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Questions. (24 JuLY.] .A.c?fournment. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Tuesday, 2i July, 1877. 

Quesotions.-AdjQurnment-New Bills . .._J<,ormal BuF>i­
ness.-An:nonncement by the Speaker.-Auditr~r­
General's Pension Bill-second reading.-Mercantile 
Act. Amendmeut Bill-second reading.-Raiiway 
Reserves Dill-recommittal. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 
three o' cloek. 

Q,UESTIONS. 
Mr. THOMPSON asked the Secretary for 

Public Works-
Do lhe Gow•rmnent illlend to <'Ompensalc 

Mr. Christovher Gorry for the rL·p~atetl damage 

done to his property, near the Bundamba Rail· 
way Station, by rpason of fires caused by sparks 
from the locomotives ? 

The MINISTER FOR WoRKs (Mr. Thorn) 
replied-

The running of locomotive engines being 
authorised by law, and all precautions known 
to science having been taken to arrest the out­
flow of sparks therefrom, the Government can­
not recognise any lmbility to pay compensation 
for the alleged damage. 

Mr. IVORY asked the Premier-
Is it the intention of the Government to ask 

the 8anction of Parliament, dnring this session, 
for the construction of the following railway 
line, namely, from Brisbane to Sandgate? 

The PREMIER (Mr. Douglas) said-
The Government. propose to ask authority for 

t.he survey of a line of railwav from Brisbane 
to the 13ald Hills and Sandgate, under the 
heading of an amount o£ £20,()00 on the Loan 
Estimates of this year. If this is authorised, 
as the Gowrnment anticipate it will be, the 
Minister for Works hopes to ask authority for 
its construction next session, when the plans 
and books o£ relerenee are laid on the table 
of 1 he House. 

Mr. W ALSII asked the Premier-
In view of the telegram appearin~ in Thurs­

day's paper, relat.ive to 1 he closing of the Mount 
Perry Copper Mine, is it the Go,-ernment's 
intention to proceed with the railway line be­
tween Mount Perry and Bundaberg? 

The PREMIER, in reply, said-
The Government do not in! end to alter their 

intentions in view of any telegram in Thursday 
morning's paper. 

Mr. Vf ALSH said he should likP, if he 
was in ord,•r, to ask the Premier whether 
he would inform the House of the number 
of rail ways for thr> construction of which it 
was intended to ask the sanction of Parlia­
ment? 

ADJOURNMEN'f. 

Mr. BAILEY said he rose for the pur­
pose of addressing a few remarks to the 
Housr, and should conclude them with a 
motion. He wished to take the very 
earliest opportunity he had of contradict­
ing certain statements which had a]:?peared 
in the lVicle Bay News of Saturday last, 
because it was currently reported that the 
editor of that paper was in direct eom­
munieation, by wire or otherwisl', with the 
Government. First of all, it was stated 
that "a scheme will be brought forward 
in this House, and will be moved by an 
avowed Opposition member, or concealed 
Oppositionist, like Mr. Bailey." He was 
there alluded to as a concealed Opposi­
tionist ; but he thought it might be said 
with equal truth, that the l)remier was 
a concealed Oppositionist of the Liberal 
pltrty. Again, "this scheme was for the 
purp01,e of shunting the Maryborough and 
Gymric railway." Now, he had made 
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very close inquiries, and he coulcl not find 
that any such scheme had ever existed, 
except in the brains of the Ministers or of 
the editor of the Wide Bay Nmt•s. A tele· 
gram also appeared in the same paper, 
stating that on Wednesday last Mr. Bailey 
spoke in defence of himself against his 
constituents; on referring to Hansard, 
however, he found that exactly the con­
trary took place, and that so far from 
speaking against his constituents, he spoke 
in defence of them, and, if anything, against 
himself. Then again, there was a long 
article headed" Quiddits," what the editor 
meant by that, he could not say; but he 
presumed that the writer of the article 
knew French, and meant it for "Qui dit," 
which the editor could not understand. That 
was an article said to have originated from 
Brisbane, and if common report was accu­
rate, from an officer of that House ; he 
hoped, however, for the credit of the House 
and of its officers, that such was not the case. 
The article said, "The affair began by 
Bailey asking for a plan of the direct line 
of railway from Maryborough to Gympie ; 
the question was asked in the usual formal 
manner, and replied to by the Minister for 
Works in the shortest terms possible-that 
there never had been any plan of a direct 
line." Now, that was a deliberate lie; 
and were they, he would ask. as members 
of that House, to be misrepresented to 
their constituents in such matters P Were 
they to be told that any answer was given, 
when they as members knew very well that 
it took three days to get six different 
answers ; and that only the last was the 
answer as given in the extract he had read P 
He had taken the opportunity of calling 
attention to the matter appearing in a paper 
which he presumed was a ministerial organ, 
because it had a large circulation in his 
electorate. It might be that his constitu­
ents were misled by venal partisans, whose 
particular employment it was to stab men 
in the dark ; but he had no doubt that the 
time would come when the people of the 
colony would see that they had been misled, 
and that the wicked and venomous attacks 
now frequently made upon honourable 
members, would recoil upon the persons 
making them. He begged to move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PALMER said it was not his intention 
to allude to the case brought forward by 
the honourable member ; but he certainly 
thought that the honourable member having 
referred to an officer of that House, should, 
in all common fairness to the officers, name 
the gentleman to whom he had alluded. 

The PREMIER said he had not risen after 
the honourable member for Wide Bay sat 
down, because he thought the honourable 
member's address was of such a character 
as to make it not worthy of notice. Surely 
the honourable member had sufficient ex:. 
perience to know that it was not worth 

while noticing every little report which 
appeared in the papers about himself. 
Why, only that day he (the Premier) had 
noticed that he was unworthily likened to 
a musk-rat by a writer in a paper ; but he 
cared very little about such things, and he 
thought it would be far better for honour­
able members not to take notice of such 
little matters. He concurred with the 
honourable member for Port Curtis, that it 
was exceedingly wrong to refer to the officers 
of that House, as th&writers of any reports 
reflecting upon their proceedings ; and he 
believed that the honourable member for 
Wide Bay knew perfectly well that there 
was not an officer of that House who would 
be guilty of anything of the kind. 

Mr. W ALSH said that there was no other 
member in the House beside himself who 
was so constantly attacked as the honour­
able member for Wide Bay, and, therefore, 
it was only natural to suppose that he 
would at last resent it; but he had heard 
that that honourable member himself was 
a most continuous writer to papers, in which 
he criticised the conduct of honourable 
members of that House--

Mr. BAII,EY said it was not true. 
Mr. WALSH supposed, then, that he had 

given the honourable member credit for 
more than he deserved. He thought that 
the repeated attacks upon members of that 
House were most disgraceful ; and if the 
Premier was not able to name the persons 
by whom they were made, he hoped the 
honourable the Speaker would make it his 
business to discover who they were. He 
thought it most shameful that, if a member 
got up in that chamber to do what he con­
sidered right for his country, and did not 
happen to be at the time assisting the 
Government to pass their measures, he 
should immediately be made a target for 
the grossest attacks through the public 
papers of the colony. It was time that 
sort of thing was stopped, and that the 
position of honourable members should not 
be reduced to that of mere delegates. 

Mr. PALMER: I deny that in toto. 
Mr. W ALSH did not think the honourable 

member represented a district in which 
there was such a thing as a newspaper. At 
any rate, the way in which honourable mem­
bers were hounded by the newspapers was 
becoming a very serious matter ; and he 
knew as a fact that honourable members 
absolutely flinched from standing up and 
speaking in the interests of the country on 
that very account. He hoped that the 
honourable member for Wide Bay, who 
was the least deserving of any man of pro­
tection, would in future be protected from 
the scandalous attacks made upon honour­
able members. He would take that oppor­
tunity of trying if he could get some 
information from the Minister for Works 
respecting a new railwa;r time-table, and 
the so-called "fast tram." It appeared 
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to him that the country had been rather 
taken by surprise in that matter, and 
he thought that some explanation should 
be given why such changes had been 
made. Ho had been told on the best 
authority, that although that train stopped 
at a certain Rtation, a memba· of Parlia­
ment was not allowed to get into it ; thus 
showing the very imperfect manner in 
which the arrangements were carried out. 
He hoped some explanation would be given 
as to who were to be allowed to travel 
by that particular train, and why the gen­
tleman to whom he alluded was excluded 
from doing so. 

The lVInnsTER l'OR \VoRKS said he 
should not take the present opportunity of 
rl'plying to the honourable member for 
W arrego ; but if the honourable member 
would table a motion or a question for the 
following day he should only be too happy 
to give him every information. 

Mr. BAILEY said that his object in rising 
to contradict the statements which had 
appeared in the TVide Bay News regarding 
himself had been, first, that he had been 
informed that the editor of that paper was 
in direct communication "1\-ith the Govern­
ment. Secondly, that it was a matter of 
common report that an account o£ one part 
of the proc·eedingR of that House had bc'en 
falsified by an officer of it. He hoped that 
was not true --

.1\-Ir. PAL}IER: Name, namP. 
Mr. BAILEY said that if honourable 

memb2rs wished to have the name he 
would give it. The person he alluded to 
was the former editor of the TVide Bay 
News, who he ·believed was now employed 
on the reporting staff of that House-1\lr. 
:Fielberg. His third reason was, that there 
were accounts of three distinct transac­
tions which had taken place in that House, 
all of which were false from beginning to 
end. He objected to false ~tatements 
of his conduct, or of the proceedings 
in that House going forth to his eonstitu­
mts. With the leave of the House he 
would withdraw his motion. 

The SPEAKER said that before asking the 
House to allow the motion to be with­
drawn, he would ask the honourable mem­
ber if he wa's pn>pared to substantiate his 
charge against the officer of the House to 
whom he had alluded, and who was tem­
porarily employed upon the Hansard staff. 
If so, he should deem it his duty to inquire 
into the subject. 

Mr. BAILEY said he should be quite will­
ling to take the denial of the officer iu 
question that he was the writer of the 
article to which he had alluded; but he 
could only say that it was a matter of 
c01;nmon. rc>port that that gentleman had 
wntten It. 

~1r. PAL:liER said, that as an old member 
of that House, he must deny most dis­
distinctly the right of the honourable mem-

ber for '\Vide Bay to re£er to any gentle­
man who happened to be temporarily em• 
played on Han.Ya1·d as an officer of that 
House. It was not fair to their own 
officers to attack such a person as an officer 
of the House, when he was not one. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

NEW BILLS. 

On the motion of the CoLoN'IAX. SECRE­
TARY, leave was given to bring in a Bill to 
furlher amend The Diseases in Sheep Act 
of 1867. 

Leave was also given to lVIr. FRASER to 
introduce a Bill to amend the law respecting 
Cruelty to Animals. 

The Bill was read a first time, and the 
second reading made an Order of the Day 
for Thursday, 2nd August. 

FORMAL BUSINESS. 

The formal resolutions were passed :­
By Mr. BAILEY-
That there be laid upon the table o£ this 

House, copies of petition and engineer's report 
on proposed low-level bridge x.ear Tiaro. 

By Mr. THoMPSON-
That there be laid upon the table o£ this 

Honse, an account showing the coot of saddlery 
and harness made in the Brisbane Gaol, inclu­
ding the price o£ material, cost of superinten­
dence, &c.; also, any; reports o1• complaints from 
the police authorities as to the defective manu­
facture of such saddlery and harness. 

By Mr. BuzACOTT-
That there be laid upon the table o£ this 

House, copies of any reports that may have 
been received from Mr. R. Ilallard, Chief 
Engineer, Northern Railway, in favour o£ the 
narrow-gn.uge for branch railways. 

By Mr. THoM:PSON-
1. That the Bill to enable the Corporation o£ 

the Svnod of the Diocese of Brisbane to lease 
two a1lotments of land in the town of Ipswich, 
and to apply the rents to church purposes, be 
referred for the consideration and report of a. 
select committee. 

2. That such committee consist o£ the 
following members, viz. :-Mr. Palmer, Mr. 
Garrick, Mr. J. Scott, Mt·. Buzacott, and the 
mover. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER. 
The SPEAKER said he had received a 

message from the Principal Shorthand 
Writer, stating that Mr. Fielberg flatly 
denied writing the article referred to. 

Mr. W ALSH said this was a most unusual 
announcement to make to the House. He 
had never heard anything like it before~ 
that an officer of the House should send a 
message through him to the Chamber. He 
trusted that, at any rate, this would not be 
allowed to stand as a precedent. 

The SPEAKER said he informed the House 
that he should inquire into the charge made 
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by the honourable member for Wide Bay, 
and the Hou~c would natura.lly exprct 
that some such notice should be takl'n of 
it. The evidence given was the only kind 
to which the honourable member for \Vide 
Bay appealed, when he sn.id he should be 
satisfied with the denial of the officPI' 
charged; and he (the Speaker) considered 
he was quite right in reading that denial to 
the HousC\. 

Mr. PALMER said that to rrceive a mes­
sage from anybody, excepting either the 
other House or the Governor, wns irregular; 
but there wn.s no doubt that the honourable 
the Speaker was quite right in the sttite­
ment that the honourable men1 ber for \7\-ide 
Bay said a denial would be sufficient. 

.AUDITOR-GENERAL'S PENSION BILL­
SECOXD READING. 

On the Order of the Day for the resump­
tion of the debate on the CoLONIAL TnEA· 
SURER's motion "that this Bill be now 
read a second tinw," 

Mr. GRIMES said, if this Bill had been 
read a second time on the previous night, 
the House would have been committed to 
it, and no question could have been raised 
except as to the amount thn.t should be 
awarded. From the correspondence laid 
on the table he had inquired into the posi­
tion of the present .Auditor-General, and he 
found that, previous to his receiving that 
appointment he was a meinbPr of the Ci>il 
Service, and had been contributing to the 
Ci>il Service Fund from which superannu­
ation allowances were granted to members 
of that body on retiring, or after so many 
years' serYice. The principle had never bPen 
adopted that Civil ser>ants were entitlPd to 
pensions. In fact, GovPrnment had alwavs 
specially guarded themselves against a'd­
mitting that their employes were entitled 
to any further sums exeept such as they 
were receiving for work actually performed 
in the course of their official duties. The 
very fact that they deducted two per cent. 
from the salaries of Civil servants in order 
to make up this Superannuation Fund was 
proof enough of that. He was not aware 
that there was anything pa1·tieular in this 
case that should make the House break a 
well-establishPd rule. I£ the Bill were 
allowed to pass, it would show-that those 
Civil servants who could manage to secure 
political influence should be rewarded with 
pensions, while those who had no such in· 
fluence would have to be content with no 
more than their ordinary renmnPration on 
retiring from the service of the GovernnH'nt.. 
If pemions were to be allowed at all, tlwy 
should be allowed to inft>rior oilieers as WE'll 

as those in the higher grades; and, if the 
principle was admitted in the one case, he 
should be quite prepared to admit it in the 
other. The· Colonial 'l'reasm·Pr. in nwving tlw 
second reading of thi~ Bill, did not giw the 

House so much information as might have 
been wished. The present .Auditor-GcnPral 
entered into the ~enice of the New So-:1th 
vVales Go>ermnent in 184D, and so long as 
he remained a member o£ the CiYil SPrvice 
he subscrib~d to the Superannuation Fund, 
and it appparcd tha,t upon that payment 
he based his c ]aim for a pension of £50() 
a-year. He (:itir. Grimes) should be very 
sorry to do an injustice; and if the Auditor­
General, on retiring from the Ci>il Servire, 
did not receive back those benPfits for 
which he had subscribed, he might ha>e 
some claim for further remuneration from 
the colony; but he should lih, fir~t of all, 
to know wlwthcr that gentleman did actu­
ally subscribe io the Supl'rannuation Fund 
the smn of two per cent. of his salary, or 
whether it was paid back to him on his 
enkring his present office P The proposed 
pension seemPd very large in proportion to 
the actual salary rpccin•d. By the ~rst 
Auditor-General's Act, the salary of that 
offiee was fixed at £600 a-yPar, and, by a 
subsPquPnt Act, it was raised to £800. He 
thought that was a toleru bly handsome 
salary, as things went in this colony, and 
out of that sum some provision might ha>e 
b••en made for the future. He did not 
think it right that the State should provide 
for its officl·r~ who hacl for so long a time 
enjoyed sueh handsome rcmmwration. He 
had a decided objection to admitting the 
principle of pensioning officers of the Gov­
ernment, being of opinion that thPy should 
be merely remunPrated for the work they 
had to do, and that it was their own duty 
to pro>ide out of their snlaries for a rainy 
day. The State in this mutter shoultl 
occupy more the position nf priya[e em­
ployer~, who did not u.mally pen~ion off 
their sl'rvant~. Unless more information 
was givl'n regarding this elaim of the 
.Auditor-GeJH'ral's, he should certainly vote 
against the sccond reading of the Bill. 

JYir. J\fcLEA;'i' said thl' question was one 
from which no member of the House should 
shrink. He had ttlways looked upon the 
question of pensions in the Ci>il Senice as 
>Pry objectionable indeed. It had bem 
said that the Auditor-General was rntitled 
to a certain amount from the Civil SPnire 
Fund; but, wlll'n that gentleman took his 
present oJiicP, he knew 11erfectly 1\-ell that 
he had forfeited all claims Vl-hich would 
otherwise ha>e been due to him from that 
fuud. He cprtainly did not go into his 
prescnt offiee with his eyes blinclfoldPtl. 
The grntleman had been in receipt of £:200 
a-year more thnn was gi>en to his prc'dc­
cessor; he had enjoyed that increase for 
ten ycarH; and smely he had no right to 
come down to this House and m.k :for a 
pension. The 11riYate employer could 
spend his money as lw pleafed. IT e could 
ciihPr penHion or not pem,ion an old sPr­
vant ; but tlH' Hnmp "a> b.·iug a;;kl'rl 1 o 
sprnd. the mcnpy d th·' pcoplt' ili F nsicu-
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ing a Civil Sl'rnnt who had for many y<'ars 
past enjoyed a very large salary. jre had 
no ill-feeling agninRt the prest•nt A nclitor­
Genrral, but he should op110se the Bill, 
because it would induce Civil servants to 
believe that they had no reason to be pro­
vident, for that when tlH·y had remained a 
certain number of years in the service of 
the colony, they could come to this House 
and almost demand, as a right, that they 
should be pensioned for the rest of their 
days. From that point of view the prin­
ciple was very objectionable, and he should 
vote against the second reading of the Bill. 

:\fr. HocKIKGs said the object of the 
Bill appeared to be to grant a pension to 
Mr. Darvall, who felt that, from the 
infirmiti.:s of old age, he was prevented 
from discharging the duties of his office 
with any degree of comfort to himself and 
advantage to the public. He wished that 
he could also add that Mr. Darvall felt a 
conscientious objection to rccE.'iving a salary 
for duties which he was no longer able to 
pc•rform. He looked upon this as a con­
tract to which there were two parties ; on 
the one side certain services were to be 
performed, and on the other side a certain 
amount was to be paid for such services. 
Ordinarily speaking, the fact that a person 
found him~elf unable to perform the duties 
of his engagement-found himself com­
pellt>d to retire from his position-did not 
entitle him .to be paid a second time 
in the form of a pension. It had been 
said that the gentll'man in question had 
pL'rformed his duties with ability and 
faithfulness; but if this reason were to 
hold good, then all other faithful and able 
servants of the colony ·would also have the 
smne right to a pension. He could seP. no 
reason "ll·hy the Auditor-General should be 
selected for a second payment for his SPr­
vices whl'n he was no longer able to per­
form the duties of his office. That he had 
p~rformed them in an able manner was 
only wh~tt had bePn expected of him, he 
took it; it had not been shown that he had 
performed duties over and above his recog­
nisE'd duties. His respect for Mr. Darvall 
was surh that he wished that gentleman 

• might live for many years to enjoy the re­
po~e from official labours which he had so 
well earned ; but he also felt it his duty to 
point out that this Bill might become a 
charge upon the revenue of the colony to 
the amount of £10,000. He would rE'peat 
that he could not see why the Auditor­
General was entitled to a second payment 
for his services. He should be disposed 
to recompense Civil servants liberally for 
their services, according to the nature and 
responsibility of their duties; but he had 
a most uncompromising hostility to any­
thing in the shape of a large body of pen­
sioners liYing upon the public revenue like 
vampires. He protested against the de­
moralisinginflueuce which was likely to be 

established in the CiYil Service by the re­
cognition of the system of pensions. He 
rPgretted that a gentleman occupying the 
high position of Auditor-General should 
have thought it consistent with self-respect 
to seek to become a pensioner, and he could 
only account for it on the supposition that 
it was owing to the mischievous tendency 
of preYious measures which the House had 
sanctioned. He hoped honourable mem­
bers would see the necessity of dissent­
ing from the mischievous principle of the 
Bill. 

Mr. O'SuLLIVAN said he only wished to 
record his thorough and emphatic opinion 
that no pension list should be established 
for Queensland. There were some par­
ticulars in connection with this case whieh 
he also wished to note. He b~lieved Mr. 
Darvall was a good officer, and it was 
quite possible that, in voting against the 
grantmg of the pension, he might unwit­
tingly bB doing him an injustice, and he 
did not wish to do that. Perhaps how­
ever, in the meantime, the explanatwn 
which he required might be forthcoming. 
He believed that this gentleman was pay­
ing for some years to a certain fund, from 
which, however, he derived no benefit. 
\V ould the honourable the Colonial Trea­
surer explain to him and other members 
what became of these payments? Had they 
gone to the general revenue ? Mr. Darvall 
was entitled to some benefit from them. 
He could very well understand that, if in a 
young colony like Queensland they started 
this principle, they would not know where 
to end. He believed that they had already 
commenced at the wrong end. If pensions 
were to be granted at all, they should be 
granted to the poorer servants, who had the 
smallest incomes-the people who had to 
spend their all to support themselves and 
their families. One would have thought 
that on a salary of from £600 to £800 
a-year a man could make provision for his 
old age. He would like to see the post­
ponPment of the second reading for a week 
or so, as he was afraid he might be doing 
Mr. DarYall an injusticc>. Perhaps the 
Colonial Treasurer, when the Bill went into 
committee, or on its third reading, would be 
able to give some information as to what 
became of Mr. Darvall's payments. If 
any S('rvant had been disabled in the ser­
vice of the colonY, or was really in want of 
charity, or when"such cases as that of the 
siek railway employes arose, then he was 
willing to assist; but he was opposed to the 
starting of a system of pensionR, and should 
always \'Ote against it so long as he held a 
seat in that House. He should only vote 
pensions when they were really required, 
or as an act of charity. 

The CoLONIAL TREASURER said he might 
inform the honourable member for Bulimba 
and the honourable member for Burke, 
that the .Auditor-General gave his contri· 
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bution to the Civil Service Superannuation 
Fund up to the time that he accepted the 
position of Auditor-General. 

Mr. O'SrrLLIV.A.N: How many years? 
The CoLONIAL TREASURER said the whole 

time that he was in the employment of the 
colony. And, in addition to that, he was 
informed, under a clause of the Civil Ser­
vice Act, the Auditor-General paid up his 
contributions, so as to entitle him to a 
superannuation allowance dated from the 
time that he entered into the service of 
New South Wales. If honourable mem­
bers would allow the measure to go into 
committee, he would be in a position to 
supply them then wi.th the information that 
they asked, or with any other information 
that might be desired. 

Mr. FRASER said he supported the ad­
journment the other evening, and he now 
simply wished to record his opinion against 
countenancing anything which could not 
be regarded as otherwise than vicious, par­
ticularly in a new country like (~ueens­
land. He referred to the granting of pen­
sions. In saying this, he was not going to 
express an opinion upon the efficiency or 
merits of Mr. Darvall as a Civil servant. 
He might be one of the most efficiPnt ser­
vants the colony ever had. But he thought 
that, as this House was dealing with the 
money of the people at large, it should at 
all times be excf'edingly careful in accept­
ing a measure of this kind; it was only in 
cases of irreparable injury sustained in 
the service of the colony that there might 
be some fair show why the country should 
give a pension. Notwithstanding that the 
Auditor-General had paid into the Super­
annuation Fund, and would be mtitled to 
some retiring allowance, he took it that that 
gentleman was perfectly aware when he 
accepted office that he gave up the benefits 
of his payments; unless it could be shown 
that there was an agreement that this was 
not to be so, he could not see that the 
Auditor-General had a claim. Ho was 
opposed to allowing pensions, and would 
rather see that a Civil servant should, on 
retiring from office, have returned to him 
in one lump sum the amount of his pay­
ments with interest added. 

Question-That the Bill be read a second 
time-put. 

The House divided. 
AYES, 19. 

Messrs. G. Thorn, Griffith, Douglas, Dickson, 
:Miles, Palmer, Stewart, O'Sullivan, Garrick, 
Stcvenson, Ivory, Buzacott., Fox, Jl.f acrossan, 
Walsh, Mcllwraith, J. 1-'horu, J. Scott, and 
Graham. 

NoEs, 6. 
Messrs. Fraser, ~cLean, MacDonald, Bailey, 

Hookings, and Grimes. • 
The question was therefore resolved in 

the affirmative. 

On the motion of the CoLONIAL TREASU­
RER, the committal of the Bill was made an 
Order of the Day for "'\Vednesday week. 

MERCANTILE ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
-SECOND READI~G. 

The CoLoNIAL TREASURER said that this 
Bill was not a very long one, but he be­
lieved its passage into law would be of 
considerable benefit. to the community, inas­
much as it was intended to remove any 
doubts which might exist concerning the 
transmission of property by the handing 
over of bund warrants and eertificates. The 
custom had been to transmit large amounts 
of dutiable commodities held in bond, and 
to give possession of them by the mere 
passing of warrants and certificates en­
dorsed by the holder. This custom had 
been generally followed by bankers and 
others, in connection with any advances 
or any financial arrangements which they 
might make on the collateral secu­
rity o£ bonded certificates or warrants 
which might be lodged with them from 
time to time. In the beginning of this 
year, however, a case of considerable im­
portance was tried in the Supreme Court,. 
Melbourne, from which it appeared that 
the mere transfer of these warrants and 
certificates carried with it no possession, 
and it was apprehended. that the goods 
which were represented by the warrants 
might be detained; so that, in point of fact, 
the warrants represented nothing else than 
pieces of paper. The circumstances which 
gave rise to the desirability of an amend­
ment in the shape of this Bill were related 
in the l\Ielbourne Ar_qus, from which he 
would quote, as follows :-

" Two cases have retently been decided by 
the Supreme Court which are of great impolt· 
ance to the mercantile community. In the 
first instance (Lmge v. Grice), the plaintiffs 
moved for a rule nisi to enter a verdict in 
their favolll' for £588 lCs. 9d., being the 
value of some tea bought by them nnde1• 
the following circumstances :-Tbe tea, whic·h 
was stored at the bonded warehouses of the 
defc ndants, WHB sold originally on credit by 
Messrs. Grice, Sumner, and Oo., to .Msssrs. 
J oseph Webster and Co., to whom the cer­
tificates, duly endorsed, were handed. On 
April 27, the tea was sold by Messrs. 'Vebste1' 
and Co., at public auction, to Messrs. Lunge 
aml Thoneman, who received the certific·ates 
in the ordinary couree. On July 3, owing 
probably to rumours which had gone about 
concerning the position of the house from 
which they had bought, Messrs. Lange and 
Thoneman sent to the defendant's bonded 
store to have the tea tmnsferred to their 
own names ; but the clerk 1•dused to comply 
with the request, saying that he had received 
geneml instructions from Mr. Benn, one of the 
defendants, not to transfer without consulting 
him, and told the plaintiffs to call next morning. 
On the same clay Mr. Benn was informed by Mr. 
W ebster that his firm woll!d have to stop pay· 
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ment; and accordingly, when the plaintiffs re­
newed their application on July 4, Mr. Benn 
refusecl to transfer the goods. The court was 
perfectly clear as to the law applicable to the 
case. 'l'he Judges unanimously refused to grant 
the rule asked for, thereby letting it be under­
stood that in their opinion it was unnecessary to 
argue the question. It will be seen that this 
decision plainly shows that bonded storekeepers, 
who are also vendors have the same right as 
other people possess of stopping goocls in tran­
situ, and that the mere holding of certificates is 
not sufficient to constitute a title to the property 
they represent." 

This was a very important decision, and, 
he understood from his honourable col­
league the Attorney-General, was one that 
was based upon the legal aspect of the 
question. If uncertainty were to be intro­
duced in regard to mercantile dealings 
with bonded warrants or orders for the 
delivery of merchandise, a large amount of 
distrust would be created, which must 
necessarily interfere Reriously with the 
transaction of mercantile affairs, particu­
larly as regarded bankers and others, who 
frequently made advances on the deposit 
of bonded certificates or other orders re­
presenting merchandise. Unless they we:r:e 
assured that the certificates handed to 
them were bonafide orders for goods, the 
delivery of which could not be inter­
cepted, they would naturally hesitate to 
make advances on security which might be 
interfered with. It was also undesirable 
that a bonded warehousekeeper, who was 
also a merchant, should be enabled to hold 
a lien over goods which he had sold in 
bond, and for which he held paper of the 
purchaser to mature to the prPjudice of 
other creditors, who also held paper from 
the purchaser of the goods. The Vic­
torian Legislature had passed a measure, 
immediately after the trial referred to, 
which was analogous to the one now sub­
mitted to the House. The provisions of 
the Bill were very simple. It merely pro­
vided that the delivery of a warra...1t " for 
goods endorsed by the person to whom the 
same has been issued, or by his agent duly 
authorised in that behalf, shall be ad­
mitted to pass the possession of the goods, 
wares, and merchandise described and men­
tioned in such warrant." Another feature 
of the Bill was, that no subsequent right of 
stoppage should be permitted to the person 
who had issued the warrant, as was the 
case in Victoria, for the third clause pro­
vided-" After the endorsement and deli­
very of any such warrant, no unpaid vendor 
of the goods, wares, or merchandise des­
cribed and mentioned therein shall have 
any right to resume the possession of, or to 
stop the same or any part thereof, in tran­
situ." This clause provided, as honourable 
members would see, that the mere circum- · 

. stance of the goods remaining in the name 
of the original vendor in the warehouse-

keeper or wharfinger's book, did not give 
the original vendor any interest in such 
goods. He begged to move that the Bill 
be now read a second time. 

Mr. PALlliER desired to know from the 
Ministry what busmess they had to keep 
the House from considering Supply and 
the other important measures which should 
engage the attention of the country? It 
seemed that members of the Ministry were 
vieing with each other which should bring 
on their petty measures first. They seemed 
determined to take up the time of the 
House by bringing their little peddling 
measures forward-first one and then an­
other. Last week it was the Attorney­
General, with his Appeals from Justices 
Bill; and now it was the Colonial Trea­
surer, with a measure that the country could 
do yery well without, and had done with­
out for years. They seemed to have had 
a shake in the hat, after the manner re­
commended by the Premier for forming a 
Ministry some years ago, and brought 
out whichever came uppermost. It was 
the duty of the Government to go on 
with the highly important business they 
had on hand, and not waste the time of 
the country upon such Bills as these. In 
every probability England was on the 
verge of war, and they did not know 
any week, any day, any hour, when they 
might not hear of it being declared. He 
would like to know what provision the 
Government had made for such an event­
what arrangements they had made about 
the VoluntPer Bill, or about arms? How 
many pounds even- he would not talk 
about tons-of gunpowder had they got 
in hand? What arrangements had been 
made about torpedoes? In fact, had 
there been any arrangements made at 
all for the defence of the colony in case of 
war? Instead of turning their attention 
to these vitally important matters, the Gov­
ernment seemed to be just trying to waste 
the time of the House and of the country 
by peddling measures of this kind, in order 
to keep themselves in office. Last week 
they got £100,000, and now, instead of going 
into Supply, as it was their business to do, 
or going on with important measures like 
the Railway Reserve~ Bill, honourable mem­
bers were put off with an insignificant Bill 
for which no one cared. What did the 
Government really mean? Last week they 
considered a Bill to give a pension to the 
Auditor-General, and although he had 
voted for the second reading, it might well 
have stood over. The attention of the 
House, instead of being concentrated on the 
great measures with which they had to 
deal, was directed to insignificant mea­
sures of this kind. He considered that the 
manner in which the Government were 
conducting the business of the House was 
sim.ply d. isgraceful. They eou. ld do very 
well without this Mercantile Act Awend-
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ment Dill; they had done witl10ut it a good 
many years, and he thought they could do 
without it a little longer.' If they wanted 
something to do, why was not the V oluntePr 
Bill gone on with? After obtaining a vote 
of £100,000 on account, the other night, he 
thought the Government were bound to 
push on with Supply, before they dared 
to ask another shilling. 

The PREMIER admitted that there were 
some grounds for what the honourable 
member for Port Curtis had said; and he 
hoped to bring on the Railway Reserves 
Bill at a later hour of the evening. He 
thought that the House was not very full 
when the measure was introduced, and as 
there were one or two measures not of pri­
mary importanee, and oa which no very 
great difference of opinion exiHted, he 
thought they might be disposed of under 
the circumstances, especially as on Tues­
days many country members wPre not in 
their places until a later hour. He agreed 
with the honourable member that the 
times were serious, and that the question 
of war was just now uppermost in men's 
minds; but he hoprd that the Govern­
ment had not been behind-hand in their 
preparations for any emergency that might 
arise. JYir. Cracknell had come up from 
the neighbouring colony at his (Mr. 
Douglas's) request, in ordcr to give infor­
mation respt•cting torpedoes. Such mat­
ters were in the nature of a secret 
service, and not entrusted to every person's 
hands; but that gentleman had not long 
come out from England with all necessary 
details as to the working of torp~does. In 
fact, he might take the opportunity of 
mentioning that he hoped next Saturday 
to invite honourable members of both 
Houses to witness certain torpedo 'experi­
ments conducted by Mr. Crarknell; and 
he mentioned the circumstance in order to 
show thftt the Government had not ovPr­
looked the serious naturP of the situation. 
OrdPrs for arms and ammunition had 
lately bePn Hent to England. He might 
here observe that he was glad to notice the 
healthy spirit displayPd among the volun­
teers; and he had no clrmbt that plenty of 
men would offer thPmselvPs for service, 
should an emergency arise. If such an 
emprgency arose, he did not think that the 
Government had lPft undone anything for 
the defence of the ·colony which their 
resources permittPd them ; but honour­
able members should remember that they 
had a long coast-line and many rivers to 
defend. If the House desired not to discuss 
the Bill just introduced, he would move 
the adjournment of the debate and go on 
with the Railway Reserves Bill; but he 
thought that no great discussion would 
bo likely to arise on it, and that the busi­
ness might very well be advanced one stage. 

Mr. MciL WRAITH said that the Premier, 
by his speech, proved the intention of 

the Government to waste the time of 
the House, for he acknowledged that he 
was merely passing away the time to 
a.Uow his supporters to come clown from 
the country. He supposed that when, 
at a later hour, the Government had got 
their supporters together, bound to vote 
and not to speak, they would accuse 
honourable members on his side of the 
House of obstructing the public busi­
ness. There were important matters dealt 
with by the Bill before the House, but the 
Premier had not made any allusion to 
them-he considered the measure evidently 
as mere pretence to get over the time. It 
was the dut.y of Government to bring for­
ward more serious matters. He noticed 
that newspapers supporting the Govern­
ment spoke about the session as drawing 
to a close. vV Pre they to understand that 
they were supposed to have nearly com­
pleted the work of the session? He did 
not believe that either the Premier or the 
Treasurer understood the meaning of the 
Bill which was under discussion. But it 
was an important one, and the Premier had 
not said a word about it. It was appa­
rently brought forward as a pastime. 
Though it was intended to provide for the 
possession of goods by means of warrants, 
the fourth clause damned the whole thing, 
and no mercantile man would dt>fend H. It 
was intendPd to give holders of warrants 
possession of the goods; but, unless facili­
ties were afforded for showing who the 
holders of these warrants were, the Bill 
was useless. It ought, therefore, to be at 
once thrown out, and the Government 
forced to go on with their business. 

Mr. 'V ALSH thought that the Govern· 
ment wPre determined to make fools of the 
House, and make no attempt to approach 
the real business of the session; they were 
shilly-shallying with every important ques· 
tion. They made no effort. to push on with 
the consideration of the railway question, 
by which they were hanging on to office.; 
and they refused to disclose their policy or 
to bring on the Estimates. He objected to 
the introduction, while such important mat­
ters were pending, of these unimportant 
measures, merely to take up the time of the 
House. The real business of the country 
was held in abeyance, while the time of the 
House was being trifled away. He was 
gla.cl the honourable member for Port Curtis 
had taken the objection he did ; but he 
should have moved the previous question, 
in order to compel Government to go on 
with their real business. Because JYliniH­
terial supporters were absent, honourable 
mPmbt•rs were supposed to go on with a 
Bill of which the Treasurer even did not 
seem to understand the object. The Gov­
ernment were afraid of the real business 
of the session; they were afraid to show 
thPir minds in matters affecting the public 
welfare ; and he had asked them, in vain, to 
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go on with the Estimates, and to explain 
their railway policy. 

The ATTORNEY -GENERAL said that the 
honourable member for Maranoa did not 
quite seem to understand the object of the 
Bill. Bonded warrants were at present recog­
nised in business as documents the posses­
sion of which was evidence of ownership. It 
was understood that when a man got posses­
sion of one he was in a position to take pos­
session of the goods it represented. This, 
although it was the general impression, was 
not at present the law, and the Bill was in­
kndcd to make the law what it was sup­
posed to be. The Bill provided that the 
delivery of bond warrants should be equiva­
lent to the delivery of the goods; and this 
was the whole Bill. The honourable mem­
ber for Maranoa misunderstood the fourth 
clause. If the delivery of bond warrants 
was to be the delivery of the goods, they 
could no longer be supposed to be in the 
possession of the vendor. 

Mr. Fox called attention to the third 
clause, which did not, in his opinion, suffi­
ciently protect creditors in case of insol­
vency, as a man could endorse a warrant 
even after becoming insolvent. There 
should, he thought, be some provision for 
fixing dates, otherwise insolvents might do 
great injury to their creditors. 

Mr. STEWART said that, when the case 
referred to came off in Victoria, the 
decision surprised the whole mercantile 
community in the Australian colonies. 
1'he case arose in the following manner: -
Goods had been sold in bo~d, the pro­
perty of the warehouse-keepers, who were 
also merchants. The purchaser disposed 
of a large portion of the goods to other 
people while the bills were running, and 
these again were sold to someone else, but 
when the person to whom the goods were 
first sold became insolvent, the warehouse­
keepers took and held possession, the goods 
never having been removed from the origi­
nal vendor's bond. He considered that the 
case would be met if goods in bond were 
held to be in the possession of Govern­
ment, and not of any private person. The 
4th clause, he thought, left open a door to 
fraud, and in committee he J>roposed to in­
troduce an amendment which would render 
it less open to objection. There might be 
several thousand pounds' worth of goods 
lying in an insolvent's name in bond, which 
he might assert had been sold to someone 
else, and of which he could resume posses­
sion afterwards. In case of insolvency, 
the holder of the bond-warrants of goods 
standing in the insolvent's name should be 
made to come forward and declare how 
they came into his possession, otherwise 
the trustee should be allowed to take pos­
sessiOn. 

Mr. MuRPHY thought the fourth clause, 
as proposPd, was neeessary to give effeet to 
the second clause ; and he took it that, if 

l877-2 :P, 

the House passed the one, it should pass 
the other also. With regard to the 
difficulty raised by honourable members 
in regard to the possibility of fraud 
being committed by ;persons in a state 
of insolveney, it apphed equally to pro­
missory notes-the dates in both cases 
would be capable of proof. A man might 
equally endorse over a promissory-note 
after insolveney, but it could be proved by 
calling on the in sol vent, or the holder of 
the endorsed document. I£ the Act was to 
have any effect at all, the fourth clause 
must be left in it, and he considered the 
object o£ the measure was to make bond 
certificates as transferable as a bank note. 

Jlrfr. GRIMES was not very clear about the 
passage of goods in bonded stores, and it 
appeared to him that the proposed Act 
would make very awkward work. At the 
present time, if a bond certificate was lost, 
mischief could be prevented, as there was 
some kind of register of the goods kept. 
But, if this Act was passed, and a certificate 
was lost and sold by the finder, there was 
no opportunity o£ retrieving the loss. 

Mr. IvoRY failed to see the importance 
o£ the measure under consideration, which 
did not seem to interest many people in 
the House ; in fact, he hardly thought 
there was a quorum present, although he 
would not call the attention of the Speaker 
to the fact. He wished to get on with the 
more important business, and therefore 
moved the adjournment of the debate. 

Question of adjournment put and nega­
tived. 

Question-that this Bill be now read a 
seeond time-put and passed. 

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

RAILWAY RESERVES BI:bL-RE-COM-
1\UTl'AL 

On the motion of the PREMIER, 
The Order of the Day for the adoption 

of the report o£ this Bill was discharged 
from the paper. 

The PREMIER moved the re-committal of 
the Bill. 

Mr. IvoRY objected that the Premier, 
when moving the discharge, had not stated 
that he did so for the purpose of moving a 
re-committal. 

The PREMiim said it was well known 
that he had done it for that very purpose. 

The SPEAKER ruled that the Premier's # 

course of procedure was correct. 
Mr. IvoRY wished to know if he was to 

understand that an honourable member 
could move the diseharge of a Billfrom the 
paper without remark, and then move its 
re-committal ? 

The SPEAKER gaid that he could do so, in 
accordance with the Standing Orders ; but 
that an honourable nwmber usually stated, 
by way of explanation, his object in doing so. 

Question put and passed, 
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On the motion o£ the Premier, the House 
went into committee :for the consideration 
o£ a new clause to :follow clause 4, and the 
reconsideration o£ clause 6. 

The PREMIER said that the new clause 
which he proposed to insert was to :follow 
clause 4, as reported. The clause was 
simply that which had been previously 
moved and discussed by the honourable 
member :for N ormanby, with the exception 
that the latter half o£ it proposed to make 
the tenure o£ the pastoral lessees the same 
as that under the Act o£ 1869 ; whilst the 
honourable member :for Normanby pro­
posed to make it the same as under the 
Act o:f 1868. He believed that the clause 
as printed was not quite correct in one 
respect; as, in the twentieth line, instead 
o£ three months it should be six months. 
:S:e would move the adoption o£ the clause, 
w1th that amendment made in it. The 
clause was as :follows :-

Provided that not more than one-half of any 
run in the said reserves held under The Pas­
toral Leases Act of 1869 shall be proclaimed 
for sale or open for selection except as herein­
after provided 

In cases where one person or firm is the 
lessee of two or more such runs adjoining each 
other he may within three months from the 
passi~g of this Act apply to the Secretary for 
Pubhc Lands to have such runs consolidated 
into one and thereafter they shall be considered 
for the Plll1Jose of this Act as one run 
. Before. any lands comprised within any run 
m the said reserves held under the said Pas­
toral Leases Act of 1869 are proclaimed for 
sale _or open for selection the Secretary for 
Pubhc Lands shall notify to the lessee which 
hal! of the run is to be liable to be so pro­
clarmed and the division of the run shall be as 
n~arly as . the natural . features of the country 
Will permit by a strarght line drawn so as to 
divide equally the pastoral land and permanent 
water 

Provided that when the boundaries of a 
~m ar~ unsurveyed or when a further survey 
IS reqmred to enable the division to be carried 
out the lessee of the run shall pav half the 
cost of such survey or further survey as the 
case may be and in default of payment within 
three months from the date upon which de­
mand therefor shall be made in the Gazette the 
GovernOl' may declare the run for which the 
half cost of survey has not been paid forfeited 

I£ it shall be deemed expedient to proclaim 
for sale or selection any further portion of a 
run in the said reserves (the Secretary for Pub­
lic Lands shall give six months' notice in writing 
of the proposed proclamation to the lessee and 
after the expiration of such notice) a schedule 
of. the lands proposed to be proclaimed shall be 
laid before both Houses of Parliament and if 
the proposed proclamation shall not be dis­
sented from by resolutions passed by both 
Rous':*! of Parlia~ent within stxty days ~uring 
• ~e~smu of Parhament the lauds comprised in 
~ue4 schl,lgulQ ll.ll'IY Q<.' &o procl!'imed accqrd­
mgly. 

Mr. PALMER said that the clause was an 
attempt on the part o£ the Government to 
play into the hands o£ some o£ their own 
:followers. When the amendment was dis­
cussed before, although it was not properly 
before the House, he asked the Premier i£ 
he would have any objection to alter the 
concluding section o£ the clause, as he con­
sidered that so doing would be the only re­
lie£ that could be given to the pastoral 
tenants. The alteration he proposed was 
to take it out o£ the power o£ the Secretary 
for Lands to give notice in writing to a 
lessee until a schedule o£ lands to be re­
sumed was before Parliament. It was~ in 
:fact, to prevent the Secretary :for Lands, 
by a stroke o£ his pen, giving notice o£ re­
sumption of runs before the sanction o£ 
Parliament. The Premier then said that 
he would consider the matter, and the At­
torney-General told him that he had no 
particular objection to the alteration; but 
still it had not been made. The only way 
in which relief could be given to the pas­
toral tenants of the Crown would be by 
omitting the :following words :-

"The Secretar-y for Public Lands shall give 
six months' notice in writing of the proposed 
proclamation to the lessee and after the 
expiration of such notice"--

"\Vhat possible objection could the Gov­
ernment have to that? It was simply a 
matter o:f relief to the pastoral tenants, 
who would then :feel that unless the sche­
dule o£ their lands was laid before Parlia­
ment and assented to, their leases would 
not be cancelled. But the procedure pro­
posed by the new clause was just the 
reverse, and disturbed the tenants o£ the 
Crown as to their leases, and made them 
:feel that there was no finality about the 
notice, as both Houses o£ Parliament 
might object to it, although such notice 
had been given by the Secretary :for Lands. 
By the amendment he proposed, no harm 
would be done ; the schedule would be 
laid bc:fore both Houses of Parliament, 
and i:f there was no dissent, the lessee 
would have six months' notice, and would 
:feel that there was a finality in the pro­
ceeding. The Premier must know that he 
was not to be Minister :for Lands :for ever, 
and, therefore, he should look at his (Mr. 
Palmer's) suggestion apart :from his posi­
tion as Minister, and merely as a matter 
between landlord and tenant. He should 
prefer that the honourable gentleman would 
accept the amendment, to his proposing it, 
as it would come more gracefully :from the 
honourable gentleman. He believed, him­
se I£, with the honourable member :for 
Rockhampton, that the 1868 tenure would 
be better ; but as he did not see any pro­
bability o£ the Government agreeing to 
that, although he did not see why they 
sho11ld not, he would ask them to agree to 
hia suggesti®. I£ land was wanted, let it 
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be taken by all means ; but he did not 
think H should be tak~n at the will of any 
one man, especially when it might not be 
wanted for many years to come. 

The PREliHER said that the Government 
preferred to abide by the clause as printed. 
He did not wish to have any long discus­
sion on it, and should be glad to take the 
sense of the committee at once ; he did 
not think it was a power likely to be made 
a bacl use of; and, therefore, he pre­
ferred that the clause should remain as it 
was. 

Mr. M elL wRAITH said that although the 
Premier imagined it was a matter of very 
little importance, the Government organs 
treated it as if the fate of the Government 
hinged upon the clause being passed. For 
his own part, he thought it was entirely a 
work of supererogation ; ancl, as neither 
the Premier nor the Attorney-General had 
made any remarks in reference to it, he 
would direct the attention of the honour­
able member for East Moreton to it. 
The clause had been discussed up to the pre· 
sent time, as if the Government were com­
pelled under the Bill to resume the whole of 
the lands within the railway reserves ; but, 
under clause 4, they had power to resume the 
whole or any part, and now, after they were 
going to resume one-half, if they wanted to 
resume more, they wanted to do so under 
the 55th clause of the Act of 1869, exactly 
the po"ll""er they held under clause 4. Clause 
4 was word for word with the clause of the 
'Ye stern Railway Reserves Act, which was 
to the effect that wherever the Government 
wished to resume certain lands for railway 
purposes they could do so, and it was sup­
posed they would only resume such lands 
as were required; but the Government, 
instead of using that po"ll""er judiciously, 
and in a mode to disturb the pastoral 
tenants as little as possible, had resumed 
every bit of the runs and had then selected 
portions for sale. It would put the House 
in a very absurd position if they passed the 
proposed clause, as they had already 
enacted a clause by which they could re­
sume the whole or any part of a run; and 
yet now it was wished to enact that, if the 
Minister for Lands chose to resume one­
half of a run, the other half should be re­
sumed exactly in the same way. \Vhy, the 
thing was ridiculous; and he should like 
to hear the honourable member for East 
lVI oreton express his opinions on it. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said that the 
honourable member had omitted one im­
pm·tant fact, which was that the schedules 
of the whole of the runs in all the reserves 
were already on the table of that House. 
Th<> L[.th clause provided that, whenever the 
whole or any part had been, or should be, 
resumed, the resumption should be for cer­
tain pUl'poses. Now, after the lapse of a 
shorf space of time, the whole of the runs 
in the reserves would become resumed ; 

and was it nothing to say, then, that only 
one-half should be operated on ? If the 
schedules were not on the table of the 
House, the clause would have been 
nothing at all ; but, under eXIsting cir­
cumstances, it was very important that 
it should pass. 'V1th regard to the 
statement of the honourable member for 
Port Curtis, it was true that he had told 
the honourable member he saw no great 
objection to his suggestion; but, since then, 
on re-considering the matter, he thought it 
was better not to introduce a new tenure, 
to leave the tenure of the pastoral lessees 
as it now was, it being thoroughly well 
known and understood all over the country. 

Mr. GARRICK thought that the honour­
able member for }1aranoa had not con­
sidered the whole effect of what had been 
done, and what was proposed to be done. 
The first resumption was nothing, unless 
it was followed afterwards by a proclama­
tion of alienation and selection under the 
Act of 1869 ; and it would be no injury to 
a lessee unless under this resumption the 
Government proceeded to alienate and 
select ; so that, although the whole of the 
runs might be resumed, the Government 
could not proceed further until such re­
sumptions were proclaimed open for alien­
ation and selection. The clause stated 
that, if they wanted to proclaim for alien­
ation or selection any more lands, then 
they must follow the course laid down in 
the last section of the clause. 

Mr. I YORY said he failed to see the dis­
tinction at all, because the Government 
might proclaim, on the very next day, the 
second halves of the runs open, under the 
A'ct of 1869. 

Mr. G.A.RRICK : That is why the new 
clause is necessary. 

Mr. MclLwRAITH said he could not see 
the distinction pointed out by the Govern­
ment, for, as he contended again, under 
clause 4 the Minister for Lands had all 
the power it was now sought to give him by 
the proposed new clause. It had been said 
that that clause was introduced as a con­
cession to the squatter; but that he denied, 
and, as a squatter, he disapproved of it, and 
should divide the committee upon it ; it 
was, in fact, the very reverse of being a 
concession. He knew that there was a sort 
of sentimental feeling among some of 
the squatters, that the moneyed classes 
would look upon it as a concession, so 
that it would enable them to make ad­
vances on stations which they would not 
otherwise do ; but that was entirely a sen­
timental reason, as no benefit would 
accrue to the squatters from the clause. 
Immediately on the Bill being passed, the 
Government could issue notices for the 
resumptions of the other halves, and where 
then would be the concession? The I{ouse 
wo"!lld, in fact, be committi11g a £;and by 
trying to lead a body of men to thmk that 
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they were getting advantage-s which they 
were not, as the clause would not give the 
squatters any title whatever. The whole 
thing had been worked up by the Govern­
ment papers for political purposes ; and, 
as he had already said, it was not the 
slightest concession to the pastoral lessees. 
Not that he was asking for any concession 
for them, as he thoroughly believed that it 
was to the interest of the country that the 
halves of the runs should be given to the 
squatters on a better title than they had at 
present. He believed that the marsupial 
plague was entirely due to the insecurity 
of title, as no man would go to the expense 
of suppressing that plague on such an inse­
cure tenure. He should be quite willing 
to go with the Ministry to enable the 
squatter to amend his title, but as regarded 
the present being a strong struggle of the 
squatting party in that House to get a con­
cession made to them, it was nothing of 
the sort, and he should oppose it ; it was 
an excrescence on the Bill, and was pro­
posed simply as a piece of toadyism to a 
certain party in that House. 

Mr. BuzA.COTT said he wished shortly to 
expJain how he came first to give his sup­
port to the clause moved by the honourable 
member for Normanby. That honourable 
member had a conversation with him on the 
subjec.t about the beginning of the session, 
and asked him if he would support an 
amendment to be brought forward by him 
for resuming only one-half of the runs 
within the railway reserves. He (Mr. 
Buzacott) said that, if he was prepared to 
include a provision giving the tenure of 
1868 for the unresumed halves, he should 
be prepared to support it. He recom­
mended the honourable member to see the 
Premier, and ascertain from him whether 
he would accept the amendment. The hon­
ourable member afterwards told him he had 
seen the Premier, who was quite ready to 
support it. He, himself, also saw the Prem­
ier on the subject, and the Premier told him 
he did not see any great objection to it. 
In consequence of this, he felt himself 
bound to support the amendment of the 
honourable member for N ormanby, and he, 
as well as other members on both sides of 
the House, were for several weeks under the 
impression that it would be allowed to pass 
without any opposition. Without the 1868 
tenure no substantial concession was given, 
and the pastoral lessees would not gain in 
any way by the acceptance of the clause 
in the form just proposed by the Premier. 
In the first place, the Executive could at 
any time proclaim for sale the halves 
which they did not intend to take at present 
by merely giving six months' notice to the 
occupants. A.s the honourable member 
for Maranoa had said, if the Government 
would not give the pastoral lessees any­
thing in the shape of security of tenure;it 
was worse tha:u. us!lless . to try to make 

them believe they had a security which, in 
point of fact, they did not possess. He 
held that the proposed tenure would in no 
respect be an improvement on that which 
they had always held. There was another 
matter to which he would call the atten­
tion of the House. When this question 
was last before them, several members 
on the Ministerial side, understanding 
that their party was committed to reject the 
1868 tenure, voted in its favour. Since 
that time they appeared to have found 
out that they had committed a mis­
take, or else external influence had been 
brought to bear upon them. He had been 
informed on good authority, that at least 
four honourable members who voted for 
the security of tenure a fortnight ago, in­
tended to oppose it to-night. This external 
influence was a most improper thing, but 
he knew very well it could not be pre­
vented. The sort of influence brought to 
bear was pretty clearly shown by the fol­
lowing extract, which he should read from 
an article which appeared recently in a 
Brisbane journal. The writer said-

" The pertinacity with which the holders of 
the ten years' leases of lands on the Darling 
Downs insisted last year upon their vested in­
terests in the runs even when their leases ter­
minated, and the vigour and unanimity with 
which nearly all the squatters in both Houses 
joined together to secm·e renewed leases of 
these 1·uns to the present owners without com­
petition, is the exact proof to hand of the 
extreme difficulty of getting a squatter to lose 
his hold of a single acre of his leased land, no 
matter how palpable may be the public neces­
sity for it." 

That was utterly untrue. It was well 
known that the whole of the lands in the 
settled districts were resumed before the 
Pastoral Leases Act could come into opera­
tion. The assertion that the pastoral les­
sees on the Darling Downs endeavoured to 
secure perpetual holdings was untrue, and 
unsupported by anything that had ever 
taken place in this House. There was a 
great deal more in the same article which 
conveyed an entirely false impression, and 
it seemed to him a very poor way of advo­
cating the interests of the great Liberal 
party to have to bring forward what he 
might call falsehoods in support of their 
arguments. A.s he had already said, the 
amendment now before the Hou~e gave 
actually no concession to the pastoral les­
sees ; and the provision for the consoli­
dation of pre-emptives was already in force 
under the existing A.ct. The only con­
cession asked for by his side of the House 
was to give Parliamentary tenure instead of 
Executive tenure. The article from which 
he had quoted made a great deal of the con~ 
cessions which had already been given to 
the squatters in resuming only the half of 
their runs, and permitting them to con­
solidate their :pre-emptives ; but, in :point 
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of fact, theRe were not concessions a.t all. 
He thought it most inconsistent that in a 
very large House-the fullest in which a 
division had been taken this year--the 
committee should have come to a certain 
decision on this subject, and should now 
be coolly asked by the Premier to vote in 
an exactly opposite way. He had intended 
to move an amendment, but as several 
honour·tble members on the other side had 
said that they would not support it, he 
hardly thought it would be desirable to 
occupy the time of the House in discus­
sing it. He hoped the Premier would give 
some consideration to the alternative sug­
gested by the honourable member for Port 
Curtis. The greatest argument for the 
1868 tenure was, that it took an improper 
power out of the hands of the Executive, and 
placed it in the hands of Parliament. If 
the Premier would consent to adopt the 
suggestion of hiH honourable friend, he 
admitted, so far as the improper power of 
the Executive was concemcd, it would 
meet the prineipal portion of the objection 
which he had to the clause proposed. 

Mr. -WALSH said the objections he had to 
the clauHe were, first, that it was contrary 
to the practice of the House in committee 
to put such a clause; and, secondly, that it 
was unnecessary to lock up the land from 
the people of the colony without any neces· 
sity. He was almost the only member sit­
ting in the chamber at this moment, who, 
from the time he had entered parliamentary 
life, fifteen years ago, had always insisted 
upon the lands being thoroughly thrown 
open to the people of the colony. In fact, 
the proposition seemed to have been made 
by the Premier to catch two or three votes, 
and he was surprised at that honourable 
gentleman being caught in such a trap 
as he appeared to have been. The 
squatters did not want any concession ; 
all they asked for was justice, and to hold 
their land upon the fairest basis they could 
get until it was wanted for more immPdiate 
settlement. The action of the Premier, in 
improperly introducing this clause on the 
recommittal of the Bill, was one which no 
one on this side of the House would have 
dared to take, for the whole of the Press 
would have hounded him through the 
length and breadth of the colony for having 
attempted to lock up the public lands. 
With the member for Maranoa, he repudi· 
ated any kindness or goodness on the part 
of the representatives of towns and cities 
on bc1half of squatters. They did not want 
their benevolent legislation. They knew 
that they were a proscribed class, and they 
did not want any legislation of this kind 
on their behalf. He did not believe half­
a-dozen members in the House really un­
cler:;tood the clause which they were now 
asked to pas,; ; an,l the RquaU ers would be 
obli!$ed to t,ho,;e members of the House who 
would a;;~iot in kicking it out. 

Mr. P ALMER said that, before going 
farther, they ought to have some explana­
tion from the Premier as to how the clause 
would affect those runs of the resumption 
of which notice had already been given. 
In the greater part of Peak Downs district 
such notice had been already given, and in 
a very short time that period would elapse 
and the lands would be resumed. He 
wanted to know whether, if the clause were 
passed in its present shape, the Premier 
would reserve one-half of these runs in 
each district, although notice of resumption 
had been already given. 

The PREMIER said that, if the clause was 
passed, it was the intention of the Govern­
ment to put it into operation at once, in 
order to secure that the half of the runs 
should be proclaimed open for selection. 
The other half would remain under the 
tenure of this clause. 

}fr. MclLwRAITH said the clause did not 
confer any tenure at all. He wished to 
know whether the notices referred to had 
already expired!' 

The PRE)IIER replied that they haduot. 
]\;fr. MclLwRAITH said that, in that case, 

the argument used by the Attorney-General 
did not apply, beeause that Act would not 
be consummated until the time had expired. 
If the Government had carried out their 
original proposition, they would have re­
sumed only half the runs ; the resumptions 
of which notice had already been given 
would take place before the Government 
could take any further steps. Under the 
4th clause of the Bill, the Government 
could do exactly as they liked. They might 
resume a quarter, a half, or the whole. 
But, under the guise of making a concession 
to the pastoral lessees, they had proposed 
the present amendment and made no cou­
ression whatever. 'l'he Government ought 
to act in a straightforward manner towards 
the squatters, and if they had given them a 
bad tenure, to let them know exactly what 
tenure they held. The time was coming 
when the tenure of the outside pastoral 
lessees must be considered. The country 
was suffering from the bad effects of bad 
tenure; and he would tell the Premier that 
the remedy he now proposed was a very 
bad one, as all who understood the subject 
could easily perceive. The only reason 
that could be urged in favour of the Gov­
ernment clause was that it was brought for­
ward as a concession to the pastoral lessees 
of the Crown. The pastoral lessees repu­
diated entirely the idea that it was a con­
cession; it was simply a delusion. 

The PREMIER said he did not wish to 
prolong the debate, but he thought it de­
sirable to make a few remarks. He main­
tainecl that the real tenure held by pastoral 
lessees -many conHidC'red to be a good onc­
"IHtC', !ha! they should be allowed to kee-p 
the gras;, rightd of their rqns until the lana 
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were wanted for sale. Referring to the pro­
cess by which the committee had arrived at 
its present position, he remarked that he was 
willing to accept the original proposition 
of the honourable member for Normanby, 
as far as the Northern reserves and 
Northern districts were concerned, the 
country there not having been occupied so 
long as in the Southern districts. The 
House did not see fit to back up his 
opinion; it Raw fit to onrride it, and 
decided in effect, that all the runs should 
be divided, and that the holders of the 
divided runs should be given the tenure 
of 1868. The Government saw very great 
objection to that, especially with regard 
to the Southern district. The power of 
proclaiming for sale, or selection, any 
further portion of a run as proposed by 
the clause did not co1ne in•o effect until 
notice had been given, and Parliament 
had not dissented, as in the case of 
reservations by notica of resumption. Just 
as under the Act of 1876 many runs 
had been resumed, but all had not been 
thrown open. The Government proclaimed 
the land open as it was required. It was 
presumed that the whole of these runs 
would not be required ; it might be possible 
that the half might not be required, but 
the Government had it in their power to 
proclaim the other half for sale or selection, 
after giving the lessees notice. 

Mr. MclLwRAil'H said the Premier 
defined the squatting tenure as simply a 
grass right until the laud was required. 
But, in the Western railway reserve, 
lil,OOO,OOO acr0s had b,~en resumed, and 
it was never pretended that it was wanted 
-it was not even pretended that a teHth 
was wanted ; that was not resuming the 
land beeause it was wanted. He main­
tained that the Government should have 
resume:l only what they required, leaving 
the lessees in undisturbed possPssion of 
the remainder. Instead of that, however, 
they took away the whole run, and intended 
to do thJ same again. Not content with 
taking away half, they insisted upon tak­
ing away the whole, leaving the lPssees 
the half subject to proclamation, but not 
reservation. They were to be put exactly 
on the same tenure as bPfore, with 
this further condition: That the reserves 
did not require to be brought before the 
House, but that the proclamation had to 
be. He did not see why this principle 
should be pushed. The matter stood in 
this way : By the 4th clause, the Gon rn­
ment had the power of resuming all-they 
might, if they liked, resume only one-half, 
or they might resume only as much as 
they wanted ; but they brought in an 
amendment which meant nothing at all 
when considered as an addition to this 
clause. The pastoral t·Jnants did not want 
the clause. It did not improve the Bill, 
ior it added uoLhing. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAr, said the hon­
ourable member for :Niaranoa's objections 
were pPrfectly inexplicable. He clid not 
believe that the honourable member under­
stood them himself. He could not under­
stand his objections to the clause, unless 
the honourable member thought that by 
clef0ating it he could the better defeat 
the whole Bill. The honourable member 
had said that the elause gave no co1wession 
to the pastoral tenants. X obocly had said 
that it did, except that it left tht'lll as they 
were before. vYhat he had said was, that 
under tlwpresent law, this land could not be 
made available for settlement until C<'rtain . 
notices of resumption hacl bPcn given, 
whieh came into force if Parliament did 
not dissent from them. But the land would 
still not be available until it was pro­
claimed open, so that therP were two stages 
at which the pmrer of vPto might bP used. 
And it was now propospcl to apply the power 
of reto to the proclaiming o£ the land 
instead of to the resumption. l{pfprring to 
the objection made by the honourable mem­
ber for H ockhampton to the Press l'riticisms 
that had been passed upon the action of the 
Opposition last session, with regard to the 
resumptions proposed in the settled dis­
tricts, he maintained that the Press 
criticisms were perfectly justified by the 
facts. 

)Ir. \YALsii said he was perfectly as­
tonished at the Attorney-General referring 
to much abler members on the Opposition 
side of the House in the manner· he had 
clone. He strongly objeeted to that com­
paratively young membPr getting up and 
lecturing honourable members on the Op­
position side, who had had far mort' experi­
ence than he, and should not be talked to 
in the manner that they had been. He 
again protest·.~d against the clame, and said 
that it would lock up unnecessarily the 
lands of thP colony. 'l'he squatters did not 
want it, the people dicl not want it, and the 
Government had thrown it out merPly as 
a sop to win a fe"· Yotes from either sicle. 

Mr. BuzAcOTT thought tlm! the Attornl'y­
General was extremely un£mr ancl unrea­
sonable'. He (:;\Ir. Buzaeott) said that, so 
far as this House ""[LS concerned, it was 
perfectly umlPrstoocl, when thr Pastoral 
Leases Bill was under discussion, that no 
opposition would be offl'red to·the proposed 
resumptions. He maintained that it was 
extremely unfair to assert that they had 
pmlravoured to give the leaseholders on 
Darling Downs a perpetual holding. He 
objected to the clause, because the Execu­
tive could do without everything which, 
if passed, it would enable tlwm to do. 

Mr. ]}fAcDoNALD said that honourable 
membc'rs on the other side must be prr­
fectly aware that, in saying that the 
squatters di,l not want this amPndment, 
they were not CXJlres,;ing the views of 
those ruu-holde1·s who were withiu the 
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railway reserves. He questioned whether 
any honourable member on the Opposition 
side had a run within the reserves, other­
wise they would express themselves differ­
ently. The lands in. the reserves were 
already resumed; and, unless some such 
provision as that before the eommittee 
were passed, the whole of every run could 
be selected from or be submitted to auc­
tion. If the amendment were carried, 
however, half the runs would be given 
back to the lessees. It was admitted that 
not more than half of each run would be 
required. He could also tell honourable 
members of the Opposition that their action 
in opposing the Premier's amendment last 
year, by which he proposed only to take 
half the runs, caused much surprise and 
indignation in the Central districts, and was 
condemned by every squatter. They looked 
upon it as a gTeat concession, although it 
was held under the same tenure; nine­
tenths of the people considered that there 
was not the slightest necessity for throw­
ing open more than the half, and that the 
remaining halves would not be required 
for many years. "\Vhat the Government 
proposed to do would justify the run­
holders inlrotecting thPir runs by paling­
fences an so forth. He repeated that 
nine-tenths of the people in the Central 
distl:icts looked upon the clause as a con­
cessiOn. 

Mr. SrEvExsoN said he was glad that 
they had at last got the honourable member 
for Blackall to admit that he advocated his 
own interests. There might be an imagi­
nary concession in the present amendment, 
but there was none in reality. Re:l'erring to 
what the Ministerfor Lands had said about 
grass rights, he might say that he did not 
believe that there was a member o:l' the 
Opposition side of the House, or a squatter, 
who objected to that tenure, but they did 
object to the land being taken before it was 
required :for settlement. He would ask the 
Minister for Lands whether he had not 
received petitions from the North, not 
signed by a single squatter, protesting 
against resumption in the Peak Downs dis­
trict? and whether there was any demand 
for land in that district :for purposes o:l' set­
tlement? The Minister :for Lands had said 
that he was willing to accept the amend­
ment of the honourable member for Nor­
man by, but the House decided against him. 
He would ask the Premier to remember the 
circumstances under which it was lost. 
The Opposition had also been twitted by 
the honourable the Premier that they were 
loth to part with their runs. He would 
reply that there was not the slightest doubt 
that the honourable member:l'or Normanby 
would not have broughtforward his amend­
ment if it had not been at the suggestion 
of an honourable member on the other side 
-the honourable member for Blackall. 

He hoped the Government would accept 
the amendment of the honourable member 
for Port Curtis. 

Mr. HALY said he thought that the 
Premier had :found that he had made a 
great mistake, and now wished to remedy it ; 
he had found, after he had taken the land 
away, that the lessees would put no im­
provements on it, and that he could not 
sell it, and he wished to remedy the error. 
There was not sufficient money in the 
colony to buy the whole of the land. 
The Premier was making no conces­
sion, but was only doing what was right 
and just after making a great blunder. 
He (Mr. Haly) told him last year that 
he "-as making a great blunder, and that 
he would be doing great injury to the 
colony. He considered it was a small act 
of justice to give the lessees half their runs 
when the whole were not wanted. ·He would 
support the honourable member for Port 
Curtis; he wanted to prevent the Govern­
ment from bribing members, and if they 
had this power, they had the power to 
bribe them. He would be sorry to be in a 
position to be bribed, and liked to be inde­
pendent of Ministers ; he therefore sup­
ported the amendment of the honourable 
member for Port Curtis. A Government 
would use bribery; it was done every­
where, and therefore he wished to keep the 
power of using it from the Government. 
There was really not much difference 
between the two propositions ; but the 
amendment of the honourable member for 
Port Curtis would not allow a Minister 
to say to honourable members, if they did 
not vote for him, that he would pro­
claim their runs. That was the power 
the Premier wanted. He remembered the 
day when the Burnett members were 
told that if they would consent to throw 
open the Downs, they might get what 
lease they liked in their own district; he 
knew that had been done, and that was 
why he would so vote as to prevent it 
being done again. He did not say that the 
Premier's amendment was not :for the 
benefit o:l' squatters-it was better for them 
to have half their runs than none at all; and 
he was sure the mover of it wanted to 
rectify the injustice he had done, while 
still wishing to retain the power to which 
he had referred. 

Mr. Fox rose to correct an erroneous im­
pression that had been conveyed by the 
honourable member for Clermont, respect­
ing the motives which induced him (Mr. 
Fox) to move his former amendment. He 
had not been made a cat's-paw by any 
honourable member of that House, and, 
as a proof of his assertion, he referred to 
his nomination speech, published in The 
Rockhampton Bulletin, of the 9th April 
last, wherein he had promised to advocate 
the resumption of halves only of the runs. 
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He thought still that only halves of runs 
should be resumed, and did not see the 
justice of taking what was not wanted. If 
he had been m~ de a cat's-paw at all, which 
he denied, it was by the constituents of the 
honourable member for Clermont, for whom 
he was trying to preserve a moiety of their 
runs. Honourable members had denied that 
resumptions had taken place; but he thought 
that, under clause 4 of the Bill, there was 
no doubt of it, for it stated-

" Whenever the whole or any part ·of a 
run within the sa1d reserves shall have been 
heretofore or shall be hereafter resumed from 
lease by virtue of the 55th section of ' The 
Pastoral Leases Act qf 1869.' " 

And unless some provision of the kind 
were made, those lands would come under 
the Act of 1876. This clause would place 
them in the same condition as if that 
Act had not passed at all. He had lis­
tened to the honourable member for the 
Maranoa with great attention, as indeed he 
always did, and he fully agreed with him 
that Government should not have resumed 
more than half the runs; the only way to 
remedy the matter was to pass the amend­
ment. In reality squatters had no leases, 
even before the present time, for their runs 
could always be resumed at sixty days' 
notice, whatever lease they might nominally 
possess. He regretted that his amendment 
had not passed ; he thought it would have 
proved a benefit to the country. He was 
in no way personally interested ; but he 
acted in the matter on public grounds, and 
not for the benefit of any class in the com­
munity. 

Mr. SrEVENSON said he had an explana­
tion to make with regard to the statement 
of the honourable member for Normanby, 
and he would mention that that honourable 
member had came to him (Mr. Stevenson) 
and told him that the honourable members 
for Blackall and Balonne had agreed with 
him, that it was the best amendment they 
could bring in. He gave him an answer, 
after consideration, to the effect that he 
would support his amendment, if, in return, 
he would support his (Mr. Stevcnson's) 
amendment on the proposed schedule of the 
Central railway reserve, carrying it out 
fifty miles on each side of the proposed line 
of railroad. On this understanding he sup­
ported the hononra ble member for Nor­
manby ; but, when his own amendment 
came on, that honourable member walked 
outside the House and refused to support 
him. 

Mr. P ALMER regretted that a difference 
of opinion should have arisen among hon­
ourable members on his side of the House; 
but he must say that the conduct of the 
honourable member for Normanby ap­
peared to him to have been comistent 
.throughout, and with his election address. 

H he had been made a cat's-paw of at all, 
it was by the Government, in making him 
believe that they intended any concession 
at all by their amendment. He thought 
the committee ought to have been deeply 
interested in the speech made by the hon­
ourable member for Blackall, Vi"hose opin­
ions certainly did not carry much weight 
in that House, and who was generally 
silent when his own interests were not 
affected. That honourable member accused 
honourable members of the Opposition of 
not representing the views of the squatters, 
but he could tell them that they were not 
there to represent the squatters' views, 
which seemed to be all that he himself 
could advocate, but the views of the coun­
try. The honourable member's views 
were faintly advocated, or rather, connived 
at by the Government, and supported by 
the extreme squatters sitting behind them, 
who cried to them for bread and got a 
stone,-a very bad stone, and a stone of 
which they could make no possible use. 
He placed no reliance whatever on the 
Premier's amendment. All the powers 
given by the Bill were possessed by Gov­
ernment under the old Act; and, if they did 
not accede to his (Mr. Palmer's) proposi­
tion, there would not be the slightest 
amendment. The only alteration in his 
proposition was in the way the words were 
placed, and the only effect o:f it was that 
the Minister for Lands would no longer 
have the power to do as he did last year-to 
give lessees six months' notice, so that re· 
sumption might come before the House at 
the beginning of the session ; but that the 
notice of .restunj)tion wotlld have to come 
before the House first. He would like to 
kuow what great concession was involved 
in this proposition. He believed that the 
Premier's nc>w clause might lead some 
people to believe that they would have by 
it a right to their runs for some years. 
It gave no such right; it held out the 
appearance of a concession when there was 
no concession at all; but his (Mr. Palmer's) 
amendment would give a small, a very 
small, concession to the pastoral lessees, 
who would be put by it at the mercy of 
Parliament, and not at that of the Minister 
for LandH. 'l'he Premier had told the 
House that the squatters' only title to their 
leases was a grass title; that they held 
the land only until wanted for sale or 
alienation. ·while admitting this, what he 
demanded for the pastoral lessees was that 
their runs should not be taken from them 
till they were wanted. He would l~ke ~o 
know when the l\finister for Lands, m h1s 
wildest visions, supposed that he would be 
able to me the lands he had proe.laimed. 
He had simply upset the squatters' tenure, 
prevented improvement, thrown men out of 
employment, and had, in fact, injured the 
rropn·ty of the Crown, as every bad land-
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lord did injure the property under his care. 
And this injury had been carried to a 
greater extent than the Minister for Lands 
supposed. He was not surprised at the 
Attorney-General, who alway~ got up when 
the honourable member for Maranoa made 
a telling speech, and expressed his ex· 
treme surprise at his having made it. 
He was, however, surprised that a lawyer 
possessing so much acumen and legal 
ability, could not make a better reply to 
an argument than by getting up, expresP­
ing his surprise, saying that he could 
not understand the speech, and doubting 
whether the maker understood it. The 
honourable gentleman's speech might be 
stereotyped, he made it so constantly. The 
Minister for Lands would save time by 
agreeing to his (Mr. Palmer's) amendment. 
It was couched in the very same words as 
his own new clause, only arranged in a 
different manner ; in fact, the similarity was 
so great that he (Mr. Palmer) was some­
what at a loss how to frame his amend­
ment so that the question could be put. 
He would move the insertion of the follow­
ing words after the word " reserves," in 
the second line of the sub-section:-

" A schedule of the lands proposed to be pro­
claimed shall be laid before both Houses of 
Parliament. and if the proposed proclamation 
shall not be dissented from by resolutions 
passed by both Houses of Parliament within 
sixty days during a session of Parliament." 

The PREXIER regretted that he was 
unable to accede to the amendment which 
embodied so closely the words of his own 
clause, that the honourable member had to 
apply to the Attorney-General to come to 
his rescue in framing it. This was fairly 
double-banking him (Mr. Douglas). He 
was able to deal with the honourable 
gentleman opposite; but, when the Attor­
ney-General went to his assistance, they 
were too many for him. However, he still 
adhered to his own proposition. He ad­
mitted that the amendment did not greatly 
differ from his own clause, but he objected 
to it because it ereated a new tenure. They 
had the tenure of 1868 and of 1869, and 
now it was proposed to create a tenure of 
1877. He therefore would express his 
decided preference for the clause as it 
stood. 

Mr. PAL::II:ER denied that he had called 
the Attorney-General to his assistance; 
that honourable gentleman had proposed it. 

The Al'TORNEY-GENERAL said that he had 
assisted the honourable member for Port 
Curtis to frame his amendment as a matter 
of ordinary courtesy to a member of the 
House, and in order to facilitate the pro­
gress of business. He intended to vote 
against that amendment. 

Mr. vV ALSH objected strongly to the 
Attorney-General helping the loader of the 
Opposition to make what, from the Gov-

ernment point of view, must be considerecl 
a most objectionable amendment. He 
considered such a proceeding most anoma­
louR, and the assistance rendered by the 
Attorney-General of a most dangerous 
character, as it might be said that he had 
got to the windward of the honourable 
member for Port Curtis. He would call 
attention to the fact that nothing had been 
clone in the way of legislation that night; 
and the miserable supporters of Gov· 
ernment allowed this neglect to go on. 
The present debate was begun by an 
amendment moved by the Government on 
their own Bill ; a Bill which should have 
been so perfect, that the Government 
should have put their hands on it and said, 
" There is our policy, and we will allow 
no amendment upon it." Instead of that, 
however, all last week was frittered away 
by the Government introducing amend­
ments on their own measure. Yet, for­
sooth, so sure as some honourable member 
got up to advocate something for the 
benefit of his constituents, he would be 
met by the Premier accusing him of 
wasting the time of the House. He 
trusted that there would be an overwhelm­
ing majority against the Government on 
the clause before them, so that the country 
might see who really were the advocates 
for throwing open the public lands of the 
colony. The clause was most insidious, 
and he was quite certain that it had not 
been improved by the assistance given to 
his honourable friend the member for Port 
Curtis, by the Attorney-General. 

Mr. MchWRAITH said he did not know 
to what length the honourable member for 
Port Curtis had taken the advice given to 
him by the Attorney-General; but he 
thought that, after what had occurred 
during the passage of the Pastoral Leases 
Bill last year, his honourable friend should 
be inclined to look upon it with suspicion. 
He had already opposed the amendment 
brought in by the Government themselves, 
and he contendPd that it was brought in 
from VPry unfair motives-namely, in de­
ference to the opinions of only a few hon­
ourable members, and not in accordance 
with those held by the Government sup­
porters generally. The clause would not 
give any improvement to the squatting 
lessees ; but it was an invitation to moneyed 
men to advance money on those leases, ou 
the supposition that the squatters would 
retain half of their runs, which they really 
did not. The amendment of the honourable 
member for Port Curtis did not improve 
matters much, the only difference being that 
he bound the Government to put a procla­
mation on the table first, and get the assent 
of Parliament, instead of allowing them 
to issue a proclamation during the recess. 
He was not afraid to tell the House, 
under the imputation of honourable mem­
be~s opposite of being a supporter of th(j 
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squatters of this colony, that they were 
making a great mistake in not providing for 
the evils under which the pttstoral tenants 
were labouring at present, namely, inse­
curity of tenure. 'L'hat evil was not con­
fined to certain districts where the grass 
was being eaten down by marsupials ; bnt 
the same thing was having a most inju­
rious effect in the Western districts. 
'rhat was what the Ministry should trv 
to remedy; but instead of that they 
shirked the question altogether. The 
House in adopting thus the 1869 tenure 
in a blindfold way parted with rights 
they never should have parted with; and 
when he heard the honourable member for 
East Moreton telling the committee that 
they skould support the proposition of the 
Government, he looked with despair to the 
future progress of the colony. Let honour­
able members look at the position the Gov­
ernment occupied with regard to the expen­
diture of money voted by the House. Was 
there anything that they guarded with 
greater jL'alousy P They insisted on con­
stitutional grounds that all the money 
proposed to be spent should come before 
them in detail, year after year ; and, 
although they suffered great inconvenience 
thereby, they insisted on dealing in detail 
with all money b&•fore it was spent. In 
practice certainly that had not been clone, 
as the Government always came down 
with Supplementary Estimates; but, con­
stitutionally, they were supposed to ask 
the sanction of the House for the expendi­
ture of every penny. But in the 1869 Act 
Parliament had departed from that princi­
ple. They had, in effect, said to the Gov­
ernment, "Do as you like with the lands 
of the colony during the recess, and unless 
both Houses dissent from your action, the 
matter is condoned." In the same way, 
they might now say to the Government, 
"Spend as much money as you think fit; 
lay the schedules of your expenditure on 
the tables at the meeting of Parliament, 
and unless both Houses dissent from your 
action, your action is approved." How 
it came about, that under the Act of 1869, 
the tenure should be a retrogressive tenure, 
arose from the fact that for the last three 
or four years the other Chamber had been 
composed of a body of gentlemen opposed to 
resumptions in any shape. That being the 
case, it had been said by that Assembly, 
"\V e will take the power of resumption 
out of their hands, and put it in the hands 
of the Ministry." It should, however, 
have been remembered that they were 
parting with their rights, which should 
never have been clone; and he had no 
hesitation in saying that the time would 
come when it would be seen that nobody 
they could have as Ministers should be 
possessed of such powers ; but that, if 
dealt with at all, the resumpti:)ns of lands 
should only be dealt with by resolutions of 

Parliament. He was sorry to see that 
through what was presumed to be an ob­
structive Upper House, or rather through 
the character of obstruction being attribu­
ted to that Chamber, the Assembly had 
actually parted with rights which it would 
require a great deal of trouble to secure 
again. The Act of 1869 actually gave the 
power to destroy the title of the Crown 
tenant, and he was afraid that they would 
not see that remedy until the marsupial 
plague or something else brought the neces­
sity of it more strongly before the HousP. 
He "\\as quite satisfied, however, that he 
should be in that House and hear the 
security of tenure to the pastoral lessees 
advocated by the Liberal members of the 
House. He would repeat, that the con­
cession, as it was called by the honourable 
member for East Moreton, was no conces­
sion whatever ; that the squatters did not 
want it, as it did not improve their titles; 
and that the amendment of the honourable 
member for Port Curtis would improve it 
very little more, if any. The proposition 
under the fourth clause of the \Vestern Rail­
way Act was, to resume as much land as 
was neeessary for constructing railways ; 
but the Government had committed the 
mistake of resuming the whole; and they 
"~>ere now trying to find out some way of 
condoning their offences. The present 
Bill was sa1d to be one on which the fate 
of the Ministry was to depend, and they 
were told that if the Ministry carried it 
they would carry a most important mea­
sure. It was said to be a Public Works 
Bill; but, instead of that, the committee 
had been debating on the tenure of the 
squatters' leases. If it was a public­
works measure, how was it that the Gov­
ernment had shirked it as they had done 
all through the session? And why was it 
that all they wanted to do was to keep to 
ono point-to court popularity? And why 
had they not touched at all on the presumed 
main object of the Bill, which was the pub­
lic-works policy? All that honourable mem­
bers on his side had been fighting for was, 
that the Government should not substitute 
the prespnt measure for a public-works 
policy. He should oppose the amendment 
of the honourable mPmber for Port Curtis 
on the same grounds that he opposed the 
clause moved by the Premier. Under 
clause 4, the Government found that it was 
not imperative to resume any part of the 
runs; they had the power to resume 
the whole, or half, or none at all; but 
notice had been give11 to all the squatters 
of the railway reserves, and resolutions 
for resumptions had been laid on the table. 
But he considered the proper course would 
be, for the Government to withdraw those 
resolutions, and to substitute for them the 
resumption of such lands as would be 
rPquired for the construction of the pro­
posed railways. 
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An HoNOURABLE ME:UBER: It would be 
hard to give fresh notice. 

Mr. l\IciLWRAITH said it might take 
more time, but that was not any reason 
why it should not be done ; for it was -well 
known that it would not b3 necPssary to 
rosume any of those lands till next session. 
Th~1 Government knew very well that there 
was not one of the lines proposed to be 
made nllller the Bill which would exceed 
the borro1Yed mmu•y by next session; so 
thtlt thero would be no nec,'s8ity for re­
suming lands until then, ancl,, therefore, 
th!•rc was no reason whvfnture notiee should 
not be issued. He protested against the 
present clause bc•ing considered as any con­
cessions to the squatters, and he should 
reeord that -when giving his vote. 

.Mr. GARRICK said it appt•ared to him 
that, afLer all, there was a very sub,;tantial 
concession to be m.ade by thl' c],mse; and 
although the honourable mcmb,•r for J\'Iar­
anoa saicl he failed to see it, he thought he 
was sufficiently astute to do so. The hon­
ourable mPmb.:r had dealt at grPat length 
upon the fourth section of the Act,.which 
gave certain powrrs of r,,smnption. \Vhen 
the Government. gave notices of resumption, 
he took it that their poliey was that the 
whole of the lands within those reserves 
should be subject to the provision of the 
Bill ; but when the Bill came before the 
House, certain concessions Wt>re asked ; 
ancl it. was agreed that instead of the whole 
of the runs within the reserves, only the 
halyes of them should be taken. That was 
a change of policy, and what had tllP hon­
ourable me m bPr for JVIaranoa to blame them 
for, excrpt, that at first it was too large a 
policy. If that was the easp, eould the 
honourable member blame them for making 
concessions and saying, "vYe w·ill not take 
all the runs but only onP-Iulf of them; 
but, that, inasmuch as we have served 
notices of the resumptions ancl tabled re­
solutions resuming the whole of the runR, 
are we to change all our policy at once" ? 
Honourable members >Yould see that some 
conepssion had been made, because, unlrss 
the Government chose, they could operate 
upon the whole of those runs, and could 
plaee every acre within the reserves open 
for selection or sale ; but they clicl not in­
tcml to clo that. 

Mr. U'SL'LLIVAX: vVhy? 
Mr. GARRICK saicl it was because they 

hacl made a concession, and hacl said they 
would not take the whole of the runs, but 
only hah-Ps-that they wonlcl resume the 
whole of the runs, but would operate upon 
only the halves of them. Everyone knew 
that under the Act the resumption of the 
whole of the lands was nothing. The 
whole of the runs wer.:- resumed, but the 
lessees' rights continued until the land was 
alienated or selected. In fact., a 1l the rights 
of the lesscPs continued when resnmptions 
were macle, until they were operated on; 

but the Government now said that they 
would not issue a proclamation optJrating 
upon the whole of the runs ; ancl to show 
that they would not do so, they would cut 
clown the right of proclaiming one-half. 
That, he contended, was a very .consider­
able conression. 

Mr. "\VALSH: vVe diclnot want it. 
J\.'Ir. ChRRH'K saicl it was very well for 

the honourab1e member to say they 
did not want it ; but he had heard that 
very concpssion asked for time after time 
both insidtJ ancl outside that House. It 
was now granted, and that too at the re­
qutJ~t of honour.tble members opposite. 

Mr. \V.usH saicl that honourable mem­
bers on his side of the House were charged 
with being the representatives of the squat­
ters ; but they were not allowed to act as 
such, as they wen> told by the honourable 
member for East Moreton that they were 
opposing what was a concession made to 
thc•m. 'fhey, however, clid not want to 
lock up the lands of the colony, nor did 
they wish to continue the presL'nt system of 
Crown tenants at the will of the Govern­
ment of the clay. With the exception of 
two honourable members opposite, there 
had been no demand made for the alleged 
concession. The honourable member said 
that it was a great boon to the Crown 
tenants that they should be allowed to re­
tain one-half of their runs ; but it was not 
so. Crown tenants had been suffering 
during the last few years from the system, 
and they dicl not want it perpetuated. 
They knew very well the object of it, 
namely, that the Government wanted the 
right to charge for the surveying of those 
runs, and also the revtJnue from them. 
The pastoral lessees did not want any con­
cession, and it appeared to him most extra­
ordinary that those very individuals who 
hacl large fortunes from lands for which 
they ha cl never paid a fair sum, should be 
the persons who now came into the House 
and arrogated to themstJlves the right of 
taking the whole of the lands of the 
colony. He maintained that the repreRen­
t.atives of Brisbane were the very last 
Christians the squatting lessees should seek 
any concessions from. 

Mr. Low said he dissented from the 
statement made by the honourable member 
for W arrego, that the squatters did not 
want to have any concessions. He could 
show fifty letters which he had received 
from large squatters, asking him to use.,his 
best endeavours to secure for them the half 
of their runs. 

Mr. MclLWRAITH said that, if the hon­
ourable member for East Moreton, insteacl 
of declaiming so strongly against the squat­
ter.~, had looked at the clause, he would 
have seen that it did not make the slightrst 
concession. The correspondents of the 
honourable member for Balonne WPre no 
doubt under the impression that by this 
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clause they were getting security of tenure, 
and that honourable member . perhaps 
thought so himself ; but it was perfectly 
wrong. He was not advocating a good 
tenure for the squatters, as that was not the 
proper time to do so ; but it was an iniquit­
ous thing to try to represent to the squat­
ters that they had a tenure on which 
they could borrow money, when, in fact, 
they had no tenure whatever. It was not 
an honest thing for any Government to 
pass a clause with the object of deceiv­
ing a large body of men l.n the colony. 
He would point out a clear way in which 
the Government, if they really wished to 
attain the object of resuming only half the 
runs, leaving the other half untouched, 
might do so-they had Dimply to withdruw 
the notice of resumption, so br as was 
practicable, from one-half of the runs. 
Last year the Government .did exactly the 
same thing, and they could do it equally as 
well now. If the Government committed 
an iniquity, as they were doing, under the 
Railway Reserves Bill, it would recoil on 
the Government themselves, but unfortu­
nately the country would suffer also. The 
Attorney-General, while professing that he 
could not understand the argument which 
he (Mr. Mcllwraith) had previously used, 
paid him an unintentional compliment, by 
saying that he had acted quite consistently 
by doing everything he possibly could to 
throw out this Bill. There was not the 
slightest doubt about that, for he con­
sidered it one of the worst possible Bills 
ever brought before the House. One of 
the most serious evils of this Bill was that 
it had stopped a public-works policl. for the 
last three years ; and the Bill itsel , as was 
admitted by the . Government, was little 
more than a land Bill. The Government 
were afraid to bring the real business of 
the session before the House, and tried to 
provoke endless discussions on a policy 
fully discussed on the Land Bill last year. 

Mr. MuRPHY said that he thought this 
question should be approached without re­
ference to the question whether it was a 
concession or not to pastoral lessees. He 
should approach it in such a spirit, and vote 
as he had always done since occupying a 
seat in the House, to endeavour to do strict 
justice to the squatters, and see, so far as 
he could, that the pastoral lessees got what 
they were fairly entitled to. He was, 
therefore, surprised to hear the honourable 
member for Maranoa say that neither the 
proposition of the Premier, nor the amend­
ment of the honourable member for Port 
Curtis, gave any concession to the squatters. 
In his opinion, the proposed clause gave 
conditional leases which might, and proba­
bly would, last for many years. The 
Minister for Lands might give notice of re­
sumption to the Crown lessees, but the pro­
clamation could not take effect in less than 
eix months ; and after the expiration of that 

period it was to be laid on the table of this 
House for two months more, when it might, 
if necessary, be dissented from by both 
Houses of Parliament. The Crown lessees 
seemed to him to be properly protected by 
this clause. No Minister would give 
notice of resumption unless he was justi­
fied in doing so, for he would have the fear 
of Parliament always before his eyes; and, 
if the land were not wanted, the House 
could refuse to pass the resumption. 

Mr. HALY agreed that that might be the 
case under an independent Government 
willing to do justice to all parties ; but the 
acts of the Government, after the last 
session of Parliament, were sufficient to 
show that they could not 1·ely upon the 
present Government for any sueh honesty 
of purpose. The only concession there 
was in the clause was that which allowed 
squatters to consolidate their pre-emptiveR, 
and he dissented from that entirely, especi­
ally after the resolutions that had been 
passed by him affirming the neerssity of 
proclaiming rrscrves for irrigation. The 
squat11t>rs under this clause would be able 
to J?ick out the very spots on their runs 
winch Government would afterwards be 
compelled to purchase for that purpose. 
His opinion was that the whole clause 
should be withdrawn. 

Mr. l'lfciLwRAITH said that the honour­
able member for Cook could not have 
watched the actions of the Government for 
the last twelve months, or he would not 
have said that no Minister with the fear of 
Parliament before his eyes would dare to 
resume more land ·than was required. 
That was the very thing which the Gov­
ernment had done last year, without giving 
the slightest notice, in the Peak Downs and 
other districts. He should like to hear 
the Premier's opinion as to his suggestion 
that the object of the Government could 
be accomplished by aeting under clause 4. 
He had only to withdraw the notice of re­
sumption so far as it applied to one-half of 
the runs, and that would allow the other 
half to remain under lease, as at present. 
That would give a tangible security for 
any squatter to work upon, and it was an 
easy and practical solution of the difficulty 
which the Government had got into. 

The PREMIER said that, if they were to 
withdraw the schedule now on the table, in 
order to do what was suggested by the 
honourable member for l'lfaranoa, they 
would have to go into a division of the 
whole of these runs-a work which could 
not be attempted this session, and which 
would probably take more than a year to 
accomplish. The honourable member, as 
a practical man, must know very well that 
his proposition could not be carried out 
without full inquiry being made as to how 
these subdivisions were to take place. It 
was not his original intPntion to di \"idc the 
runs at all, although he admitted the 
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justice of it in the case of the Central and 
Northern reserves. To follow the advir.e 
of the honourable member would simply 
result in the shelving of the measure 
altogether. 

Mr. MclLwRAITH reminded the Premier 
that he did exactly the same thing last 
year, and it was useless for him to insinuate 
that he had any object to serve in wanting 
resumptions to be kept back. It might 
suit the honourable membpr's purpose to 
make such insinuations, but he claimed 
that he had put the true solution of the 
matter before the Premier. 

Mr. }fAcRossAN said this long and tedi­
ous discussion ought to prove to honoura­
ble gentlemen who had so faithfully fol­
lowed the Ministry, the unprofitable return 
of the discussions they had had for the 
last two sessions on this Railway Reserves 
J3ill. There had been no measure before 
the House that had been so obstructive to 
the rear business of the country. It was 
introduced under the pretence of making 
certain railways, which the Government 
were compelled to take in hand or suffer 
loss of office. They came down hastily 
with a crude measure, by which they were 
going to make half-a-dozen railways out of 
the proceeds of sales of land in certain 
reserves. J3ut, in point of fact, no Rail­
way Reserve J3ill was required for the pur­
pose. They had within their power, by 
the 55th section of the Act of 1869, to 
reserve all lands whieh might be required 
for the purpose of making railways. All 
that was wanted was a J3ill of one elause 
providing that the proceeds of the sale of 
the land should be applied to making rail­
ways. Instead of adopting that simple 
plan, they came down with a Bill, agitat­
ing the whole of the country, which they 
were eompelled to admit was not a railway­
making Bill at all, but a land Bill. By the 

· same clause to which he had referred the 
Ministry had the power of resuming those 
lands, and proclaiming that they were open 
for selection and alienation under the Act 
of 1876. But, in truth, the Bill was . 
neither a railway Bill nor a land Bill. It 
was simply a Bill to enable the Govern­
mpnt, which was then in a very precarious 
state of existence, to tide over two sessions 
of Parliament. The honourable gentlemen 
who had so patiently followed the Mini>'try 
had actually assisted the Ministry to ob­
struct the public business. If it had not 
been for this Railway Reserves l3ill, some 
of these railways might have been com­
menced by this time. What was the use 
of Government trying to force upon the 
pastoral lessees what they called a con­
cession, but which the pastoral lessees 
repudiated and would not accept ? It was 
no concession at all, but a mea.m by which 
the MinisLry were endeavouring to reetify 
the gross blunder they committed last year, 
of deciding to make railways from the sale 

of land. They had found out since that 
they could not do so, and had been brought 
round to adopt the policy of the Opposition 
of making railways on loan, and merely 
selling sufficient land to pay interest. One 
result of that blunder was, that they had 
rendered insecure the tenure which was 
hitherto supposed to be secure. Agitation 
had taken place all over the colony, and 
outside it, by capitalists, and influence had 
been brought to bear upon Ministers, who 
had been induced to bring this forward as 
a concession which gentlemen on the Oppo­
sition side of the House said was no con­
cession at all ; and the Government had 
wasted a whole day in trying to compel 
them to accept it. The honourable mem­
ber for Blackall had " let the cat out o£ the 
bag " by saying that these lands, if thrown 
open, would be selected. He had always 
understood that to facilitate selection was 
one of the principles of the Liberal party. 
They had been repeatedly told by several 
members on the other side of the House, 
especially by the honourable members for 
Cook a.nd Ea.st Moreton, that the conces­
sion o£ giving the squatter the tenure o£ 
hall' the run would prevent the land being 
taken from him until it was actually re­
quired. That concession already existed. 

Mr. MAcDoNALD: Thernnswillbepicked 
all over. 

Mr. MAcRossAN said some might be 
picked all over, but he believed they would 
be very few indeed. He believed that the 
objections of the honourable member for 
Blackall were purely personal ones, and 
that if he attended less to his own interest 
and more to those of the country it would be 
better. He fathered upon him the objec­
tions which had been raised to the Bill. 
The difference between the new clause of 
the Premier and the amendment of the 
honourable member for Port Curtis was 
this : In the one case, the pastoral tenants 
would be simply the tenants-at-will of the 
Government ; and, in the other, the tenants­
at-will of Parliament. He preferred the 
parliamentary tenure; and if it came to 
a division, he should vote for the amend­
ment of the honourable member for Port 
Curtis. At the same time, he thought he 
had made a mistake in proposing that 
amendment, because, if it were carried, the 
Opposition might afterwards be told tl;lat 
they had obtained a concession which in 
reality was not a concession. 

Mr. MAcDoNALD said he had no doubt 
that honourable members on the other side 
would vote for the amendment of the hon­
ourable mmnber for Port Curtis, because 
it had been proposed by him ; but he 
should like to point out to them reasons 
why they should not support it, i£ they 
studiE'd the intrrests of the lessees. 
Under the proposed new clause, six months' 
notice o£ resumption had first to be given, 
and at the eud of that time schedules 
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would have to be laid before Parliament 
for sixty days. The honourable member 
for Port Curtis wished to reverse this, and 
give the sixty days' notice first. A great 
many of these runs were held by capi­
talists who lived in the other colonies, and 
the consequence would be that, bPforethey 
could receive notice of the schedules, the 
sixty days would, in all probability, have 
expired, and the six months' notice to be 
given afterwards would be a mere farce; 
by giving six months' notice first, however, 
they would have time, i£ they were not 
living in the colony, to come down to Par­
liament and explain if any good reasons 
existed why the runs should not be resumed. 
Another reason was, that some change of 
Government might meanwhile take place. 
He had been accused by the honourable 
member for Port Curtis with having said 
that members on the Opposition side did not 
represent the squatters; but that honourable 
member knew·wPll that these remarks were 
called forth arid were intended especially 
in answer to the honourable members for 
Maranoa and W arrego, who had said re­
peatedly. that the squatters did not want 
this concession. He (Mr. MacDonald) felt 
bound to inform the committee that they 
d~d not represent the feelings of the squat­
ters. Thl' honourable member for Port 
Curtis had made other offensive remarks 
about him; but they were not worth notic­
ing. His vindictiveness towards him was 
well known inside and outside the House, 
and his attacks were, therefore, not worth 
heeding. He could afford to treat them, as 
hitherto, with perfect contempt. They might 
carry weight with the needy, seedy, toady­
ing members who thought proper to support 
him. The honourable member for Ken­
nedy had said that he had shown his hand 
that evening, and that he had been the cause 
of all the obstruction. That was the true 
reason of obstruction on the part of the 
Opposition-they had obstructed this mea­
sure for the purpose of trying to injure 
him. The honourable member for Port 
Curtis said last year that, because the 
measure would benefit two or three mem­
ber! on the Government side, the Opposi­
tion would vote against it. Last year he 
(Mr. MacDonald) mentioned that he would 
give up the half or even the whole of his 
run, if it were necessary to the carrying of 
the Railway Reserves Bill. He believed 
in the necessity for the construction of rail­
ways in the Central district. Of course, it 
was well known that he had runs in the 
railway reserves. I£ honourable members 
of the Opposition had runs there, they 
would act differently, and appreciate the 
amendment now before the committee. 
He did not object to settlement ; but he 
did not think it was to the interest of the 
colony that a few peoplll sholl.ld have the 
right to pick over t.he whole of eve:ry rlJ.n. 
Thllre would be ample time for that when 

the first portions had been utilised. He 
was not an advocate for free-selection be­
fore survey. 

Mr. PALMER said the honourable mem­
ber for Blaekall had admitted that he 
was actuated by personal interest; and, so 
far as he could see, that was the only 
motive that actuated that honourable 
member-that was the only time when he 
came to the front. He had accURed him 
last year of treating with the Governmrnt, 
and he did so still. The honourable mrm­
ber thought he was getting a concession 
from the Go>erument; but he was getting 
none, and he would find out his mistake. 
The ,Attorney-Gem'ral had said that the 
object of the honourable member for Jl.fara­
noa was to defeat the Bill. That was also 
his (Mr. Palmer's) object. He maintained 
that a worse Bill was never brought before 
the House in the interests of the country. 
He was satisfied that the Treasurer would 
feel it in a few months, for a great]Jart of 
the resources of the country would be tied 
up for special purposes, ancl would not be 
available for g2neral purposes. He hacl 
endeavoured to impress upon the GoYern­
ment that it would be a very small com·es­
sion to give the pastoral tenants a parlia­
mentary title instead of a title from the 
Minister for Lands. But the Minister for 
Lands had not chosen to do so. :For his 
own part, he did not think the new clause 
was worth the paper which it was written on. 
His amendment would give a very small 
concession-a very miserable one. But, as 
the GoYernment did not choose to accept 
it, he would not press it. Even if his 
amendment were accepted, he would still 
deem it his duty to vote against the clause 
as a whole; and he hoped, with the assist­
ance of the casting vote of the Chairman, 
he would negative it. He withdrew the 
amendment. 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 
Mr. MciLwRAI'l'H said that the honour­

able member for Bulimba objected to the 
whole of the lands within the several dis­
tricts being reserved for purposes of rail­
way construction. He would point out to 
him and other honourable members that, 
by the amendment before the committee, 
they were going to affirm that the whole of 
the lands should be devoted to railway con­
struction, and at the same time they had 
before them the Financial Separation Bill, 
the principle of which was that the colony 
should be divided into districts, and that 
each district should apportion its lands for 
the payments of its debts and for other 
purposes. :M:erPly to get the Government 
out of a teclmical difficulty, they were going 
to vote these lands for railway construc­
tion. By this amendment, it was ostensi­
bly proposed that only half Rhould be 
devoted to that purpose, but in reality all 
was reserved. His suggestion to get out 
oE thi~ difficulty wa~ to take only half the 
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run, leaving the other hal£ under lease, and 
leaving it to the consideration of the House 
as to what should be clone with it for the 
future. He wished to bring prominently 
before honourable members on the other 
side that they were making a difficulty 
which they would not be abie to get over 
when they came to consider the Financial 
Separation Bill-they were stultifying 
themselves. The responsibility of creat­
ing this difficulty lay with them, how­
ever. 

Mr. W ALSH said he was vPry glad that 
the honourable member for Port Curtis had 
withdrawn his amendment, because he 
should have to vote against it. He hoped 
the committee would vote against the tying­
up principle contained in the clause pro­
posed by the Premier, and that the Minis­
ter for Lands would feel bound to reply to 
the last powerful argument used by the 
honourable member for Maranoa. 

Mr. GRnms, referring to the remarks of 
the honourable member for JVIaranoa, ad­
mitted that he had strong objection to the 
Bill; but he did not see why he should not 
on that account endeavour to make it less 
objectionable. He believed there was a 
substantial concession in the clause, and 
that it would have the effect of giving the 
pastoral tenants six months' additional time. 

Mr. "\V ALSH said that he thought the 
Opposition had, surely, a perfect right to 
say that they did not want the concession; 
considering that it was offered by the other 
side to their mortal enemies, the squatters, 
he would look upon it with considerable 
distrust. He hoped the Premier would 
withdraw the clause altogether, for it ought 
never to have been introduced. Its intro­
duction was contrary to the Standing Orders 
and to the practice of Parliament, seeing 
that the nature of it had ah·eacly been 
negatived; but he would not raise that 
point now. 

Mr. GRAHAM said that, if the Opposition 
desired a concession, they would be very 
glad to get it; but that was a very different 
thing to ramming it clown their throats, to 
suit a few individuals on the other side. 
He should vote agamst the clause. To 
ignorant people there might be an apparent 
benefit ; but there was no real benefit in it. 

Mr. MACROSSAN said he thought the Pre­
mier should reply to the honourable member 
for Maranoa. He believed that this Bill 
would become law before the Financial 
Separation Bill could be passed. By this 
measure they withdrew from the financial 
district of Wide Bay and Burnett the 
whole of the lands in that district, and 
placed the proceeds for the purposes of 
railway construction. No other district in 
the colony proposed by the Financial Sep­
aration Bill would be placed in the same 
condition, for, although certain lands would 
be taken away for railway construction, 
there would still be a large quantity left. 
He belitwed thl\.t the Treasurer was sincere 

in introducing his Financial Separation 
Bill; but he should consider whether the 
mannC'r in which Government proposed to 
deal with the Wide Bay and Burnett lands 
would not obstruct its progress. 

'rhe CoLONIAL TREASURER thought that 
the matter would be better dealt with 
under the Financial Separation Bill, a.nd 
when that Bill came under discussion, he 
would be glad to hear the honourable 
member explain any anomaly that he 
might believe existed in it. He would, 
however, point out that under the 11th 
clause of the Railway Reserves Bill, the 
land, although primarily devoted to the con­
struction of railways, would not be alto­
g 'ther lost to each district, as after that 
object had been fulfilled, any surplus 
could be cleYotecl to whatever purpose 
Parliament chose. The Wide Bay lands 
would, therefore, not be lost, as the Bill 
clearly did not contemplate that every 
shilling should be spent on railways. 

Mr. MciLWRAITH maintained that under 
the Yery clause the Treasurer had quoted, 
the lands were devoted to pay off the cost 
of the construction of rail ways, and so long 
as there were any railways to construct, 
they could not be devoted to any other 
purpose. The Bill devoted all the lands in 
"\Vide Bay to railway construction, and no 
doubt under the Financial Separation Bill 
they were devoted to another purpose. This 
was a difficulty that would arise. He was 
always met with an evasive answer from 
Government, to the effect that it was not the 
proper time to consider his suggestions ; but 
he thought it was the proper time to tell 
members ~wishing to pass a good Bill, that 
they were taking measures to defeat their 
own object. 

Mr. MAcRossAN believed that the Gov­
ernment contemplated the Financial Sepa­
ration Bill before the session began, and it 
should have been introduced before the 
Railway Reserves Bill. He feared that 
the Treasurer saw the objection raised by 
the honourable member for Maranoa as 
clearly as he did himseH, and saw, also, 
that it would be used by some honourable 
member to block the progress of the Finan­
cial Separation Bill. 

Mr. J. ScoTT said that, if the Govern­
ment really wished to make some conces­
sion to the squatters, they would accede to 
an amendment that he was about to pro­
pose, the effect of which was, that in the 
third line of the clause the words "not be 
dissented from " be omitted, with a view 
of inserting "be assented to " in their 
place. 

Mr. vV ALSH said that this would really 
change the whole clause and Bill. He 
wished to know if the Premier consented to 
the amendment, and, if not, his reasons for 
not doing so? 

The PREMIER said this was the old dis­
cussion all over again. He had expec· 
tecl this amendment; but did not intend, at 
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that time of the night, to discuss the differ­
ence between the Acts of 1868 and 1869; 
the amendment proposed to revert to the 
Act of 1868. 

Mr. IVORY had not yet heard what boon 
tbe new clause professed to bestow on 
tLe country. Putting aside the question, 
whether it was a boon to the pastoral 
t<·nants or not, he wanted to know of what 
value it would be to the country, and why 
they had been kPpt there all the clay, dis­
cussing an amendment by the Premier on 
his own Bill. 

The PREMIER would not occupy any more 
time in the discussion. 

Mr. IvoRY wanted to know the Premier's 
reason for pressing this clause, as it was 
neither desired by the committee nor by 
the country. 

Mr. WALSH suggested that it was brought 
in to satisfy the honourable member for 
Blackall; for that one vote, the Govern­
ment had introduced a complete innovation 
on their own measure. 

Mr. MAcDoNALD always understood 
that the clause was introduced to meet the 
wishes of a large number of persons who 
had petitioned from the Central districts, 
and it would be of great use to many of 
them; although, no doubt, they would 
have preferred being under the conditions 
of the Act of 1868. He thought that those 
who voted against the clause would repent 
it when they returned to their constituents. 

Mr. IvoRY objected to the honourable 
member who had just sat down always an­
swering for Ministers. He still wanted to 
know if Government insisted in pressing a 
clause not required by the country? 

The PREMIER said that he had already 
told the honourable member that no 
amendment which he brought forward 
would satisfy him. 

Mr. IvoRY said the Premier could easily 
satisfy him if he tried. 

Mr. J. ScoTT regretted that the Premier 
would not accede to his amendment ; the 
principle of it had been accepted by the 
fullest House thej had had that session. 

Mr. IvoRY thought the Premier would 
facilitate business if he would withdraw 
his amendment, which would be no im­
provement on his own Bill. This clause 
would be considered by the Press at large 
as a concession to the squatters, which 
would create an impression injurious to the 
Premier's own interests. 

Question-That the words proposed to 
be omitted stand part of the amendment­
put and carried. 

Question-That the new clause, as read, 
be inserted after clause 5 of the Bill-put. 

The House divided. 
AYES, 22. 

MessrB. flriffith, Thorn, Douglas, Dickson, 
Miles, Kingsford, Stewart, King, Hockings, 
Bailey, McLean, Fra•er, Garrick, MacDonald, 
Beattie, Tyre!, Murphy, Grimes, Pe1•kins1 
FoClte1 Scott, ~:nd Fo:t. 

NOES, 10. 
Messrs. Palmer, Walsh, Mcilwraith, Ivory, 

Haly, Graham, Steveuson, Buzacott, Macrossan, 
and O'Sullivan. 

The question was, therefore, resolved in 
the affirmative. 

The PREMIER proposed that the follow­
ing new sub-section be added to clause 7 :-

All lands within two miles of any line of 
railway within the said reserves except such 
part thereof as shall be reserved for township 
reserves or public purposes shall be set a par~ as 
homestead areas under the Crown Lands Alien­
ation Act of 1876. 
This, he would explain, was merely intJ::o­
ducing the principle of the vVestP~n Rarl­
way Act, which it was !hought desrrable to 
insert in the present Brll. 

Mr. vV ALSH doubted if such an amend­
ment could be moved, the Bill having been 
re-committpd for a special purpose. This 
clause would alter the whole nature of the 
Bill ; but, if the Government liked to make 
a jumble of their own measures, he would 
not fight against them. . 

Question-That the new sub-sectiOn, as 
read stand part of the Bill-put ancl passPd. 

Tl~e CHAIRMAN reported the Bill with 
further amendmPnts. The report was 
adopted, and the third rrading fixed to 
stand as an Order of the Day for to­
morrow. 




