens-

land. It was only a question of gefting the
men who were available and willing 1

work to the work that was offering, and
the object of the present system was to
render labour more mobile in order to meect
the needs of both employers and cmployees.

Colonel RANKIN: It was a striking com-
mentary on the industrial legislation of the
present Government that the Treasurer had
found it necessary to call in the sccretary
of an Australian Workers’ Union and define
to him a special class of unemployed—men
who were unemployed, not because there was
no work for them, but hecause they declined
io work. Never before in the history of
Queensland had =uch a state of affair:
existed. They had gencrally registered the
number of unemployed—that was, the num-
ber of men who were out of work-—but now
the Minister told them that the number
given did not in avy way indicate the num-
ber of men out of employment. It appearved
that there was a large army of men—in the
reighbourhood of a couple of thousand—
who were unemployed, ot because thors was
no work for them to do, but becavse they
declined to work.

The CHHAIRMAN : Order! The Treasurer
was not strictly in order in dealing with
that question, but he was replying to an
interjection made by the leader of the
Opposition. and I -did not intervene. The
hon. member will sce that he is hardly in
order in dealing with that question on the
motion before the Committee.

Colonel RANKIN : It seemed to him that
the question he was dealing with had a bear-
ing on the motion before the Committee.
They were voting money for the upkeep of
public departwments, which were responsible
for the employment or unemployment of our
citizens. Consequently the statement he was
making was very closely allied with the
motion before the Committee. In the most
recent issue of the *° Gazette” published by
the Department of Public Woerks, over which
the hon. gentleman presided, there was
printed a record of the condition of employ-
ment throughout the whole State. The in-
formation was supplied by the secretaries
of uniens, who could not possibly be charged
with being opposed to the present Adminis-
tration. What did the fizures in that
“ Gazette” indicate with regard to the state
of employment? 1f they took any of the
hig industrial centres, they would se. that
not only was the number of unemployed
arge, but that in most cases the prospescts
were stated to be “bad,” ¢ gloomy,”
“poor,”” or something to that effect. The
position of the workers in Queensland to-day
was not one which reflected credit on the
rresent Government. Tt was all very well
for the Treasurer to tell the Committee that
the Government had set up labour bureaus.
The labour bureau was no doubt a very
excellent institntion, but it did not meet the
difficulty; it did not find employment for
men who were out of work. It might, as
the hon. gentleman no doubt intended, bring
the man who wanted to dispose of his labour
into touch with the employer who wanted to
secure_that labour. That was simply the
extension of a principle which was adopted
by previous Administrations, so that there
was nothing new about it, and the hon.

[Hon. E. @. Theodore.
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gentleman could not claim any originality
tor the scheme. But it had not met the
difficulty. The position of the workmen to-

Jday was not one which justified the optimistic

spirit manifested by the Treasurer. He
should like to refer briefly to the attitude
of the Government with regard to questions
asked by hon. memhlers. Certain questious
dealing with money were put by the hon.
member for Mirani that aternoon. asking
for information which it was very desirable
that hon. members should possess. A very
large sum of monecy was invested in central
sugar-mills, and it was very necessary that
members should know what were the pros-
rects in regard to those investments. The
hon. member for Mirani asked the Treasurer
a very straightforward question.

The TREASURER: Didn’t I give him a
straightforward answer?

Colonel RANKIN: No.
the question and answer,

The SECRETARY FOR  AGRICULTURE: e
asked for information about the Proscrpine
Mill and things of that kind.

Colonel RANKIN: The Secretary for
Asgriculture was so parochial that he could
not go beyond the immediate neighbourhood
of his own electorate, and failed to realise
that members sitting on the Opposition side
<f the House took a mnonparochial view of
their duties The question asked by the hon.
member for Mirani was—

“Can he give an estimate of what the
operations of the Gin Gin Mill are likely
to be during the present season ?”’

He would read

The Treasurer replied that at the present
tune he could not give any indication of
what the operations would be. The next
Question was—

“Is it anticipatesd that the operations
of the Mount Bauple Central Mill will
result in a profit or loss for the present
season !”’

The reply to that was * Yes.” (Laughter.)
The Treasvrer: I did not anticipate that
there would be a profit or lo:s, but antici-
pated that  the accounts would exactly
balance, and that is a correct answer.

Colonel RANKIN: The hon. gentleman
must anticipate either a profit or a loss,
unless it happened that the accounts exactly
squated, which was a very unlikely thing.
The hon. gentleman knew quite well that he
was simply evading the guestion. And that
was not an isolated case; it had been the
attitude of the Government all through when
members on the Opposition side had asked
for information. The leader of the Opposi-
tion had great trouble in drawing from the
Trezsurer the meagre fragmentary statement
he made with regard to this particular vote.
The hon. gentleman answered questions by
giving them a statement of what the Govern-
ment had done with regard to a matter
which the Chairman admitted was entirely
out of order. 'The Treasurer had given very
little information with regard to the expen-
diture of this money. He -was rather
inelined to rejoice that there was some indi-
cation of economy, as the Treasurer had
stated that this £1,500.00¢ from the loan fund
vepresented five weeks’ supply. It was, per-
haps. reducing the loan expenditure, which
he thought was a very desirable thing. Hon.
members on his side had been preaching
economy ever since they came here, and it
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was absolutely necessary that they should
impress upon the Government the unpurt-
ance of keeping down, as far as possible, the
expenditure at “the preqent time when money
was scarce, and utilise it so as to give the
very best ro~ul‘ He did not know whether
one would be justified in deducing from the
statement made by the Treasurer that the
revenue expenditure for the year was going
to be reduccd te a very great extent. They
had in this vote, ar’cordm"r to the Trea-
surer’s statement, five weeks supply, which
was cqual to about a tenth of the year; that
wwould mean that the expenditure for the
vear WOL‘L]d go into the neighbourhood of
£8 000,000 from all sourccs “Was he right
in aszuming that shat was so, because if it
was it meant a decrcsse of something like
£4 £00.000 on the expenditure of last rear,
+which was a very big thing.

The Treastrer: The hon, member will
waderstand that 1t is very difficult for me to
malke an estimate. As thesze five weeks cover
a period in which puyments are made for
interest, there will be no comparison really
betwoen the time covered by this amount
and the total for the whole year.

Coloncl RANKIN: Were they not justi-
fed in assuming that this would represent
a tenth of the year’s expenditure? At the
same time, he supposed that it would indicate
the limit of the loan expondltur' because
that would give them a loan expenditure of
something like £1,800.000. In the best year
of the Libersl Administration it was seldom
that they excceded £2,000,000.

The TreastrRER : You struck £3,500,000 one
year.

Colonel. RANKIN : He thought they struck
£3,000.000 one vear, but thev tried to limit
it to £2.000,00 a year, which was a very
wisa thing; but the prescnt Government
considerably advinced upon that. If this was
any indication that the Government was
going o show further cconomy, he welcomed
it as far as it went. The same thing hardly
applied with regard to trust funds because
it would mean an expenditure of between
£2.000.000 and £3,000,000 for the year from
wrust funds, Hon. members on his side of the

House had always advoeated the greatest
economy and care in the exp nndlture of
trust funds. He hoped that, as the Trea-

surer had indicated a reduction in the expen-
diture of loan money, they would also ses
greater care exercised in regard to the
expenditure of frust money.

The TressvurRer: The Liberal Government
spent £3,300,000 in 1911-12, and £2.400,000 in
another year,

Colonel RANKIN: The Liberal Govern-
ment were very greatlv concerned about mak-
ing ends meet at the end of the year, and being
ahle to pay their wav as thev went along;
whereas they had now a Government which
had come in with a smile on their faces and
shown a great Joss.

The TREASURER: You were not doing a
fair thing to the public servants of the State.

Colonel RANKIN: Ie thought they sue-

creded fairly well, both in makmg ends meet
and in meeting their obligations in other

directions.
Question put and passed.
The House resumed. The CHAIRMAN

reported that the Commiitee had come to
certain resolutions. The resolutions were
received and agreed to.
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A Bill, founded on the resolutions, was
then plea(nted passed through all stages,
and ordered to be transmitted to the Legis-
lative Council for their concurrence by
message in the usual form.

HARBOUR BOARDS ACT
MENT BILL.

INITIATION.
Hox. J. A. FIHELLY (Paddingtorn), in

moving—

“That the House
siiting, rosclve itself into a Committee
of the ‘v\ hole to consider of the desir-
rableness of introducing a Bill to declare
the rights ¢f the Crown in the fore-
shores and bed of harbours, and to
iaake provision for the granting of
leases of wharfage lands, and to further
amend the Harbour Boards Act, 1892,
i1 certain  particulars, and for other
incidental purposes,”

AMEND-

will, at its next

said: I propose to give the House some
information with regard to this Bill. The
part dealing with harbour boards is really
an unimportant part of the measure. It is
proposed to give harbour boards power to
remove any obstruction in the channel. If

there

is any wreckage in the
[4.30 p.m.] channel, the board can have it
1unmed and the cost charged

to the owners of the wreckage. It also gives
the boards some control in connection with
the discharge of refuse in the river. That
is a very necessary thing. It also provides
that where wharves are damaged by boats,
the damage must be made good by the pro-
prietor of the ship  or bv the company
affectad. That really i+ an unimportant
part of the Bill, dealing entirely with har-
bour board matters. The important part,
ro doubt, from the leader of the Opposi-
tion’s point of view, is that dealing with
the foreshores. That part of the Bill is
precisely the same as the Bill introduced in
the Upper House by the late Government.
I am not disclosing any secrets when I tell
the hon. member that, by looking up the
measure introduced by the late Attorney-
General in the Upper House, he will find
the measure that we have incorporated here
with the amendments to the Harbour
Boards Act. The question of the foreshores
is a very vexed one, but I think it will be
plematum to initiate a discussion upon it
at this stags. 'The Government propose to
do merely what the late Government pro-
posed to do—that is to declare the rights
of the Crown in the foreshores and beds of
harbours, and in the property which lies
between the high-water and low-water
maork. The shipping companies and various
proprietors of wharves have had the use
of these lands for many years. In many
cases they have erected buildings upon
them for their own benefit and profit. The
Government propose—as the late Govern-
ment proposed—to  pass legislation to
declare that that land is vested in the
Crown. (Hear, hear!) It can scarcely be
contended that that land should not be
vested in the Crown, but to put the matter
beyond any doubt, when it is vested in the
Crown, permits will be issued, and perhaps
leases issued for a period of, say, fourteen

Hon. J. 4. Fikelly.]
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vears. I have gone into rather unusual
details so that the leader of the Opposition
may be apprised of the contents of the Bill.
The hon. gentlemman will get the informa-
tion in detail if he looks at the Bill that
was introduced into the Upper House by
the Attorney-General of his own Govern-
ment,

Colonel RaNgIN: Is there a similar Act
in operation elsewhere? :

Hox. J. A. FIHELLY: Oh, yes! About
ten ycars ago the South Australian Parlia-
ment passed a comprehensive measure with
regard to Adelaide. I do not know of any
place where such legislation is not on the
statute-books,

Colonel RanNxiN:
Wales ?

Hox. J. A, FIHELLY: In Sydney-the
frontages are controlled by a harbour trust.
The hon. member will recollect that at the
time of the outbreak of bubonic plague, the
Government bought most of the valuable
water frontages in Sydney and vested the
whole thing in a trust. However, later on
we can get plenty of information about that
matter.

What about New South

Question put and pamsed.

LAND ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

INITIATION.
~ The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC
" LANDS moved—
_“That the House will, at its next

sitting, resolve itself into a Committee
of the Whole to consider of the desir-
ableness of introducing a Bill to further
amend the Land Act of 1910 in certain
particulars.”

Hox. J. TOLMIE: We have mnot the
slightest idea what are the particulars in
connection with this amending Bill. We are
asked to allow the House to go into Com-
mittee af the next sitting to consider the
desirableness of introducing the Bill, but
we have only got the bald motion of the
Minister, and he has not given us any par-
ticulars about the Bill. Therefore, I do not
think that we should allow him to go into
Committee to consider the desirableness of
introducing the Bill. Tt might be the worst
piece of legislation that the Government
ever attempted to put on the statute-book.
If it be such, it is our business to scotch it
at once. At any rate, I enter my protest
at the present time against your leaving
the chair even to comsider this matter. We
have had matters before this House on
quite a number of occasions on which such
a practice has been followed, and it is a
practice that does not appeal to members
on this side, nor to any person with a sense
of justice at all.

The SPEAKER: It is not proposed that
I should leave the chair.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: I am concentrating all
my efforts on whether it is desirable to
introduce the Bill. T do not want to get
outside the scope of the motion. The motion
commences, ‘‘That the IHouse will at its
next sitting resolve itself into a Committee
of the Whole,”” and the next proposition
states the reason why, or the purpose for
which the House should resolve itself into

[Hon. J. A. Fihelly.
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a Committee, that is, “to consider the
desirableness of introducing a Bill”? for «
specific object. That object is, ¢ to amend
the Land Act of 1910 in cerfain particu
lars.” There we come right dewn to the
gravamen of the offence, because if thosv
particulars be not known to us, and we give
permission to the Committee to amend the
Act in those certain particulars, I question
whether we could then alter the scope »f
the Bill. We might desire to widen 1t, or
restrict it, but we are bound down to the
fact that the House resolves itsclf into &
Committee of the Whole to consider the
desirableness of amending this particular
Act, not in the whole, but only in part,
and in limited parts—in certain particulars.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Very
serious !

How. J. TOLMIE: It is. I have known
very serious things to take place in the
course of legislation of this kind, wheu
trammels have been put on the House in
the consideration of questions submitted te
it, and it is because of that knowledge that
I raise the point this afternoon, and bring
it under the notice of members so that
they may be as well advised as I am. If
they then persist in pursuing a foolish course
and allow the motion %o pass, I am exoner-
ated from having any lot or part in i,
because I have done my duty to the House
in having pointed it out.

Mr. GRAYSON (Cunningham): I think it
is desirable that the Minister should state
what he wishes to do, and the reasons why
he wishes the House to resolve itself into
a Committee of the Whole. I have always
taken a great interest in land scttlement in
Queensland, and I have always noticed
during my term in Parliament that when it
was intended to introduce a Bill to amend
the Land Act, the Minister has given the
House full particulars as to what the amend-
ments are likely to be, but so far the
Minister for Lands has not taken the House
into his confidence. 1 think he would be
well advised to do so, and extend to mem-
bers, especially those sitting on the Opposi-
tion side, the knowledge that he has himself.
We know that members supporting the Go-
vernment know every particular in connec-
tion with these proposed amendments. The
Bill has beea thrashed out in caucus. I
do not wish to labour the question, but I
think the Minister might at least be more
courteous when asking leave to introduce
legislation of this nature.

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): We are asked to
consent to the desirableness of introducing
a Bill “to further amend the Land Act of
1910 in certain particulars.” How can we
possibly know that any amendment is desir-
able when not a shadow of an idea is given
to us as to the directions in which these
amendments are to be? The Minister gets
up in his place and formally moves that
the House will resolve itself into a Com-
mittee to consider something. I can imagine
many directions in which it would be desir-
able to amend the Land Act, but I am at
a loss to know what is intended by the Minis-
ter. Does the motion mean that the Minister
is going to do away with the principle of
perpetual lease which he established only
a little while ago? Does it mean that he
is going to establish the position of grazing
and pastoral lessees so that existing con-
tracts cannot be interfered with, and there:
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will be no repudiation? Or what is he
driving at? We can only imagine what
may be in his mind. How are we to be in
a position to say that it is desirable some-
thing should be don» when we have no
idea of the divection in which his mind
is werking? I think it is at least a want
of courtesy to this side of the House that
the Minister should come along and ask us
to corsert to the amerdment of an im-
portant Act like the Land Act—one which
has been hacked about from time to time,
and one which
hacked about again—and not tell us in what
direction we are asked to do so. I think
it has been the invariable practice in this
House. when new principles are to be im-
ported to any legislation, that the Minister
should give a cursory, if not a detailed,
account of the direction in which the altera-
tions are to affect the legislation. But apart
from the discourtesv of the Minister, I say
it is #n unbusinesslike thing for the Opposi-
tion to sit by and submit to this treatment.
Are we to remain in the dark? Are we on
this side of the Flouse to be mere ciphers
who are not to be considered in any respect?
T thirk it is unheard of. If the Minister
wishes to introduce a Bili to amend the Land
Act we could show him many directicns in
which it should be amended. If he is desir-
ous of making it workable many suggestions
have been made on this side of the Flouse on
different cecasions which could be incorpor-
ated into it, but if he is going to introduce
something that is offensive, something with
which this House cannot agree, I think it
is hiz duty to give us some information, so
that we may know to what we are commit-
ting ourselves.

Mr., ROBERTS: T notice that in 19813,
when the present leader of the Opposition
proposed o introduce certain amendments
in the Land Act, at the request of the then
‘Opposition, he was good enough to intimate
in what way he proposed to amend the Act.
Ther, in 1914 further amendments were
made in the Land Act, and the present
Minister for Lands, Mr. Hunter, notwith-
standing that some information was given
at that time, moved an amendment to widen
the scope of the proposed Bill. He would
not have been able to do that had it not
been for the courtesy of the Minister for
Lands at that time in giving certain infor-
mation, and, under those conditions, I think
the Minister might very well explain in
what way he now proposes to amend the
Land Act, so that we will have an oppor-
tunity to point out to the Minister how
necessary it is to amend the Act in certain
other directions. There is every justifica-
tion for the request made by various speakers
on this side, and I trust that the Minister
will accede to our request.

Mr., MORGAN (Murilla): Evidently the
Minister for Lands is not desirous of getting
on with business, as otherwise he would
have adopted the attitude adopted by other
Ministers, and have explained to the Oppo-
sition exactly what he desires to do. It
has been the general practice for many years
for the Opposition to obtain certain infor-
mation at this stage. At the present time
we do not know what amendments the Minis-
ter intends to make in the Land Act. Most
of us admit that the land laws are the most
important that we have to deal with, and
it is only right and fair that the Minister
should extend to this side the courtesy of
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giving us the information desired. Per-
haps it is his intention to interfere with the

prickly-pear conditions. At the present time
the prickly-pear selections have a forty years’
period, and the Minister may be anxious
to extend that limit, or it may be his inten-
tion to fulfil the promise that he made to
the prickly-pear selectors many vears ago
to allow them to obtain the freehold of the
area clearved, irrespective of whether the
whole of the area was cleared or not. If
the amendments are in that direction, I, for
one, will be very pleased to support the Bill.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS: You
cannot turn up any statement of mine to that
effect.

Mr. MORGAN: I can find a statement
where the Minister said that he was in favour
of bringing in an amendment of the Land
Act to allow the prickly-pear selectors to
make freehold certain portions of the land
thev had cleared, and the term for the
balance to be extended until such time as it
had been cleared.

The SrCcRETARY FOR PTsric LaxDs: Turn
that up.
Mr. MORGAN: I will do so. I could

turn up the report of a deputation which
waited on the Minister, and which I had
the pleasure of introducing, when the Minis-
ter said it would be a very desirable thing
to do. The prickly-pear selectors in the
Maranoa will be very much disappointed
if it is not the Minister’s intention to amend
the Act in that direction. They felt that
the Minister—knowing so much about the
hardships that the prickly-pear selectors have
to endure in clearing their pear—before he
left for Great Britain to take up the im-
portant position of Agent-General for Queens-
land would have done something for them,
as they have stuck to him for so many years.
Up to the present the Minister had not
shown anr sympathy for the prickly-pear
selectors. I admit that he did extend the
period from thirty-five years to forty years,
which was a great consideration to certain
individuals, but they want further assist-
ance. All that the Minister had done up
to the present is to allow the prickly-pear
selectors to mark out certain areas, and he
has refrained from enforcing the provisions
of the Act in regard to those areas until
better conditions are forthcoming.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber cannot deal with the whole land question
under this motion. :

Mr. MORGAN : I want to know if it is the
intention of the Minister to make amend-
ments of that sort in the Bill which he
wishes us to give him permission to intro-
duce. FHad the Minister given us the infor-
mation at his disposal there would have been
no necessity for any members on this side of
the House to get up and make the remarks
we have found it necessary to make in order
to try and elicit information from the
Minister in this respeet. I have indicated
some directions in which I wish to see the
Act amended, and there is still time for
this House to deal with important matters
of that nature. As one representing a very
large area of prickly-pear country, I say
the Minister should do something to relieve
the selectors of the great burden they are
carrying at the present time. But the
Minister is evidently determined to sit tight
this afternoon, for what reason we cannot

My, Morgan.]
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tell. We are only asking for
that we are entitled to get. and I hope the
Minister will reconsider his decision and
let us know what he intends to do in this

Bill.

information

Mr. GUNN (Cernarvon): The Minister
night very well have given p+ some infor-
macon. Vibow he was «iitivg on this side of
the Hoe o we were always turk up for half

¢ Someti v cn Bills of
an Cr he O )position

to alrer so thet hon.
mid pot comnitin lf thev
get a tomedicive bu(x\ It
it reesesary to impyove the Land Ack in
corinin pasticulars, but we ¢ ¢t know
what ““certain poriicalars?”  the Minlsger
ha= (hought of \Ve have “¢viniu -
cular<” that we wou'd like i r.ded, There
is ene ““certain particular ”’ that I would
fike ta oot ipseftil in tha Aet. At the
presort 2o who ‘g farms are thrown
open. no prefercrce is given to the soldiers

fighting for the country.

Tlere 1s a lot of
apd thiown
[5 p.m.]

open for selection
,u~t new 1 the St George dis-
i The young lad: of that
district have oot awsv to the front, and
aro fighting for that fund, and vet those
who have stayed bchind are able fo put in

apphoatloqs and get land, while the men at
the front are

not ia a positicn to sceure
holdings. These who are patriotic encagh to
fight for the ccuntry shodd have » prior
nvht to land when it is throwe open for

sefeciion, aud T shonld like to alter the Land
Act 0 as to all of preference imv"f riven
to grazing farm settlers who are bting
for the country. Therecfore, I move—
“That the words
lars’ be omitted.”
The motion will then read—
_“That the Iouse will, at its next
sitting, rosolve iteelf into a Committee
of the Whole to consider of the desir-

ablencss of introducing a Bill to further
armend the Land Act of 1910.”

If the motion is carried
shall be able to smend the Act in any Way
we think fit. I hd‘(‘ indicated one war in
which we ean amend the Land Act materi-
ally, and with advantage to returned soldiers,

I know the ] Minister suyx that grazing farms
are only ielootod by ponhle who have moncy.
That may be so. but the man who has ot
raonew and who is game cnough to go to the
war should surelv have ple( enee over the
man who sztays at home. Moreover. those
who hs:ve gone to the war have friends hore
who will onlv too glad to finance them:.
Only within the last fow days mothers have
come to me and asked that apniications for
selections should be pit in on behelf of their
sons who are sway defending the country,
bui even if applications a-e put in. those
men MH rave no preference over the men
who stav af home. I hope that when the
Bill js intreduced we shall be able to pro-
vide for preference to returned soldiers as
far as grazing farms are ecor-erned.

“in certain particu-

in that form, we

;7‘

Mr, MOORW (Aubigny}: I second the
amendment, hecanmse we do not want the

House to be circumscribed in making amend-
mente t3 the Land Act. We all know very
well that there are many ways in which the
Land Act could be amended to the benefit
of the country. There are certain anomalies

TYr. Morges,
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in the Act, and it would be an act of courtesy
on the part of the Minister if he would
accept recommendations from members on
this side of the House for the rectification
of some of those anomalies when he intro-
duces the Bill to amend the Land Act.
IIembers on the other side have not got all
the krowledge of the operation of the Land
Aty and, if it can be shown by members on
{his side that an amendment will increase
ettlement and e for the benefit of the
count gererall, the Minister should be
only tc~ glad to acmpt the amendment. We
tavo ‘nt had any information from the
: which will cnable us to judge in
Ltl(dlal‘ I> proposes to amend the
7 think he should accept the amend-
av to allow the House to amend

° ©any way that is likely to increase
tlement in Queensland.

Mr. MORGAN: I am very pleased that
the hon. member for Carnarvon has given us
an opportunity of havine

this very important motion, because the time
is O’);,rtu.lf foo a o a1 discussion of the
lard luws of Queensiand. If we can get an
onportunity of dealing with the Land Act of
1810, we shell Le avle to mal > it cver so
wuch more favourable to seitler The Min-
o that land lement has praec-

sell in Queenslard, He has given

&5 o vowson for thet ithe ab
many men at ths war.

t'w e i5 much mors lavd s
starding tle war., than t‘mr is going on at
present in Queeensland LJ@Munatexy, our
land luws aie pot liberal encugh to attisct
settlers from other parts ol Australis, and
until we likorslize our lond laws in such a
v as will give pronla beticr opportunities

wnce of so
But in other States
¢ttlement, notwith-

for taking up lsnd in Quesnslacd than are
to be {found in cother n: of ihe Common-
wealth, we are not Ii to ait act settlers
to this State. Some t w1v ago, when
people flocked to Qu(‘“]’]slﬁﬂfl in thousands
from other narts of Australia, from Tas-

mania, and | Yealand, the induce-
ments held out to persons sonking land were
eveater in Queensland than they were jn any
‘ State in the Coemmoenwealth,  The
-as that e obtained a2 very desirable
men from other pfnfs of the world,

snd they are at present helping to dovelop
Me rowourcss of Queensiand. In view of
the fuct that settleaent has practically
ceazed. should endonvour to rectify any
:nomalies that mary ex:st in connection with
aur land tonures. e Land Act meuy, as
has siready been suggested, be altered in
such a - ax will provide more favourahle
cen ,wdnr(m' r for returned soldicrs, I notice
that the Premiecr. vhen speaking at Bt
¥ilda on the subject of the conscription
referendum, stated, according to the report

in the newspapers, that if the other 3iates
would adopt the pohcv of the Qucersland
Government, and do something for returned
soldiers, they would nzsist *he Emnive vers
much in its prmont exigencies. I am unaoie
to dizeover what the Quocnsl‘md Govern-
ment are doing for returned soldiers any
more than othpr States i Australia are

doing. We know that returned soldiers are
not satisfied with what the Government are
doing for them. and we also krow that the
Qovernment think more of their policy than
they do of returned soldiers.

Mr. SMITH: Becans2 the Labour party are
doing the fair thing by the returncd soldiers.
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Mr. MORGAN: I am perfectly certain
that they are not doing the fair thing by
the returned soldiers. The returned soldiers
themselves think so, and they are expressing
their opinions unanimously in that direction.
The Labour party think more of their policy
inan they do of the returned soldiers, other-
wise they would be content to give the re-
turned soldiers the option of taking up land
under perpctual lease or under the freehold
system. They are not cven offering the man
who has shed his blood for the country, and
who comes back wounded, and whose condi-
tions will not enable him to return to the
front again, the opportunity of taking up
iand under the freehold tenure.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is getting into a general discussion of the
jand question, quite apart from the motion
altogether.

Mr. MORGAN: VYes, the amendment is
moved by the hon. member for Carnarvon,
in order to euable us to cnter on a general
aiscussion on the land laws of Queensland.

The SPEAKER: I may point out to the
Lon. member that he will not be in order
at this stage in entering upon a general
discussion of the land laws o Queensland.
On an introductory motion like this it. is
unusual to have a debate at all. If he
merely asks & question of the Minister in
order to find out what is the nature of the
measure, that i1s permissible.

Mr. MORGAN: I quite agree that, in
accordance with the strict letter of the
Btanding Orders, what vou say is absolutely
correct. But vou will recognise that in this
House for mauy years it has been the prac-
tice of the Opyuosition to ask questions, and
to obtain information, ss to the nature of
the Bill which a Minister intends to intro-
duce at this particular stage, and that infor-
n:ation has been given. When you yourself
and othevs were on the opposition benches,
sou religiously insisted upon gotting infor-
mation at this particular stage, and if we
are deprived at the present time

The SPEAKER: Order! T have no objec-
tion to the hon. member asking for izfor-
mation, but he is discussing matters not
connected with the motion at all.

3r MORGAN: We are after information,
and are msking certain suggestions, in order
that the Minisier may let us know whether
he will include in the Bill the subject-mattor
on which we are endeavouring to get infor-
rmation. We wwould like to see placed in this
Bill another matter which I will refer to,
and the hon. memher for Carnarvon has
moved the amendment in order that the
scope of the Bill might not be limited. The
motion states that the Dill is to amend the
Lend Act of 1910 “in certain particulars.”
We know that the moment this motion goes
through the House, hon. memboars will be
confined in the discussion to the scope of the
Bill, but Opposition members wish the scope
of the Bill to be so wide that it will enable
us to move amcadments to remove anomalies
which exist. Take the agricultural farm
tenure; the people who are taking up land
under that teaure are dissatisfied, and are
anxious to get an extension from twentv-one
years to forty yeurs, like the prickly-pear
selectors got a few months ago. Knowing
what those selectors have to contend with,
and the work they do in clearing the virgin
soil, I am of opinion that it is necessary to
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give them an extension for forty years. If
the motion is not amended in the direction
indicated by the amendment, we will not
be able to bring in the amendments we
desire. There is no reason why the scope
of the Bill sheuld not be widened. If there
is any restriction the Minister should state
whet it 1s. The Bill may possibly contain
imnortsnt amendments of the Land Act of
1910, dealine with returned soldicrs, prickly-
pear sclectors, amd agricultural farm selec-
tors, but unfortunately the Minister will not
give us the information we derire. We would
be satisfiad it he would tell us what the Bill
contaizs. I do not know why he has
wdopted his present attitude. Ie is evidently
looking for trouble, but if he thinks the
{pposition is going to mildly submit to this
treatment without protest, he is makirg a
biunder. We intend to exercise our rights,
ard if the Minister wants the Bill to go
through he will be wise in giving us all the
informaiion we reguire.

Mr. PETRIE (ZToombul): It is to be
regretted that the Minister seems to adopt
a different pesition altogether from his col-
leagues in the way he withholds information
from this side of the House. As an act of
courtesy we should got information on im-
portant matters like the one foreshadowed
in this motion; that is, “the desirableness
of introducing a Bill to further amend the
Land Act of 1810.” Not only is the Minister
always roticent, but he is sometimes irribat-
ing and that has caused trouble in the House
which should never have occurred.

Mr. Surre: Has he not given you the
information?
Mr. PETRIE: He never gave us any

information, but simply moved the motion.
T{ he had given us some idea of the parti-
cclars of the Bill, it would only have been
the usual courtesy which is cxterded to an
Oppesition, and he wouid have got thrvough
with his measure all the more quickly. All
the other Ministers are courteous in giving
information to the Opposition, but I cannob
say the same of the Minister for Lauds,
whose mannerisms oftcn bring abeut trouble
which would not otherwise occur.

Ar. VOWLES: I desire to support the
amendment. I cannot understand the oyster-
like attitude of the Minister in this matter.
In my opinion it is a lack of courtes on
the part of any Minisior to ask the Opposi-
tion to consent fo the desivableness of anend-
ing an Act of Parlimment ““in certain par-
ticulars,” and not to =ay what thoss par-
tienlars ar2. I can or charitably assume
that the Minister—Ker 3 c—hns fled to
his Under Secretarr in order to become
acquainted with the contents of the mecasure,
s0 that when he comes back he will be alle
to give some information to the Chamber.
If he dors nof T will welcome the ister
for Edueation, who was at one time DMinister
for Lands. No <doubt he is thoroughly
seized with the virtuecs of these amendwments,
and will be able to give us the information
that the Minister cannot give,

The SecnETAry ror TUBLIC INSTRUCTION @
I do not know them all. I know some of
them.

Mr. VOWLES: Thas is the first time I
ever heard the hon. gentleman admit that
he did not know everything.

The SrCRETARY ¥FOR PuUBLIC INSTRUCTION :
If I was as sure of anything as rvou are of
everything, I would be very content.

Mr. Vewles.]
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Mr. VOWLES: The attitude that has
been adopted has been forced upon th-
Opposition by the Minister in charge of the
Bill. It he will insist in simply putting a
bare motinn before us, and not telling us
what the intention of it is, we must come to
the conclusion that thers i3 something he is
afraid to tell us; either he does not want
us to know the full purport of it, or he is
not seized with the contents of the amend-
;r}zents and does not thoroughly understand

rem.

It is onen for us to say in what direction
we think it is desirable for the Bill to be
amended. There are no members in this
House more conversant with the land laws
than members of the Opposition, and no
members more constantly in touch with those
laws than members on this side. We come
into contact with the land laws in hundreds
of directions, and members on this side are
the ones most qualified to say whether it is
desirable that the amendments are necessary.
Members on  this side come into contact
with the practical working of our land laws
in connection with the agricultural farm
selectors, grazing farm selectors, prickly-pear
selectors, pastoral lessces, selectors under the
Closer Settlement Act, soldier settlers, and
also the porpetual lease selectors, so that
thore are many ways in which we can suggest
reasonable alterations of the present law.
We do so from practical experience, and in
such a way that we will be able to convince
any Ministry that those amendments are
desirable. I do not suppese it is intended
now or at a later stage that any suggestions
of that sort should be made on a large scale,
but we would like to know from the Minister
whether the amendments which he proposes
affect the pastoral lessces or the agricul-
tural farm tenure or whether they will affect
the existing agreements between the Crown
and their tenants. We would like to know
whether there is anything in the Bill which
savours of repudiation. If we knew that
there was nothing of that kind in the Bill
we would be a little easier in our minds.
If we consent to the motion at this stage
and stand dumbly by while the motion is
being passed, we will be told that we con-
sidered it was desirable to introduce such a
Bill. We are working on the blind, and if
we agree to the motion to-day we will be
told that we are criminally responsible be-
cause we agrecd to the desirableness of intro-
ducing the Bill, no matter what is contained
in 1. For those reasons 1 protest, as a mem-
ber of the Opposition, against the want of
information on the part of the Minister and
the persistent attitude the Minister has taken
up in refraining from giving information to
the Opposition. If the passage of this
measure is delayed and the time of the
country wasted, and the House kept back
discussing measures, then the only person
to blame is the Minister, who has taken up
the attitude that he will refuse to give any
explanation.

Mr. SmitH: You are responsible for more
waste of time than most members.

IIr. VOWLES: I listened to the hon.
member’s specches about sugar, and I came
to the conclusion that it was only a wuste
of time. I consider that the action of the
Minister in rofusing to give information is
only an act of discourtesy to the Opposition.

Mr. SWAYNE: In view of the importance
of the subicct, I thirk that cur reguest for

{Mr. Vowles.
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some information about this Bill is a reason-
able one. There is a large area of land
in the hands of the Crown at the present
time, and there is mo topic more important
than this one and none deserving of more
consideration. In the latest * Year Book ” I
find that Queensland has an area of
429,120,000 acres, and of that area 16,244,541
acres are alienated. The greater portion will
be affected by this Bill so far as we know,
and we should be able to find out something
about it. I know that owing to the adminis-
tration of the Lands Department by the
present Minister it has affected settlement
in my district. I know that a number of
deiry farmers came from New South Wales,
but because of an alteration in the Land
Act they would not settle in the district at
all and” went back to New South Wales.
That settlement would have had the effect
of bringing prosperity to the district which
I represent, and also to the district repre-
sented by the hon. member for Mackay. But
those poople were stopped from going into
that settlement owing to the change in our
land laws. Surely, in view of that, and in
view of the many things that have occurred
under this Administration, we are entitled
to have some information about this measure
before it is passed. In most of the measures
introduced by the Minister for Lands we
notice that he adopts that contemptuous
attitude towards the Opposition. He is worse
than any other member of the Government
in that respect; and he cannot he surprised
3¢ we ask for information on the subject. I
trust before the question goes to a vote
that the Minister will tell us what is in the
Bill.

Mr. STEVENS (Rosewood): I have much
plecsure in supporting the amendment. I
consider that it is necessary to give prefer-
ence to returned soldiers in regard to grazing
celections az well as other forms of settle-
ment. We on this side of the House have
consistently advocated that the returned men
shouid have preference in both grazing selec-
tion and agricultural selection. Those
young men who have left the grazing country
fo go away and fight for us will not take to
agricultural pursuits when they return. They
will naturally wish to go back to the same
class of occupation that they were brought
up to. We maintain it is their right to go
back to that occupation and they should
have preference granted to them for grazing
selection as well as agricultural selection.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic Laxps: Go to
Marburg and tell them that.

Mr. STEVENS: You go to Hong Kong
and say what vou like. (Laughter.) I am
not going to Marburg or anywhere else at
anv time with or without the Minister for
Tands. I am prepared to challenge the
Minister for Lands to come to Rosewood
and contest the seat with me, or I will go
to Roma and contest his seat with him.

OprosiTios MeuBers: Hear, hear!

The SEcRETARY FOR PrBLic LanDs: You had
better come to Roma.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! I sug-
cost that the hon. member keep to the
question.

My, STEVEXNS: I am not going to stand
apv dirty insinuations from the Minister for
Tands, »nd I have a right to reply to him.
T an: convinced that you, Mr. Speaker, will
uphold me in the stand I take in regard to
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@ny such insinuations. I am glad that you
uphold the attitude of members of the Oppo-
sition on this question. The MMinister for
Lands, when he was in opposition, invariably
got up and asked for more information on
rosolutions such as this, although the Liberal
Tinister who introduced the Bill always gave
an explanation of its provisions. This

Minister, however, has not given
[6.30 p.m.] us one word in explanation to

denote the scope of the proposed
measure. The discourtesies of the Minister
for Lands are well known, but one would
suppcse that when he anticipates taking up
such an honourable position as that of Agent-
General for Queensland he would at least
show that he had some qualification to fit
him for its duties.

Mr. GRAYSON: I shall certainly support
the amendment moved by the hon. member
for Carnarvon. If seems to me that tie
Ministor has made up his mind that he is
not going to give the Opposition any infor-
mation at all. Why the Minister has taken
ap such an attitude I cannot understand,
because, {rom my knowledge of the Minister
during the time he was & private member,
no member ever sat on the Opposition side
of the House who tried to elicit more infor-
mation on the introduction of Bills than the
hon. member. I would like very much to
know in what particular this Bill is going
to amend the Land Act. I would like the
Adinister to explain one matter, and I can
assure him that it is a question that is
exercising the minds of a great number of
people in Queensland at the present time.
It is that many parents of returned soldiers
-are anxious that their sons should select
grazing farms in Queensland. We know
that the Minister has closed down on that
proposition, and I am surprised more par-
ticularly that members representing pastoral
constituencies, such as the hon. member for
Gregory, who knows that many most excel-
lent young men volunteered from those dis-
{ricts, should calmly assent to the Minister’s
attitude. I contend that no class of men
would make better selectors than the shearers
-and overseers and rouseabouts on the stations
in the western part of Queensland who went
to the front.

Mr. H. J. Rvan:

back.

Mr. GRAYSON: That is not the point. I
say that anyone with a son at the front who
is engaged in any part of the pastoral
industry—such as that of overseer, or rouse-
about, or shearer—or a grazing farmer with
sons, is certainly entitled to get priority in
securing grazing farms in Queensland during
their absence at the war. We know very
wel! that these young men have received the
praise, not only of the British Empire, but
also of all the nations allied with that
Empire. I contend—and I speak feelingly
on this matter—that every opportunity
should be given to those young men who
went awav to hattle for Australia. Would
it not be right and proper for the Minister
‘to rise in his place and inform the House
whether it is intended to insert in this
amending Bill a clause to that effect—to
enable our returned soldiers to select, not
only agricultural farms, but also grazing
farms? 1 admit that the Government have
dore something for the returned soldiers in
the way of providing fruit ferms and poultrs
farms, but—I think the hon. member for
Gregory will substantiate what I am going

Wait until they come
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to say—I hold that the young man who has
been reared in Western Queensland will not
take up a fruit farm or a poultry farm. You
have to provide for the different classes of
men who have gone to the frons, and I con-
tend it is the duty of this Government, or
any other Government who may be in power
at such a time, to make ample provision for
those young men who went to fight for our
country, and give them every opportunity
to select land in their native country.

Mr Porrock: They have the same oppor-
tunities now as other men.

Mr. GRAYSON: I sey they should have
priority. Fancy a returned soldier, who
wishes to settle upon a grazing farm, having
to take his chance of the ballot with other
selectors who have not gone to the front,
and will not go to the front! Soveral mem-
bers on this side have accused the Minister
of not being communicative when introduc-
ing Bills. That is not my experience alto-
gether, and I do not know what influences
hirz in withholding the information required
br the Opposition. As a rule, I do not rise
to stonewall any motion, but, at the same
time, I em here to enter my strong protest
against the way in which the Minister has
treated members of the Opposition this after-
noon in regard to the introduction of this
Bill. I contend that it is his duty to rise
in Lis pless at once and explain to the House
what the provisions of this Bill will be.

Mr. ROBERTS: I think the hon. member
for Carnarvon is to be congratulated upon
having set out definitely what he desires to
put into this amending Bill. I notice some
justification for his amendment in the
minutes of the proceedings of the conference
of Premiers and Ministers for Public Lands
held at Melbourne in January, 1917. We
find that ell the States were represented. and
also the Commonwealth. We find that from
Queensland the Premier (Mr. Ryan) was
there, and =lso Mr, J. M. Hunter, M.I.A.,
Secretary for Public Lands. One or two
interesting things in the proceedings appeal
to me, because this Government have set out
definitely to claim that they are doing so
much for the returned soldier, as compared
with any other State.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is not in order in dealing with that ques-
tion.

Mr. ROBERTS: Well, I want to show
that if the object of the hon. member for
Carnarvon is attained, we will be coming
into line with the other States in the matter
of preference to returned soldiers. We find
that this matter—a very important matter—
was discussed fully, and the resolutions
arrived at are to be found on page 66 of
the revort of the debate. This is what New
South Wales is «oing, according to M.
Ashford, Minister for Public Lands—

“We set land aside specially for
soldiers, and only soldiers can ballot.”

The SECRETARY FOR Pustic Laxps: That is,
like Beerburrum.

Mr. ROBERTS: Mr. Wilson, from Western
Australia, said— )

“We propose to do that in Western
Australia.”
And Mr. Vaughan said—
“In South Australia we do not hold
ballots.”
The SECRETARY FOR PUDLIC LANDS:

Stanthorpe.
Mr. Roberts.)

Like
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Mr. ROBERTS: Mr. Hutchinson, from
Victoria, said—

“In Victoria we give nreference in
every cage to the soldiers.”

The SecRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
they did mnot have any land to
(Laughter.)

My, ROBERTS : Mr. Hughes said—

“T think it would he a good thing if
the conference were to pass a resolution
favouring preference to soldiers in con-
nection +ith emplcyment.”’

Proric Lawps: We
s House the Novem-
ying  preference  to

And

give.

The SFCRETARY FOR
had passed «n Act in
ber before that ¢
soldiers,

E RIDERTS, Weil, T am thankfiul to
the Minister for some infarmation, at any
rate. Tf we cannot get what we want, T am
glad that we got somathing by interjection.

Y S : moved—Thut prefer-
to soldiers in any Govern-
nlovient.
TUTLsoN : T secona the mio lon.
22yax: Other things being equal.”
position taken up by this
ennection with the soldiers.

¥R : Order! The hon. mem-

Ir. ROBERTS: I contend that I am
entitled to use all the argumoents that I can

1 with returned soldiers and prefer-
cnee to them in a matter of grarzing farm
on, and thet iz all thet the amendment
14 ing for. Ii land is thrown open for
on, =c¢ are desirous of having it set
arart for the returned . »ldiers if they desire
it. There is #verr justification for that being
done. The hon. member for Gregors said
the veturred soldier had the same oppor-
tunitics «» other people in the State. 1
grart that, but we contand he should have
somethira betror, Tt admitted that the
returned soldiers sro making ereat sacrifices,

The SPEAFER: Order! I point out to
the hon. member that he is in order in men-
tioring the things that he desires to include
in the Landy Bill. but he mu+t not proceed
to diseuss them in detail.

AMr. ROBERTS: I amn showing that there
are good rossons for the amendment. I
must be m ¢ad that we are somewhat
handicappe:d this afternoon. I do not thisk
you, Mr. Speaker. «will sav that we have been
treated  ryessonable, The DMinister came
' a proposal to amend the
and 4et. and for a considerable time he
ated this Hoeuse with considerable dis-
respeet. When we vvished to hoint out to
hi:n reasons why he should give information
and when he fail=d to give us that informa.
Hon and we fried to widen the scope of the
Bill, he saw fit to leave this Chamber, and
eonscoment!s members had to speak in his
1ce. It 1s cur duty to use every oppor-
tanitr of showing the nocessity of giving
preference to returned soldiers in the direc.
tion ssked for by the mover of the amend-
ment.

down baldly wi
T

Colonel RANKIN: I wish to express my
regret, in common with other hon. members
on this side of the House. that the Minister
has not seen fit to extend to the Opposition

[Mr. Roberts.
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the courtesy which has usually been shown
by a Minister towards members of the
Opposition when introducing a Bill. The
attitude of the Minister for Public Lands
in this connection is in marked contrast to
that of his colleague, the Minister for
Justice, who, when he introduced a Bill
this afternoon, gave us all the information
desired and enlightened us as to the meaning
of the proposed amendments. Here we
have a Minister coming along with, perhaps,
the mort imnortant Bill of the session, a Bill
doaling with one of the most important
clements of our national welfare—that is our
land—and what does he do? e read out
the formal motion and then, metaphorically,
threw the Bill on the table and said, * There
you ave! Take it or leave it! Please your-
selves,”  Nohods, when in opposition, was
more inclined to resent that sort of treat-
mont than the Minister for Tublic Lands
himself, and T in all fairness, that he has
not trested this side even with that ordinary
courtcsy which one hon. member shows to
snother. e is asking us, a2 it were, to
enderse a blank cheque without knowing
wwhat the objects of the Bill which he proposss
to introduce are. Tt may mean anyvthing.
- be =0 far-rraching in its effect that
+ wipe eut frechold fermre right
chout the length and breadth of the
. It may be in the nature of a con-
tory measure, We know that in the
arciront of tha platform of the Government
is a plank for the abolition of freehold and
the substitution of another form of tenure.
It may be—I do not =ay it is—that it has
that for its object. It mazr be to sulstitute
a, tem of tenure which will, bad and all
an the presont svstem really is, go beyond
the dreams even of the Labour partr.

Do not

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
br. foolish altogether,

Colonel RANKIN : The Minister has been
foolish this afternoon in the attitude he has
taken up in regard to this measure. I think
now he is sorry for taking up that attitude
heeause he knows very well it is not an
attitude snv Alinisier has taken up in this
Hiruse before. Nobody knows that better
than himself. One can only conclude thas
he dors net kanow the contents of hi
maqsure. Lither that, or for some reauc
othor he refusos to reply to the Oppos
altogether. The Bill may be most far-reach-
ing in its effest. It zravy slter the whole
svstem of lond settlemepnt, end we are asked
to tzka it on trust. In common with other
hon. members on this side, T am not very
Ieen on takirg anvthing on trust from the
hon. member in matters of this sort, and

k renton fyr our suspicion. It may

we have
not onlry mean a change ‘v the whole system
of land settlement, bnt it mav mean the
sholition of our Land Court. We knew that
quite recently thore has besn some disagree-
meut—a  very werio s disagreement—vwhich
rendered it recrssarv for a very eminent
member of the Land Covt to express his
feelings, from his positicn on that court,
towards the hon. gent eman. The Minister
for Public Lands saw fit to write an adverse
criticism on the court, dealing with most
sorious  matters affect’™mg land sottlement.
The Bill may, for anything we know to the
contrary, have for its object the abolition
of that court. We are absolutely in the
dark and are asked to agrees to the Intro-
cduction of a measure which may be so far-
reaching in its effect as to prove detrimental
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tn the best interests of the State. I admit
quits frankly that it would be difficult to deal
more damagingly with land settlement than
the present Government have already done.
You have only to look at the most recent
firures to #ee how, as one sy .aker on this
side h=s szid, the Governmens have practi-
cally sounded the deoth kpell to land settle-
ment in Quesnsland. That Fas been the resuls
of prerent administration and legislation,
and if the Minister intends to confiscate free-
hold  altogether, in some manner known
only to himself, the . it is our duty as an
Opnasition to see that we safeguard the
ks of the people in this connection. I
do not think that he can show any precedent
for the attitude that he has taken up this
afternoon,

Mr. SwAYNE: A most important Bill too.

Colonel RANKIN: I had said already
that this is probably the most important
Bill of the session—one. certainly dealing
with our browd acres; with cur 400,(30.000
acres of unalienated Crown land, and pos-
sibly with 493.0C0,000 acres—the whole of
our territory. We know nothing about the
Bill but its title. Iet hon. members read
the motien fer themselves, and they will
sce that it is =imply a proposal to introduce
a Bill to amend ‘The Land Act of 1910.”
What i« the :cope of the meusure? We
are not ssked to awmend certain sections of
the Act; we are not asked to deal with the
Land Court; we are not asked to deal with
the perpetual lease svstem; we are not
asked to deal with frechold tenures—indead,
we are not asked to deal with anv specific
matter in the Act. The motion covers any-
thing and everything in connection with
land legislation. It iz absolutely bounless
in its scops. Yot the Minister will tell us
nothing about the objest of the Bill. He

treats us like a lot of naughty scheol
children.
Mr. GirpsoN: You should gn to the

féte tc-mozrow and put up your Aunt Sal-
Hes there.

Colonel RANKIN: Perhan: the hon.
member for Ipswich knows: the contents of

the Bill. No doubt the members of the
crurrs considered the measure at a caucus
meeting,

Mr. Rorrrrs: There are not manr of
therm here.

Colonel RANKIN: There sre not many
of them here; there never ays many of
them here, because their business is not

settled here—it is settled in caucus. We
are not pormitted to sit at those meotings
where these matters  arve  diseussad  and
desided, and it is only here that we =zan
get information with reward to them. Woe
have a rizht as the Opposition to insist
upon the Minister telling us how far this
measure is going to affect our land laws.
There is absolutels no precedent for the
attitude the hon. mentlemen has taken up
this afternoon. and when he was in oppo-
sition there v no greater stickler for such
information being supplied to the Opposi-
tion than the hon. gentleman himself. At
that tiwne he used to tell the Government of
the dzy what their dutr was on such an
occasion as this, how thes should give infor-
maiion to the Opposition, and how they
should not have to be asked for it a second
tirme. And that courtesy was extended by
the members of the past Government to the
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then Opposition, and they did not keep
members in the dark, because their way
was open, But here, we have a Minister
who declines to give us any information;
he will not tell us what the Bill means, or
what it iz intended to cover.

Mr. Grepsox: The motion on the paper
iz plain enough.

Colonel RANKIN: Whet is the motion?
Is it a motion to give leave to the Govern-
ment to introduce a Bill to abolish the
Land Ceurt?

Nr Grepsox: You will know that ~when
the Bill is introduced.

Colonel RANKIN:
the information now.
Mr. Grrrsox: You will get it when you
get the Bill )
Colonsl RANKIN: When this motion 1s
passod  we cannot alter the a)pe.of1 the
Pill. The hon. member is out of hle(\eptn
in making these interjections, and I may

tell him that it is now that we determine

Yes, but we want

the @ope of the Bill On{-e_this motion
goes through. you cannot limit or extend
the scope of the Bill. What does  the

motion on the business paper discloze ?
Simply & propcsal to amend the Land Act.

My, Grepsox: That & all it is.

Colonel RANKIN: That may cover any
part of the Land Act. The hon. member
must know that the Land Act is made up
of various parts. It is not one single chap-
ter. and is not concerned with only one

sincle cliss of land rettlement. It is con-
cernod with all classes of land settlement.
Si311, for some 1cason or other, the Minister
declines to tell us what the Bill contains.
T this matter he has treated the Oppesi-
tion in a shamelesz foshion. We have no
means of dragging the information from
him. T can onlr say thet he is showing
a iack of ccurtesy towsrds the.Oppontlon,
ar-l that his attitude i= in striking centrast
with the attitude of his colleague who this
afternoon introduced a Bill dealing with
foreshores. The Minister who is in charge
of *that Bill went to o1l sorts of trouble to
give ns information; he told us what was

the object of the Bill That it was In
opsration eliewhere, and that we had no
ceed to femr snr il resalts from passing

the* measure. But the Minister for Lands
tell: us nothing, He simply reads the
metion, and then. metephorically it‘qakmg.
throw: down the paper. He maight just as
woli ha— taken the motion as read, and
Leove said, I have my men bebind me; we
can carrs the meilon; we can bludg on it
tnrough whatever the cppoesition may be.
My, GLEDZON: Yon are nob opposzed to
amending the Lard Act of 1810, are you?

C-lonel RANKIN: No, and the first
amendment I wonld make in thst Act would
he to strike out the perpetual lease pro-
visions. Perhaps the Minister }ntends to
extend those provisions by this Bill, and to
do awar with freehold tenure entirely.

Mr. Grrpsox: That would be a blessing.

Cclonel RANKIN: That is a matter of
opinion. and most people in this State believe
it would be a curse. DBut the fact that
there is this difference of opinion between
the hon. member for Ipswich and myself
15 another resson why we should know whak

Colonel Rankin.]
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we are asked to agree to in this motion.
We may assume from what the member for
Ipswich has told us that this Bill is not
going to affect the perpetual lease system.
Perhaps it is going to affect the Land Court.
That is a question which has been exercis-
ing the mind of the Minister and the mind
of Parliament for some time, but we can
get no information from the hon. gentleman
on that point. There is something very
wrong in the action of the Minister in this
matter. Whether he desires to go out of his
way and take this opportunity in the closing
hours of a dying Parliament to show great
discourtesy to the Opposition, I do not know.
But, whether intentional or unintentional,
he has done that, and even now we have
not the slightest indication as to what is the
scope of the proposed Bill. I have endea-
voured to point out the seriousness of the
situation, and to show the hon. gentleman
the lack of courtssy of which he has been
guilty towards the Opposition. Perhaps it
was unintentiona’, and even now he may
rise in his place and give us the information
we desire. I think we have every right to
know how far it is intended to amend the
land laws of the State, which are of such
raramount importance to us, and the Op-
position are entitled to know exactly what
15 the scope of the Bill.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: I desire to speak to
the amendment. I think it is very desirable
that the Opposition should be informed of
the scope of the Bill. We do not know
what the contents of the Bill are, and conse-
quently it is esential that we should try to
make the scope as wide as possible, so that
if it seems desirable to move amendments
we may have an opportunity of doing so,
although we .y not be able to carry them.
It is a good thing to have the chance of
moving amendments, so that the public may
see that we desire to make the land laws
of this State as useful as possible. TUnfor-
tunately, the land laws are in such a condi-
tion now that settlement, instead of progres-
sing, is going back in a large degree. The
measure introduced by the Minister may
not be of that formidable character which we
fear, but the Minister could have dissipated
our fears if he had felt so disposed. As a
matter® of fact, the Minister himself has
often shown a thirst for information. I
remember when I brought in an Amending
Land Bill on one occasion, I gave a full
-explanation as to the scope of the measure,
which led to the hon. gentleman moving an
amendment to still further widen the scope.
He moved that certain clauses of the prin-
cipal Act should be included in the measure
which the Bill before us proposed to amend.
I could not sce eye to eye with the Minister
on that occasion, and on division the amend-
‘ment was lost.

The SECRETARY FOR PrsLic Laxps: Pro-
‘bably that will be the fate of this amend-
‘ment.

How. J. TOLMIE: That is what I was
‘going to remark. But, at any rate, the
hon. member for Carnarvon will then have
the satisfaction of knowing that he endea-
voured to widen the scope of the measure
so as to make it of service to the community.
‘The hon. member for Carnarvon pointed out
the directions in which he thought there was
a limitation in the scope of the Bill such
as to make it unserviceable for a number of
would-be selectors in the State. He pointed
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+ quite a number of settlers desired
ggtsgﬁreqland, but that the prlnf}lpal' Acit
did not allow them to obtain their wishes,
and that this was a fitting opportunity to
try to give effect to them. I hope the
Minister will give consideration to the request
of the hon. member for Carnarvon, so that
the scope of the Bi' will be widened. Why
should there be any limitation whatever (})ln
the scope of a Land Bill? After all, tbe
one desire is that our land laws should ?
made as useful as possible for the people o
the State. The ideas expressed on_ this s1<%e
of the Housc may not appeal to the House
as it is constitated at the present time,
wher, as we see 1s the case In .th1s Cnamber,
there is such a strict demarcation of partle;ls.
on, members opposite have discuzsed .t e
Bill, and knew what the contents uﬁnde
bofore it was brought here, and they ha
made up their minds as to what llml‘catlllon
they were going to place upon ib. Bgt t (iz
might, at anv rate, see the force of the co
tontion of other hon. members who are re(;
turned to do the best they can to m(lipro;r
the laws of the State. and conce Oh o
them the opnortunity of considering t os%
points which are essential for the nglfalile ?
{he State. There may he matters which have
been ovorleoked by hon. members Olzﬁo-
site, and with which they arc in sympa g,
and perhaps it only requires them t(t)h R
brought under their notice to Wln1 e}tlq
svmnjathv and support for the amendmen %
“hich may be moved: but if the SC'Opet}?e
the Bill 'is limited as set forth 11; D
motion, we shall not have an {’DDOEHH} v
of exerrising our rights, or of mtrq u?n{g
that legislation which we th}nk essen 1;1‘7(;
aprd which, as members of this Ho&:@lﬂte;
have the right to do. T hope the Ministe
i i that far tha’;1 he _doﬁltxesmtg

.mbers of the Chamber ftheir T1ghts
gﬁvi?@qes in connection'wmb the mtroduc{;
tion and passage of legislation. Ie 'Iimgin
be as liberal as members on this side »
rogard to that. The hon. gentlemafn b
like the Athenians, ln'that he unc%]ersLan s
what is good, but he is not like the aC(c‘1
deemonians, who understand what 18 goﬁ)s
and practise it. The hon. gentlemant tPa&
not got the liberality of mind of alg athe
man to concede to members on this si ed'
privileges and rights which the Standing
Orders provide for.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
to the Pharisee.

w. J. TOLMIE: The hon. gentleman
unI;lIgrstands Pharisees. T am not gomghtc;3
refer to his Pharisaical practices. All ttla
I am aiming at is to induce the homn. gerii e~
man to give us an opportunity of unhelé
standing the merits of the Bill. If he t.a
followed the practice—and the sound practice
—laid down by the Assistant Minister for
Justice he would indicate what the contents
of the measure are. The Assistant Minister
for Justice may be younger 1n years than the
Minister for Lands, but he is older than he
is in ways of wisdom.

Hon. J. A. Framrny: I will use that at
the next election. (Laughter.)

Hox. J. TOLMIE: The Assistant Minister
for Justice shows tactfulness when he likes,
but there are times when he does not like.

Mr. Grims: Why do you qualify it?

Hox. J. TOLMIE : Because it came to my
recollection that last night he might have

Listen
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shown some tactfulness. In this case though,
he has profited by past experience, and
exhibited a degree of wisdom this afternoon
that resulted in his motion going through
without debate. The Minister for ILands
might have done the samec thing, because he
must realise that there are other stages of
the Bill

The SecRETARY FOR PuBLic Laxps: That is
where you will get all the information you
want.

Hox. J. TOLMIE : All the hon. gentleman
has succecded in doing is being obstinate.
The hon. gentleman ought to be exceedingly
pleased and gratified to know that we are
asking him for information on this Bill,
because we are following the lines laid down
by him on previous occasions. They say that
imitation 15 the sincerest form of flattery,
and the Minister must think himself exceed-
ingly flattered by the attention bestowed on
him this evening. I am pleased to know
that there is some possibility of the contents
of the Bill being made known when we get
to the Committee stage. He indicates that

cor somis imforinativin

he i going to voluntcer
I ar sorry that we have to wait until

then.
then, hecause the information that he gives
may lead to discussion; but if we had got
the information to-might that would have
been avoided, and the Bill would have gone
through the Committee stages without the
slightest difficulty at all. T wonder what
the feelings of the Minister for Lands will
be when he sces the measure introduced by
the Assistant Minister for Justice going
through stage after stage without any debate
whatever.

The SecrETARY FOR PUBLIC LanDs: It is
not fair to make a threat like that.
(Laughter.)

Hox. J. TOLMIE: I am glad to notice
that the Minister is getting into a good
humour. I hope that he will give us the
information he has declined to give us this
afternoon. I regret that we have had this
discussion this afternoon, and that we had to
move this amendment; but we are only
doing our duty to our constituents and to the
State in trying to widen the scope of the
Bill. We want to widen the Bill to the
fullest extent in order that we may get a
Land Bill that will be of service to the
people of Queensland. I desire to make
the work of the Government satisfactory to
the people, and for that reason I have given
them every assistance at all times. I hope
we will not have to deal with the Minister
for Lands. If he continues to occupy a seat
in the Government, and introduces any more
legislation, I hope that he will introduce it
in such a spirit that it will warrant the
immediate and hearty co-operation of mem-
bers on this side,

Mr. FORSYTH (Murrumba): 1 agree with
the amendment to widen the scope of the
Bill. The hon. member has asked for leave
to introduce the Bill, but he has not given
us any information about it.

The SECRETARY FOR PuUBLIC LanDS: If you
had been here I would have told you all
about it.

Mr. FORSYTH : Then, I am sorry I was
not here.

The SECRETARY FOR PuUBLIC LANDS:
ought to have been here.

Mr. FORSYTH: The hon. member has
not given one single word to explain the

You
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contents of the Bill, yet when he wa3s in
opposition himself he always asked for
information about Bills that were intro-
duced. In 1913, when the present leader of
the - Opposition was Secretary for Dublic
Lands, he moved—

“That it is desirable that a Bill be
introduced to consolidate and amend-the
laws relating to the incursion and migra-
tion of rabbits.”

On that occasion the Minister for Lands gave
a full explanation of the Bill, but the hon.
member for Maranoa—the present Minister
for Lands—wanted to get more information.
On  that occasion the hon. member for
Maranoa said he would like to know whether
the Minister intended to continue the
iniquitous system of preventing trappers and
others from offering the carcasses and furs
of rabbits for sale. Although the Minister
for Lands on that occasion explained the Bill
substantially, the hon. member for Maranoa’
was not satisfied. In 1914, when another Bill
was introduced, the present Premier asked
for information. The information was given
by the Minister who introduced the Bill,
following the usual course. As a rule, the
lecader of the Opposition, whoever he may
be, whether Liberal or Labour, calls * Not
formal” in order to get that information.
The Secretary for Agriculture in 1914 intro-
duced a Bill to provide for advances to aid
co-operative agricultural enterprises, and he
gave very full information. The leader of
the Opposition said—

“The Secretary for Agriculture was
correct in his conclusion that I called
“Not formal” to this motion for the
purpose of eliciting what was the ambit
of the measure that he proposed to intro-
duce.”

That is exactly what has been done here
to-day. We want to get information just the
same as the hon. member wanted to get
information then, even after particulars had
been given. But he has not given any par-
ticulars at all, and he is at [east somewhat
inconsistent in his actions.

The SEcRETARY FOR PUbLic LAxNDS: At the
next stage of the Bill that will be all right,
but not at this stage.

Mr. FORSYTH: The instance I have
quoted was the order of leave, and full
particulars were given to the House. The
hon. member was not satisfied with the infor-
mation and asked for certain other infor-
mation, and as a matter of fact he got it.
The very same thing crops up on almost
every Bill introduced, no matter whether it
is introduced by a Liberal or a Labour
Minister.  As a rule, the Minister intro-
ducing the Bill gives a short and succinct
idea of the particulars of the measure, and
I cannot understand why the hon. member
did not do that. Surely there is nothing to
hide, because we will be able to see the Bill
later on! I understand that another Minister
who introduced a Bill this afternoon gave
information, and I think it is the wise thing
to do. We do not want at this particular
stage to get all the information, but we
certainly want to get some information. We
are asked by the hon, member to pass this
resolution and we have no information about
it at all. How, then, can we say whether we
believe-in the principle underlying the Bill
or not? Surely the hon. member must see
at a glance that we are simply voting in the

Mr. Forsyih]
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dark, and that if he would only give us a
few particulars it would be quite sufficient.
I sincerely hope that even at this late hour
the hon. member wiil give us some informa-
tion, but, so far as anyone can judge, it is
quite evi ident he does not intend to do 80.

Mr. BAYLEY (Pittsworih): 1 do not know
any reason why the DJMlinister for Lands
should refuse to glve us some information at
thi= juncture. It is all very well for the
Minister, and the Government generally, to
take up this attitude, bocause we all know
well that they have already discussed this
matter In its entirety in the caucus. But
that is no good to the Opposition. We have
a right to know what ideas they are bringing
forward, and 1 ses no reason whatsoever
why the Minister should take up this new
attitude. 1 think the amendment proposed
by the hon. member for Carnarvon is a very
good one. It widens the scope of the Blll
very considerably. Very important altera-
tions may be brought forward by the Govern-
ment within the scope of this Bill. It is
probable that on sccount of the falling away
in the taking up of Crown land it is abso-
lutely mneceszary that freehold tenure shall
be resorted to once again, and it may be
their intention, therefore—and very likely
is their intention—to do away with the pre-
sont objectionable leasehold tenure. If that
ic the case, rule]y we have the right to be

‘in the I\now With reference to the pro-
posal giving preference to returned soldiers,
which I think is a very good provision, we
all are willing to admlt that those men who
have offered so much, who have given up so
much for Empire. for this State, and for each
one of us, have the undoubted right to pre-
ference in these matters, and if we are at
all desirons—if the Government are desivous
—of p=cisting recruiting, they should take
every step possible to make the prospects
held out to our returned soldiers as bright
and as alluring as possible. Within the last
couple of davs the Premier has informed the
people of Australia that he is absolutely
opposed to conscription at the present time.
He tells us that 1f we make the prospects
sufficiently rosy we will have plenty of
recruits—that men will come forward in ever-
increasing numbers. If what the Premier
has told us is correct, this is a golden oppor-
tunity for the Government to proceed on
those lines, and I think the hon. member for
Carnarvon deserves thanks for bringing for-
ward an amendment which will give the
Opposition an opportunity to grant prefer-
ence to returned soldiers. Other States have
already done it. Why is Queensland lagging
behind? It is not to the credit of the
Government that Queensland is the one and
orly State in Australia that has not done
omf‘hing in that vespect, and I would urge
tho Government—I would urge the Minister
for Lands, if it is not his intention to give
p1cff>r(>nce to soldiers in the Bill as drafted,
to accede to the request of the hon. member
for Carnarvon and accept the amendment
which he has: proposed. It is very much to
be deplored that the Opposition are met with
such scant courtesy. One would never think

that this was a responsible
[7.30 p.m.] Government—one would never
think this was a democratic

Government—ywhen one saw thom absolutely
refuse to give members of the Opposition
the necessary information at such a stage.
T earncstly hope that the Minister for Lands
will relent, and even at this eleventh hour
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give the information to the Opposition which
is so much desired and which is so very
essential.

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted (Mr., Gunn’s amendment) stand part

of the question—put; and the House
divided : —
AxEs, 28.

Mr. Barber Mr. Land

,» Bertram ,, Lennon

,,» Carter ,» Lloyd

,» Fihelly .. May

., Foley ,» MecLachlan
,» Forde ,, MeMinn

,» Free 5 O’Sullivan

., Gilday ,» Peterson

,,  Gillies ,, Pollock

., Gledson ,» Ryan, D.

,, Hartley, W. ,» Ryan, H, J.
,, Hunter 5 Welr

s, Huxham . Wellington
,» dones Winstanley

Tellers: Mr. McMinn and Mr. Pollock.
NoEs, 13.

Mr. Bayley Col. Rankin

. Bridges Mr, Roberts

s, Forayth ,, ttevens

,» Grayson 5 Stodart

s Gunn ,, Swayne

5 Morgan 5 Tolmie

,s Petrie

Tellers: Mr, Gunn and Mr. Swayne.

Reosolved in the affirmative.

Original question stated.

Mr. STEVENS : 1 think the Xlinister for
Lands has been in this House long cnouch
to learn the ordinary rules of courtesv as
applied to Ministers of the Crown. The h
gentleman has wasted several hours because
he would not give a few words of explana-
tion to enable hon. members to understand
the scope of the measure.

The SPEAKER: Order! I may point out
that several hon. members have already
used that argument, and I must ask the hon.
member to introduce fresh matter.

Mr. STEVENS: Personally, I have not
heard anyone use that argument yet, and I
have been in the House all the afternoon.
However, I must bow to your ruling, Sir.
Certainly I would like to know who has
vsed the argument that I am using. The
Liinister must admit that it is due to
members of the House that he should give
some explanation of the reason why he is
introducing the resolution, and also what the
resolution embraces. But if he refused to <o
so; if he refused to cxtend to the House
the ordinary coustesies; then I suppose all
we can do is to bow to his supreme will,
and it appears to be supreme at the present
time. The hon. gentleman sits there, adopts
an obstinate attitude, and simply refuses to
cxplain to us that which we have a right to
kinow.

Question put and passed.

CLOSER SETTLEMENT ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

SEcOND READING.
* The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:

in rising to move the second reading of this
amending measure, notwithstandiny the atti-
tude of hon. members opposite this after-
noon, I have no hesitation in expressing
confidence that members on both sides of the
House are fully seized of the importance of
this, or any similar legislation, having for
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its object increased facilities for closer seftie-
ment on the public cstate, and the more
generous treatment of those in occupation
of the land. The limited amount of capital
that men who go upon the land possess—
those already upon the land as well as the
large body of our peopie who are desirous of
going on the land—has, for many years, made
1t increasingly evident that if the lands of
the State, particularly the repurchascd areas,
are to be succezfully and profitably occu-
ried, then a larger share of the capital
required for this purpose must be found by
the State. Selectors, particularly those on
the Jimbour and Inkerman estates, as well
as intending selectors on the well-known
{ecil Plains Estate, have mnot hesitated to
niake clear, both by Iletter and by petition,
their views on this matter, It is with a
view to meet this desire, which is so trans-
parently necessary, that this measure is now
msroduced. Perhaps if I were to briefly set
out the scope of the Bill hon. members would
be more able to grasp all the proposals which
it contains. I might say, in the first place,
that the Bill provides that, as in the case
of ordinary Crown lands, any repurchased
estate or the anselected lands on the various
repurchased estates, shall be made available
tor perpetual lease seclection. The leader of
she Opposition, when speaking to the motion
for leave to introduce this Bill, suggested
that a promise had bheen given, or a state-
ment had been made when introducing the
1916 Act. that the Bill did not then propore
to interfere with the repurchased estates.
That clearly was the intention, but it was
discovered afterwards that the Act really
«did make it impossible for any land in tho
State to be disposed of other than by per-
petual lease selection. That was discovered
cn submitting to the court several applica-
tions for land—one on the Jimbour Estate
and several on the Inkerman Estate. Pro-
vision is also made that any selector who
has selected land on any repurchased estate
may, if he so desires, convert his frechold
tenure into a perpetual lease tenure. Pro-
vision is also made for fixing the capital
value of ‘fhe land, the method emploved
being similar to that provided in the prin-
cipal Act. This, perhaps, will relieve the
mind of the lTeader of the Opposition, because
yesterday he had the rather romantic idea
that we were going to inflate the prices of
ihe estates with a view to getting a sufficient
rent to cover interest.

Hon. J. Tormie: You are going to inflate
the interest charges.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS ;
If the hon. gentleman has a little patience
he will see exactly what we do propose.
The Bill provides also that the rent shall
not exceed the rate of interest paid on the
rurchase money of the repurchased estate
cduring the first period, and not exceed
& per cent. of the capital value during a
succeeding period. It will be admitted that
the State should obtain a return in rents
sufficient to cover the interest on the pur-
chase money of the land that they buy.

Hon. J. TorMir: They must.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
That is quite so, and that takes away the
hon. gentleman’s charge that the proposal
i3 to inflate the interest. It also provides
that town and suburban blocks may be sold
by auction on the perpetual lease fenure on
terms generally similar to those under which
Crown lands of the State are sold, except
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that 5 per cent., instead of 3 per cent.,
interest will be charged. There are other
minor provisions in the Bill For instance,
it is provided that priority may be given to
men who are already on the land comnprised
in an estate at the time of the repurchase,
or that any selector now upon any of the
eitates may surrender their title and obtain
a leasehold.

Hon. J. Tormig: That is the law to-day.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIOLANDS:
Yes, that is the law under the principal Act,
but it will not be the law under this Bili,
unfess it is re-enacted. There is also a pro-
vision for the substitution of the capital for
the purchasing price, 50 as to bring this
measure into conformity with the Closer
Setilement Act. Section 31 of the principal
Aet is to be repealed. A suggestion was
made yesterday by the leader of the Opposi-
tion that the passing of this Bill may have
some cffect on the trust funds of the State.
My coutention is that the trust funds of the
State will be no worse off. even if the worst
things that can be said by the Opposition
were true, than they are at the present time.
At present we have arveas of land open for
selestion on the following estates:—Kileoy,
Jimbour, Widgee, Woolouga, Gowrie, Inker-
man, and Maryvale. Aliogether, there are
119 portions of land on those e:tates, com-
prising 166,964 acres, and costing the State
£411,526. Those lands are unselected to-day,
and are lying idle. A lurge number of those
portions are producing no revenue to the
State, and are, thorefore, a tax upon the
trust funds of the State. No rent is being
received from them, and no rereyments sre
being made in connection with thern In
addition to those arcas, there ave 518 blocks
of laml on the Jizabour, Gowris, and Inker-
man estates, comprising 163,367 acres, and
costing £574,837. Those blocks have been
seleeted, but a large number of the selectors
are unable to meet their payments. It will
be remembered that a Jimbour Relief Bill
was introduced the session before last,
in order to give relief to a number of
selectors on that estate. At that time
a concession amounting %o some £87,000
was made to the selectors, so that there
again the trust funds were called upon
to make good. My contension is that if
through the present land laws we hsve large
areas of land, such as I have mentioned,
unselected, or which, having been selected,
are held by men who are unable to meet
their engagoments, it is quite time that some-
thing was done to enable people who are
desireus of going on the land to obtain land
ot a rental which will enable them to occupy
it profitably, and under conditions which will
enghle the trust funds which have been
emploved in the repurchase of the estate to
be reimbursed. There is a certainty that a
large number of these selecticns or portions
will be selected under the perpetual lease
system. A considerable number of the
Jimbour selectors have signified their will-
ingness to accept leasehold tenure, and
a suggestion has come from a number of
intending selectors in the Pittsworth dis-
trict that when the Cecil Plains FEstate
is thrown opcen for selection it should be
thrown open under the perpetual lease
system. People are beginning to realise that
the man who goes on the land, and has not
an abundanece of capital, requires that capifal
to work his farm, and iz unable to pay a
high price for land. The State by granting
perpetual leaseholds to those intending

Hon. J. M. Hunter 1
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selectors will allow them to retain their
capital and use it for the purpose of expand-
ing and developing their industry. On
Gowrie there are forty-nine selections, com-
prising an area of 10,947 acres, and valued
at £48,108, the owners of which are likely
to apuh for tho conversion of their tenure
into leaschold. T think the House will realise
that, unde1 the circumstancss, the Govern-
ment are called upon to take some action
by w hlf‘h these estates may be made avail-
able for the public. During the last twelve
months only six selections have been taken
up on repurchased estates. The experience
of tne men at Gowrie and Jimbour has hecen
such as to warn men against endeavouring

to select land and make homes for them.
selves on_ those areas under present con-
ditions. It is held by hcn. gentienen _oppo-

site that the perpetual ieasc system is not
popular. All I can say is that, as far as the
repurchased estates are conoerned a large
number of the men who are on the ]and, and
a number who propose to go on the land,
show a strong disposition in favour of per-
petual lease, and are asking the State to
be their landlmd so that they may be
allowed to take up land and use it on a
rental basis. Of course, it is said that the
leazeheld title is rot a good one, and that
people like to have their own freeholds. But,
after all, titles are only relative in degree.
A freehold title is not an absolute surrender
by the Crown of the rizht to deal with the
land in respect of which the title is held.
The Crown at all times reserves the right to
enter upon it, to make roads, to reserve it
for any parucular purpose, or to resume i,
and also at any time to tax it. There
is one advantage of perpetual lcase—it is
not taxable, Moreover we want 10 remem-
ber that the very title itself—a lease in per-
petuity—does not mean a leasc for to-day, a
ninety-nine vears lease, or a 999 years lease;
it means a lease for all time. The Crown
has no more right to interfere with it in the
matter of resumptions than what it has
with land under the ordirary freehold title,
with which hon. members opposite are so
enamoured. It is a notorious fact that while
a number of men imagine that they are
owners of property, in a large number of
cases they are really occupiers for the mort-
gagee, and the rate of interest that they pay
to the mortgagee for the money which they
borrow on their freehold would in many
cases be double that which the State is asking
for them under perpetual leasehold

Mr. BavLey: Tnen you put a land tax on
top of it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Then they have in the State what may be
called & very generous and considerate land-
lord, who does not make a point of driving
a man off his farm in a bad season or of
rack-renting him in a bad time or at any
time. Only a reasonable rent is agked. The
outline of the Bill which I have given shows
that the rent is based on the purchase money,
with, of course, the usual advance of 10 per
cent. to cover roads and reserves which have
to be made for the public convenience. On
that purchasing price the State says, “ We
will charge you a rental equal to the interest
we are pavmg on the land which we have
purchased.” I think that if the selectors
on Jimbour had started out on that basis in
the beginning they would be to-day in a very
much  better position than they are.
I am sure that if the selectors who go on the
Cecil Plains Estate start out on those terms
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they will become a very prosperous people.
The general effect of the provisions which
are laid down in this Bill will be that a
lalge area of land which has cost the State
something like £800,000 or £900,000, and
to-day 1is either unoccup1ed or is largely
occupied by men who are unsuccessful
through having to carry the enormous
burden—a responsibility which they would
never have taken on if they had known
it, of paying off the purchase price of their:
costly land—those men will be relieved of
t}mt responsibility if they so wish. There
is another large area of land which, to-day
nobody is wanting, because the price is such
that they are not able to pay il. Under this
Bill the result will be that the burden will
be removed from these men if they desire
it, and will, it is hoped, reimburse the-
trust funds of the State. It is not com-
pulsory: they are free to do what they
please, but if they wish they may surrender-
their present titles, and come under the
perpetual leasehold system and pay the
rentals on the basis provided by the Bill. 1
sincerely hope that the Jimbour land and
the bﬂlance of the Inkerman land, when the
Rill is passed, will find ready selectlon, and’
that those men who to-day are burdened with
a heavy debt which they see no prospect of
ever relieving themselves of will be- freed
from that burden and set on their way to
prosperity by availing themselves of the
provisions of this measure.

Mr. Bavpey: How will they stand with
regard to the money already paid?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
The hon. member is asking in that quite a
host of questions which he could not expect
me to answer in a second reading speech.

Ir. RoBerTS: The Bill shows it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
If the hon. member has read the Bill, and
it is there, there is no need to ask the
question, I move—That the Biil be now
read a second time.

At five minutes to 8 o’clock,

The CHAIRMAN OF CoMMiTTEES (Mr. Bertram)-
relieved the Speaker in the chair.

* Hox. J. TOLMIE: We do not know the
objects which actuated the hon, gentleman
in introducing this Bill; it may be that
because of legislation introduced and passed
last year the Government finds itself in a
hole. We have had, very frequently, passed
through this Chamber legislation which has
been found to be quite different to the repre-
sentations made to us. The hon, gentleman-
has previously denied that, but now he tells
us that last session we did pass through
this Chamber a Bill which had that effect.
T thought myself that there was some danger
in connection with our closer settlement Jand
laws, and when the Bill of 1916 was passed
through the House, I asked the Secretary
for Public Lands as to whether the settlers
in “such and such” an estate were affected
by the legislation we were then passing, and
he gave me an assurance they were mnot.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLIc LanDs: I gave
you the assurance given by the Draftsman,
who understood that was the position. It is
no use your trying to misrepresent the
matter.

Ho~., J. TOLMIE: The hon. gentleman-
told me they were not,
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The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaxDs: I gave
you the assurance 1 got.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: The hon. gentleman
gave me the assurance of the Draftsman. I
do not think he is fair to the Draftsman; he
should take the responsibility himself in
regard to a matter of that kind. He now
comes down and says that all our scttlement
under the Closer Settlement Act has stopped
because of the legislation we passed last year.

. The SecRETARY 7o PubLlc Laxps: No. It
is absolately untrue; that is not so.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: The hon. gentleman
told us when perzons came and sought to take
up land under the Closer Settlement Act—he
instanced one area on Jimbour and four or
five on Inkerman—they could not have effect
given to their wishes because the 1916 Act
barred them

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic Lanps: No. All
it does is that it makes it necessary now to
legalise their sclections. It does not stop
anybody from selecting.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: Of course, it has
stopped selection.

The Secrerary ror PusLic Lanps: You
were told in the office to-day that that was
not so,

How. J. TOLMIE: T am giving the infor-
mation I have got from the office.

. The Secrerary vor PusLic Lawps: No, it
is quite the reverse; that it did not prevent
applications being received

Hox. J, TOLMIE: I went to the office
because I was not certain in my own mind.

The SecRETARY ForR PUBLIc LaxDS: I know
you went to the office; I was told you got it,

Hox. J. TOLMIE: Any time I have gone
to the office the hon. gentleman has given
me every opportunity to get the informa-
tion I wanted. One of the provisions of the
Bill I went to make inquiry about was sub-
clause (4) of clause 2—

‘“ All such applications for the same
shall, at the option of the respective
applicants, be deemed to have been made
and accepted for a perpetual lease selec-
tion under this Act; and the applicants
shall, respectively, be entitled to hold
the land accordingly under the Land
Act of 1910 and any Act amending or in
substitution for the same and this Act.”

The question I put at the office was with
regard to the word “ option,” and I was
told that if these sslectors who have taken
up, or attempted to select, land proceeded
with their selections, should this Bill become
law, they would get their selections, but they
have not got the option to take it up under
the existing Act.

The SecrETARY FOR PuBLIc LANDS:
will be responsible for stopping them.

You

. Hox. J. TOLMIE: No, the existing law
is responsible. These men cannot go further
than they have gone to-day.

The SecrETARY For PuUBLIC LANDS:
said we have stopped selection.

Hon. J. TOLMIE:
has stopped.

The SecreTary ror Pusnic Laxps: No, it
has not.

1917—8 B

You

I say that selection

[9 NOVEMBER.]

Amendment Bul. 2689

Hox. J. TOLMIE: They cannot proceed

any further than they are at the present

time, They made their applica-

[8 p.m.] tions and lodged their money,

but could not get a title to go

on the land because of the operation of the
Act.

The SeCRETARY FOR PuBLic LANDS: We can
issue occupation licenses.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: These men went to the
office and put in their money to take up
land as freehold tenure under the Closer
Settlement Act. When they lodged their
money the Land Commisszioner told them
they could not take it up.

The SecrerarY FOR PuBLic Lanps: The
Land Commissioner did not tell them that.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: Well, the Minister
told them, or somebody else. Perhaps the
Land Court told them that their selections
could not be confirmed because of the opera-
tion of the 1916 Act. If that is not stopping
them, I do not know what is stopping them.

The SocrRETARY FOR PusLic LaNDs: It did
not stop selection, but it stopped the pro-
gressive stages of selection.

ITow. J. TOLMIK: If they cannot get the
land under freehold tenure, then selection
under that tenure must be stopped. That
must be patent to the intelligence of the
hon. gentleman. That is the information I
obtained at the office, and that is the infor-
mation which the hon. gentleman gave to
this House when he introduced the Bill. I
am not seeking to put any other construction
upon it.

The SECRETARY FOR PuUBLIC LANDS:
you are.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: Unless this Bill is
passed, it is impossible for them to get their
selections.

Yes,

The Secrerary ForR PusLic Laxps: You
said that we stopped selection.
Hox. J. TOLMIE: I said that it was

stopped through the operation of the law.
I do not say that the hon. gentleman wilfully
and with malice aforethought took all the
means in his power to prevent these men
from having their selections confirmed,

The SECRETARY TOR PUBLIC LANDS:
are trying to twist it.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: I am not trying to
twist it. It is the hon. gentleman who is
trying to twist it. Here we have one man
frorr: Jimbour and four or five men from
the Inkerman Estate wanting to tuke up
land under the Closer Settlement Act. They
filled in their forms, paid their money, and
when they went to the Land Court for con-
firmation the Land Court, possessed of more
knowledge and reading the Act more care-
fully than the commissioners, said, “ We
are sorry, bubt you cannot go any further.
We cannot confirm the application for you.””
The policy of the Government is to bring
all the land under leasehold in order to give
these men an opportunity of taking up
selections.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
others,

How. J. TOLMIE: And others. I do not
say that the Minister is just doing it for
the five or six men I have mentioned, but
these five or six men will benefit, As a

Hon. J. Tolmie.]

You

And
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matter of fact, it is because of the predica-
ment in which these men are found that he
has introduced this legislation.

The SecreTsrY ror PusLic Lawps: No, it
it not. That is where you are wrong again.
Scores of men on Jimbour want it.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: We will come to that
later on. I am dealing with the position
that under Closer Settlement Act selection
cannot be proceeded with unless this legis-
lation is passed. That is due entirely to the
Government’s not having carefully studied
the Act before they introduced it.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
know what we want in the Act.

Hown. J. TOLMIRN: This Bill lays down
that certain sections of the 1906 Act,
described as the principal Act, shall be
cancelled. Those sections are the sections
that deal with the opening of land, the
fixing of the price of land, and the means
of getting it. Those provisions are re-
enacted in another form in this Bill. There
are some alterations of the same cffect with
regard to the Act of 1913. I suppose that
is necessary if there is going to be an
alteration in the tenure of the land. Then
comes the question of the reappraisement
of the value of those properties. The prac-
tice iz followed, as in the principal Act,
of adding one-tenth to the value of the
land, or rather one-tenth to the purchasing
price. That, I take it, iz for the same pur-
pose as was followed in the principal Act.
It provides for land put aside for reserves
and roads. We found that thatone-tenth was
sufficient to cover that. I find on inquiry
that the position of the Closer Settlement
Act is exceedingly sound at the present
time, notwithstanding that there are some
areas of land still remaining. The land
that has been sold compensates to the fullest
extent the trust funds from which the money

We

was taken. In that respect there is no loss
on the trust funds.

The SecrRETARY FOR PusLic Lanps: That
is provided for.

How. J. TOLMIE: No, it is not. This

Bill is introduced to systematise all the
land laws of the State. Perhaps the Min-
ister will not take exception to my putting
it that way.

The SECRETARY FOR PuUBLIC LANDS:
That is right.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: He wants to bring all
the land laws of the State under perpetual
lease. He has had some experience of the
working of the law since he has been in
office. It was one of the fads of the Labour
party. one of their ill-digested schemes of
administering the public estate, and imme-
diately they came into power they pro-
ceeded to put it into operation. The result
is lamentably shown in the history of land
settlement ever since. The number of selec-
tions taken up last month was sixty, a
minimun: record for the last thirty years.
There has been a diminishing demand for
land ever since the Government introduced
that system. Of course the Government give
their reasons for that.

The SpcreETARY FOR PUBLic LANDS:
dor’t recognise that there is a war on.

Ho~. J. TOLMIE: The hon. gentleman

No.

You

took the words out of my mouth. It is a
wonder the Minister for Education is not
here to tell me there is a war on. I have
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realised that there is a war on, and I
realise 1t to the fullest possible extent. I
realise, with a great amount of anguish,
that there is a war on, and because I
realise there is a war on, and because it is
painful to me, as it is to other members,
to know there is a war on, that does not
prevent me from discharging my public
duty here in pointing out where the
Government are mismanaging the affairs of
the country.

The SecreETany FOR Pusnic LANDS:
honestly.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: If it is necessary to
bring the Government to book for mis-
managing the affairs of the State when
there is ne war on, it is more imperatively
our duty to do it when therc is a war on,
when every possible penny is necessary to
be conserved, and because of the contingen-
cles that we know must inevitably follow
the fact that there is a war on.

The Sreceersry For PuUsLIc LanDs: What
has that to do with the fact of the falling off
of selection?

Do it

Hon. J TOLMIE: The hon. member
realises the force of what I am saying, apd
I speak this way, not because of any desire
on my part, but bscause of the fact that the
hon. member has brought it upon himself by
interjection. T say that settlement has fallen
off, and I have pointed out the true cause—
that is, the tenure that is now existing—so
that people will not take up land; they
cannot purchase it under these conditions. I
simply appeal, if I may do so, to the meanest
instincts of every person in this Chamber—
the desire for possession-—and I am certain
that there is not a single individual who, if
e saw a possibility of getting a freehold
tcr the purpose of making a home for him-
self and his family, would not take it, know-
ing that he has that security in case trouble
should come and it should be necessary to
dispose of his property. Land settlement
hae fallen off, and fallen off, I say, in a
lamentable degree. This year will be the
low-water mark in Queensland, I believe, for
the last forty years—that is, proceeding at
the rate at which we are going now. I have
gone back in the history of land settlement
for over thirty-five vears, and there has not
been a year in the history of Quoensland
winen we have not been able to put at least
1,000 persons on the land. The progress
returns to-day show that this year we will
not be able to «do that, unless something
extraordinary happens, by the 31st December.

The SrcrETARY FOr PusLic L.ANDS: You do
not need to be a prophet to say we will have
less next year.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: We will have loss next
yvear under the conditions the Government
nnpose. And when we go back and see that
thirty years ago the population was not one-
half of what i% is to-day, and yet they were
able to setile over 1,000 persons on the land,
we must come to the conclusion that it is
not the war which is preventing a double
population doing at least what that popula-
tion_did thirty-five years ago. I regret very
much the condition of scttlement in the State
of Queensland; I regret that it has been
brought about by the action of the Govern-
nient, by reason of a misconception of what
13 the right policy to pursue in regard to
land settlement. They had the history of
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the whole world before them. They knew
what the progress of settlement had been,
rot only in the older countries of the world
but also in the newer countries of the world;
they were aware that what has brought
rrogress and development has been freehold
tenmare. And if they go to the countries that
bhave been desolated they will find that they
are those lands where leasehold tenure
obtaing to-day; they are following the worst
experience of the world’s history instead of
the best in their pelicy of land seftiement.
This Bill does away with the possibility of
any person acquiring any land under the
Closer Secttlement Act. We thought at least
that was conserved to the people. Such is
this selection spoken of by the hon. membar,
and all land under the Closer Settlement
Acts that was not taken up when the 1916
Act came into force will be available for
perpetual lease sclection, just the same as
zil the other lands of the State are available
for that form of tenure. They endeavour
to encourage those persons with frecholds to
throw up the land they already hold under
that tenure or have partially made frechold,
because the prineciple laid down here in sub-
clause (6) of clause 2 provides that the selec-
tors may take advantage of this Bill and
throw up their present frechold lands, I
know that this may be attractive to some
selectors who may be struggling, but I want
to warn them what the cffect of this may be.
That subclause provides—

“That no sums paid as rent under the
surrendered lease shall be credited to the
new perpetual lease, except in respect of
the unexpired part of the year during
which the surrender of the subsisting
lease is made.”

That is, if any of these selectors have paid
a very considerable amount into the Treasury
in the direction of making their lands free-
hold, if they elect to come under the pro-
visions of this Bill, all the money they have
paid will be impounded by the State—it
falls into the State Treasury and they lose
it all. They lose all the value of improve-
ments made on those lands. Everything goes
by the board, except the unexpended portion
of this year’s rent, which may be continued
as rent of the leasehold until the expiration
of the year. What advantage is there, then,
to the selectors to come under the operation
of this Bill? ILet us see how it is going to
work out The Minister has told us that a
demand is being made by selectors at Jim-
bour and other places for a reformation of
the Closer Scttlement Acts in order to give
them the opportunity of throwing up their
freehold and taking leasehold instead. I
wonder, if the Hon. the Minister explaincd
to these would-be selectors under that tenure
what the conditions are going to be, how it
is going to operate in their respective cases—
I wonder whether they would be so glad and
so willing to come under the provisions of
the Bill. The Minister has made no explana-
tion of that. When he is proposing to make
a wide sweeping alteration in our system of
land tenure, as he is proposing in this Bill,
do you not think it would be only right and
just to the selectors, those who have urged
him to bring in this legislation, to put
definitely before them the conditions under
which this measure is going to operate?
When they find out what those conditions
are I have not the slightest doubt that they
will not take advantage of the measure at
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all. Tt is not going to be to the advantage
of the selectors, nor is it likely to easc them
of their burdens, as the hon. member has so
glibly awured us. I propose to explain the
situation so that at any rate the matter may
be put before this House, so that members
may understand, and selectors outside this
Chamber may fully realise what their posi-
tion is if they take advantage of it. I have
net the slightest doubt that it will be found
that they will not do so well under this
measure as they are doing under cxisting
legislation, where there is a possibility, even
though they have to struggle against exist-
ing conditions, of their being able to make
taeir holdings their own. No matter how
long a man struggles, if eventually the pro-
perty becomes his own, he has something
for his old age, something on which he can
fall back, something which will relieve him
if he becomes distressed. He can sell the
property and live upon the proceeds, but
what can he do in regard to his selection
under the Bill we are now discussing ?

Mr. Forey: He can sell a perpetual lease.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: Who is going to buy
a perpetual lease? i
The SECRETARY FOR Pusric Laxps: They
are being sold now. :
How. J. TOLMIE: When this land is
desolated—as it sometimes is—by droughi,
and when men are broken, as men are
broken on the land-—and the Minister for
Lands knows that as fully and as well as
I do—what are they going to do? I have
been associated with the people on the land
in this Stste ever since I was a child, and
so has the hon, member. I know what the
conditions of settlement are. No man in
this House can tell me any conditions in
regard to settlement that I do not know of.
I know the difficulties under which these
men are working, and if they are broken
under the tenure that is proposed by the
Minister for Lands, they have nothing on
which to fall back, and they drift off their
selections without any substance at all.

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLic LanDS: They

rcay have a mortgage under freehold tenure
and drift off.

Iox. J. TOLMIE: If they have a mort-
gage they can sell their mortgage and get
something for it. I asked the hon. gentle-
man vesterday whether the trust accounts
of Queensland were going to be protected by
this Bill, and he said, “ Wait and sce, you
will see 1t in the Bill.” Then I pointed out
that if these trust accounts were to be pro-
tected on the lines of existing legislation,
that is, charged 14 per cent., the capital
value of the land would have to be inflated,
giving the people of the community a wrong
impression as to the value of the land.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
arce drawing on your imagination.

You

Hox. J. TOLMIE: I was drawing on my
imagination because I had nothing else to
draw upon. I had not the information
wwhich should have been vouchsafed by the
hon. gentleman to draw upon, and having
nothing else to draw upon, I drew upon
my imagination, which, generally speaking,
is a well-ordered imagination, and I am
not likely to be misled to any extent by

Hon. J. Tolmiea,]
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that imagination. I find now that instead of
inflating the capital value of the land the
hon. gentleman 1is inflating the interest
charge.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: We arc
charging rates of interest paid by the
Government,

How. J. TOLMIE: The present law says
1} per cent., and anvthing over that per-
centage is inflating the interest, as far as
the existing law is concerned. The interest
that will be charged by the hon. gentleman is
the interest that 1s being paid on the different
estates, and when we look at the various
estates we find that they were all purchased
at 3} per cent., with the exception of Cecil
Plains, which was purchased at 4 per cent.,
so that these ostates must return 3} per
cent. interest in order that the trust funds
will not suffer. That is the basis on which
the land is going to be leased.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaNDs: Is not

that cheap money?

Hon. J. TOLMIE: It is cheap money if
the people had an opportunity of frechold-
ing their land, but, if thev have not an op-
portunity of freeholding their land, how 1is
it going to be cheap? At the expiration of
15 years this 3% per cent. is going to jump
up to 5 per cent., and 15 years thereafter a
Government may be in power that may
raise it to 10 per cent. Let us see how this
will operate.

Mr. Forey: What an elastic imagination
vou have got!

Howx. J. TOLMIE: There is no imagina-
tion about it.

Mr. Forevy: Like Mark Twain, you have
an imagination that can be stretched to any
extent.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: Just like the plat-
form of the Labour party. Let us take the
Jimbour BEstate, in the Dalby land agent’s
district. I have here portion 41, containing
593 acres 2 roods 19 perches. The capital
value of that selection under this Bill—
when it is passed—will be £2,370, and that
land is valued at £4 per acre. On this the
selector pays a tental of 2s. 9 3/5d. per
acre per annum. Altogether the man who
takes up that selection bareback—without
saddle or bridle, without a fence upon it,
without any water, and without any house—
has to pay £83 per annum. At the expira-
tion of 15 vears he will have to pay .£113
10s. per annum rent on that selection.

The SECRETARY FTOR PubLic LANDS: That
is not according to the Bill.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: That is according to
the Bill.

The SecreTARY FOR PuBLic Laxps: The Bill
says not exceeding 5 per cent.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: Not less than 5 per
cent. I know what I am talking about.
Then, take portion No. 387, valued at the
present time at £4 8s. 13d. per acre. The
man who takes up that selection will have
to pay 3s. 1d. per acre rent, or £53 10s. per
annum. That selector has to put up his own
vards, his own fencing, his house, wells, and
everything else; and, notwithstanding that
fact, he has to pay—for a period of 15
years—d£58 10s. per annum rental. Under a
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freehold tenure all he would have to do
would be to pay a little bit more than that
£53 10s. for 40 years and the land will
be his own, but under these conditions the
land will never become his own.

The Secrerary ror PusLic Lanps: He
would have to pay three times as much.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: Surely the hon. gentle-
man is not going to allow that statement
to go out as the opinion of the Minister for
Lands? He knows the price is £6 10s. for
the frechold and the interest is 3% per cent.,
and three times as much as that would be
103 per cent.

The SECRETARY FOR Pusnic LaNDS: I have

known farmers pay 12i per cent.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: To the Government?

The SrcrETARY FOR Pusric Lanps: No; 1
am talking about the private money-lender.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: They were glad to geb
the money at 125 per cent., so that they
could make the land their own. Now we
turn to portion 192, parish of Macalister,
containing 320 acres; £5 0s. 8d. is the
capital value of that land under the Bill
that we have now before us. That is 3s. 6d.
an scre. The selector who takes that up
will have to pay £56 a vear rent. He is not
going to do it. Now, let us take the Gowrie
Estate, portion 13v, in the parish of Isaacs.
The area is 169 acres 3 roods 37 perches, and
the capital value of that is £1.700. It is
valued at £10 an acre. The selector who
takes that up has to pay Ts. per acre rent
at the present time. As a leasehold arca, for
the 169 acres he has to pay £59 10s. per
annum. Is that land going to be taken up
under those conditions? No. Where is there
going to be any easier for the selector?
They are going to continue paying rent at
the prices I have stated, and then, at the
expiration of fifteen years, the rent is going
to be raised upon them again. Do you think
that this is going to be an encouragement
to settlement? I have pointed out that
this Bill is not going to give satisfaction to
the would-be selectors of Queensland that is
anticipated ; that it is only going to still
further add to the difficulty of land settle-
ment in Queensland. If the Minister were
wise—if the party with which he is associated
were wise—they would realise the growing
needs of the people of Queensland to-day.
If they realised to the full extent the neces-
sities of the people of Australia to-day, they
would come down to this House and alter
their system of land tenure altogether. They
would widen the possibilities for people to
settle upon the land, and extend to them
privileges that are not extended to them at
the present time, in order to induce as many
people to become producers as they possibly
could. If they devoted their energies solely
to the object of securing land settlement
and securing production—I1 give them this
advice, as it is good advice and sound advice
—then they would be doing the best possible
thing that they could for the State of Queens-
land, without taking away from the people
the incentive to go on the land. When we
have hon. members declaim against the pro-
ducer—as hon. members on the other side of
the Flouse are constantly doing; when every
difficulty is put in his way; when his lot is
made so difficult, in comparison with the lot
of the men in the cities; . what inducement
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can there be for seitlement? Goodness
knows there has never been any

[2.30 p.m.] Government in the State who
_ have done so little to encour-
age settlement as the present Govern-
ment are doing. If present conditions con-
tinue, and we cannot get hold of people and
induce them to go on the land, there is going
to be a most disastrous time for Queensland.

I have heard hon. members opposite rave .

at the late Government when they had as
many as 300 and 500 selectors after one
favourite piece of land, and when all the
land that could be made available was
snapped up; but there is a great differcnce
between the paltry number of selectors who
are now taking up land and the hundreds
of selectors who went on the land under the
previous Government. Hon. members on
the other side, when they were on these
benches, used to tell us that we-were not
doing the right thing to secure settlement,
and that if they had the opportunity they
would show us how this State was going to
hum with the tread of thousands and thou-
sands of men marching to take up land.

The SecreTARY FOR PuBLic LANDS: So we
would if we had the opportunities you had.

Hoxn. J. TOLMIE: The present Govern-
ment have had unlimited opportunities, but
they have placed every obstacle they could
in the way of people taking up land, and
have hurled at those who have gone on the
land epithets which have made them dis-
satisfled. I am not talking about things
which are ephemeral; I am talking about
things which are permanent. During the last
two and a-half years—the period during
which the present Government have held
office—land settlement has gone down month
by month.

Mr. O’SviLivan: You are forgetting that
therc is & war on.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: If the hon. gentleman
had been here a little while ago he would
have found that that stock' argument was
used by the Minister for Lands, that it was
used by the hon. member for Mundingburra,
and that it was used by the hon. member for
Kennedy—in fact, amost every member on
that side of the House has had that argu-
ment on his lips. In order to cover up the
mismanagement of the Government they are
blaming the appalling conditions which exist
on the other side of the world,

The SecreraRY ForR Pusric Lanps: You
know .that the men are not here to go on
the land.

Hown. J. TOLMIE: The boys of to-day are
as anxious to _take up land as the boys were
previously. Boys of sixteen are not going
to the war.

Mr. H. L. Harriey: They are going to the
war.

Hon. J. TOLMIE: I am sorry if boys of
sixteen are going to the war, but we know
that there are boys of that age left here, and
that they want to get land and make homes
for themselves. There may be hardships to
put up with, but if those growing lads see
independence ahead of them they will travel
the hard and difficult road. When we have
galvanised indifference at a premium beyond
measure, how can you expect to secure land
settlement ?

[9 NOVEMBER.]

Amendment Bill. 2693

~Mr. H. L. Harriey: How can you have
“ galvanised indifference’? Talk sense!

How, J. TOLMIE: T am speaking beyond
the depths of the hon. member’s comprehen-
sion, and I regret that I am doing so. Here
is a Bill, ostensibly introduced for the pur-
pose of settling people on the land, but I
have pointed out that the reduced prices for
land which we hear so much about are not
going to be secured by the people under this
measure. The people of Jimbour thought
they were going to get their land at 1s. an
acre and meke it pay, but they know very
well that they cannot make that land pay
when they put their improvements on it an’l
then find that they cannot dispose of their
property if they wi<h to take up some other
occupation. The Cecil Plains lands are
hanging on the hands of the Government.
A selection of 320 acres on Cecil Plaing may
be valued at £4 an acre. I do not know
how the Government are gcing to fix the
price, but I think that is a reasonable valua-
tion. ¥f a man takes up plain land under
such conditions, he is not going to use it for
agricultural purposes. He may use it for
dairying purposes, if the Government give
any encouragement to dairy farmers, but he
will have to pay £60 per annum for that
land before he has put a stick on it—before
he has fenced it in, before he has built a
house or surk a well, or put a plough into
the land. If he canrot make a living on the
land, and he has to leave it, he must forfeit
his improvements. What encouragement
will that be to settlement?

The SECRETARY For PUBLIC Laxps: He has -
not to forfeit his improvements, and you
know it.

Howx. J. TOLMIii: He has to forfeit his
improvements if ha cannot get people who
are foolish enough to accept such conditions
to take up the land.

The Secritary ror PrsLic Laxps: You
have to put 2 provisc into a lot of your state-
ments

Howx. J. TOLMIE: It is a proviso that
intelligent men understand. have endeav-
oured to show clearly to hon. members on
the other side that there is not going to be
cheap land settlement under the scheme pro-
posed in this Bill, that the incentive to settle-
ment is being taken away; and, if the incen-
tive to settlement is destroyed, I ask how
can we expect the people to go on the land?
Does the Secretary for Public Lands, or any
of those who arc associated with him, think
thexy are going to get men to select land
under such conditions? <lerfainly, they are
not going to get men of experience. know-
ledge, grit, and determination to help them
in their difficulties. They will get men who
are attracted by what they consider easy
conditions—who are attracted by  the
glamour of the statements made by the Sec-
retary for Public Lands and those with whom
he is associated. They will come along
thinking that 35 per cent. on the capital
value of the land, that will never be theirs,
is a cheap rental to pay. But when they
work upon the land and realise that, in
accepting these abnormal conditions, they
pay more than 15d. an acre on that land, for
running their sheep—if they go in for sheep
—they are not going to make a refurn out
of it.” Under the conditions that will obtain

Hon. J. Tolmie.]
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they can only put a certain number of dairy
cattle on the place—I mean cattle in profit}
the calves, apart from the dry cattle that
must come along, must necessarily be des-
troyed as soon as they are born—they can
only put a limited number of cattle on the
vlace, and under ordinary conditions only
get a limited return, which will not pay the
rent and maintain them in any decency.

The SecrETARY FOR PuBLlc LaxDS: And
yet they pay £1 down South for every Is.
they pay here for rent.

Hox. J. TOLMIE: How is settlement
gomng to be possible under those conditions?
We should make the conditions as attractive
as possible to the selectors so that we may
get them here, and our duty is to keep them
here under any conditions whatever, because
they are going to be the most valuable asset
of the State in the years to come. 1 know
that this Bill will pass this Chamber, as it
has been decided on in caucus by hon. mem-
bers who have very little knowledge of land
settlement, and less care and thought for the
people who are setiling on the land. Their
experience in regard to this matter is a
minimum. But they have a vast amount of
hope that this ill-digested measure is going
to be productive of good results. I know
from practical experience that it is not going
to be so, and that we are passing legislation
which will be immaterial as far as settle-
ment in Queensland is concerned. . It may
please hon. members opposite, but it is not
going to help the State.

Mr. GRAYSON: During my time in Par-
liament I have noticed that every Minister
for Lands has had a Land Bill in his pocket.
I remember in 1883 we had a Minister for
Lands, the Hon. C. B. Dutton, who passed
one of the best Land Bills ever enacted in
the Queensland Parliament. That was the
Bill which created the grazing farm selec-
tions. The Bill compelled owners of stations
to allow their runs to be subdivided. The
half of a run was subdivided into 10,000 or
- 20,000 acre blocks, with the result that we
have had splendid settlement in the western
part of Queensland. No one can deny that
grazing farmers have increased the number
of stock, and thereby the wealth of Queens-
land, as much as any other class of settler
we have had for a great number of years.

Then again, another Land Bill was passed
by the late Sir Hugh Nelson—the Closer
Settlement Bill. He was the first Premier
who started to cut up the large estates, par-
ticularly on the Darling Downs. That Bill
was the first enactment passed in this House
with a view of compelling owners to sell
their estates to the Government and cutting
them up into farms for closer settlement. 1
am sazfe in saying that in no electorate in
Queensland were more estates purchased than
in the Cunningham electorate. I think the
Minister for Lands will acknowledge that.
The action of the then Government in re-
purchasing so many estates on the Darling
Downs, particularly in the south-eastern
portion of the Downs, was the means of
settling a splendid class of people there.

Mr. H. L. HartLey: The Jimbour Estate
does not bear that out.

Mr. GRAYSON: I am speaking of the
south-eastern portion of the Downs. I am

(Hon. J. Tolmie.
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quite correct in saving that more estates
were repurchased under the Act in that par-
ticular district than in all the rest of Queens-
land. I am referring particularly to the
repurchass of Glengallan, Toolburra, Clifton,
Maryvale, and other estates. There is not a
single ‘zere on those estates which is not
sold, unless if is a swall portion of Mary-
vale estate. The Minister said there was a
small portion unselected on Maryvale, That
Act worked splendidly for a time, but the
terms were not liberal enough. TUnder the
Act, the selector had twenty years for the
payment of his purchase money. But after
he selected and paid his first year’s deposit
and portion of the survey fees he had only
one year’s grace. In 1906, when the late
Hon. J. T. Bell was Minister for Lands, he
introduced an amendment of the Closer
Settlement Act, T am pleased to say that X
induced that Minister to liberalise that Act
by way of increasing the term from twenty to
twenty-five years. After the selector had
applied for a selection and paid his first
instalment, he was exempt from payment_of
any further instalments for four years, with
the result that all the selectors who came
under the operation of that Aect had ne
trouble to meet their engagements, and have
been prosperous up to the present time.

With regard to the Bill before us, I con-
sider that it is the limit of any Land Biil
which has been introduced in this Assembly.
I am certain that it will not be the means
of increasing settlement in Queensland.

Mr. Frep: It will not allow any more
land-jobbing.

Mr. GRAYSON: That is an interjection
from a man who does not know anything
about land settlement; his profession is
pulling teeth. (Laughter.). We hear these
silly interjections coming from a man sitting
opposite, who I question very much ever
saw the Darling Downs in his life. There
has been no land-jobbing under the Closer
Settlement Act. I believe the Minister for
Lands will substantiate that statement,

A GOVERNMENT What

dummying ?

Mr. GRAVSON: It would not pay any
man to dummy land, because it is too dear.
With reference to this Bill, we find that the
Minister is doing his utmost to destroy the
frechold tenure of land in Queensland.

Mr. LaND: Quite right.

MEMBER : about

Mr. GRAYSON: It is distinctly wrong
not to allow a man who acquires a small area
of land for agricultural purposes to convert
it into freehold.

Mr. Laxp: What about grazing selections?

Mr. GRAVSON: That is a different
problem altogether. I would not.think of
selecting a 20,000-acre grazing selection under
a freehold tenure when I could acquire it
under leasehold at from 2d. to 3d. an acre
rent. I would not have any grazing land
under a freehold tenure.

Mr. H. L. Harrmsy: What land would
you take up under freehold tenure?
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Mr. GRAYSON : I consider that selectors
on areas from 100 to 1,280 acres should be
allowed to acquire a freehold tenure for
their land, provided that the land is put
tn proper use. Under this Bill no selector
who has taken up land from a repurchased
estate will be able to convert his land into
freshold. What position will the selector
be in with a perpetual lease selection? I
am referring particularly to estates like
the Glengallan repurchased estate. Many
farmers selected from that estate, and the
land was valued at £38 per acre. Suppose
that land was thrown open under perpetual
lease conditions. Fach farm averaged about
150 =cres, so that would mean that, under
perpetual lease, each farmer would have to
pay £60 rent per annum for all time. That
it the price that the farmer would have had
to pay at 5 per cent.

Mr., CaRTER:
per cent,

Mr. GRAYSON: The hon. gentleman is
bushed again. e is referring to Crown land,
while I am speaking of repurchased estates.
Hon. gentlemen opposite talk a great deal
1u their caucus meetings advocating perpetual
lease for repurchased estates, but they advo-
cate a system that they know nothing what-
ever about.

Perpetual lease is only 1%

Mr. Surre: That is a very sweeping state-
ment, ’

Mr. GRAYSON: The selectors on Glene
gollan, Toolburra, and Maryvale estates took
up land valued at £8 per acre. If the then
Government had thrown open the land under
perpetual lease, I say that each of those
farmers would have had to pay £60 rent
per annum. The rent would have been
reappraised after fifteen years,sand probably
at that time the Government would send up
a valuer and he would say that the value of
the land had increased to £12 per acre.

Mr. Laxp: You are assuming a lot.

Mr. GRAYSON: In my opinion if this
Bill is passed it will be the means of decreas-
ing land settlement more than any Land Act
that has been passed in Queensland. What
has been our experience in the nast regarding
perpetual lease? Since that system was
initiated there has been practically no land
taken up under agricultural farm tenure.
Less land has been taken up under agricul-
tural farm tenure during the term of the
present Government than has been taken up
in the same period for the last forty years
in Queensland. It is all very well to blame
the war for that, but the war does not supply
the whole reason for the falling-off of the
land settlement in Queensland,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTTRE: Do you
think that if we introduced 60,000 people mto

Queensland it would increase land settle-
ment ?

Mr. GRAYSON: Yes, it would.

The SECRETARY TOR AGRICULTURE: Well,
would not the converse be the case? If we

sent 60,000 out of the country would it not
reduce settlement?

Mr. GRAYSON: At the present time if
60,000 people were brought to Queensland
and they were asked to select land in small

“
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arcas under perpetual lease, there would
not be any increase in settlement at all.

Mr. O’Svinivan: They would not have a
heavy mortgage round their necks for all
time.

Lr. GRAYSON: I know one estate pur-
chased by the Government and if it is
thrown open for selection under the pro-
vigions of this Bill it will be a failure. If
selectors are asked to take up selections on
ithe Cecil Plains Rstate they will want a
minimum of 320 acres. Personally, I think
the minimum area should be 640 acres. Sup-
pose a man takes up 300 acres and the
Government fix the price at £4 per acre.
That will mean that the selector will have
to pay £60 a year rent at 5 per cent. for
all time,

Mr. Laxp: You just said there would be
a reappraisement in fifteen years.

Mr, GRAYSON: Yes, that would mean an
increase in the value of the land, and he
would have to pay more. There is no ques-
tion about it, The Minister for Education
for the last twenty years has strenuously
advocated the perpetual lease system. We
know that the late Mz:. C. B. Dutton passed
one of the most liberal Land Acts ever passed
in Queeensland, yet when he stood for re-
election he was beaten by the present Minister
for Education, who had not been in the
country very long and knew very little
about the country. That was the gratitude
the people showed Mr, Dutton for passing
that liberal Land Act.

Mr. Laxp: Mr. Dutton was one of the
ﬁzost liheral land legislators we have ever
ad.

Mr. GRAYSON: I am very pleased the
hon. member agrees with me in that. Mr.
Dutton passed the 1888 Land Act, which was
the most successful Landl Act passed 1in
Queensland. The Minister should bring in a
different sort of Bill altogether. I remember
when the 1868 Land Act was passed, and it
was the means of settling hundreds and
thousands of people on the land in Queens-
land. Under that Land Act the selections
were classified into three classes. There were
first-class, second-class, and third-class pas-
toral lands, and they were valued at 15s.,
10s., and 5s. per acre respectively, and the
term of repayment was fixed at ten years.
That Land Act was the means of settling
hundreds of people in Queensland. Those
people would not have been here to-day if
it had not been for that Act, and the country
would have been overrun with prickly-pear
and other things useless to the State. It

seems to me that the Government

[9 p.m.] are placing every restriction they

) possibly cen on every unfortunate
man who has acquired a freehold in Queens-
land. We know for a fact that they have
imposed one of the heaviest land taxes in
the Commonwealth, and these all fall on
the freeholder, and yet we hear members
stating that the small freeholder is almost
exempt from the land tax. That is not so.
The small freeholder is subject to that
excessive land tax, with the result that to-
day it is almost impossible for a man to
dispose of his frechold if he wishes to do so.

Mr. CarTer: Nonsense!

Mr. GRAYSON: I say without fear of
contradiction that the land tax imposed by

Mr. Grayson.]
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the present Government has reduced the
rrice of freehold fully 50 per cent. in Queens-
land.

GoVERNMENT MEeMBERS: Hear, hear!

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Why
should a man buy a freehold when he can
get a leasehold ?

Mr. GRAYSON: What would be the use
in a man going out into the Western country
to start dairying? You need to provide land
for different types of people. The dairyman
wants to get land in a district where there
is a good rainfall.

Mr. O'SurLivAN: It has cheapened that
land 50 per cent., by your own showing.

Mr. GRAYSON: I answer only sensible
interjections. The Ministor for Agriculture
will admit that it would be madness for a
dairyman or a wheat farmer or any other
farmer to go out on to the Western plains
of Queensland to start dairying or to grow
maize or wheat or lucerne. We have been
told time after time by members sitting on
the Ministerial side, when the land tax pro-
posals were before the House, that they
would be the means of cheapening land to
the farmers That was one of the argumenis
they used, but I hold that it is not cheapen-
ing land to farmers; it is persecuting tha
farmers. In my own opinion, this Bill will
not be attractive to intending selectors.

Mr., SmirE: If intending selectors read
some of the speeches of members on your
side, they would not come here at all.

Mr. GRAYSON: I think there is land in
Queensland as_good as land in any other
State in the Commonwealth. I do not decry
the lands of the State. I have no intention
of doing so, but at the same time I think the
present Government should be a little more
sympathetic than they have been during the
last two sessions in regard fo settling people
oun the land, They could give them a better
deal t}%an they do to-day. We find that in
clause &—-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
hon. member is not in order in quoting par-
ticular clauses of the Bill. He muay do that
m Committee.

Mr. GRAYSON: To my mind this Bill
will not be the means of increasing settle-
ment, and I trust—I know there is no hope
of doing it in this House—that it will be
seriously revised in the Upper House before
it is placed upon the statute-book. If I
thought it would be the means of assisting
any of the present selectors on the repur-
chased estates, I would be the last person in
this House to raise a voice against it. Not a
single individual has approached me with a
view to asking me to support this Bill; not
a smgle one h{x,s signified his intention of
coming under its operations should it be
passed, and I am in close touch with the
selectors in my district, in particular those
on the Maryvale Estate. I am certain that
such a course would not be to their advan-
tagg.' 1 fsha}}l (]:slii);ainly oppose the second
reading of the Bill, and I hope i i
pass this Chamber. pe it will not

Mr. MORGAN: The Minister, in intro-
ducing this Bill, spoke of the benefts li't}tgf,
would be derived from its provisions. What-
ever bencfit may be derived under it in con-
nection with Cecil Plains, Mount Hutton, or

[dr. Grayson.
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any other new purchase the Government may
decide to make, I feel sure the Minister
would not be able to claim successfully that
the people on the Jimbour Kstate will derive
any benefit whatever from coming under its
provisions. Had the Minister been desirous
of giving information to this Iouse, he
should have showed us by some concrete
cases exactly what the position of some of
the Jimbour settlers is under the present
conditions under which they hold their lands,
and under the conditions that would be
applicable under this Bill I have prepared
cervain figures that show exactly those rela-
tive positions. Take the case of a Jimbour
settler under the present tenure. If he has
land valued at £4 per acre he is called upon
to pay 10 per cent. down, and then for the
first four years he is free of rental. and for
the balance of the term of forty years he has
to pay bs. 1d. per acre. At the end of that
time the payments are extinguished, and the
land becomes his freehold. A man withland
valued at £4 per acre under this Bill will
have to pay 4s. 5d. per acre for the frst
fifteen years. The land will never become
his own, and it is subject to three reappraise-
ments in the forty years, and these
reappraisements may mesn that the rental
will increase from 4s. 5d. per acre up to any-
thing that the Land Court may decide to
place upon the land. TUrnder these con-
ditions the Jimbour settlers are not likely to
take advantage of this Bill.  Leb usdeal with
it from a £5 per acre basis. Under present
gonditions the settler on the Jimbour Hstate
who has land valued at £5 per acre pays 6s.
2d. per acre, and at the end of forty years
the land becomes his freehold. Under this
Bill he will pay 5s. 6d. per acre, or only 9d.
per acre less, and it will be subject to three
reappraisernents, and the land wili never
become the nroperty of the selector. There
is practically no prospect whatever of any
intelligent settler on the Jimbour Kstate
taking advantage of this Bill, so that, as far
as these people are concerned, the Minister
can make up his mind that he i# doing noth-
ing to assist those yersons I am thoroughly
convinced thut until the capital valus of the
Jimbour Estate is considerably reduced the
settlers on that estate will not be able to
make a living, Lot us also deal with the
Mount Hutton proposition. We have
recently discovered from the Auditor-
General’s report that ithe Mount Hutton
lease is valued at £14,000, and under this
Bill a tenth will be added to the purchasing
price. That will mean that the total value
of the Mount Hutton lease will be £15,400.
Before the settlers on that resumption can
get any benefit, the whole of that land will
have to be valued at no less a sum than
£15,400.

The SecrReTARY ¥OR PusLic Lanps: The
Bill has nothing to do with that land Mount
Hutton is not a repurchesed estate,

Mr. MORGAN: If Mount Hutton is not
coming under this Bill, I am very pleased to
hear it. We were under the impression ihat
the Mount ITutton Estate would come under
the Bill. T am very pleased that we have
got that information from the Minister; and,
thercfore, as far as that estate is concerned,
the conditions of settlement' may be more
advantageous to the settler.

The SpcRETARY FOR PysLic Lanos: How
could you imagine the Crown buying back
it; ewn land?
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Mr, MORGAN: I could imagine the

Minister for Lands doing almost anything,

especially after his juggling with the figures
in connection with Mount Hutton lease. So
far as the Jimbour settlers are concerned,
every one of them, according to the figures
in the Auditor-Generals report, 1is in
financial difficulties. The balance due in
connection with the Jimbour Estate on the
Ist July, 1915, amounted to £472,617. In
1916 it had increased to £487,029, and in 1917
it had further increased and the amount
owing was £469,590. Everybody knows that
the debt in connection with that estate is
going up by leaps and bounds, notwithstand-
ing the fact that only last session the
Blinister brought in a Bill to give relief to
those settlers. Until the Government make
up their minds to revalue the land on that
estate af something like a reasonable figure,
the settlers on that estate will not be able
to make a living, I have been informed
that a portion of the Jimbour Estate has
been remted to a pastoralist at Is. 6d. per
acre. That appears to be the largest amount
it is possible to obtain for land on the Jim-
bour Estate from a pastoral point of view;
and, knowing the country, 1 say that the
greatest rental that should be placed upon
that land in order to give the settlers an
opportunity of making a living is 25 per
acre. I feel sure until the rental is fixed
at not more than 2s. per acre the people
who have taken up land will not have an
opportunity of making a decent living upon
it If the Minister is wise, he will recognise
that the Government must face a loss sooner
or later, and the quicker it is done the
better, The sooner the selectors on that
cstate become contented with their lot, the
better it will be for the State. It would
have been wise for the Minister to have
placed before this Chamber one or two con-
crete cases showing the position of the aver-
age sclector on Jimbour under present
conditions, and what it will be after this
Bill becomes law.

The SECcRETARY FOR Pusric Lanps: I will
tell you in a word or two. The difference
is the difference between 4 per cent. and 6}
per cent, ’

Mr, MORGAN: I have figures prepared
and I would like the Minister to say whether
they are correct or not. We must recognise
that on the 6) per cent. basis the selector
will make his land freehold in forty years,
but the 4 per cent, goes on for ever. Tt is
like Tennyson's “ Brook’; it never stops.
As I explained when the Minister was not
present—take a selection on the Jimbour
Estate, which is now valued at £4 per acre.
The man holding that land under the Closer
Settlement Acts of 1906 and 1913 will have
to pay one-tenth down, and, at the beginning
of the fifth year, 5s. 1d. per acre per annum;
and at the end of forty years the debt will
be wiped out—the land will be freehold.
Under this Bill the selector will have to pay
4s. 5d. per acre per annum for the first
fifteen years, and after that period the land
will be subject to reappraisement. Those
figures had been prepared by settlers on the
Jimbour Hstate who have gone into the
matter, and they are under the impression
that they would be ever so much worse off
under this measure than they would be if
they remained as they are at the present
moment. How the Bill will affect the Cecil
Plains Estate is a matter for the selectors
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who may come along. If they consider the
conditions are liberal enough and they want
a perpetual lease, no doubt they will select
under the provisions of this Bill. But the
Minister must know that the Jimbour settlers
are not going to get any relief under this
measure. I hope they will be dealt with
under a Settlers Bill, which will give them
permanent relief,

Mr. BAYLLY (Pittsworth): In my opinion
this Bill is practically useless. It 1s merely
waste paper, and it is a wastc of the time
of the House in discussing it. It has been
sald that there is a widespread desire on
the part of people in the Pittsworth elec-
torate and other parts of Queensland to
secure leasehold tenure as opposed to free-
hold tenure. I contend that no such desire
exists among intending selectors. I main-
tain also that this measure is absolutely
unfair to the present holders of land who
have gone out and pionecred the various
districts of Queensland and opened up the
country for settlement. A few years ago
when the Liberal party occupied the Trea-
sury benches land in the vicinity of Cecil
Plains was sold at £4 10s. per acre unim-
proved. I know one man there who has a
fine tract of frechold property, and who
farms it with very great advantage to him-
self, Last year he paid land tax to the
tune of £160 sterling. In close proximity
to him there is another man who owns
8.000 acves, part of a repurchased estate, angd
he did not pay one penny piece in land tax
last year, and will rot do so until he secures
bis deeds. The taxable unimproved value
of the whole of the Cecil Plains Estate
was £2 8s. per acre, and land tax was paid
on that amount, and yet the Government
purchased that property with all improve-
ments for £2 per acre.

The SecrReTARY TFOR Pusnic Laxps: Are
you complaining that your supporters are
going to get cheap land?

Mr. BAYLEY: No; I do not complain
of men getting cheap land, but I say it is
absolutely unjust and unfair that those men
who have been pioneers and have put the
savings of a lifetime into their land should
be absolutely deprived of the great bulk
of the value of that land.

At twenty-five minutes past 9,

The SpPEAKER resumed the chair.

Mr. BAYLEY: What is the position of
those men who have paid £4 10s. per acre
for land in the” vicinity of Cecil Plains
when. as a result of the unjust legislaticn
of this Government, the selling price of
their land has been brought down to £u
per acre.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Do you
say the Cecil Plains land is dear land?

Mr. BAYLEY : No. I dv not say it is dear
land, but I say that this Government, by
their land tax, throwgh bad legislation, and
by their determination to force down the
price of land and intrcduce the leasehold
system, arve doing an_ injury to the men
who have bought land in the vicinity of
that estate and elsewhere. They should
give to every man, whether he has bought
land in a repurchased estate or not, the
right to convert his tenure into leasehold
if he chooses. It is not the fault of the

Mr. Bayley.)
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Government if the leasehold tenure is not
favoured by the great bullk of the people
of Queensland., The Government have done
all they possibly could to make freehold
tenure unpopular, and to bring the price of
frechold land down to a very serious extent.
And when members on this side of the
House state that—as a result of the land
tax, through pricefixing tactics and other
actions—the Government have brought
down the price of land, hon. members oppo-
site tell us that that was their idea, and
they glory in it. What do they care for
the thousands of men who have gone ouf
into the back blocks in the country districts
and put the savings of a lifetime into their
freehold land? 1t is a good thing perhaps
to give' cheap land to the men who desire
land now, but it is an absolutely infamous
thing to give cheap land to those people
at the expense of the men who have pion-
cered the country districts and made it
possible for the Government to introduce
such a Bill as this. The Government
should give a fair deal to those men—many
of swhom had put all they possessed into
their land, or the greater portion of it.

Many of them had mortgages
[9.30 p.m.] on their praoperties, and will

have to work what is called
the ‘“dead horse” all their lives, and will
have nothing to show for it. Seeing that
the Governmient are introducing leasehold
tenure,  and  wilfully forcing «down the
values of freehold land, it is an infamous
thing that they are not taking steps to
make provision that those men who desire
to convert their freehold into leasehold
should have the opportunity to do so, and
that they should not be compelled to give
it up for nothing, as the Government pro-
poted that the holders of the repurchased
estates should do. The Government should
be prepared to give them a reasonable
price for the land and the improvements
on it. It is an infamous thing that thou-
sands of settlers should be deprived of all
they possess in order to gratify the whim
cf the Government to provide for cheap
land being acquired at the present time
and for years to come. It seems to be the
idea with the Government that ‘‘the end
justifies the means.” It does not seem to
occur to the Minister, and his colleagues,
that there is anything unfair in what they
propose to do. If the Government intend
to force down the values of freehold pro-
perty, it is their bounden duty to give every
man who holds freehold land the oppor-
tunity of changing it into a leasehold ten-
ure, if he so desires, and allow him a
reasonable value for his property. 1 quite
believe in cheap land, but I strenucusly
object to men who wish to take up land
now being given cheap land at the expense
of the men and women who have put their
life-long work into their holdings. It is
absolutely unfair that these men should
receive such treatment from this Govern-
ment.

Question—That the Bill be now read a
second time—put and passed.

The committal of the Bill was made an
Order of the Day for Tuesday next.

’_I‘he‘ House adjourned at twenty-five
minutes to 10 o’clock.

[#r. Bayley.





