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816 Liquor Retailers, Ete., Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Tuesday, 4 Octo1Je1', 1881. 

Liquor Retailers Licensi11g JHll-thircl l'i'Hding.-Con
structiou of Railways lJy Laud Grants~-Supply
resnmption of committee. - )la("alister Pension 
Dill. 

The SPEAKRR took the chair at half-past 
3 o'clock. 

LIQUOR RRTAILERR LICRl'\SI::'\G BILL 
---THlllD READIKG. 

On the motion of the COLOXL\L SECRE
TAitY (Rir "\rthur l'almer), this "Bill was read 
a third time, passed, and ordered t" be trans
mitted to the Legislative Council with the usual 
IlleSHU.ge. 

CONSTRGCTION OF RAILWAYS BY 
LAKD GRAKTS. 

The Hox. S. '\Y. GRIFFITH, without notice, 
n,sked the Premier whether there was any proba
bility of n,ny scheme for the construction of 
railways by llLnd grants being brought forward 
during the present session, or whether there was 
any possibility of it? 

The PRRl\IIIUl (:\Ir. l\Tcllwraith) replied that 
there wn,s no probability; he could not answer 
for possibilities. 

HUPPLY-U:ESl'l\IPTIOX OF 
COMMITTEE. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the House 
went into Committee for the further consider<t
tion of Hupply. 

The ::\IIKIS1'ER FOR LANDS (::\Ir. Perkins), 
in moving that the item £7,2GO for salaries for 
the Ln,nds Department be granted, said there 
were four small increases of salaries-three of £25 
and one of £5. There was n,lHO an increase in the 
item for advertising, which had been very hen,vy. 

(~uestion put and Jmssed. 
The MINISTEil FOR LANDS moved the 

item £7,760 for sn,le of land and contingencies ; 
and said it was a slight decrease upon the amount 
voted !:1st year. 

l\Ir. :McLEAN said he would like to direct 
attention to a motion which he brought before 
the House during ln,st session, calling for a return 
of the number of selections, and the names of 
the selectors, made on the J ohnstone Hiver. 
At the time the return was prepared, it was 
laid on the tn,ble to be printed. The hon. 
member for Kennedy (Mr. Palmer) had this 
session cn,lled for a similar return, including 
a few additional selections that had been made 
last yen,r. He (J\.Ir. 2\IcLen,n) did not know 
what was the object of that hon. member, 
but his own object was to bring under the 
notice of the House what n,ppeared to him 
to be as nice a little hmd swindle as had ever 
been perpetrated, and he would explain his 
reasons for thn,t statement. According to that 
return there were about twenty selectors on 
the Jolmstone River, ten of whom were women. 
Under their land laws women hn,d just as much 
right to select land as men had, provided it was 
done bona fide ; but he thought by the remarks 
he had to make he would be able to show the 
Committee that those women were not IJonn 
fide selectors. Since that return had been fur
nished he had obtained some information re
specting those selections, and the names of 
seven of the selectors, as well as the names 
they were known by in Brisbane. They were 
-2\Iary Carney, known by her ccmvent name 
as Sister Cicily ; Mary Potter, or Sister Pat
rick Reverend Mother; Ellen Whitty, or l\Iother 
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Vincent De Paul ; Mary Rose Dalton, or Sister 
:\Iary Col em an ; J\Iary Urocey, or Sister :\Iary 
1\blachi ; Kate Reardon, or Sister Mary Celes
tine; and Kate Boylan, or Sister 1\Iary Lanrentia. 
There \va.s nothing, as he had ~mid, against 
those people taking up these selections provided 
they were /Jonr2 .tide selectors; but he was in· 
formed that the women who made those selec· 
tions took a vow of poverty. lf a person took 
up a selection he had to make a declaration that 
he took it up for his own use and benefit, and 
not as the agent of another party. He had been 
informed by those who ought to know that those 
women, when they entered a convent, took upon 
themselve.s the vow of poverty, and, therefore, in 
making that declaration it was made falsely. He 
did not say that the women made that declara
tion knowing it was false--

The PIU~J\IIER: Who gave you the infor
mation? 

1\Ir. ::\IcLE.\.X said it was sufficient for the 
Premier to know that he (Mr. ;yrcLean) had the 
information, and if the Premier wanted to find 
out something more about the matter h~ could 
easily do it. He wished to point out to the 
Committee that those women had been made use 
of. They had been got at by someone to sign 
the declaration, not in their own name. but 
for some other party ; for it was well kiwwn 
that they could not hold the land for their 
own use. Another fact in connection with 
this matter was that two justices of the peace 
witneBsetl for each other, on behalf of one l\Ir. 
J<'itzgeralcl and, he thought, two or three sons of 
his. Another remarkable fact in connection with 
this was that the son of Mr. I•'itzgeralcl was a 
surveyor in the locality at the time. Here they 
had some twenty-two persons selecting from 
2;5,000 to 26,000 acres of land-evidently a ring
all of the selectors being connected by marriage, 
family ties, association, or by one 'interest or 
another. He did not bring forward this case 
because the parties who had taken up the land 
belonged to a different church, but simply to 
show the manner in which the land had been 
tttken up. The l\1inister for Lands must have 
known that in making those declarations the 
women who made them could not httve done it 
on their own account; they might have been 
perfectly innocent, but were induc0d by some 
person to take it up. This was a matter that 
deserved to be taken cognizance of by the Com
mittee. He had a particular objection to any
one taking up land in the colony by such means 
as was plainly indicated by the return and by 
the names he had given. Attention ought to 
be called to the matter. He had been in
formed, as he had just remarked, that neRrly 
all of those who had taken up land were con· 
nected, either. by n1arriage, or by ast:;ociatiout5, 
or by sometlung or other. He had no objec
tion to the men taking up the land; they were 
quite entitled to do ~o. If the hon. Minister for 
Lands could prove that the land had been taken 
up by the women-he did not care whether they 
belonged to '" convent or what they !J,·longe.d 
to-but if they had taken up the land for therr 
own use and benefit, he had no oJ,jeetion; 
but he thought that the attention of the House 
ought to he called to a matter of this kind, 
so 'that the tlovernment might he able to know 
whether the land had been taken up bowl fide or 
not. 

The MIXISTim FOit J,AXDS srri<l that 
during the harangue the hem. member hacl just 
favoured the Committee with he ("\Ir. Perkins) 
httd felt quite sure the hon. gentleman did not 
understand the charge he httd tried to make 
out. He had brought forward the names of 
several ladies who he (:\Jr. Perkins) was sure 
had nothing whatever to be ashameu of. He 
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(Mr. Perkins) did not know of any ~'\.et which 
prevented a woman, provided she was not 
married, from taking up land. If women 
were enterprhdng enough, or foolish enough, 
to take up land and had money to spend, 
he should not be one to interfere with them. 
He might tell the Committee that all he 
knew about those transactions he had learned 
by accident, for the papers had neYer come b<;>
fore him. But there were rumours that vast 
sums uf money had been made by persons ; and 
as some people could not keep their tongues 
quiet, something got abroad that caused him to 
ask 1\Ir. Tully, the Surveyor-General, certain 
questions in the office in connection with the 
matter. He thought that occurred sometime 
after the-opening of the session, and it was the 
first information he had got on the subject. He 
did not see anything wrong in it, nor did he see 
why people-whether they were in a nunnery or 
anywhere else-if they had the means, should 
not be entitled to take up land, and he thought 
the law was such that it enabled them to do 
so-especially when all the contingencies that 
surrounded the subject were considered. He 
dealt with such persons as ordinary individuals, 
whether they were in the convent or out of it. 
As to the statement made by the hon. gentleman 
that those ladies had mistaken their calling, the 
hon. member was altogether mistaken. The person 
who had given the hon. gentleman the informa
tion had put him on the wrong· ~cent. He (:\h. 
p,,rkins) did not profess to know much ttbout 
nuns or Good Templars; but nevertheless he 
believed he was quite justified in saying 
that the ladies belongi<rg to the convent were 
not bound to make a~ry declaration of the 
kind the h<m. gentleman had intimated; some 
of them went into the convent with ample 
means, am! \vere quite free to use them as they 
elected. He had heard, however, that there was 
some order existing of which one of the qualifica
tions of membership was to live in a state of 
poverty, hut he did not know. He did not see 
anything wrong in those people selecting on the 
J ohnstone Hiver. It had always been a cry that 
people of means should be induced to take up 
land in the colony, and he could only say that 
the hon. gentleman might make his mind easy 
with regard to these ,eJections, and when the 
case of those ladie• came to be dettlt with the.y 
would be treated as other per>ons. 

The Hox. R. W. GRIF:FITH said that in 
connection with the matter under discussion, he 
might say that he had seen a statement the other 
clay in the Daily Ousene>·-a paper which was 
generally sn pposed to indicate the views of the 
Government-which was contained in what pur
porte<l to be an authori>'ed biography of the 
late lamented Bishop Quinn. It was there 
stated that, amongst that reverend gentleman's 
speculations, he had recently acquired about 
2i'i,OOO acr·es of sugar land in the northern part of 
the colony at a low price-some shillings per acre 
-which was already worth some two or three 
pounds an acre. He (l\Ir. Griffth) wondered if 
the two things could be put together, as he 
did not know of any other place where such 
large pieces of sugar land had been selected. 
There was another matter to which he desired 
to call attention, but unfortunately the papers 
in connection with the matter were not avail
able. They had been moved for long ago, and 
were laid on the table last week, bnt were 
not yet printerl. They just showed what they 
had complained of, that the present Govern
ment cared onlv for alienating land at lower 
prices to pastoral lessees, and raising the prices 
to the selectors. 

The niiXISTER J:'OR LAXDS : Will the 
hon. gentleman tell me in what case? 
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Mr. McLEAN said he had lately put some 
questions to the Minister for Lands with refer
ence to some pre-emptions that had been mn.de 
by Sir JohnO'Shanassy on 'Veribone Run. The 
hon. gentleman's answer was satisfactory and 
straightforward, and he (Mr. McLean) called 
for a return which the hon. gentleman laid upon 
the table of the House. He would just as briefly 
as possible give an outline of the circumstances 
of the case: A gentleman from Surat called 
upon him to see if it was not possible for him 
to get a piece of the land. He did not ask the 
gentleman his name, so he could not give it; 
but it appeared that a little over three years 
ago a portion of the land in the 'V estern 
Railway Reserve was put up for sale by auction. 
It was not sold, and afterwards it was selected 
by Mr. Kevin O'Shanassy and a Mr. Foote, 
who paid the first year's rent on the selec
tions, and after paying the first years's rent 
they allowed the selections to be forfeited. 
After the selections were forfeited-there were 
five of them, he thought, one being in the rail
way reserve-they were not open to be taken 
up by pre-emption. Notwithst::tnding the re
strictions under the Western Railway Act and 
the Pastoral Leases Act, that the lands were not 
to be offered for pre-emption, Sir John O'Shanassy 
wired to the Minister for Lands, and the Min
ister for Lands, in reply, allowed Sir John 
O'Shanassy to step in and pre-empt those lands 
at something like 10s. per acre, while the law dis
tinctly forbade that such a thing should be done. 
The law was very explicit on the matter-that 
land that had been put up for sale and selected 
should not be open for pre-emption. J'\ otwith
standing that, the Minister for Lands allowed Sir 
John O'Shanassy to pre-empt lands. The most 
remarkable feature was this : that the pre
emptions were made, he thought, about the 
middle of July, and the deeds were issued 
already. He did not think it was customary to 
issue deeds in such great haste as had been done 
in the case referred to. In the month of July 
Sir John O'Shanassy made a pre-emption, a.nd 
some two months afterwards the deeds were 
issued, and the thing was beyond remedy, not
withstanding that the law was very distinctly 
against the action of the Minister in connection 
with the subject. He had no doubt they should 
hear more about the matter when the papers 
were printed, but that the Minister for Lands 
had gone in direct opposition to the law there 
was no doubt whatever. The Minister, perhaps, 
might be able to give some explanation of the 
matter. It might be that he (Mr. McLean) was 
wrong, or it mighif' be that the papers were 
wrong ; but what he had stated was the sum 
and substance of the transaction, and might be 
proved when the papers were l~tid upon the table 
of the House. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said th11t the 
hon. member had told the Committee th11t the 
selectors had paid only one year's rent. 'L'he land 
was thrown open and sold at 5s. per acre ; it was 
offered at auction first, and JIIIr. Kevin O'Shanassy 
and another selected it. They each paid 3s. per 
acre on their selections, and an additional 10s. 
per acre was paid by Sir John O'Shanassy after
wards. Looking into the matter, he (Mr. Per
kins) said a great injustice had been done to 
that gentleman, because he was denied the right 
of pre-emption some years ago, when the hon. 
member occupied the Lands Office. Knowing 
what a valu11ble colonist Sir John O'Shanassy 
was, and what an interest he took in queensland, 
and seeing that 3s. an acre cash down had 
already been paid on each selection, and they 
had got 10s. an acre for the land, he (l\fr. Per
kins) thought the State had made a very good 
bargain. The land was not of the first quality, 
but only of the second ; and he could only say 

that if the hon. gentleman saw it, or his in
formant saw it-and he thought he knew where 
the hon. gentleman's informant was-he would 
say it was a good b::trgain for the country. 

Mr. McLEAN said the p11pers that were laid 
on the table of the House bore out every word 
he had stated. Sir John O'Shanassy was warned 
by the Under Secretary for Lands that he could 
not pre-empt the land after the application to 
the Hon, John Douglas had been made. As to 
the injustice suffered by Sir John O'Shanassy, 
he (Mr. McLean) could not see it; but, whatever 
injustice a man might suffer, the Minister for 
Lands could not go against the l11w as laid down. 
He had noticed that whenever a deputation 
waited upon the Minister for 'Vorks asking for 
a certain thing, he invariably asked his "Gnder 
Secretary what the law on the subject was, and 
he would abide by the law; but the Minister 
for Lands, when he w11s informed that such-and
such was the law, said "Oh ! never mind; it is 
not what the law says, it is what I say." The 
hon. gentleman appeared to be a law unto him
self, and he (Mr. McLean) thought the sooner 
a Bill was passed authorising the :Minister for 
Lands to violate the laws the better, as he would 
do so in any case. There was no doubt whatever 
that Sir John O'Shanassy had been allowed to 
violate the existing laws ; but, now that he had 
obtained his title deeds, there was no remedy. 
The Minister for Lands was deserving of the 
se\·erest condemnation, and that would be seen 
by hon. members when the papers in connection 
with this case were laid before them. 

Mr. GRU'FITH said he had now the papers 
before him, and could give the Committee some 
information on the manner in which the land 
laws were being administered. The JIIIinisterfor 
Lands had not only acted in defiance of the law, 
but had done so in spite of very decided 
warnings given him. "Gnder the 'Vestern Rail
way Act it was provided that, when land 
was resumed from lease in the 'Vestern Hail
way Heserve, the resumption should have the 
effect of withdrawing them from lease to a 
certain extent, but not altogether. Subsection 
4 of section 5 provided :--

~~The lessee shall have and mav exercise the right of 
pre-emption conferred upon him~by the 54th section of 
the said Act over any part of his run that shall not for 
the time being have been so re5erved or selected, or 
have been proclaimed for sale by auction) or open to 
selection by conditional purchase, or as a homestead 
area." 

That was the law. The lessee's right of pre
emption existed until the land was proclaimed 
open for sale by auction or selection. The land 
in question was proclaimed open for sale by 
auction by a proclamation dated 21st Sep
tember, 1877; and afterwards, by a procla
mation dated 21st Xovember, 1877, this land 
was proclaimed open for selection, and two 
selections were taken up-one by :Mr. Henry 
J<'ootc, on the 2nd March, 1878, and the other 
by Mr. Kevin O'Shanassy, on the 28th March, 
1878. That showed that the land was with
out doubt withdrawn from pre-emption. These 
gentlemen appeared to have paid a little rent. 
Mr. Kevin O'Shanassy got 3, 711 acres at 
£278 6s. 6d. a year, which was Is. 6d. an acre. 
About that time, or before these selections were 
made, it appeared that Sir John O'Shanassy 
wrote to 1Ir. Douglas, then Minister for Lands, 
asking to be allowed to pre-empt, and there was 
a memorandum enclosed containing a number of 
questions to which answers were given. This 
correspondence was sent by Sir John O'Shanassy 
to the present Minister for Lands in April of the 
present year, and this was the memorandum of 
questions :-

" l. .Am I, as lessee of 1Yeribone Station, comprjsed of 
six blocks, entitled to pm·chase any portion of the land 
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now surveyed on tlw south side of the Balonne River, 
namely-Yealbon, Yealbon Sonth, and:.Uaccadilla blocks, 
by virtue of any pre-eml)tive rights r-If so, when\-' Ko. 
'£he land has been proclaimed for sale by auction. 

" 2. Am I able to get these runs or blocks consoli
dated for that purpose!--'rhese runs or blocks having 
been already surveyed, can I take the portion io which 
I may be entitled as surveyed, or how? Xo. 

"3. :Jfy ilnprovements on :\Iaccadilla block, consisting 
of good homestead, cattle-yards, paddock, etc., valued 
at about £1,000 ; the area as snrYeyed on this run or 
block is 5,564 acres : Can I purchase to the value of the 
improvements under the 5·ith elause of the Act of 
1869 i--If so, how? Compensation for the impro""Vements 
on portions sold will be nutde on their value as apprai~ed. 
To the seeond, • X o.' " 

At the same time, Mr. Douglas had written to Sir 
John O'Shanassy that, under the Act, he conld 
not pre·empt; and here was a formal answer sent 
on the 5th July, 1878, by the Under Secretary 
for Lands:-

·• Sir,-I have the honour to acknowledg-e your letter 
of the 15th ultimo, applying to be allowed to consolidate 
the runs noted in the margin, and to inform :you that 
you 'vill be allowed to consolidate under the circunl
st.ance stated, but it will be 11nderstood that the right 
of making pre-emptiYe selections will not extend to any 
lancl which has been offered for sale or selection; and 
in the case of land surveyed for sale the GovernlUent 
reserve the right of withholding that class of land from 
pre-emptive selection if deemed clesirable. 

'"I have etc 
u'w. X. TITLLY, 

"Sir John O'Shanassy." 
"Under Secretary. 

Then the matter appeared to have dropped until, 
on the 9th April of the present year, the Land 
Commissioner at Surat wrote to the Secretary for 
Lauds a letter to this effect :-

"I have the honour to inform Yon that there seems 
to be more demand for land at thiS }Jlace for selection
lnore especially in large area~. I would, therefore, 
~trou;dy suggest that the undermentioned forfeited 
selection8 be declared O}Jeu for selection." 

The selections mentioned were those of }'oote 
and Keviu O'Shanassy. He did not see any 
answer to that letter, but the same mouth 
Sir .r ohn O'Shanassy wrote to the Secretary 
for Public Lands, and asked to renew his appli
cation made to Mr. Douglas. Then there was 
some more correspondence. There was a telegram 
from Sir John O'Shauassy, dated 17th May, 
1881-the previous application not having been 
deltlt with-which was as follows:-

"See my application containing portions I wiRh to 
lH'e-empt, not forfeit. Please explain your intentions 
thereon. 1Vhy not proclaim smaller areas for selec
tion~" 

Bir J olm O'Shanassy wished to pre-empt and 
not forfeit. Not forfeit what? \Vhy, the selec
tions of Mr. l<'oote and Mr. Kevin O'Shanassy. 
But what had he got to do with them? 'rt 
seemed very singular that Sir John O'Shanassy 
wanted to pre-empt and not forfeit other people's 
land. Upon this telegram he (Mr. Uriffith) 
found a memorandum of the Under Becretary 
for Public Lands, dated 11th of June, which 
appeared to be the next part of the transac· 
tion:-

" The ·weribone Station, Jiaranoa District, is within 
the \V estern Railway Reserve, and consists of the fol
lowing runs:- Yealbon, Yealbon South, :J.Iaccadilla, 
Colg-oon, Dunga, and Dunga South; all of which are 
held under lease by Sir John O'Shanassy. 

''These runs have been consolidated under the pro
visions of the Railway Reserves Act, so that the lessee 
is entitlml to consolidate his pre-emptive selections in 
one block. The right to purchase under pre-e1nption, 
in virtue of the leasehold of the above runs, extends 
to six blocks of 2,560 acres, or a total area of 15,360 
acres of land that for the time being has not been 
reserved or selected, or has lJeen proclaimetl for sale 
by auction or open to selection. 

"In reference to the application now marle by the 
lessee to be allowed to exercise his right of prc-emption, 
I have to report that the land he applies for is comprised 
in two selections-viz .. Xos. ~8 and 29 Surat, as per 
lithograph herewith. These selections are liable to for-

feiture for non-payment of rent, but have not yet been 
proclaimed. They comprise an area of 7,738 acres, and 
were selected at an upset price of 15s. per acre. 

" lTil to the period of the land being offered at auction, 
the lessee had unquestionably the right to select on 
each run, but when he was allo,ved to consolidate his 
runs, the land he now applies for was not available, 
being at the time proclaimed for sale. The question 
therefore is whether the lessee should be allowed, not 
only to select land which has been legally withdrawn 
frmn :pre-emptive selection, but also allowed to do so at 
a price less than that by which the adjoining land has 
been selected." 
That very plainly called the attention of the 
Minister for L<1nds to the fact that the lands 
were not open to pre-emption, and also to the 
extreme undesirability of allowing the land to 
go at 10s. an acre when the adjoining land was 
selected at 15s. On the 22nd June Sir John 
O'Shanassy made another proposition in the 
shape of a telegram-

" ·will you allow transfer of Foote's and Kevin's selec. 
tions on my paying two instalments now due? Weribone 
sold if you cmnply." 

Evidently he wanted to do this for the purpose 
of completing the sale. It was an extraordinary 
telegram. The conditions could not have been 
complied with and the selections could not have 
been transferred. He (Mr. Griffith) did not know 
what opinion they had in 1\i[elbourue of the way 
the land laws were administered here when such 
a telegram as that could be sent. Then came a 
letter of the same date, June 22-

" In pursuance of 1ny letter dated last April, addressed 
to you, asking to be allowed to purchase by pre-mn:ption 
on my run known as \reribone, in the unsettled district 
of )laranoa, on the southern portion thereof, lots or 
portions 10, llA, 13, 14, and 15, parish o! Weribone, 
county of I~lgin, I have now the honour to acknowledge 
the receipt of your telegram of this date, allowing me 
the right to pre-empt these lots. I therefore beg to 
apply to exercise 1ny right to 11re-empt these lots on 
the terms stated by you, that is at 10s. per acre cash, 
without any deduction, which I am 11repared to pay into 
the Treasnr'ft at Brisbane on receipt of your official 
direction to 'i:hat effect. Requesting an early reply, etc." • 

On the 22ud .Tune the Minister for Lauds had 
sent this telegram :-

"Yes; transfer on payment of all arrears, or can 
exercise right of ].)re-Clnption; but will not credit the 
nwneys in rent." 

This was a mo"t extraordinary thing. There 
were two selections taken up and forfeited for 
two years, and which could not be transferred by 
law, and yet the request was granted by the 
Minister for Lands l 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is done 
every day. 

Mr. GIUFFITH said he knew that rent was 
received after the appointed time; but it was 
only an instance of the way in which the land laws 
were being administered. The whole transaction 
was highly discreditable. Sir John O'Shanas~y 
wanted this land, and he must get it somehow. 
On the 2nd of .T uly a minute of the Bxecutive 
Council was passed, authorising the application 
of Sir John O'Shauassy to pre-empt, and on the 
8th of July, six days afterwards, the ]an~ was 
proclaimed forfeited. A more extraordmary 
transaction had probably never been brought 
before Parliament. The land was no more open 
to pre-emption than was land in Queen street. 
A demand for the land existed in the district ; 
the demand was duly reported to the Minister, 
and what was done was simply to hand the land 
quietly over to Sir J ohu O'Shanassy without 
competition. Nearly 8,000 acres of this land, 
which veople were willing to pay 15s. an acre for 
and live upon and cultivate, were handed over 
for 10s. an acre. 

The l\IINISTBH FOR LANDS : No, 
Mr. G RIFJ<'ITH said there might be, as the' 

Minister said, many instances of this kind, bu& 
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he only knew of this one, and that had been 
brought under his notice by a decent· looking 
man who had told him that he wanted to select 
land in that district. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: N"ame! 
Mr. GRIFFITH said he did not know the 

man's name ; but he stated that learning the 
land was liable to forfeiture, he made inquiries 
at the Lands Office, and was there told that the 
land had been pre-empted. The man then 
wanted to know how that could be the case, and 
inquiry was made, which resulted in the dis
closure of the facts that had been stated. \V as 
this the way in which the land laws were 
administered and selection encouraged ? The 
House passed a law enacting that a right should 
not be exercised, except under certain circum · 
stances; and the Minister for Lands, in defiance 
of the law, allowed that right to be exercised 
under other circumstances. A more glaring case 
could not be brought under the notice of Parlia
ment. He was not able to find out from the 
papers when the deerls of the land were issued. 
Perhaps the Minister for Lands would now give 
a fuller explanation. 

The MINISTER :FOil LAXDS said the 
leader of the Opposition put on a look of horror 
and indignation at the idea of breaches of the 
law, but the hon. gentleman, he thought, was 
more accustomed to breaches of the law than 
observances of it; at all events, when he was 
dealing with his late colleagues he had never to 
go far to find breache" of the law. The hon. 
gentleman pretended that hn had discovered a 
great breach of the law because he (Mr. Per kino) 
had offered to allow two selectors to pay up their 
arrears, but the hon. gentleman must know that 
the same thing was done almost every day. A 
general expressiOn of opinion in favour of such 
a course had been given by the House, and he 
himself had last year stated that in no case 
where the selector evinced a desire to continue 
to reside· and fulfil the conditions would forfei
ture be declared. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: Hear, hear ! 
The MIN"ISTER l<'Oll LAXDS said that 

principle referred to homestead selectors, loO
acre men, and selectors of all kinds ; and if the 
applicant in this case had not been Sir ,T ohn 
O'Shanassy there would not have been HO much 
sound and fury. Had it been a "l\fac " or 
''Sandy," or a LChinan1an, or coolie, or kanaka, 
or some other of the friends to whom the hon. 
gentleman was "ko-too-ing" to at the present 
time or trying to work the oracle with, the 
thing would have been different altogether. 
The facts were, that when he came into office 
he discovered that a very great injustice had 
been clone to Sir John O'Shanassy, who had 
cast in his fortunes with the colony and become 
the purchaser of \V eribone Run some time before. 
Immediately afterwards the \V estern Hail way !le
serves Act came into operation, and the pre-emp
tive rights which Crown tenants had previou8ly 
enjoyed were taken away. Sir JohnO'Shanassy 
continually complained about the injustice of 
this measure, both to him CMr. Perkins) and to 
other members of the House, including Mr. 
Douglas; and he (Mr. Perkins), considering the 
equities of the case, had come to the conclusion 
that the proposal of Sir John O'Shanassy to take 
in satisfaction only one-half of the quantity of 
land which he had a right to pre-empt when he 
became a purchaser was a reasonable and peace
able way of settling the matter with him and 
ensuring a continuance of the good feeling which 
had been evinced by him on all previous occa
sions. If there was any man in the colony that 
deserved fair play Sir John 0 'Shana,;,:;y did. He 
did not want to extol that gentleman, 'but would 

simply say that he had cast in his lot with 
the colony, and was a very useful colonist ; 
and that the line of conduct adopted by 
the leader of the Opposition was nut calculated 
to promote the welfare of the colony or his 
own. The hon. gentleman might bawl out 
about breaches of the law, but no hon. member 
knew better how to evade the law when it suited 
him ; and he made bold to say that the hon. 
gentlen1an had done so on 1nnre occasions thCLn 
one. In dealing with these cases he (:Ur. 
Perkins) had studied the welfare of the colony 
and acted on the belief that it was better to 
leave the land in the hands of those who were 
here rathe-r than let it go to strangers. He 
maintained that 10s. per acre cash clown was 
better than l:Ss. per acre in payments extended 
over ten years ; and, in addition to that, 3s. per 
acre had been already paid on the two selec
tions. It was quite evident that these two 
young men gave up the selections because they 
would not fulfil the conditions and spend 10s. 
an acre on \V hat might be usel8.sx; iinprovmuents, 
and would not go about looking for tools and 
instruments to make declarations which were not 
correct. Sir John O'Shanassy himself stated 
that neither his son nor his overseer J<'oote would 
make false declarations, or procure anyone else to 
do so. The hon. gentlmnan 1night suggest as rr1any 
technicalities as he liked, but he was satisfied that 
the. country would by-and-bye reap a threefold 
benefit from having Sir John O'Shanassy as a 
colonist. If it were anv satisfaction to the hon. 
gentleman, he might state that the station was 
not sold. 

Mr. l\IcLKAX said the ::\Iinister for Lands 
had not made the case anv better. 'l'he hon. 
gentleman said that he "had acted for the 
good of the country, but he might have found a 
legal way of acting. The hon: member f<~r Oar
narvon had brought in a B1ll to legahoe the 
transfer of small selections to a wealthy cmn
pany, and the hon. gentleman could, if he liked, 
have brought in a Bill to alter the law imtead of 
violating it. The House was not aware that 
thc.<e selections had been dummied until the 
::\finister for Lands told them that .'lir ,John 
O'Bhanassy had stated in his own letter that he 
was prepared to pay the halanccs. It was as cle'tr 
as daylight that the illiniflter for Lands had 
broken the law, and if such breaches were of 
everyday occurrence it was unfortunate for the 
country. 

;\fr. DE S.\TCH~ said the powm· of the 
l\Iinister for Lands in (lueensland appeared to 
he so great that it wa~ hard to say where it was 
limited. Sir John O'Shanassy, it ap1wared, had 
a perfect claim to pre-em pt under the Act of 
lRG!l, but he did not exercise his right in time ; 
and when the "\Vestern Hailway Heserves Act 
and other Himilar Acts-which he did not think 
had benefited the country- were passed the 
right of pre-emption was taken away. The 
right of pre-emption under the Act of lSGD, he 
woulcl point out, \Vas given in con~ideration of 
improvements made; so that, although only 10.,, 
per acre was paid in cash, the improvements 
probably represented a sum nearly equal, making 
the coot of the land reallv from liis. to 2i\s. per 
acre. The natureofthcimp"rovements on different 
runs V1triecl very much, but the improvement" 
were mostly of a useful character, whereas thof;e 
which tpe selectors were being driven to make 
were often quite useless. l\[illions of money 
had been nselm•sly expended in N" ew South 
\Vales in that way, and there seemed a proba
bility that the same thing would take place here. 
'fo discuss the general land policy of the Uovern
ment would probably occupy a month, but he 
would take the opportunity to draw the >tttention 
uf the l\linister for Lands very emphatically to 
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the l'en,k Downs lands. Although the House 
had by negativing :1motion on the subject refused 
to take those buds out of the Railwn,y Heserves, 
he emphatically warned the Minister that if he 
wished to administer the department with regard 
to the due justice of the cn,se he should take care 
to virtually withdmw those ln,nds from selection 
:1nd put :1 higher price on them, as he hn,d done in the 
0:1se of the sugar lands in the North. Let the 
hon. gentleman, either by personn,l inspection or 
otherwisP, ascertn,in the value of those lands, and 
put a higher price on them. The extension of 
the ruilway from Clerrnont would have to be 
ca;·ried mit by-and-bye, and a large :1mmmt 
mwht then have to be paid for these lands. In
ste::td of 10s. per acre they were virtually worth 
as much as the lands on the Johnstone River. 

~Ir. ~riLES s:1id the portion of the Minister 
for Lands' remarks in which he said that selec
tor,.;, fin long as they paid a portion of their rent, 
would not be disturbed, was verv sn,tisfactory 
indeed. There were a number of selectors on 
the prairie in the Darling Downs who had taken 
up land at 20s. per acre, and had been struggling 
with great difficulties, and he was glad to hea~· 
the hnn. gentleman repeat the opinion he had 
before expressed. They were industrious men 
who h<td mn,de valuable improvements, and it 
would be" pity to drive them from the country. 
In other re::;pect~ the hon. gentlmnan'H rmnarks 
were not sati,;f<tctory. It was not wise or di8creet 
of <tny ~Iinister of the Crown to override an Act 
of J>arliament ; for what was the use of an Act 
nf Parlin,ment if it was to be set aside? ·without 
expre~~:;ing any opinion on the jnRtice of the caRe, 
he would simply s<ty that " ::\Iinister of the 
Crown, if he n1"et with any difficulty in adminis
tering an Act, should bring in a Bill to amend 
it, and not attempt to override an Act of J>ar
li,tment. 

~Ir. GR1FFITH said the ::\Iinister for Lands 
affected to think that he complained of the hon. 
gentlernan accepting rent or offering to accept 
rent in arrear. That he knew was quite usual, and 
very often <tuite proper. The offer made in this 
casp, ho\\"eYHr, wa:-:; not a proper one. It \vas :111 
offer, not to let selectors pay up their arrears of 
n'nt, but to let Hir J·ohn O'Hhanas~y pay it up 
for them and take a tran,;fpr to himself, though 
the selections coul<'l not he legally transferred. 
It wa,.; simply an offer to let Sir John O'Shana.«;y 
<lo what he liked. He was asked what he 
wanted, and, having said, wa,.; tolcl to do as he 
liken. That was not the way in which the land 
laws should be administered. The Minister for 
Lands had not the power which the hon. member 
for Mitchell and the hon. gentleman himself 
seemed to think he had. They seemed to think 
tlmt a Minister for Ln,nds occupied tfie position 
of being able to di,<pense the land to his friends 
and hand it out a.~ he liked; that, having the power 
to cnuse grants to be signed and issued, he might 
according to law or against la\v h;sue them, as 
seemed good to him in his pleasure. He would, 
however, tell the hon. gentleman that the 
Minister for Lands was bound to consider the 
public inten".ts only, and that the law bound 
him by certain instructions lest a ::Yiini,ter should 
be found who would consider the interests of 
private persons instead of the interests of the 
public. He would tell the Minister for Lands, 
and also other hon. members who appeared to 
be ignorant of it, that grants issued in defiance 
of the law were not worth the parchment they 
were written on ; and people who took them took 
a piece of parchment and very little more. Only 
within the last two months a case hail been 
decided in the J>rivy Council where, the Minister 
of the day in Kew South \Vales having allowed 
lands to be selected illegally, another person 
claimed the lands and got them. The Crown had 

no power in this country to dispose of the land 
except in accordance with law, and any attempt 
to acquire land otherwise than by law, made by 
any person-even by Her Majesty, if that were 
possible-would be utterly futile. J>eople who 
got land otherwise than under the law took a 
very insecure title, to sn,y the least of it ; and a 
Minister who violated the law after attention 
had been called to the fact occupied a very 
dangerous position. 

The PREMIER said the hon. gentleman-who 
came, no doubt, with a well-prepared brief
treated this question from an entirely legal point 
of view. In that aspect of the case he might not 
be able to follow the hon. gentleman ; but the 
House, looking to the justice and equities of the 
c:tse, would be satisfied that some of the hon. 
gentleman's arguments fell to the ground. The 
\\' estern Hail way Reserves Act of 1875, which 
was a notoriously bad Act, injured those 
who came under its operations, without doing 
any good to the State. It was acknowledged at 
the time when it was passed, not only by the 
Crown tenants, but by people outside, to be 
a failure ; and tenants were consequently in no 
hurry to rush in and secure the rights which 
were liable to be lost by effluxion of time. 
Another reason why those rights were not then ex
ercised was that most of the Crown tenants were 
not at that time in a position to exercise them. 
It might, therefore, fairly be supposed that the 
Crown tenant would reason thus : " I shall be 
treated fairly ; and if the lands are not sold by 
auction, and are not taken up by selection, 
surely my right secured under the Act of 1869 
will be reserved to me." l'\ o one of them would 
dream of the technicality put forward by the 
hon. member for North Brisbane, that the 4th 
subsection of the 5th clause meant that if lands 
were once put up to auction they could never be 
pre-empted afterwards. The intention of the 
.1\.ct, in stating that when the land was once pro
claimed Crown tenants could not pre-empt, was 
to prevent tenants from watching the Govern
ment, and stepping in to pre-empt whenever 
land was about to be put up for sale. No doubt 
the hon. member was right as to the technical 
construction of that clause, but surely such 
a strict construction was not equitable. The 
clause was inserted to prevent men from doing 
certain things against the Crown ; but after 
the land had actually been put up to auction, 
and had found no bidders, surely in equity 
the right to pre-empt might be restored. That 
was the Yiew the Minister for Lands had taken, 
and he appeared to have dealt out a sort of 
rough justice and pure equity in allowing Sir 
,John O'Shanassy to exercise the right of pro
emption which he was entitled to exercise at 
the time when that Bill passed. They could 
not have been supposed to have been in a 
position to pre-empt at that time, nor to have 
had a thorough knowledge of the law as it 
passed. J>ractically they were unbelievers in 
the working of it. He should not agree with 
the hon. member for North Brisbane whether 
this thing was strictly legal or not. He believed 
the Act was strictly equitable, and that Sir 
John O'Shanassy only got what he was entitled 
to before. 

The 1\IINISTER JfOR LAXDS: Only half. 
The I'RK!\IIER : Only half, and in addition 

bP. had to pay 33 per cent. on its value. 
1\Ir. GRU'FITH: How? 
The J>ItE::YIIER: By paying 3s. in addition 

to the 10s. He (the J>remier) knew perfectly 
well from the sniggering of the bon. member 
what he was going to say, and that he was 
going to argue that these were dummied selec
tions. \V ell, let the hon. gentleman make the 
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best of it If he wunted to know how n, selection 
passed from n, son to n, father, or from n, father to 
a son, let him ask the hon. member who was 
sitting behind him. He (the Premier) was per
fectly prepared to argue that it was e<[uitable the 
father acting to a certain extent for the son' und 
vice versa, and he said that even if the Minister 
had not acted strictly legally he had acted equit
ably in the matter. 

Mr. GlUl!'l<'ITH said that depended a aood 
den;l on what they considered equity, and on 
wluch they were considering-the interests of the 
country or the interests of the individual. The 
hon. the Premier said that Sir John O'Shanassy 
only got what he was entitled to ; and that 
he paid 33 per cent. more than he should 
haye done. The hon. gentleman forgot that 
th1s argument could only be sustained on the 
assumption that the selections were dummied. 
The whole of the defence of the Premier reated 
upon. the fact that these people were dummies 
of. S1r .John O'Shanassy. The position was 
th1s: They passed a law in 187:)-whether wise 
or not it was still the law-to expend a large 
amount of mo?-ey in the construction of railways, 
and they des1red to throw open the adjacent 
land for selection to render it more useful 
to the fltate ~han when stock ran upon it. In 
accordance with that they resumed the land und 
threw it open for selection. It was selected· but 
it now appeared that it was not really sele'cted, 
but only dummied by Sir John O'Rhanassv. 
That was to keep other selectors out of it. He 
did not think that, because Sir ,John O'Shanassy 
thought it worth his while to spend 3s. an acre 
and. to put others in his place until his friends 
got mto office, he wa8 worthy of consideration on 
that account. 8ir John O'Shunassy then said 
why should they not let him back into possession, 
and asked what harm there could be in it? But 
since then the railway had been constructed 
to Roma and the land had been improved to 
that extent. Yet he asked to be again put in 
possession, and in the same positiun as he was 
four years ago. His right~ being entirely gone 
four years back, he asked to be restored to his 
position. \V 11s that equitable, or was it inequit
able and unjust? The Premier said that sup
posing it turned out that no one wanted the 
land, why should not the lessee go in again? 
There was no reason if the law allowed it. 
But the law did not allow it ; and, moreover 
there was a demand for land in that district: 
They had a special report to that effect, and 
yet, in defiance of that, the Minister made a 
sale-a private sale, for it came to that-to the 
first party that asked for it. That was per
fectly right, perhaps, if the first persons who 
were to be considered were the pastoral lessees 
and their pre-emptive rights, and if the public 
were to have their leavings. But it was not 
the right way to go to work if they wanted to 
settle the people on the country, and the pas
t?ral lessees only to exercise the pre-emptive 
r1ght ::tfter them. 

The PREMIER expressed the opinion that 
there would not be much settlement in the \V est 
unless such a right was given. This right could 
have been exercised at the time of the Act. It 
was not, and the concession was granted
whether legally or not he did not say, but he did 
not take the hon. member's law for granted 
ThaG iG was equitable he had no doubt whatever~ 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL said that the hon. the 
leader of the Opposition had just told them that 
these deeds, if acquired in defiance of the law, 
were not worth a rap. He would suggest to the 
hon. gentleman that he should get one of his 
friends to make a lawsuit out of this. It would 
have a double effect. It would fill his own 
pockets, and he would also see the public righted 

in this matter. l!'or his (Mr. Hill's) part, he 
thonght that the exphnation given by the 
Premier of the 4th clausfl of the Act was as clear 
as possible. He agreed thut the land shonld not 
be allowed to be prc-empted while at the time it 
was under offer by unction; but he could not 
see the least rea;;on in the world why it should 
not be re-opened, as he believed the intentions 
of the Act were fulfilled if the land was once put 
up to auction. The House had heard n, great 
deal about dummies and dummied land from the 
hon. the leader of the Opposition. He (Mr. Hill) 
was not in the House at the time when all that 
dummy land prosecution or persecution went on, 
but he knew that the case;, went as far as the 
Privy Council in England, and that-with all due 
regard to the hon. the leader of the Opposition
the cases went dead against him. It was simply 
a phrase of the hon. gentleman's which he had 
got hold of-a claptrap sort of way that went 
down with a cert11in class of people. He (Mr. 
Hill) thought that a son had a right to take up 
land in the interests of the father, or the father 
in the interests of the son. If Kevin O'Shanassv 
took up land on behalf of his father it would 
probably come to him or his brother in the 
future, so why on earth should he not have the 
land, provided that he fulfilled the conditions ? 
He (Mr. Hill) thought that the public interests 
were very well served by the alienation of the 
land and !,"t'tting the money into the Treasury 
for it. He himself did not want this kind of 
land. He believ-ed in smaller 11llotments about 
Queen street, and he would let anyone else 
have the land about \V eribone. He did not 
want to take it. The hon. member for the Logan 
had cast n,n imputation on the :Minister on 
account of the promptitude with which the deeds 
came out. He (Mr. Hill) did not think the 
:Minister ought to be blamed for getting the 
deeds out as quickly as possible. He (Mr. Hill) 
got his deeds for two allotments in Queen street 
a great deul quicker than if some gentlemen had 
been in office. Then he would not, perhaps, 
have had them for six months. Rurelv that was 
no ground for complaint against a ~Iinister who 
certainly shirked no responsibility which was 
put before him. but took the course which he 
believed, to the" best of his knowledge and dis
cretion, to be the best one. 

Mr. GARJUCK said he had not had an oppor
tunity of reading the correspondence, so he 
should sa~· nothing about the particular cimum
sbnces of the case ; but he certainly could not 
acced~ to the general principles stated by the 
Prenner and several other hem. members who sat 
on his side of the House. The assertion was 
brought to this : that, notwithstanding the Rail
way Reserves Act, the right of pre-emption was 
to exist after the land was put up to auction. 
That this was wrong could be seen at once in 
this way. The U]li•ot price was vari<tble, while 
tJ:te pre-emptive price was a fixed pric~ of 10s. 
per acre. The land might be put up :tt 20s. 
per acre, and then, directly the public refused 
to buy at that price, the old rate of pre-emp
tion at 10s. an acre returned. The case only 
wanted to be clearly stated to show how utterly 
unreasonable it was. He believed that it was a 
fact that these lands were offered at 15s. an acre. 
Surely the hon. the Premier would not again 
give the right to take them at 10s. the acre. 
BP~ides, the Crown had a right to offer it 
once more, and he suw a very good reason 
why the right of pre-emption should not return, 
and it was this : in this area they had placed 
the means of raising e:l,pital for the construction 
of the line. The land was improved, because 
the Pxpenditure there had put a good price on 
the land, and to return to the old price of 10s. 
was not the intention of the Legislature. 
Because the land had failed to find purchasers 
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was not, so far as he could see, ::my reason why 
they should allow it to be pre-empted at 50 per 
cent. lower than the price at which it was offered. 
For himself, he had always heon opposed to the 
pre-empti ve rights. He could not get rid of 
the idea that they did more harm than good 
to the country, and he believed that the Dill 
now before the House-to do away with the 
conditions of selections-would find a very good 
Dill to go alongside of it in a Dill to abolish 
pre·emptions. 

:i\lr. LUMLEY HILL: Why did you not 
bring it in? 

:i\Ir. GARRICK said he hardly understood 
the principle on which the Minister had gone in 
another matter. He could not understand why 
the hon. gentleman took credit in the \V ays and 
Means for the year for £343,000 from land 
revenue. This was £93,000 less than last year. 
Now, why did it take more to raise this lesser 
smn ? He could not understand it. On ordinary 
business principles it would take less to raise 
£343,000 than it would take to raise £435,000; 
but here it took more. He could not understand 
the principle. 

Mr. SHIPS ON said they had had a great deal 
of cheap law from the other side of the House, 
and he supposed they ought to be very grateful 
for the way in which the hon. gentleman had 
instructed the ::\linister how his department ought 
to be conducted. He was very glad with the 
hon. member for Darling Down8 to hear the 
Minister for Lands say that he did not intend to 
dispossess selectors who showed their uonccjidcs, 
more especially referring to the same selectors as 
he (Mr. Simpson) was doing-the 30s. per acre 
selectors. They were put on the land by the 
hon. members on the other side of the House, and 
the extreme value was drawn from them. He 
was very glad now to hear the :Minister say that 
he did not mean to be hard on these men. As 
regarded this case, he did not profess to know 
much about it, and it was not his intention to 
make any inquiries. He was content to take it 
as it came; bnt it was a very extraordinary thing 
that the hon. leader of the Opposition, the hon. 
member for l'vioreton, and other ex-:i\linisters, 
should forget what they had themselves done. 
Did they forget when the 186() land cases were 
actually under appeal to the Privy Council how 
they managed to deal out the 1866 deeds to their 
own friends? 

Mr. GRI:B'FITH: Not one. 
Mr. SIMPSOX: The hon. member said not 

one; but could he deny that near Ipswich a man 
named England managed to get land while the 
cases were before the Privy Council? Could the 
hon. member for l'vioreton deny that before the 
decision of the Privy Council 6,000 acres were 
got rid of by deed8 in that way ? Did the hon. 
member forget that people recollected all those 
cases? He, for his part, did not like to see them 
brought up, but very often it was necessary that 
they should be when a Minister was blamed 
when he had acted in a fair and equitable 
ma.nner. 

Mr. GARRICK said that, in answer to the 
suspicions raised by the hon. member, he might 
say that he did not know Mr. England. He had 
never heard of" Mr. Engb,nd. He never gave 
Mr. England any deeds. He did not know him 
by name or by repute, or in any way whatever, 
and he gave him nothing. 

Mr. SIMPSO:N said he had not said that the 
hon. member was the Minister for Lands. He 
said that the hon. member was one of the 
Ministry, and he asserted still that he was. 

Mr. DICKSON: Not in 187G. 
Mr. SIMPSON said that he had not said it was 

in 1876. He said that when these illegal cases 

took place the hon. member was one of the 
Ministry, and so was the hon. member for North 
Brisbane, who was Attorney-General at the 
time, and while he was taking steps to ruin Mr. 
\Vildash he was issuing deeds to the friends of 
the Ministrv. 

Mr. GAI~RICK said he would again repeat 
that never, while he was in office as Minister for 
Lands or as Attorney-General, were any deeds 
whatever granted to Mr. England. No deeds 
were granted until after judgment had been 
given in the case of the Queen ~·. Davenport. 

Mr. SIMPSON said that if th~ hon. gentle
man's assertion was correct, he must accept his 
denial. But certainly the hon. member for 
North Brisbane was a member of the Govern
ment that issued those deeds. The hon. mem· 
her (Mr. Garrick) said the deeds were not issued 
until after the decision of the Privy Council 
became known. He. (Mr. Simpson) said they 
were. They were issued to Mr. England at the 
same time that they were doing their utmost to 
deprive of their lands other selectors who were 
in exactly the same position. 

Mr. GRI:B'FITH said the hon. member for 
Dalby seemed to be labouring under some strange 
hallucination. A return was laid on the table of 
the Hou8e last year of all deeds of grant issued, 
or in preparation to be is8ued, to persons from 
whom such deeds had been withheld by previous 
Governments on account of suspected dummy
ing. That return began with the year 1872, a~d 
continued down to last year. In the whole h~t 
there was not a single grant to Mr. England, and 
only two to anybody in that neighbourhood. 
Those two deeds were issued to a Mr. Vanneck, 
for 240 acres of land, and they were not issued 
until after the result was known of the ooae the 
Queen ~·. Davenport. 

Mr. SDIPSON said it was very easy to get 
out of it by •aying there was no such name down 
as '' England." 

Mr. GRI:B'FITH said there were only two 
grants issued to anybody in that district during 
the period mentioned, and they were both to Mr. 
Vanneck. 

Mr. SIMPSON asserted that what he had said 
was correct, and the hon. gentleman knew it as 
well as he did. He (Mr. Griffith) was sneaking 
out of it in his lawyer-like fashion, for he knew 
very well what he (Mr. Simpson) was alluding to. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said he had shown, from a 
return from the Lands Office, laid on the table 
by the pre~ent Government, that the hon. 
member had drawn upon his imagination for his 
facts. 

Mr. DICKSON said he was very sorry to find 
that the feature of recrimination had been intro
duced into the debate. Assuming even that the 
statement was correct, it did not justify the 
action of the Minister for Lands in having done 
a certain thing in defiance of the law. If the 
facts were as stated, no doubt the Opposition of 
that day very properly pulled the Government 
over the coals for so doing. It was a matter of 
reproach that our land laws were unintelligible, 
and that was rendered still worse by the manner 
in which they were administered. Of that, 
the case before them was an illustration. \Vhat 
confidence could people intending to invest in 
the colony have in a Government which conducted 
its land administration in defiance of law, and 
which displayed such a readiness to be squeezed 
by gentlemen whom they wished to conciliate-as 
had been shown in connection with the grant to 
Sir John O'Shanassy. Even the Premier had 
had to admit that the Minister for Lands acted 
with rough justice, and not in accordance with 
the strict letter of the law. If the law was 
wrong, let it be improved in a legitimate manner 
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by Act of Parliament. The Premier had stated 
that the 'Vestern Railway Reserves Act wa,; '" 
bad one. Assuming that it was, and that it hac\ 
prevented Sir John O'Shanassy from exercis
ing his right of pre-ern ption in the usual 
manner, that simply showed that it was 
the duty of the Government to obtain a 
repeal of that Act, instead of allowing the :!\linis
ter for Lands to act in the way he had done in 
that case. He might inform Mini"ters that 
there was a strong impreosion abroad in the 
colony that all the departments of the Govern
ment were administered with a view to conciliate 
favourites and to deter and threaten opponents. 
It was incumbent on them, therefore, to show that 
they intended in all things to abide strictly 
within the letter of the lmv, and not even on 
principles which they might consider did grenter 
justice than the law enabled them to do. The 
hon. member for Logan had done well to intro
duce the discussion on the extraordinary facilities 
that had been given to Sir John ()'t)hanassy. 
He (Mr. Dickson) fully recognised that gentle
man's usefulness as a colonist, both in Victoria 
and in Queensland. At the same time, it was 
the duty of the Government to carry out the law 
as it existed. 

Mr. McLEA::'\ said that among the papers 
laid before them by the :Minister for Lands there 
was one from the Land Agent at 8urat to the 
effect that there wa:; no land there open for 
s8lection. Had any further steps been taken in 
that matter? 

'rhe ::\IIKISTER :b'On LAXDS replied that 
since that letter was receiYed a large rruantity 
of land had been thrown open there uncondition
ally for selection. 

Mr. DICK80::\' asked why the Land Agent at 
Xanango had been 11bolished, and aho for an 
explanation of the increases which were down to 
a few of the salaries. He had no wish to say 
anything against the officers whose salaries ha(! 
been increased, but he could easily see that 
others had been passed m·er. 

The MIKISTER FOU L.\.KD8 replied that 
selection had become so slack at Xanango that 
there was nothing for the Land Agent there to 
do; and, there being a vacancy at Toowoomba, 
instead of creating a new appointment, he WM 
transferred thither. As to the increase", he 
should like to have seen more of them, but those 
selected were hard-working and deserving officers 
whose duties had lately increased, and it was 
some kind of recognition of their services. In 
one case the officer was merely reKtored to his 
former position. Owing to some irregularity, 
an agent was reduced by £30 a year, but his 
conduct had since been so exemplary, and he was 
such a useful officer, that he had felt it a matter 
of duty to restore him to his former position. 

::\Ir. McLEAX asked whether any changes 
had been made in the Land Otfice at Gym pie or 
:Maryborough? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied that 
the Land Connnissioner at JUaryborongh had 
taken other duties in the Public 8ervice, but the 
Land Agent was still there. 

Mr. MILES said there was a matter that 
required explanation in connection with three 
homestead selectors who selected 100 acres each at 
St. Ruth. Those men paid the survey fee, 
and the first and second years' rent ; and yet 
the Minister for Lands refused to confirm the 
selections, and ordered the land to be sold by 
auction. That took place last week, when the 
land realised 30s. an acre, being purchased by 
the selectors themsehes. He had always under
stood that the Minister for Lands denounced the 
late Government for the high price it demanded 
for land, and his present action was scarcely 

consistent with his former profession. As to the 
tramferance of land, if anyone could furnish 
information on that suhjeet it was the Premier 
himself. The partner ot the Premier went up 
to Dalby, bought out three or four intending 
selectors, secnred three dummies, and selected 
the land for the firm that owned Jimbour, of 
whom the Premier, he believed, was one. 

The l\IIKISTJ~lt }'OJ~ LAXDS said he was 
glad the h<m. gentleman had called attention to 
this case, though he had somewhat strained it in 
his remarks. The facts were that this was a 
survey of G40 acres on St. Huth, and it was taken 
up by four men-Evans, Hunt, l\IcLean, and 
another-each of whom took 160 acres. A gentle
man, a memher of that House, called on him, and 
mentioned that those men were dummies ; that 
the owner of the run said he must have the land, 
and was fjuite prepan•d to give ,£1 an acre for it. 
He (the ::\Iinister for Lands) made some inquiries, 
and soon after, when he was at Dalby, he went 
to see the overseer of the run. The 0\'erseer 
was out on the run, but he followed him (the 
Minister for Lands) to town, and admitted to 
him that what had been stated was true. It ap
peared that three of the men afterwards moved 
off the land; but the fourth, Hunt, stopped and 
refused to go off. There was a good deal of 
argument about it at the time. Hunt defied the 
superintendent or manager of the station, and 
W>ts toltl that he could no longer be employed 
there. He had made known his determination 
uf stopping on the land with the intention of 
selling it immediately he got the deed:<. Having 
become ac<Juaiuted with tho:<e fact:<, he (the 
l\IiniKter for Lands) i8sued a proclamation autho
rising the sale of the land ; and, finding that it 
was worth more than £1 an acre, he fixed the 
price at 30s. That was the simple history of the 
matter, and he hoped it would satisfy the hem. 
gentleman. l\Iuch as he (the ::\Iinister for Land:<) 
desired to see homestead men settling in this 
country, when he fonn<l, as he had recently 
found at Dalby in another case, that men were 
being used simply as instruments or tools for 
others, he preferred that the land should be 
devnted at once to the use to which it would be 
applied in three or five years, so that the 8tate 
should have the profit. 

Mr. G RH'FITH said this seemed to be a very 
peculiar case. Four men, it appeared, took np 
selections. Somebody else wanted the land, 
and applied for it to be sold l1y auction, and 
under some arrangement three of the selectors 
gave way. The fourth would not go away, 
and intimated his intention of holding the land 
until he got his title, when he intended to 
"ell the land. Of course the land would then 
be his own; but because he would not give 
way, and declined to make <Wer his selection to 
the owner of the run, the selection was cancelled. 
That was a strange way of doing things. The 
action of the Minister for Lands was simply in 
the interE'sts of the owner of the station. The 
owner of the station 'vanted the land, and the 
:Minister for Lands let him have it. 

The l'HE::\IIEit said he had never heard of 
the case until he heard the explanation of the 
l\linister for Lands, and he put a very different 
construction on it to the hon. member for K orth 
Brisbane. ThiK wa:< what he gathered : Appli
cation was made by a selector for 640 acres of 
land. Afterwards it was taken up under four 
homestead selections of HiO acres each. After 
those men put in their applit~ations it came to 
the knowledge of the Minister for Lands, from a 
member of that House and from ont!idde testi
mony, that those four men were dununies for the 
pastoral lessee, who was working to get the land 
at 2K. Gd. per acre when it waH known it was 
worth 30s. The ::\Iinister for Lands immediately 
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took steps and stopped the dummyism. That 
was the view which he (the Premier) took of the 
matter. 

l\lr. DICKSON said that the l'remier had 
stated that he had never heard of this case before 
the Minister for Lands made his explanation. 
Did the Minister for Lands conduct his business 
in so arbitrary a manner that he did not even 
bring such cases as the,,c before the Cabinet'' 
\Vas it to the int~rests of the country that th~ 
udministration of a public department should 
be so loosely conducted that u l\Iinister could 
a~tually sell a man's property without informing 
hrs colleagues? He must say that the cuse men
tion~d. by the Minister for Lands appPA'1red very 
suspiciOus. It appeared suspicious inasmuch >ts 
it seemed that the ::\Iinister for Lands could not 
only sell a man's homestead in the interest of 
a squatter, but that actually after'" man had 
lived for many years on a selection, and had 
spent a large amount of money in improvements 
the Minister for Lands had authority, without 
even informing his colleagues, to reduce the man 
to beggary, to turn him out of his homestead 
and, in fact, to deprive him of all he depended 
upon for his support. He (2\Ir. Dickson) said 
that this was a very serious question. Some 
hon. gentlemen might regard it with levity 
but to his mind, taking this in conjunction with 
what they had ~l~eady heard that e\·ening with 
regard to the JYinnster for Lands conductin" his 
department in a high-handed manner, th~ less 
people had to do with the taking up of selec
tions under the Crown in this colony the 
better. 
T~e-PRB::YIIER said there was nothing at all 

susprcwus about the case, and the misrepresen
tatiOns of the hon. member for Enoggera were 
even more absurd than those of the hon. member 
for North Brisbane. The hon. member for 
Enoggera actually said that the Minister for 
Lands turned those men out of their selections. 
But they were not selections-they were never 
confirmed-the Minister for Lands refused to 
confirm them. Then, as to the other remarks 
of the hon. member; there never was a Minister 
for Lands who brought before the Cabinet every 
selection that was made ; that was merelv a 
departmentitl matter, and entirely for "the 
Minister himself. The hon. member had not 
made out a case against the JYiinister for 
Lands. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL thought the hon. 
member for Enoggera Inust have belonged to a 
very Weitk Cabinet if he brought all those little 
matters before it for confirmation. The Cabinet 
must have been in a perpetual state of sittino
like a ~ot of old hens, though they had hatch;d 
very httle, as far as he could see. The pre
sent Government had put more facilities in 
!he way of selectors and in the way of open
mg up the country than ever the late Govern
ment had done. Land had been thrown open 
to the public in every part of the country. He 
h.imself wtts instrumental in some degree in get
tmg land thrown open in the Mitchell dbtrict 
and he believed that it had been thrown open i~ 
a most judicious way. If the people and the 
country could be benefited he should be glad to 
see an extension of the system ; it was the same 
as that in South Australia, and it had proved a 
very good one indeed. 

Mr. SIMPSON said he happened to know a 
little of the case that had been brought forward 
by the hon. member for Darling Downs, though 
he was not the member of the House referred to 
by the Minister for Lands who had given certain 
information to him. One day the man Hunt 
came to him and stated to him that he was 
g;'.'ing to lose his selection. He Wftnted him (Mr. 
t:lnnpson), a.s the member for the district, to take 

up the case, and said, " If you don't do it, I'm 
going to Toowoomba, to JYir. Groom." He (l\Ir. 
Bimpson) told him that the sooner he went the 
better. The man sat on a log· close to whpre he 
(Mr. Simpson) was working '~ith some men, and 
made out that he had been very hardly used 
indend ; that he had taken up his selection 
in a umuo fide manner, and that someone 
wanted it ; he did not say the owner of 
the run, but he named a gentleman who 
he said wanted it. Thut fact, to his (.:\-Ir. 
Simpson's) mind, showe<l the man's extreme 
viciousness. He said that he believed ::\lr. 
J ames Tuylor was trying to put him out of his 
selection, which was perfectly untrue, as he (JYir. 
Simpson) had ascertained since. He listened to 
the man's statement, and then told him that 
if he had a good case the Minister fnr I,ands 
would not put him out, and that if he would 
go to the Minister for Lands and explain the 
matter he (Mr. i:limpson) would see what he 
could do abc,ut it. After that the man pulled · 
him up in Dalby and asked him to do some
thing about it. The man had been getting a 
petition signed by the people in the district, 
n1aking out a very good case according to 
his own version. He (Mr. Simpson) had heard 
something about this, and he knew that some 
of the statements were untrue; oo that when 
Hunt asked him to take the petition down 
and present it, he refused, and said he would 
not have anything to do with the matter 
any more. ]from what he heard in the district, 
the man had dummied his selection and after
wards wanted to get out of hiB part of the con
tract and refused to give up the land. Accord
ingly he was discharged from the station, and 
the Minister for Lands afterwards put the 
selections np to auction. The man was a dummy 
for his employers. He made a promise to take niJ 
the land and transfer it to them ; but it was 
found that he wanted to keep the land until he 
could sell it for £;) an acre. That was not a very 
uncommon occurrence, unfortunately, with home
stead selectors. He could name another co.se 
where homestead selectors were put on to prevent 
conditional selectors, by a well-known person, 
with not the slightest intention of their remaining 
homestead selectors. They were just put there 
for a purpose. That kind of thing was very 
common, and he thought the Minister for 
Lands had done a very good thing in trying to 
stop it. He (Mr. Simpson) was in favour of 
homesteads, but of real homestead selections ; the 
sooner homestead selections such as those that 
had been referred to were stopped the better. 

Mr. HOR\VITZ said that some time ago he 
received a letter from Mr. Hunt on this subject, 
but he considered that he lived too far from the 
district to take action, and that there was not 
enough in the letter to act upon. He was sur
prised to hear the hon. member for Dalby say 
thut he declined to handle the petition. He 
should have presented it to the Minister for 
Lands. 

Mr. SDIPSON: It was not addressed to the 
Minister for Lands ; it was addressed to the 
House. 

Mr. HOR\VITZ said it ought to have been 
presented to the Minister for Lands. \Vhat was 
a member for if he did not bring the grievances 
of his constituents before Ministers, and do the 
best he could for his district? He was not there 
to figure in Hans,l1'd. The :Minister for Lands 
would be the last to put a man out of a piece of 
land. If he (Mr. Horwitz) dummied land, and 
found it good enough for his own purposes, he 
should stick to it. That was just what this man 
tried to do. 

Mr. L eMLEY HILL said, as to its being the 
duty of any member of the House to present any 
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petition which might be handed to him-no 
nmtter whether he himself rccognisml the subject 
of the petition to !Jc fttlso-Iw had no intention "f 
handing petitions which he di<l not believe in to 
the House or to [tHY J\linio;ter. Ccrt"'in regnla
timts were laid down in the Standing Orders 
which ]We\·ented petitions being presented un]e;d 
they were in proper order. 

J\Ir. Sil\IPSOK said th"'t, as far as his con
stituents were concerned, he did not intend to do 
anything for them that he did not thoroughly 
believe in. He nid not know what the hon. 
member for \V arwick intended to do. 

Mr. HOR\VITZ said he intended to no fm·his 
constituent» whatever was right. He had never 
refused to present a petition yet, and nid not 
intend to. 

::\Jr. lVIcLl<JAX said the man might have gone 
on the land as a IJon,z fide selector, and the case 
ought to have been further looked into bv the 
Minister for Lands before he put the land up to 
auction. The lessee might have stated that the 
man was a dummy bee"' use he wanted the land 
for himself. 

The J\II~ISTEE FOR LANDS said he had 
satisfied himself that the men were dummies; 
and if there had been any doubt they would h"'ve 
got the benefit of it, because he would prefer to 
see poor men settled on 640-acre blocks rather 
than they should fall into the hands of the station 
proprietors. The lessee did not raise a report, 
but was candid and fair in the matter. He got 
his information from another source altogether, 
though the lessee did com],lain to some of his 
friends that he wa.s driven to take the course he 
had taken. \Vhen he (l\Ir. Perkins) heard of 
the matter he took active steps both in Brisbane 
and in the district to have it settled; and he 
satisfied himself from the answer given to his 
interrogations by the "super," that the account 
he had previously given the Committee was true. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said that, whatever was the 
object of the JVIinister for Lands, the le.•see got 
what he wanted. :From the beginning he wanted 
the land. According to the hon. member (Mr. 
!:'erkins), he first of all tried to get it by dummy
mg. Then he found that the dummiers were not 
to be relied on, but intended to keep th~ land. 
Then the :Minister for Lands stepped in, and 
as the lessee could not get the land by dummy
ing, he let him have it by sale at auction. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: At 30s. 
an acre. 

Mr. GRIJ!'FITH said he did not care whether 
it was 30s. or 5s. or £5 an acre-the lessee got the 
land. They had heard a good deal to-day about 
the propriety of dummying in cases where a 
SCJuatter took up large quantities of land by 
using the name of his overseer. But here was 
another case where selectors, whom the owner 
of the run thought he could trust, took up land 
in his interest, but the lessee afterwards suspected 
he could not trust them, and feared th"'t they 
wanted to keep the land themselves. The best 
way to punish such lessees would be to let the 
selectors keep the land. The Minister for Lands 
appeared to have got his information from the 
people who wanted the land. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No. 
Mr. GRIFFITH: If not from those people, 

from people in their interest. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No. 
Mr. GRIFFITH said he did not get it from 

the selectors. They said they were not dummiers, 
but selectors ; and primrZ facie they were quite 
right. The Minister for Lands found that the 
person who expected to get the land entertained 
fears that he would not get it ; and he then in
terfered, turned out the men who occupied the 

land, and gave it to the lessee. It came to this: 
the big owners who wanted land could get it. 
Tlmt was the moml they might draw from what 
they had heart! from the .1\linister for Lands so 
f"'r ; and he (Mr. Urifiith) protc,,ted against the 
public lands being administered in th"'t way. 

Mr. McLl<~AN said the Minister for Lands 
told them he first saw the lessee. 

The MIKISTER FOR LANDS: I did not. 
::\Ir. JIIIoLEAN: I st"'nd "corrected. He said 

he saw the overseer. 
The COLOXIAL SECUETAitY: He said 

he did not. He s"'id he was out. 
}Ir. McLEAN: He said he saw the overseer. 
The COLONIAL SECRETAHY: In Bris

bane. 
Mr. MoLEAN : He saw the overseer of the 

station. 
The COLONIAL SECitETARY: No; he 

said he was "'bsent. 
::\Ir. MoLBAK: He saw the over~eer-he 

(:Hr. J\TcLean) did not e"'re whether he was out 
or not-but he did not see the selectors. 

Mr. GRIFl<'ITH: Oh, no ! 
}Ir. SIMPSOK : They would not come. 
Mr. 2\IcLEAK said it appeared that the hon. 

member for Dalby had been working the oracle 
for the lessee. 

Mr. SIMPSON: I asked Hunt to come to 
Brisbane. 

:Mr. McLBAN said that if the men had 
acknowledged to the J\Iinister for Lands that 
they were dummiers, he would have been justifie.d 
in the matter ; but the hon. member made his 
inquiries simply from the overseer. The selec
tors should have been consulted as to whether 
they were dummiers or not; if they said they 
were not, their word was as good as the word of 
the overseer. 

The MIXISTER FOil LAKDS said three of 
the selectors moved off, and only one claimed a 
right to the l"'nd. It was not his business to 
hunt up Mr. Hunt ; but it was Hunt's business 
to go to him. He had this to say for the 
information of the leader of the Opposition : 
He-preferred, when he beeame aw"'re of dum
mying, to de"'l with it at the start rather than 
w<~it two or three years with the prospect of 
going to la,v. 

);fr. FRASER said there was another way of 
looking at the matter. \Y as it necessary after 
depriving those dummiers of their selections to 
sell the land to the lessee? \Vas the land fit for. 
homestead selections ? \V ere there no selectors 
who would be glad to take up the land forfeited? 
But instead of giving other selectors a chance, the 
Minister for Lands put up the land for sale, 
knowing that whatever price was fixed the lessee 
would secure it. '!.'hat was where the :i\finister 
for Lands had made a mistake, because by those 
means IJon(i fide selectors were completely shut 
out from the prospect of securing land. 

J\Ir. HAMILTON said the action of the 
Minister for Lands showed that he was perfectly 
correct in that instance, and that he certainly 
did not act in the interest of the lessee. He saw 
that the lessee was bound to have the land, and 
that he had made an attempt on one occasion to 
claim it at 2s. 6d. an acre by dummying; he 
knew very well that the next dummy would pro
bably be more faithful, and the consequence 
would be that the lessee would obtain the land 
at 2s. 6d. an acre. To prevent him getting it by 
fraud, and at such a low price, the Minister for 
Lands put it up for sale, and the lessee had to 
pay 30s. an acre at auction for land which he 
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would have got at 2s. Gd. hy selection if he had 
been allowed to put another dummy on the 
land. 

Mr. :FRASEit said there was no probability 
that such would be the case. But if the owner 
of the run attempted to get possession of the 
land at 2s. Gd. an acre, that was one reason why 
the Minister for Lands should take care that he 
should not have it at any price. 

Mr. GRIMES called attention to the state of 
the Committee. 

Quorum formed. 
Mr. MoLEAN said that at Toowoomba last 

year there were two land agents at £,)00, but 
thi:; year there was only one at £300. He 
wanted to know if the business had decreased so 
much that a reduction was r,ecessary? 

The l\HNISTI<JR J<'OR LANDS said the 
business had not decreased at Toowoomba, and 
it had increased at Nanango. 

Mr. J.V[oLEAN : There were two officers at 
Toowoomba last year, and there was only one 
this year. 

The MINISTER F01t LANDS: One of the 
officers at Toowoomba has been transferred to 
Brisbane. 

Question put and passed. 
The MINISTER J<'OR LANDS moved that 

the sum of £3,98() be granted under the head of 
Pastoral Occupation. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said he was very glad to hear 
of the large increase in the rents derived from 
sales of runs by auction in the unsettled districts. 
He should like to ask whether the Minister for 
Lands had withdrawn any forfeited runs from 
sale by auction before they had been put up, ::md 
the circumstances under which they had been 
withdrawn? 

The l\HNISTEJL FOR LANDS said there 
were some runs in the Leichhardt district with
drawn from sale, because there was apparently 
no good country. There was a run in the Burke 
district withdrawn in consequence of a dispute as 
to the position of a creek. There were two runs 
in the Gregory district withdrawn for the same 
reason, and also some others in the same district. 
Those were the only rum that had been with
drawn. 

M:r. GRIFFITH: There are some runs with
drawn for which you have given no reason. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Those are 
the only runs that have been withdrawn. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: Will the hon. gentleman 
answer this question-\Vhy was a former lessee 
allowed to take up a run without competition? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said there 
was one run in the Gregory district withdrawn 
because of the difficulties that were experienced 
in fulfilling the conditions. Representations 
were made to the department that justified him 
in withdrawing the runs from sale. 

l\Ir. GRIFFITH said the law was intended to 
prevent favouritism. He maintained that the 
land laws should be administered according· to 
law, and not according to favouritism. These 
runs were given away at 5s. per square mile, 
for which, perhaps, over 80s. might have been 
got. 

The MINISTER J<'OR WORKS: Was it all 
saved? 

Mr. GRIFJ<'ITH said that was the fault of 
the Minister for Lands. \Vhy did he allow any 
lessee to take the land at 5s. per square mile? 
He remembered a Bill being brought forward in 
that House to do away with the provisions about 
selling forfeited runs by auction, and when it 

came to a division there were no tellers for the 
"Ayes." The 27th section of the Pastoral Leases 
Act provi<led-

" All run:-; 1casc<llnulcr the forrgoing provis.iow.:; of this 
Act whieh may be forfuit.e<l or vaeated during- the cur
rency of the lmtS<tt thereof may Le otl'ercll for .sale by 
}mblic auction. 'l'he upset })rieD shall not be less than 
20s. 11er ~flnare mile aceorLling to the estimated area, 
and the highest amount bid shall be the annual rent, to 
be paid for the remainder of the term of the lease." 

The 50th section provided-
" If default be made by any le~see in the vayment of 

any rent the len~e shall be forfeited, bnt the le::;see .shall 
be llCl'mitted to defeat the forfeiture and vrevent its 
becoming absolute by :payment within ninety da~·s from 
the elate of the original rent-day of the full annual rent 
with the addition of a sum equal to one-fourth part 
thereof by way of llCnalty : but, unless the whole of the 
said yearly rent, together with such penalty as aforesaid, 
shall he paid within the term of ninety clays counting 
from the original rent-day inclnsivP, the lease shall be 
absolutelY forfeited." 
So that this run was absolutely forfeited. 'fhe 
l\Iini,ter fnr Lands had no more right to make 
a present of those runs to the original lessee than 
he had to make a preseno to him of £1,000 out of 
the Treasury. There was no difference between 
the two things. He had simply made a present 
of a run at 5s. per mile, instead of 40s. or 50s., or 
perhaps 70s. He should like to know what 
reason could be given for that. It seemed an 
extraordinary proceeding. The lessee, of course, 
had no right whatever to the lease; >Lnd was there 
anybody in that House who would be found to 
justify a transaction of this kind? 

The l\UNISTJ<~R J<'OR LAXDS : Yes. 
Mr. GRIJ<l!'ITH said he did not see why the 

same principle should not he applied to every 
man's case. He would ask another question: 
\Vas the former lessee a suppotter of the Govern
ment in this House? 

The MIXISTER FOH LANDS said he had 
nothing to do with supporters of the Govern
ment inside or oub;ide the House. The lessee 
of the run was Mr. De Burgh Persse ; and tho 
hon. member might make what he liked out of 
that. 

Mr. GRU'J<'ITH said they found favouritism 
in every department of the Government, and the 
law was defied in every possible way. The 
Minister for Lands made presents to his friends 
out of the public estate, and in doing so gave 
them money that ought to be_paicl into the Trea
sury. It was his (~Ir. Griffith's) duty to call 
attention to this, and he had no doubt the public 
would form their own conclusions. He was glad 
that no hon. member on the Government side 
was found to support these transactions. 

Mr. KINGSFORD said, if the statements 
made by the hon. gentlemen were true, the 
:Minister for Lands ought to be in custody. The 
hon. member's statements were unwarrantable 
unless he was able to bring forward, as he ought 
to do, some proof of his statements. Such indis
criminate and sweeping charge~ as that of a 
Minister making presents of whole runs to his 
friends ought to be supported by more proof 
than the hon. gentleman had brought forward. 
If the hon. member was serious in what he said, 
and was prepared to bring forward proof, he 
(Mr. Kingsford) would help him to bring the 
offender to justice ; but, on the other hand, he 
ought to refrain from bringing these serious 
charges if he could not support them. 

Mr. GRIFJ<'ITH said he ascertained the facts 
from the mouth of the culprit-he used the word 
advisedly. Having ascertained the facts, he spoke 
plainly-he called a spade a spade, and always 
would do so. The Minister for Lands had 
admitted that he had made a present of certain 
leases of Crown Lands. 
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The J\IIXISTElt l'Oll LANDS : I admitted 
nothing of the kind. 

Mr. GJUFFITH said the Minister for Lamls 
admitted having gi1·en a lease of land at ii,;. per 
m!le when he could have got, perhaps, 40s. per 
nnle, and after the lease ww; forfeited by law. 
As to what the h<m. membm· for Houth Brisbane 
ha<! said, J:e _could <~nly say there was a law l>y 
whwh a ::\Inu,;ter nnght be brought to jnstice for 
sueh acts. 

The MINIS'l'ER l'Oll Iu\.XTlS said the hon. 
member was very fond of <1noting law, hut the 
Committee was surfeited with it. A little 
reflection would s.:ttisfy the hon. gentleman that 
he ha<l made a mess of all the law cases he 
ha~ umlertak~1: la~ely, especially those having 
a tinge ,,f pohtlcs m them. The hem. gentle
man assumed that becanse a sale of rnn.s of 
unprecedented success had taken place lately 
that, therefore, the same re,ult nmst alway~ 
follow. All he conld say was that if cas<•s of a 
sim~lar kind to that mentioned were represented 
to him-cases of hardship or mi,;fortune in beilw 
unable to fulfil the conditions-he would treat 
them as they deeerved, and on their merits. If 
he were to call the hon. gentleman to his assist
ance he coul<l not carry on the Lands Oflice, 
there would be so many law suits. He was 
happy to say since he 11ad been administering 
the Lands Office he hatl discouraged law suits, 
and he hoped when he left the of!ice to leave it 
free of all that 'ort of thing·. He (Mr. Perkin,;) 
objected, once for all, to the h<m. member assum
ing the position of schoolmaster in that House, 
and making untruthful statements to be ch·cu
lated by his organs nn< l creatures all over the 
country. He had experienced, like all other 
::\Iimsters for Lands, great difficulties in cases of 
Helectors· forfeiting their selections or not bning 
nble to pay their rents, and in all cases he had 
been. only too glad to get anybody to take the 
forfeited country nnd pay up the arre:trs. That 
was all the explanation he had to give. 

Mr. r;. FJ\IL:EY HILL said he approved of 
the Mimster for Lands exercising his discretion 
nnd he could speak from experience of th~ 
benefits of it. He remembered in 18G() comin" 
down to pay rent on part of his runs. He believed 
l\Ir. Stephens was :Minister for Lands then. The 
times were hard and he dicl not intend to pay 
niL He was a few days late, and was informed 
that he would have to pay a fine of 23 per cerit. 
He said then he would rather forfeit all his 
leases. He al'ketl to see the ::Vlinister, who did 
exactly as the J\Iinister for I"ands now did-took 
the rent up to date and gttve him a clear
ance. In that case, if the law had been 
strictly enforced, he should ha\ e thrown up 
all his lease,. :No hnrm could po"sibly accrue 
from the :Minister using n discretionary power. 

Mr. GIUFFITH said there was no doubt the 
law would not allow the ::\Iinister for Lands to 
do whrtt he had <lone. In the particular case 
referred to he happened to know that if the run 
had not been handed over to the original lessees 
there would have been keen competition for it. 

The PHEMIEHsaid there might be something 
in what the hon. gentleman said, but it would be 
altogether subversive of common sense to rigidly 
enforce the law in this respect. A case came 
before him only that afternoon. A banker in 
]\-lelbourne was instructed by a Crown lessee to 
pay the whole of the money due for the leases he 
held in Queensland. He got the best information 
he could, and instructed a banker in Brisbane to 
pay the money for him. There was no doubt of 
the good faith of the lessee of these runs. The 
banker waited upon him (::VIr. Mcllwraith) and 
represented the following case to him, that they 
had taken the G0?¥'7"11mrnt Gazette and pnid for 
every lease in the Uuremment Ua:dte that was 

in the name of this man, but it turned out 
that there were half -a-dozen leases in the course 
of tmnsfer. They were not in that lessee's 
name, and were not, therefore, in the Gazette 
containing the rents due on 30th September. 
According to law the only course would have 
been·to have refused to accept the rents for the 
other runs unless the additional 2il per cent. was 
paid; and he would ask the House whether that 
would have been a just proceeding. The agent 
made a very natural mistake, and as soon as the 
mistake \\·as explained he (Mr. J\Icllwraith) took 
notion, according to the traditions of the office, 
and allowed the matter to stand over, Had he 
acted strictly in acGordance with law he would 
have done many unj nst and hard things. 

::\Ir. GHIFFITH snid there was no similarity 
whatever between the two cases. In the case 
,nentioned by the Premier, it was only a C[Ue«
tion of inflicting or not inflicting a penalty of 
25 per cent. ; and in similar cases to that the 
( +overnment had, according· to the hon. member 
for Gregory, remitte<l the fine. The Crown \Yas 
in the habit of remitting fines and penaltie« ; 
whether the practice was strictly in accord
ance with law he did not know. But when 
the ninety days was up the lease no longer 
existed, and the former lessee became a per
fect stranger with no more right to the land 
than any other person. To give him a lease 
afterwards was to make him a present of the 
public e'";tate" 'l'o show how little the cases 
'vere analogous, the hon. gentleman had only 
to state the length of time for which the rent 
hac[ been unpaid. The run in thio case had 
been proclaimed as forfeited. The sale had been 
a<h·ertised, l'eople had eome from the neigh
bom·ing colonies to buy, and at the last moment 
the auctioneer got instructions to withdraw the 
land from sale, and the lease was hnnded over 
to the former less0e. Perhaps the Jl..1inister for 
Lanch would state for how long the rent wns in 
arrea,r. 

The J\IINIST:EU FOR LANDS: Going into 
the second year. 

J\Ir. GRIFFITH snid, then the lease had been 
forfeited for more than a vear. The case \\"as 
simply indefensible. " 

Mr. SDIPSON said he would like to know 
how the hon. member for North Brisbane pro
posed to deal with selectors who had not paid 
rent for three, and in some cases, to his lmo\i·
ledge, for four years. Their selections were 
absolutely forfeited according to law; :1nd was 
the Minister to be tried and executed because he 
had not declared those selections forfeited? He 
had no doubt the hon. gentleman would not 
object to forfeit them absolutely if there were 
some fat legal fees hanging to it. 

J\Ir. L U::\ILEY HILL said he had made a 
little mistake just now. He found that Mr. 'l'. 
B. Step hens was Colonial Treasurer at the time 
when the circumstance which he had related took 
place, and not ::'.Iinister for Lands. 

J\Ir. STEVENSON 'aid that it was probable 
that the rnn which J\lr. Persse had got was 
taken up as unwatered country at 3s. per SC[nare 
mile. He knew that while J\Ir. Douglas was 
J\linister for Lands representations were made 
to the effect that the lessees were not able to 
obtnin water to enable them to stock their runs 
within the twelve months allowed, and sufficient 
time was then given them to enable them to 
stock their runs. Sometimes the period allowed 
had been extended to one or two years. He 
believed those cases came under the same cate
gory as the one under consideration. 

Mr. GRIFFITH said the law expressly pro
yirled that the J\Iinister for Lands might give 
extra thue in ~uch ca·hL~. 



Supply. [4 OcTOilER.] Supply. 829 

l\Ir. STEVENSON said that according to the 
law the run must be stocked within twelve 
months, but time beyond that had often been 
given. 

Mr GRIFFITH said the Minister was bound 
by law to give more time. If one year was not 
sufficient he might allow two, and if that were 
not enough he might allow a third. That was 
according to the express provisions of the Pastoral 
Leases Act. 

Mr. STEVE::\"SON: How do you know this 
is not a similar case ? 

Mr. GARRIOK said this was not a question 
of stocking an unwatered run, but a question of 
non-payment of rent. He wished the Minister 
for Lands would explain all the circumstancp,, 
instead of sitting silent and allowing his sup
porters to speak. He was sure no hon. member 
desired to come to an unfair conclusion. 

:\Ir. M cLEAN asked the Minister for Lands 
what he intended to do with the lease:; which 
would probably fall in about this time? Did he 
intend to value the runs according to the pro
visions of the Pastoral Leases Act and increase 
the rents? 

The MINISTER :FOR LANDS said that was 
a matter which had not escaped the attention 
of the Government. It was under consideration 
n,t the present time, n,nd steps would be taken 
to protect the revenue and to obtain an adequate 
rent from the lessees. 

::Yfr. GRIF:FITH asked if the :\finister for 
Lands could give any idea of the number of 
leases that would fall in during next year. A 
return of the runs had been laid on the table 
of the House, and it must be quite en,sy for the 
Government to make out a list. 

The MIXISTER :FOR J,A.NDS said that 
none would fall in until1883. 

Mr. G IUJ:<'J:<'ITH said that in many cases the 
first seven years would expire before then. 

The :\IIXISTEH J:<'OR LANDS said leases 
lmd been falling in since 1869 ; but he understood 
that the next period for a number to bll in 
together would be 1883. 

The PRE::YIIER said the hon. gentleman 
having been in office in 1876, when the first lot 
of seven-year leases fell in, must be aware of the 
difficulty that then arose. The law provided that 
n,t the end of seven years either the Crown or the 
Crown tenant could demand n,n n,ppmisement, 
within certain limits, of those runs. The rent 
fixed for the first seven years was 10s. per square 
mile, and if an appraisement were denmnded 
they mi£"ht be appraised n,t from 7s. to 15s. for 
the next term of seven years. The Government
which was represented by several hon. members 
now sitting on the Opposition side of the House
took the matter into consideration, and came to 
the conclusion that the result of a general :tp
praisement might result in a decreased rental 
from the runs, and they therefore, under advice, 
refrained from taking any action. Another op
portunity for a general appraisement would occur 
in 1883, when the Government might be in a 
better p.osition to take action. In the men,ntime, 
leases were constantly falling in, though in small 
numbers compared with those that fell in in 
1H76. 

Mr. DIOKSO~ said he did not understand 
whether or not the Government insisted upon an 
increased rent being paid during the second 
term. He also wished to learn whether the Gov
ernment had insisted upon the payment of rent, 
and whether they hn,d appraised the runs. 

The PRKI\IIERsaid the hon. member for Logn,n 
asked why the Government did not appraise, 
and then the hon. member for Enoggera asked 

whether tlwy had appraised or not. X o appraise
ment had taken place un<ler the provisions of the 
Act, either under the pr(•sent Government or n,uy 
other. The Government had, of course, insisted 
upon the payment of the rent; the lessees were 
bound to pn,y it, n,nd the Government had no 
power to red nee it. 

Mr. McLBAX said that he had not referred 
to the appraiHement of the rents, hut only n,sked 
what were the intentions of the Government 
when the leases fell in. 

The PJU.:::\IIER said that the hon. gentleman 
seemed to be under a misapprehension altogether. 
He had probably been looking at an article in 
the Uouria. He (the Premier) saw one the 
other day in which they mised :t fine point, and 
asked why the Governrnent did not take means 
to appmise the whole of the rents. That was 
a matter which had been :t matter of serious 
anxiety to several Governments, and they knew 
that no profitable action could be tn,ken at the 
present time, though they could not say whn,t 
might not be done in fourteen years. 

Mr. GHIFJ<'ITH said there was a g-ren,t 
difference between the colony in 187G and at the 
present thne. l)ricet:l had been running very 
high indeed lately, and surely the Gm·ernment 
thought that the country shoul<l have some 
ad vantage. The hon. gentleman at the hen,d of 
the Government seemed to think that all the 
lea•ws dated from 18G!J. 

The PRE:\IIER sn,id he lmd stated that the 
leases were falling in every year. If the hon. 
gentleman could not understand that, he did not 
know where his bmins were. 

Mr. GIUFFITH sn,id he would apologise. It 
was the ::\Iinister for Lands who said that the 
leases would not fall in till 1883 : where as the 
first seven yen,rs of a number expired on the first 
day of ,July next. Surely the hend of the Gov
erlunent ought to give son1e assurance that the 
country would receive some benefit from the large 
increase in the vn,lue of pastoml properties ~ 

The PllRl\UEit asked if the hon. gentleman 
""<mld state what the course was if either party 
did not like to appeal to appraisement? They 
hn,d found that appraisernent operated against 
the Government, and so they followed the com·se 
of their predecessors 1md refused to n,ppeal to 
n,pprn,isement. The lease,, referred to by his 
hon. colleague did not fall due till 1883. 

:i\Ir. J\IAODO:~U.LD-l'ATERSON said he 
underRtoorl thn,t it wn,s stated that the Govem
nwnt would not hn,ve appraisement. How, then, 
could it be said that appraisement had gone 
againRt the Government? The subject was >1 
very important one and ought to be well dis
cussed in the House. There could be no doubt 
n,bout it. Properties hn,d lately fetched very 
much better prices. \Vool had maintained its 
price. Stock of all kind,; had gone up, and every
thing connected with the markets, town and 
country, pointed this out as a favourable time for 
pressing the appraisement clause. They ought, 
therefore, to lm ve some definite promise trom the 
Government that they intended to do so. 

The PRE.:YIIER sai~ the point mised by the 
hon. member was simply n, legal quibble. The 
hon. gentleman knew very well that there were 
Acts in operation in this colony under which the 
Government were compelled to hn,ve resort to 
n,ppraisement, and the result had been constantly 
n,ncl contimmlly against the Government. The 
hon. gentleman must not pretend ignorance of 
that sort, or he should not spen,k on the subject 
at all. He did not understand the position of 
the Govemment. Thev refused to apply the 
n,ppraisement clans<', because the Government 
had not in the past benefited by it. If the hon. 
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gentleman could point out any other way by 
which they could proceed, let him do it. They 
had only one course before them according to the 
Act. 

~Ir. MACDONALD-PATBHSON said that 
he could point out no other course, and the hon. 
gentleman knew it very well. There was only 
one course which they could at present take in 
respect to the pastoral interests. The only course 
the Government could take was to avail it,elf of 
the appraisement clause. 'With re:;pect to the 
legal rruibble that hacl been spoken of, he harl 
only one observation to make, and it was simply 
this : they wanted the Government to act in res
pect of the property of the country in the same 
way as they would do where their own private 
property was concerned. The a"urancA they 
had from the Premier that the Ciovermnont were 
not prepared to exercise the appraisement clause 
was an indication that the Uovernment were 
contented with the rents which were being raised 
by these lea;;es. 

The PREMIElt said he had stated over •md 
over again-and he could not appeal further to 
the intelligence of the hon. ·member-that the 
Uovernment had expressGfl no opinion whatever 
on the subject. They did not apply to the ap
praisement clause, because they had lost by it in 
the past. 

l\Ir. nfACDO~ALU-I' ATEHS0:0J" said that 
there was no explanation at all in that. They 
were first of all told the Government had 
no experiencP, and then that they had had expe
rience. J'\o wonder the manv financial and 
squattorial conditions which existed harl pre
vented the country from getting a fair value for 
the runs. 

The :i\IIXISTJn~ :FOR LAXDf-1 said that 
under the Act the rent was fixed ltt 10s. a mile 
when the first seven years had expired. Under 
the appmisement clause the minimum was 7s. a 
mile, and out of se1·entY-nine cases submitted to 
arbitration fifty went against the Government, 
and the minimum was adopted. That proved it 
would be idle, fruitless, ancl expensive to have 
recourse to the appraisement clause. 

Mr. UHH'FITH took it, then, that the Gov
ernment did not intend to take any steps to raise 
the rents, but to leave them at the minimum rate 
fixecl by law. If so, they would be wantonly 
sacrificing an enormous income to the f-ltate. \Vith 
the rise which lately had taken place in the price of 
station property, he could not understand why 
apprai:;ement should not be resorted to. \Yould 
any be put down at less than 10s. a mile? To 
suppose so was absurd. 

Mr. L UniLEY HILL said the leader of the 
Opposition had talked so much to them about 
law that he ought to be glad to allow the rents 
to remain at the rates fixed by law. He belieYed 
that the Gym pie Gold Field had taken a turn ahead 
lately, and the ground was turning out rich and 
profitable. He did not know how long this was 
going to last any more than they did how long 
the pastoral prosperity would last. IV as there any 
member who would advof'<~te the aclvisibility of 
increasing the rents and taxation UJlOll these 
claims-upon the mining leases? \Vould any 
hon. member of the House suggest that, as they 
were getting- a far greater revenue out of these, 
consequently the rentals they paid for their 
mining lea,es shoulrl he increased to the benefit 
of the country? He believed they could very 
well afford, some of these rich claims, to pay 100 
per cent. more rental than they were at present 
doing. It was just the squattorial cry that the 
hon. member for Rockhampton hacl introduced 
there, and which he must have borrowetl from 
the senior member for J<~noggera. His (l\Ir. 
Hill's) idea was that it was just like the old habit 
of newspaper,; raising the old hostile anti-squat-

torial cry in their temporary prosperity. The 
squatters next year, for anything they knew, 
might be clown lower than ever they had been, 
and then queen street would probably not do so 
well as at present. He did not think it would, 
as the prosperity of the one greatly depended 
upon that of the great producing interests. 

l\Ir. GRIFFITH said this was a very impor
tant matter indeed, and let him tell the hon. 
member who had just sat down, and who talked 
about the anti-sr1uatting cry, that it was gentle
men who made such_ speeches as that he had just 
delivered who had raised the feeling of anta
gonism in many parts of the country against the 
squatters as a class. It was found that they 
always endeavoured to profit at the expense of 
the country, and there was no wonder, there
fore, that the people got up a feeling against 
them. The hon. gentleman assumed that be
cause the rents of the squatters were liable to 
increase they should attempt to raise the rents 
on goldfields ; but the latter rents were fixed at 
certain prices. The Legislature in 1869, however, 
never thought of giving rents to the squatters at 
fixed prices. They provided carefully that at 
fixed intervals the country should have an oppor
tunity of sharing in the general rise of squatting 
properties. \Vhat had not been done since 1869! 
How much money had not been ~pent since 1R69 in 
improving their means of getting to the markets ! 
The law provided that periodically their rents 
should be revised-within very narrow limits, 
certainly, but still such as would bring in £20,000, 
£30,000, or £40,000 a year to the Crown with
out burdening the pastoral tenants in the least. 
The attention of the Government had been called 
to it now, an cl the answers given were an insult 
to the intelligence of hon. members. If the GoY
ernment were bent on administering everything 
for the benefit of the pastoral tenant, it would 
not be a good thing for either the Government or 
the pastoml tenants in time to come. \Vhen they 
found that the old instinct was even stronger than 
it u"ed to be, to advoc!tte the rights of one class 
ag-ainst the connnnnity generally, it could only 
re"'1lt in intensifying tt feeling that he had hoped 
wa~ dying out. 

The I'HKl\IIER said the hon. gentleman had 
put a great many questions : would he himself 
answer one? The hulk of the leases that were 
taken out in and previous to 1869 fell in in 1876. 
The hon. gentleman was the leading spirit of the 
Government in that year, and it was only in 
that year that the leases were subject to appraise
ment. The question to which he wished an 
answer was--\Vhy did not the then Government 
take action ? If the hon. gentleman would 
answer that question he would find an answer to 
the action which the Government were taking 
at the present time. 

:Yir. GIUFJ!'ITH said it was his business to 
ask questions, not to answer them. He would, 
however, remind the Premier that the time 
for appraisement extended only during the year 
ending in June, 1876, and at that time he was a 
junior member of the Government, having nothing 
whatever to do with the administration of the 
public lands. The late l\Ir. T. B. Stephens, who 
was Minister for Lands at that time, could no 
doubt have given very good reasons for not taking 
action. 

The PREl\IIEit said the hon. gentleman had 
tried to escape giving a straightforward answer 
to a pertinent question by shifting the answer to 
the shoulders of a dead man. The hem. gentle
man might have been young in office.at the time, 
but he had made hi,; position in the Government 
by taking the whole of the land legislation upon 
himself. He had also shifted back by a whole year 
the time during which appraisements could be 
made, which was from the 1st July, 1876, to the 
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30th June, 1877, when the hon. gentleman was 
anything but a junior member of the Ministry. 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON said the 
real reason why the Government declined to 
make the appraisements was because the lea,,e
holders would lose by it. 

Mr. NORTON said he should like to know 
the hon. member's authority for that statement. 
The Opposition wished the Government to admin
ister the Land Act in the way they thought 
proper in the interests of the country, and the 
Premier wished to administer it in the way he 
thought proper for the interests of the country. 
He (Mr. Norton) had seen a good C!eal of those 
appraisements of land, and he believed the Gov
ermnent were right in coming to the conclusion 
they had done. It was only by offering the most 
liberal leases that land in the unsettled districts 
was taken up at all ; and he believed that if it was 
appraised now the arbitrators would in many 
cases decide in favour of the leesees. In some 
the rent would no doubt be raised, but on the 
whole very little difference would be made one 
way or the other. 

Mr. STEVENSON said hon. members oppo
site seemed to think that because high prices 
had been fetched at the recent sales, there
fore rents all over the colony ought to be 
increased. Hon. members ought to remem
ber the circumstances under which those 
high prices were obtained. Those blocks were, 
as a rule, isolated blocks which had been 
forfeited by the lessees in bad times, anrl which 
they wished now to recover. Competition, for 
some reason or other-sometimes to keep out an 
objectionable neighbour-took place, and high 
prices were the consequence-far higher than the 
runs were really worth. On one occasion, he 
himself had, through a mistake of his opponent
a brother of the hon. member for Blackall-at 
the sale, to pay £5 a square mile for a run which 
he had forfeited, and which after again forfeiting 
he got at the next sale for lZ\". a square mile. 
The blocks sold the other day were put up under 
peculiar circumstance,, and because they realised 
high prices that was no reason why all the rents 
of the pastoral tenants should be increased. 

Mr. GRIFJ!'ITH said he would quote the 
words of the present Colonial Secretary on the 
subject of appraisement, when the Pastoral 
Leases Bill was under discussion in 1876, on 
the 14th November of that year:-

"It has been a.sserted h1 this House over and over 
again, and it has never been controverted, that the 
appraisement system is much 1nore likely to bring in 
higher rents to the Cro,v11-althongh I do not for one 
moment believe that the only advantage to be gained, or 
that should be looked for to be gained, is simply a, higher 
rent-it has never been attempted to be controverted that 
the system of appraisement recommended by the Lef,'is
lative Council will bring in a larger amount of revenue 
than is likely to be got by the auction system." 

And yet now they were told that whenever the 
appraisement system was introduced it had 
always resulted m loss to the Crown. 

Mr. SIMPSON said hon. members on the 
other side were arguing a good deal, without 
lo,,ldng at what was going 011 close at hand. 
The appraisement system had recently been 
tried in New South \Vale!<, and the result was 
that, while times were supposed to be S<1 good, 
the Minister for Lands had actually been com
pelled to repudiate the appraisement of nearly 
all the runs, on account of the rents turning 
out so much less than he had anticipated. 

Mr. JYIACDONALD-PATBRSON said the 
hon. member must not forget that in New South 
\Vales free selection obtained all over the colony, 
and it was therefore not at all improbable that 
the Minister for Lands should take into recon-

sideration the appraisements arrived at. Bnt 
the lessees of the grass right in (~ueensland were 
protected against free selection in the greater 
part of the colony. They could not have the 
eyes picked out of their runs by anybody who 
pleased. In the settled districts the rents ought 
to have some revision. The hon. member for 
Port Curtis said that when he (Mr. Macdonald
Paterson) said anything he generally had some 
basis for it. He thought he had some basis for 
what he had said that night; and the best 
argument in proof of that was given by the 
hon. member himself in his concluding remarks, 
when he stated that no doubt if appraisement 
took place some runs would be more highly 
asse~sed--

Mr. NORTO~ : And some less. 
Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON said that, 

as the hon. member had just ejaculated, some 
would be less. \Vould that not be better for the 
country ? Lots of people made fortunes in the 
colony out of the grass of their runs. 

Mr. STEVENSON : Where are tbey? 
Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON said the 

official records of the colony would testify to the 
fact, and so would the stamp duties paid from 
time to time during the last two or three years. 
He referred two or three years ago to the poor 
man being asse~sed at 15s. stamp duty for his 
£GO allotment if it passed to another, while the 
squatter's right to the grass when sold practically 
contributed nothing. The property of the hon. 
member for Port Curtis was in the settled 
districts, and he could sympathise with him 
in his observations with respect to those 
districts that the lease was not what it ought 
to be. The outside districts should have a 
better tenure and pay a higher rent ; though 
the tenure at the present time was very good 
-so good that intercolonial capitali••ts had for 
a considerable time past paid high prices for 
Queensland country. No one could advance 
any good reason why appraisement should not be 
instituted at the present time with great advan
tage to the revenue of the colony. The hon. 
member for Port Curtis said he (Mr. 1\Iacdonald
Paterson) had no basis for saying that the lease
holders would be losers. He did not say that they 
would be losers 011 their sq natting properties ; but 
they would have to contribute to the revenue an 
extra rent. The payment in many cases-he did 
not suppose the increase would be general
would be a mere bagatelle to the profits. And as 
a basis for what he had said in respect to the 
institution of appraisement, was it not to be 
considered that they had telegraphic and rail
way communication to a much greater extent 
than before? They had the latter almost to the 
Belyando, in the Central district ; it was to 
be extended to the :Mitchell, in the Southern 
district, and plans had been passed for a railway 
to Hughenden, in theN orthern district. \V as it 
not the passing of those railway plans that gave 
a lift to what he might term the grass-right in
terest? There was no comparison between the 
present time and the time referred to by the 
leader of the Opposition, when the l'astoral 
Leases Act was pa~'sed, and when it was intended 
to reserve the right to adjust the rents. At that 
time the wool market was fickle, and the crisis 
of 1866 came with cattle worth almost nothing ; 
but of late the wool interest was in a very 
healthy state all over Australia. He had not 
heard one sentence to justify the action of the 
Government in failing to exercise the right to 
appraisement of the runs. 

The PREMIER said the hon. member for 
llockhampton said the records of the colony 
bore evidence to the large fortunes made by the 
Crown lessees. But, the mattel' being in hie 
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department, he (the Premier) could say that 
nine-tenths of the stamp duties received in the 
colony were from the pastoral lessees for duties 
on mortgages; therefore, when the hon. member 
said that the amount paid for stamp duties was 
a proof of the pastoral lessees making a fortune, 
he was S>tying that the amount of a man's debt 
was a proof of his riches. The hon. member 
seemed to h::we a lively sense of the Hock
hampton election that night. All his speeches 
had nothing to do with the Estimate~-he was 
talking to the electors, and they did not care a 
bit about what he was saying. If the hrm. 
member took up the time of the House on the 
land question he might forget the coolie question, 
because they would come to that before the 
election was over. He had better let the 
Minit;ter for Lands get on with his :Estimates. 

Mr. MACDO~ALD-PATERSO:if said he 
quite agreed that the Estimates should be gone 
on with; but the Hockhampton election never 
entered his mind that night. He was taking little 
or no interest in it, but it was evidently a lively 
subject in tlie mind of the Premier. It was non
sense to say this was not the proper time to discuss 
the land question. \Vhen was there a better 
time than when the Minister was there to listen 
to their opinions with respect to matters that 
had been under discussion before, but had been 
smouldering for the last Y<"'l>r or two? The late 
hon. member for Leichhardt (l\Ir. Macfarlane) 
told him that squatters were prepared to give 
3d. an acre per annum for the choice portions 
of their runs; and that the great majority of the 
srtuatters in the Barcoo, Diamantina, and Peak 
Downs were prepared to pay 5 per cent. per 
annum on the value of the freehold, for the best 
of the lands. 

Mr. DJ;> SATGE said this was too large a sub
ject to be talked about generally. The large 
bulk of the squatters in the outside districts were 
prepared to p:1y an increased rent, provided they 
got a continuance of their tenure aN it now 
existed. But with re,;pect to the appraisement 
and increase of rents in the western portion of 
the outside districts, the squatters were prepared 
to pay an increased rent, provided the tenure 
wa~ not attacked by such a scheme as that pro
]Josed to be introduced for the construction of 
railways by land grants. He would not have 
spoken on this question h:1d not the squatters 
been threatened by that scheme with the land 
being taken up and sold under theirfeet. ·when 
that scheme was brought forward the S<Juatters 
would expreHs themselves through their repre
sentatives to the effect that they were prepared 
to pay increased rent, provided the measure were 
not passed. If railways had to be made-he 
did not think that in every case there was such 
an alarmingly acth·e demand for them-they 
should be made on a different system. The 
land-grant system would only force capitalists 
and mortgagees to purchase large blocks of land 
to save themselves. That was the real state of 
the matter. 

Mr. ARCHER said his hon. friend (Mr. 
De 8atge) seemed to have transcontinental 
railway on the brain, and, of course, he must 
drag it into the discussion. The hon. gentleman 
said they were not in a hurry to make railways, 
but if they wished to make them they should 
be made in another way. The facilities of rail
way communication had been spoken about, 
and no doubt it did increase the value of the 
runs. He diLl not think it required a prophet to 
say th:1t in a couple of years the takings of the 
Central Hail way would help to supplement the 
loss incurred on other railwavs. He believed 
that next year, when the Minister for \Vorks 
brought in his statement, they would find that 
the railways constructed at great expense would 

prrwe of benefit, not only to the squatters but to 
the whole country, and instead of being a loss 
would be a gift to the colony. \Vith regard 
to the land-grant system, until they had some
thing tangible before them they could not dis
cuss the matter properly ; and what was the use 
of dragging in that unfortunate scheme until 
they knew something about what it was like? 
The hon. member brought this transcontinental 
scheme before them like a cold bath, and shoved 
them into it whether they would or not. He 
could only say that if the scheme promised to be 
of benefit to the country it would be approved 
of, and if not the House would reject it. At 
all events, it was no use discussing the subject 
until they knew something about it, and he, for 
one, knew nothing. At the present time he was 
in utter ignorance of the whole matter, except 
as regarded the Bill passed last year, which gave 
no route. He was so ignorant that he declined to 
discuss the matter. As to the appraisement 
question that was now before the House, he 
thought the Government ought, if they thought 
they could, to get the rents of the runs raised to 
the extent that was allowed by the Bill of 1869. 
If they thought that the country was in a posi
tion to bear it, he thought it ought to be tried. 
If they were unsuccessful they should not persist. 
At all events, he believed the selectors were able 
to pay the addition, and to continue to do so. He 
could" understand that circumstances might occur 
when the country might be just as hard up as it 
was in 1878 .or in 18oG-7-8. At those times runs 
were worth nothing, cattle were worth nothing, 
and sheep were worth nothing, as they were so far 
away that the carriage consumed all the profit. 
That state of things might return again, for no 
one could suppose that the prosperity of pastoral 
properties at present would be permanent-that 
this was a new era which was to continue. If 
the ::Ylinistry could benefit the revenue by ap
praisement thev ought to do so. It was not tt 
matter to be forced upon the pre.•ent Ministry, 
or the Ministry in power before them. who 
had exactly the same chance, as they had lmd 
some good times and wme bad times. They 
had just pttssed through a very bad time, when 
those whose means were sunk in pastoral pur
suits were so poor that they did not know 
which way to turn to get the rents for their 
runs; when they could not sell their stock, 
and could not even sell their sheep when they 
brought them to market. That was a state of 
affairs that might return always, and it was 
not a thing for the Opposition to make a stand 
on. He believed himself that the Ministry 
ought to use their discretion in the matter, and 
do the best they could for the country. They 
certainly ought not to take the value of the runs 
to-day as a fixed value which wrmld continue. 
They might depend upon it that again they 
would want markets : that again there would be 
a great outcry. It was a great mistake to think 
that the present prosperity would continue. He 
was prepared-and so, he believed, was ever~· 
S([Uatter-to go in for appraisement if they could 
benefit the country by doing so. 

l\Ir. MILES said there was a Yery peculiar 
change in the character of the debate. Hon. 
members were making a very great mistake in 
trying to force the Government into appraising 
nins. They had been told that if they did so it 
would result in a loss to the colony. That, he 
believed, wn,s a fact, for he knew that if they 
appraised them they would appraise them too 
high. 

nfr. DE SATGI<~ said the hon. member for 
Blackall had accused him of having the trans
continental railway-a subject he had not men
tioned-on the brain. He carried his histor:v 
back some twelve or thirteen years, and could 
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recollect when the hon. member had the acquisi· 
tion of Gracemere alwayH in hi~ head. 

Question put and passed. 
The MINISTER I<'OR LAKDS moved that 

£3,465 be granted for the Survey of I.and. 
There were a few increases. There \vas an extra 
draftsman and also an increase of £fi00 in the 
fees to licensed survoyom-from £1,400 last year 
to £2,000 this year. 

:\fr. l>ICKSOX said that, in the face of a state
lllcnt made by the <lovermnent that there would 
be lehl' laml sold this year, he could hardly 
understand the necessity for an extm drafts-
tnan. 

The l\HKI8TER J!'OR LAXDS said he need 
,;carcelyinform theCommitteethatthework of the 
office increased year by year. It might be that the 
estimate was a little under the mark last year, 
hut he had gainecl experience, and thev had fixed 
the amount this year at the actual mitlay of the 
office last year. There were a few increases to 
deserving men. 'l'his was one of those offices 
where there was no room for advancement. l\Ien 
could not be. transferred to any other depart
ments from rt. Many had been in the office 
for years, and the work which hacl to be done 
1·eqnired to be done with great accuracy. He 
had made inquiries and found they were all very 
de~erving officers. 

::\lr. (}J{IJ<'FITH asked what had becnme of 
the survey to the border between here an cl X ew 
:-:Iouth \\r ales ; how was that getting on? Then 
there was the trigonometrical survey of Bris
bane; what progress had been made with that? 

The ::\IIXI::':Tlm :FOH LA~"DS said the 
survey of the border was proceeding under the 
snperintendence of an officer from X ew 1louth 
\V ales. This colony was at present incurring no 
expense. A.~ to the trigonometrical survey of 
Brisbane, he believecl that ~tll that was intended 
to be done had been clone, and that was to make 
" correct map of the city of Brisbane and its 
surroundings. He understood the survey was 
not yet complete, and that there was an officer 
engaged in fini~hing the \vork at the vrel'ent 
time. The cttlculations had been handed over to 
a Victorian surveyor, ::md it was expected the 
work would he very soon completed. 

::\Ir. GRIFFITH ttsked if the survey mts 
going on still? He understood that it was stopped 
immediately after last session. 

'l'he MIXISTER l<'OH LAXDS stticl the 
Under Secretary had informed him that the 
xnrvey waR ~till going on. 

::\Ir. GitiFl!'lTH said they had heard nothing 
more about it since last year. A trigonometrical 
survey wa,; no trifling thing, to be started to-day 
and finished to-morrow. It was a most valuable 
thing if it was done correctly; but if it waR wrong 
it only complicated matters. 

The PUEl\IIER said that the survey was for 
Brisbane and its subnrbs. \Vhttt was done last 
yenr was to lay down certain permanent points 
in and about Brisbane, and up to the pre,;ent 
time an officer hacl been engttged connecting those 
triangles with the various permanent points. Thttt 
was nearly done, and then the work of calculation 
would be commenced. l<'or the purpose of having 
a correct nmp of Brisbane and its suburbs, a tri
gonometrical survey-the base line of which was 
in the tlarclen,;-was very valuable. They did 
not intencl that the survey should go h<iyond 
Brisbane and its suburbs, where :mme of the 
surveys had been found to be very in<>orrect, 
e,,peeially in the connection of one survey with 
another. It was a most useful thing, and he had 
no doubt it wc>uld he proved to he so. 

~Jr. JHCKSOX asked what was the expendi 
L'-trC un jt up tn the pre'"'ent tilne 7 

1881-3 I -

The MINISTER .!!'OR LANDS said he exi 
pected the expenditure would not exceed £400. 

Question put and passed. 
The MIXISTim J<'OR LANDS moved that 

the 5Ull1 of £3,433 be granted for Survey of Roads. 
That amount included some items that were 
handed over from the Works Department at the 
time the divisional boards came into operation, 
for opening of roads and for miscellaneous 
.~ervices. 'fhis vote wtts a little in advance of 
that fen· last ye:tr. 

l\Ir. lh; Sc\.T<"U; asked whether the vote for 
miscellaneous ,;ervices included any of the roads 
in the unsettled districts. 

The MINISTER l<'OR LANDS said a portion 
of the sum would he devoted to the unsettled 
district,,, 

:Ur. BLACK snid he understood some of 
these votes were for works which the Govern
ment had in hand at the time the divisional 
board:< began work. He had a similar case 
which he had brought under the notice of the 
Minister for Lands several times. He referred to 
expenditure on road,; at ::\:Iackay; it amounted to 
something like £1,100, and the responsibility had 
heen handed over to the divisional boards. It was 
a sum altogether too large to saddle the board with, 
anrl one which they were unable to liquidate. 
He wished to know whether these miscellaneous 
vote,; came under the same category as the item 
he had mentioned, which had been accumulating 
for nearly six years. The particular road~ he re
ferred to were the N ebia and branch from Bowen 
roads to the coast. They hacl been used by the 
public on the understanding that the Govern
ment were going to proclaim them open; but 
apparently the Government found the expendi
ture to l)e incurred was too large, and they 
simply refused to proclaim them. It was a serious 
inconvenience, and was at the same time unfair 
to the divisional boards. 

The :::1-IIi'\ISTElt FOlt LAKDS said no douht 
the hem. member might have a case of hardship; 
but the case had been investigated, and he found 
the Clovernment had incurred no responsibility. 
He waH unwilling to undertake the opening of 
new mads whene,·er there was any expense to 
the State involved. It was understood that the 
people interested would gh-e the land required 
for the road; but now it was found they were 
unwilling to clo so. This vote was simply to 
complete works that were in progress at the time 
the divisional bottrds came into operation. 

::\Ir. BLACK said he would like to have some 
more explanation as to what these particular 
votes were for. Did they come under the same 
category as the roads mentioned by him ? He 
considered it a great hardship and injustice to 
make the divisional hoard responsible for so 
hrge an amount incurred hy the Government 
before the divisional board took office. 

The l\HNISTEll l<'OR LANDS said he had 
already explained that this vote was for works 
which were in progres,; at the time the divisional 
boards came into operation. The roads referred 
to hy the hon. member had never been pro
claimed at all, and the Government were not 
liable for anything. 

Mr. BLACK maintained that the hon. gentle
man had brought these roads under the same 
category as the ones he had mentioned. 

'l'he MINISTER FOR WORKS (Mr. Mac
ros,an) <aid, if the Government were to take up 
every case such as the one mentioned, instead of 
being obliged to borrow £100,000 to start the 
divisional board", double that amount would 
hnve been required. 

The l'RKMIJ:c}R said the difference between 
lhc two ca~es was this : In one ca~c the Govern· 
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ment were directly responsible, and would be 
guilty of a breach of faith if certain works were 
not carried out ; and in the other no promise had 
been made. They would be guilty of a breach 
of faith, not to boards or districts, but to private 
individuals. The second item would explain 
what he meant. The Government had actually 
completed a bridge at the time the boards came 
into operation, and this vote was for payment of 
land and for fencing the approaches to hridge. 
The case instanced by the hon. member for 
Mackay was very different. There the Govern
ment had no responsibility, and the work was 
handed over to the divisional boards. If the hon. 
member had been in the House last session he 
would find that ample provision was made for 
the divisional boards. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL said he wished to ask 
the Minister for Lands whether it was the in
tention of the Government to make any pro
vision for stock roads in the interior-that was 
to say, reserving the land on each side of the 
existing road. It was a matter for serious con
sideration, not only for stockowners but for the 
p~ople in the city. If stock had to travel long 
distances on roads of the present width they 
would not be worth much in the way of food. 
It was a question of interest to the stock-raiser 
and to the colony generally. If the land was 
reserved for half-a-mile on each side of the road 
it would be a great boon to the stockowners and 
consuTners. 

The MINISTER :FOR LAXDS said at pre
sent no inconvenience had arisen from the want 
of what the hon. gentleman suggested, but no 
doubt as settlement progressed inconvenience 
might arise. The difficulty heretofore had been 
the keeping of reserves after they had been 
granted. Somebody was expected to look after 
them, and now the divisional boards had charge 
of them. Th~ matter was engaging the atten
twn of the b-overnment, and no doubt some 
action would be taken. 

Mr. SIMPSON was understood to say that 
the present roads for tra veiling stock on were 
quite useless, ina~nmch as there was not aYail
able grass. The difficulty would be more and 
more felt as the country became alienated. His 
own experience in Victoria and::'\ ew South \Y11les 
and in the settled districts of this colony went to 
show that wide roads were a curse rather than 
a benefit to the colony. 

l\fr. L UMLBY HILL said the hon. member 
for Dalby, who lived alongside :t railwav, and 
could. use it to carry stock, .did not appreciate 
the difficulty of those who hved a lmw way in 
the interior. For instance, between Rgma an<l 
Mitchell, stock had to travel countrY over black 
soil along a road two chains wide, '~·hich in wet 
~veather was almost ii_Up:tssable. The other day 
It was choked up With dead sheep, a circmn
stance which could not be to the advantage of 
anybody. 

Question put and passed. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved that 
the sum of £3,025 be granted for Bailiffs and 
Rangers of Crown Lands. There wak he ex
plained, a slight increase in the allowan~e to the 
rangers, the present scale being inadertuate. 

Mr. ARCHER said he understood the duties 
of the rangers were to see that selectors performed 
the conditions of selection, and to look after a 
few other matters ; if they were re<l uired to look 
after Crown lands generally they would have to 
be multiplied by dozem. Some time a"o he had 
suggested to the Minister for Lands th~t there 
was room for great improYement in the adminis
tration of the waste lands of the colony. Some 
steps had already been taken in this direction by 
putting the reserves under the control of the 

divisional boards, and he believed good would 
ultimately result therefrom. Hitherto these 
reserves, instead of a benefit, had been a direct 
curse to the country. They were no benefit to 
people travelling stock, lmt had been occupied 
by people who, not honest enough to make 
homes for themselves, squatted on the reserves, 
ran their stock there, and "duffed" their neigh
bours' cattle : they were, in fact, nests for 
bringing up young nwn as crhninals. Thi8 state 
of things had been partly remedied, and he 
hoped the time would come when the divisional 
boards would be able to fence in the reserves 
and keep them for tra veiling stock when they 
came along. At the prt''ent time the reserves 
were either destitute of grass or overrun with 
noxious weeds. He would also point out that a 
great part of the land in the coast districts was 
not under any control at all. "Lnder the Act 
which applied to the coast districts no allowance 
was made for bad country, and many s<ruatters, 
rather than pay the high rents demanded, had 
forfeited their runs. At first, it was said that the 
land was rejected because so much was thrown 
open on one day, but as the same thing had 
happened since then, that could not be the 
cause. These forfeited parts were now a sort of 
no man's land, over which people ranged at will. 
He hoped the l\Iinister for Lands would take 
some action to bring them under control, and 
not allow the honest selector to be competed with 
by a man who made no home and did not pay 
for his land. He agreed with the h<m. mem
ber for Gregory in the matter of wide roads, 
having always regretted that wide roads were 
not reserved all over the country until railways 
were constructed. The hon. member for Dalbv 
seemed to forget that, though the <1uiet stall-fc(l 
cattle at home might be trucked to the market 
\Vith great ad vantage, tho san1e n1eans could only 
be used here at the cost of a large percentage of 
cattle killed or badly bruised. The trucking- of 
cattle to :Melbourne 'had not been found to answer 
well, nor would it prove satisfactory in any of 
the colonies where the cattle were comparatiYely 
wild. 'l'he people of Brisbane, he thought, had 
suffered very much in regard to the >upply of 
both beef and mutton from the wav in which the 
country harl been laid out. He Hhould like to 
know whether the :Minister for Lands propose<! 
to adopt anynwans of t,,king the \Vaste lands out 
of the hn,nds of those who were paying 110 rent for 
them, :tnd were putting them to a bad JHII']>osc, 
and of placing them under the control of those 
who would see that they were made use of. 

The i\II::'\ISTJU~ J<;OR LAXDS said that 
according to the report, of the Crown Hangers 
the case was not <ruite so bad as the hon member 
for Blackall imagined. In most case·,, the former 
lf'RRces continued to enjoy the right of grazing, 
:tml there had been very little encroachment b~· 
persons who went about for the J>Url>ose of '' cattlP 
duffing." J\othing coulcl alter the present state 
of things but legislation, as the Act provided 
no alternative but forfeiture, if the lessee declined 
to pay £2 per square mile-unless, indeed, he 
bought and then forfeited, in which case he 
might be able to take it up at a lower price. 
As land legislation must form a part of the Gov
ernment scheme next sesoion, this question would 
be a prominent matter for attention. He believed 
he had the concurrence of his colleagues in 
stating that the Government did not see their 
way to putting these waste lands under the 
control of the divisional hoar<ls. Difficulties 
would o,rise, and as the subject must he legis
lated upon shortly, it was better not to raise 
false hopes in the minds of the members of the 
boards, by allowing them to regard these lands 
as possible sources nf revenue. 

Mr. LU}ILEY HILL pointed out that if 
temporary reserve,; were made along the roads 
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and afterwards found to be unncceosary there 
would be no loss to the colony, becau~c they 
would realise an enhanced price. 

Question put and passed. 

The ::\IIXISTER FOR LAXDS moYetl that 
a sum of £300 be grantetl fqr the office of 
Colonial Botanist. He said that this item was a 
new one. It was an increase of only £100, how
ever, as the gentleman, Jlllr. Bailey, who did the 
work was down for £200 in the Mines Depart
ment. 'fhe work was done most satisfactorily. 

::\Ir. WELD-BLUKDJ<;LL said he wished to 
bring before the Committee tlw possibility of 
getting a work upon the botany of (luecnsland
to be published by the liovernment Printer. 
Mr. Bailey was more fully acquainted with the 
.flora of this colony than any man alive, and he was 
in constant communication with the other colonies 
and with the mother-country on similar subjects. 
He had already taken a vast amount of trouble 
in collecting information about the plants of the 
colony, and was prepared to publish the work 
provided that some hope were held out that the 
liovernment would aid him in doing so. He 
(Mr. W eld-Blundell) thought it would be a great 
pity if the Government did not assist in the pro
duction of the work, as they could do it at a 
very reasonable expen:-;e. There \Vere Inany 
plants ~tll over the colony whidt "·ere good, and 
exceedingly useful for the agricultural and pas
tom! interests, while there were others which were 
poisonous. The utility of stwh a work would be 
very great indeed, as it would enable people to 
discover which were the poismwns plants and 
which were the useful ones. He trusted that 
the novernlnent ·would give sorne expression of 
opinion on the desirability of puhlishing this 
work, or, at all events, encourage ::\Ir. Bailey to 
be ready for puhlication next year. 

The MIXISTER }'OR LAXDS sai.l that, 
though he was unable to make any distinct pro
mise on the subject, he would say that the matter 
would receive the favourable consideration of the 
GoYernnlent. 

Mr. GRIJtFITH asked what were the duties 
of the Colonial Botanist? 

The MIXISTER }'Olt LA:i\Dil was under
stood tu say that they were to collect plants, 
etc. 

l\Ir. i\ 0 R TO X said that he was sorry to see 
the old item "Herbarium" omitted. Tl1ere was 
very little expense to the colon v in connection 
with it. Most of the plants were pre>'ented hy 
the people, and the only slight eA:pense was 
for package paper and posting, which ditl not 
amount to very much. There wa,; al:-;o a 
small expen:-;e in providing cabinets to protect 
the plant.,; when they arrived out here. He 
believed that £i)0 would be enough to cowr 
the whole expenRe fm the year. It would 
lJrOVC to be of great UHe in IlHtllV WftVR. l)eople 
would !'(et information about plant; they were 
not now ac<1uaintetl with, and in that wa~· the 
investment would be a Yery good one. So far as 
the appointment went, he believed it also would 
be a very good one. He did not profe"" to say 
what the duties were, but he knew that :\Ir. 
Bailey always seemed to be very fully occupied 
when he saw that gentleman in the ::\luo<eum. 

Mr. GltiFFITH said he again asked what 
were the duties of the Colonial Botanist? \V as 
he to stop in his own house and work, or was he 
to be in a (iovernnwnt office under prO})er 
direction? The ::Yiini,;ter for Lands would have 
to answer the question. 

The MIXISTER }'OR LAXDS said that the 
officer would be connected with the ::\fuseum, of 
which he would act as Curator, besides conduct
ing the correspondence with the other colonies, 
and in other ways assisting the Govemment. 

The PTIE::\IIER said thttt the Colonial 13ota 
nist was now employed temporarily as Curator of 
the Museum. \Vhen this item was passed he 
would be appointed to do the work of Govern
ment Botanist. 

Mr. DICKSO:X said he saw that the gentle
man employed as Curator was down for £200 in 
the :Mines .Estimates, whereas it was £300 here. 
\V as it intended to degrade him ? 

The MINISTER FOR WOJ~KS said it was 
just the other way-rice 7•crs<l. He would go up 
to £300. 

::\Ir. DICKSO:X said the Minister for Lands 
waR Yerv reticent. He might tell the House if 
the gmi'tleman was to act as Curator of the 
Garden>', to which he must he more attached than 
to the Mine:; Department. If he was to be 
removed to the :\lines Department, who was to 
act as Director of the liardens, or was the office 
to be entirely abolished? 

The 1IIXISTBR }'OR LA:i\DS said that the 
Colonial J3otanist was not to act as Director of 
the Gardens. If the item was passed, Mr. Bailey 
would be tlppointed to perform the duties of 
Colonial Botanist. That was all he knew. 

Question put and passed. 
The l\IIXISTER }'OR LAXDS moved that a 

sum not exceeding £1,7tlR he voted for Botanical 
liardens. He said that this was a lesser sum than 
was voted last session. There had been a con
siderable reduction owing t•> the Curator being 
removed and his place taken by a head gardener. 
He might inform the Committee that the late 
Curator of the Gardens considered himself en
titled to a pension, and that was a question which 
would have to be settled soon. 

:i\Ir. i\OllTOX said he hoped that the hon. 
the 1Iinister for Lands would tell them what 
had become of the board of inquiry into the 
conduct of the late Curator-the second board 
of inquiry which was appointed, he meant. He 
put the question with regard to this to the 
::\Iini:.;ter ~ome tilne ago, and the answer given 
was that the inquiry was going on, and that as 
soon as it was completed the papers would be 
laid before Parliament. He would like to know 
now if the inquiry was finished, and, if so, when 
the papers would be bid on the table. There 
were matters in connection with :\lr. Hill's ceasing 
to occupy his po,;ition in the Gardens which, no 
doubt, ret[uiretl very full explanation, and the 
sooner the Hnu:-;e was acr1uainted with the whole 
of the facts the better it would be for everybody. 

The 1IIXISTJ;;It Hm LAXDH said that 
the intp1iry into :\Ir. Hill's conduct had termi
nated, and the hoard had sent in their report. 
Of course, the Committee were aware that l\Ir. 
Hill submittetl to the jurisdiction of the boanl 
after having first objected to it, but that he had 
absented himself from all their sittings and they 
proceeded in his absence. On all the charges 
except one they found him guilty, and in the 
only one they said he had any justification they 
stated at the same time that he had acted very 
indiscreetly-in the removal of plants from the 
Chrdens to \Vickham Terrace-and thev addml 
to that by pointing out that l\lr. Hill ·had re
ceived notice to leave the ({ardeuR at the time, 
and, therefore, had no right to interfere witli 
the plantR. He would be very happy to lay the 
report on the tablR. 

Mr. LU::YILEY HILL said it seemed to him 
that they held the inquiry without the preBence 
of l\Ir. Hill. If it was so, it was like the play of 
"Hamlt't"' without the ghost. Had the Govern
ment no means of compelling him to attend the 
exnmination ? IV as he not accountable for the 
administration of his office just as much as any 
private inrlividual would be for any office he held 
in 'my other service ? \V as he supposed to btl 
inesponsible altogether? 
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Mr. NORTON believed that the position was 
that Mr. Hill really gave up his appointment 
and retired ; and after his retirement certain 
facts came to the knowledge of the Govern
ment, which called for inquiry. But Mr. Hill 
had retired and had ceased to be a Government 
officer, and the Government could not compel his 
attendance. Very serious charges were brought 
ngainst him, and he (Mr. Norton) knew there 
were grounds ngainst somebody ; he did not say 
whetheJ• it was against Mr. Hill or not. He heard 
reports of the destruction of plants, which had 
taken place in the Gardens ; and to ascertain 
whether they were true or not, he went through 
the Gardens and saw for himself. He found that 
they were true-that grape-vines had been cut 
down in the most wanton manner, and that num
bers of pineapples had been injured-every one 
of them knocked off-not one of them being left. 
Anyone looking at the plants could see that some 
of the fruit knocked off was quite young. He 
mentioned the matter to the :Minister for Lands, 
and the prosecution at the Police Office, which 
came to nothing, was the result. The charges 
against Mr. Hill were so grave that, whatever 
his claims to a pension might be, they should not 
be entertained until all the circumstances in 
connection with the matter were properly cleared 
up. 

Mr. SIMPSON wished to know the extent of 
the Queen's Park. 

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS replied that 
it extended from the Edward-street entrance to 
the Gardens to the first walk parallel with Alice 
street, as far the river. 

Mr. DICKSON said the inference he lmd 
drawn from Mr. Hill's case was that Mr. Hill 
was being persecuted. If the hon. member for 
Port Curtis had a special knowledge of horticul
ture his remarks might be worth listening to ; 
but it was clearly demonstrated in the evidence 
at the Police Court that the alleged injury was 
done, not to injure the Gardens, but in the ordi
nary course of conserving the plants. That was 
his (Mr. Dickson's) opinion, and he had watched 
the proceedings very carefully. There was an 
amount of persecution directed against Mr. Hill 
which was anything but creditable to the parties 
concerned in it. He hoped the Government 
would act towards ::Yir. Hill in a wider spirit 
than was indicated by the hon. member for Port 
Curtis ; and that, whatever the sentence of the 
hoard that inquired into his alleged misconduct 
might be, it would be considered quite apart from 
the pension to which he was entitled as an old 
servant of the State. 

Mr. NORTON said he could not see where the 
persecution came in. He had sufficient know
ledge of plants to say that those in question had 
been wilfully damaged-he would not say by 
Mr. Hill or with his cognisance-although the 
evidence showed that Mr. Hill was cognisant, 
and that he was himself one of those who cut 
down the plants. Such being the case, it was 
persecution in a very mild form indeed ; nnd 
the question arose whether, if those plants 
were really destroyed by Mr. Hill or by his 
orders, he was entitled to nny consideration by 
the Government. His own opinion was that if 
Mr. Hill was guilty he deserved no pension 
whatever; and if the question ever came before 
the House he should not only vote against it 
himself, but would do all he could to induce 
other hon. members to do the same. Up to the 
time of those facts being brought before him, 
he had made a point of saying all he could 
in ~Ir. Hill's favour whenever his conduct 
was canvassed-3,nd it had often been •everelv 
ca11vassed--in that Chamber. Apart from t.h"e 
'lUestion of the pla,nts, there were some other 
matters which he might mention to the Com· 
mittee. The aviaries had for -years been full o£ 

birds, which were generally regarded as the pro
perty of the Government, and when ~Ir. Hill 
went away the birds went away too. He believed 
:l\Ir. Hill had taken them as his own. He 
had heard another statement, which could easily 
be verified. The Colonial Secretary, some time 
ag-o, gave 't cassowary to the Gardens. The bird 
disappeared, and it was said that l\Ir. Hill had, 
of his own motion, given it to th~ captain of some 
vessel that came here. It would he just as well 
to know whether that was true or nnt, for, if i1, 
was, J\Ir. Hill was just as likely to take away all 
the birds that belonged to the Cfai·rlqns, '"'d which 
he claimed to have been hill own. Then there 
was another matter. After ::\fr. Hill harl ceased 
to act, a \Vardian case of plants arrived hy 
steamer, addressed to the Curator of the Gardens, 
and was taken away by J\ir. Hill to Wickham 
Terrace, where the other plants were. \Vhat 
right had he to do anything of the kind when he 
was no longer the Curator? Then, again, the whole 
of the horses that had been at work in the Gardens 
1\Ir. Hill claimed as his own and took them away. 
It seemed extraordin3,ry that a man occupying 
Mr. Hill's position should take upon himself to 
supply horses for work which had to be done by 
the Government. There was a history about 
those matters which required a great deal of 
ventilation, and, whether Mr. Hill was right or 
wrong, the fact" were such as to throw great 
suspicion on him. 

JYir. SIMPSOX said he had been ),ire>ttly 
astonished at what he had just heard ; and, if 
the hon. member (J\Ir. N orton) had good grounds 
for the assertions he had made, his (:l\Ir. Simp
son's) opinion was that J\Ir. Hill ought to he 
within the four walls of a gaol. The hon. gentle
man ought to have produced his infornmtion at 
the Police Court trial. The allegation" ought 
certainly to be inquired into, and, if l\Ir. Hill 
was guilty or theft-that was the proper name 
for it-he ought to be punished. 

l\Ir. KINGSl!'ORI> said he knew Mr. Hill 
before he set foot in queensland, and could say 
that he was bv profession a botanist, and a very 
competent one too, though certainly somewhat 
antiquated in his notions. \Vith regard to the 
charges again,;t Mr. Hill, and the surmises a;.;ainst 
his probity and honesty, it would be better to wait 
till the matter Wail clear before they gave their 
opinion as to his deserts. 

J\Ir. XORTOK said he ,;hould like the 
Colonial Secretary to mention whether it was a 
fact that the cassown,ry was given by him to ::\Ir. 
Hill as Curator of the Botanic Gardens. 

The COLOXIAL SJ~CRETARY said that 
the eloquence of the hon. member for };nog-gem 
had sent him to sleep; but if Mr. Hill had any 
friends in the House thev had better hold their 
tongue. He (Sir Arthur Palmer) had taken l\Ir. 
Hill's part as long as he coulrl, and much longer 
than he ought. The cassowary was given by 
him to Mr. Hill as Cnrator of the Gardens, anrl 
l\Ir. Hill knew it was giYen to him as Curator. 
He (i::lir Arthur Palmer) was told that it waH 
afterwards given to the captain of a steamer. 

l\Ir. DICKSOK asked why only six labourers 
were provided for this year, while sen'n were 
down for last year? 

The MINISTER J<'OR LAND8 said the 
number set down was the number asked for by 
the head gardener, who considered six quite suffi 
cient. 

Question put and passed. 
The J\IINIHTEU F01t LAXDS moved that 

£4,000 be granted for ResmTes. The only increase 
w»s £100 each for reserves at 'Voollongabba and 
Ronthport. 

1\Ir. J<'}~}}Z aa.id the w•tes ftl1' places about 
Brisbane were the only items il:l v:tibh increase?; 
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were made ; the amounts for the outside dis
tricts remained the same from year to year. 
The railway being carried through the Botanic 
Gardens at Maryborough would involve a large 
outlay for some yPars to come in putting matters 
right; and, in the absence of the hon. member 
for l\Iaryborough, he would suggest that it would 
be only just that the amount for Maryborough 
should he increased to £500-the mnonnt voted 
for Rockhampton. -

Mr. l\IACDOX ALD- P ATJmSO~ said he 
noticed sums down for Government Domain 
Albero Park, Brisbane, \Vickham Terrace and 
\Voollongabba. The first three ought to be 
placed under the control of the Corporation, and 
the last under the \Voollongabba Divisional 
Board. There was nothing of the kind outside 
the southem part of the colony. At Hock
hampton and other towns the reserve" were 
under the control of the Corporation, who were 
.prepared to improve them out of the funds con
tributed by the ratepayers. Altogether, the 
amount for Brisbane was £~,488, as against the 
very small votes for the different towns men
tioned, under the head of reseJTes. It was not 
fair that those towns should take charge of the 
,;everal reserves, while the spots about Brbbane 
should receive contributions from the Govern
ment for their improvement and conservation. 
He trusted the Minister for Lands would see his 
way in future to prevent these votes coming up 
under the head of reserve:;, 

ln reply to ::V[r. l\[cLEAK, 
The l\HKIBT:ER }'OH LANDS said the vote 

fc1r an aboriginal reser\ n \\~a.:-; for l\fackay. .A 
:~entle!llan named Brooks was in chm·gp, of the 
1'l1KerYe, and \VnF-1 \ 1.rorking it Hncce~Hfnllv. ln 
ltlaJIY cases aboriginals found employmmit and 
reeBived wageH. 

l\lr. GRil?J<'ITH said that last year he called 
a~tention to the st:·auge defect of trees in the 
hovernment l>mnam, It was scandalous that 
it should be allowed to remain in its present 
condition. 

( tuestion put and passed. 
The MIXISTER JWR LANDS moved that 

£8,700 be granted for ":Miscellaneous." There 
were three new items :-Allowance for forage 
:Mineral Lands Commissioner, \V alsh and 
'l'inaroo, £7n ; forest nurserie><, £3ii0 ; and 
survey of boundary between New South \Vales 
and Queensland, £1,500. 

l\[r. DE SATGE said the item "Survey of 
runs" was of considerable importance. It was 
important to push on the surveys as soon as 
possible. The other day the Government offered 
sundry blocks for sale, for which they received 
n rent of between £4,000 and £5,000. The 
locality of the runs was not fully established, and 
the Gov.erninent were receiving rents 'vhich pro-
1 ,ably nug.ht be altered when the survey was made. 
A man nnght have purchased a block of country 
containing· sixty miles of available and forty miles 
uf unavailable country, and it mi ooht turn out that 
it was not in the place marked "on the map, or 
that the block was wholly available. There 
was no matter to which the :Minister should 
npply himself more actively, especially in the 
Bnrke, and North and South Gregory districts, 
where the Government would at once receive 
rentals which they could not ask for now · and 
this would come in the shape of arrears. It was 
very unsatisfactory to have that monev lost to 
the Rtate ; [tnd in the interests of the ·Treasury 
the surveys should be pushed on as soon as 
possible. £6,000 was hardly sufficient for the 
purpose; and South Australia was far before
hand in the matter of surveys. He had seen 
several maps of that colony establishin oo the 
country, and showing the course of creeks and 

watercourses in a way which could not •be 
equalled in Queensland. He admitted that the 
Minister for Lands had been pushing on the 
surveys as fast as he could, but still there was a 
great deal to be done. 

).fr. l\IcLEAK said he thought the House was 
entitled to some information concerning the £320 
mentioned; how it was to be disposed of, and the 
system which it was intended to adopt. 

The MINISTER I<'OR LANDS said he could 
not tell the hon. gentleman the system which 
would be carried out. He did not consider it 
part of his duty to inquire into the matter. The 
growing of sugar-cane was in charge of the head 
gardener, who was responsible for it. He sup
posed a competent man would be appointed, in 
the case of the item passing, for the nursery at 
:Fraser's Island. 

).fr. GRIFJ<'ITH said he did not know that 
sug·ar-cane was grown in that nursery, but he 
supposed it was, as the Minister for Land>< said 
so, although he thought sugar-cane could hardly 
be called forest nursery. It was a singular way 
of describing it. They knew the nursery at 
Indooroopilly wns for cedar trees, and was paid 
for out of the vote for the Botanic Garden~. 
\\That had been done with that? Surely the 
Minister for \V orks could give some information ! 

Mr. P:J;;HSSE said he waR sorry to see that the 
Minister for Lands had not placed a larger sum 
on the Estimates for the survey 0f rum. The 
State would be recouped any extra expenditure 
by the lessees of runs. The amount of £6,000, 
which was the same as last year, was inadequate 
to meet the wants of the outside distriuts ; and he 
was very glad that the hon. member for l\1itchell 
had referred to the subject. He thought a survey 
was very necessary, as it fixed the boundaries 
between the runs, and enhanced the value of the 
property, whether it belonged to the State or 
not. It would also point out-as the hon. 
member for Mitchell had stated-the amount 
of land available and unavailable. \Vhen once 
a surveyor had been over the country, he knew 
all its characteristic,;. He knew it was no use 
asking for a thing that was not down on the 
Estimates ; but the :Minister for Lands might 
take the suggestion for what it was worth for 
next year. 

l\Ir. DIOKSOX said there appeared to be a 
vote for the new indexing of land grants; was that 
to be an annual vote, or was the compilation 
nearly finished ? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes. 
l\Ir. DICKSON asked if it was to be pub

lished? He would like also to ask the hon. 
Minister for Lands how the photographic print
ing answered. He believed it did not answer at 
first for printing plans. \Vas it much used, or 
was the system given up? 

The MINISTER l!'OR LA~DS said the ap
paratus was " success, and a great saving was 
effected by the use of it. The index of land 
grants \vas becoming larger every year. 

l\Ir. DICKSON said he would direct the atten
tion of the ).Iinister for Lands to the fact that 
there was a great difficulty in obtaining some of 
the old maps of the districts around Brisbane, on 
the scale of eight chains to the inch. They in
cluded lands which were sold long ago, :tnd were 
in great request. They were very useful for pur
poses of reference, and he imagined that the pub
lication of them would be a great convenience, 
and he trusted that the Minister for Lands would 
see that some were lithographed. The public 
would be willing to go to a reasonable expeURe 
for the purpose. 

The l\IINISTElt FOR LANDS said the 
. matter would be attended to as soon all the 
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pressure of lmsiness at the lithographing office 
was over. 

:\fr. McLEAX asked if it wa:; the intention of 
the Government to place a man in charge of the 
nursery at J!'raser's Island? 

The 1IIXISTJm JWR LAN"DS: We are 
looking for a man. 

~Ir. ~IcLEAX: What sort of trees are planted 
there? "\Vhat is the intention of the Govern
ment concerning- the i:;land ? 

'l'he ::\IIXISTER J!'OR LAJ'\DS : Pines antl 
other indigenous trees. 

Mr. DICKSOX said he would ask the ~Iinister 
for Lands for an answer to the <jUestion of his 
hon. friend. "\Vith reg-ard to the £1,300 for the 
survey to the border, were the Government 
simply contributing·, and how much work had 
been done? 

The ::\IIXISTEH :FOR LAXJJR sai<l there 
was no officer checking- the work at the present 
time. In fact, there was an offer on the part of 
the Xew South "\Vales Govermnent under con
sideratiqn, but it had not been <lecided whether 
it should be accepted or not. It was the opinion 
nf professional men that the work was being· done 
actively. An officer would be sent directly to 
see how the work was being done. 

Mr. l\IcLEAX said he wanted to know some
thing about the forest mm;ery. What did the 
Government intend to do 'vith the tree's? 

The 1\IIXISTER FOR LAKDS said the 
intention of the GoYermnent was not to make 
firesticks of them, at any rate. They would 
distribute the young- trees among the men who 
wanted them, and the same with the sugar-cane. 
He need sca-rcely point out to the Committee 
that the vote for the Gardens was Yery low, 
and no provision was made to carry on the 
nursery at Bnoggera. If the nurl'iery \Ya~ not 
started at Fraser's Island, the money would nut 
be required. 

Mr. GRIFFITH a,;ked what was to be done 
with the tree' grown at Oxley. \V ere they 
distributed amongst people who wanted them 
for ornament ? 

The J\IIXIST:ER }'OR LAXDS : They are 
ueing distributed. . 

Mr. GIU:FJ<'ITH asked whether it WaH in
tended to start a system of forest conserYancy. 
The l\Iinister for Lands might have answered 
his question in two minutes, and then have done 
with it. He thought they ought to adopt a 
system like they had in India for reproducing 
forest trees, and preYent them from being cleared 
out. "\V as this merely a scheme for growing 
plants to distribute to private people? 

The MINIST:Elt J!'OU LANDS: l'\o. 

Mr. GRIF:FITH said he did not see whv the 
Government should g-row trees at Oxley" ami 
}'raser's Island for the use of prh·ate gentlemen. 

The MIXISTER FOR LANDS said the hon. 
gentleman had continued to make use of the 
words " private g-entlemen." It did not matter 
whether the g-entlemen were private or not; 
if they liked to apply for them, the trees were 
available and would be distrilmted. Inr1uiries 
were not made whether they grew them to orna
ment their lands, or at the back or front door, 
so long as the department was satisfied they would 
be put to use. As to the nursery at J!'rasm's 
Island, the commissioner said that there ought 
to be a nursery there for young- pine-trees, as 
pines had almost rlisappeared from the island at 
the present thne. He was not prepared to say more 
about the matter. ::Yir. ~IcDowall, the Commi,;
sioner, seemed to think it desirable to do what 
he had done. In ten or fifteen years there might 

be a g-reat scarcity of forest trees, and the demand 
could be ;.nppliecl frmn this nnrsm-y. 

~lr. 1-'RASER said this was a matter of lull;;'· 
stan<ling complaint. If it wa~ intended for _the 
pre,m·vation of forests there nug-ht be no obJec
tion, but if the Government were going- to stand 
in the way of th03e who made this their business 
it was unfair. 

Mr. GRH'FITH inqnire<l if the herbarium 
was finished, and if so was it a satisfactory one. 
He a]:;o wished to know how the Board of 
Inquiry into Diseases in Live Stock and Plants 
were getting on. 

The ~IIXISTER 1-'0R LAXDS said the for
lnation of the herbariunl wa~ progre~sing. rrhe 
Board ·were growing 1:lmue rice and other cereals 
at the experimental groumls, but he knew nothing 
further than that. At the ~lelbourne Exhibition 
he saw some "tmples of rice and hemp grown by 
the Board which were hig-hly connnended. 

~Ir. 1-'ltA:-iE It said no satisfactory informa
tion ha<! ]Jeenreceived with regard to the forest 
nursery. He felt inclined to move the omission 
of the' vote if private individuals were the only 
pcrsmm to he benefited. 

~Ir. KIXG said, in reference to the remarks 
of the hon. member for South Brisbane, thttt in 
America what the hon. member objected to was 
done. Tree,, were grown for no uther purpose 
than for distribution among the people. 

Mr. lllcl~EAX said some distinct pledge ought 
to ho (riven with regard to thi~ forest Inn~ery, 
and th~t it should be shown that it was for some 
other pnrpoRe than for growing treE'H for privnte 
individuak 

The 1\IINISTJ~R }'Olt WORKS said the 
time was not very far distant when every muni
cipality would he ask_ing for trees for street
planting, and for planting gardenR. They rnnst 
have the vote to begin with, but what was to be 
done with the trees was a l]Uestion to decide 
afterwards. 

J\Ir. :FEEZ did not think the ::\linister for 
"\Vorks was <juite correct in what he had said. If 
the southern ]l>trts of the colony wanted trees for 
street-planting, why did they not do the same as 
people did in the Xorth, where requirements of 
this kind came out of the small vote gTanted for 
the Botanic Garden,, He thought the vote 
under discussion might be Yery well transferre<l 
to the votes for Botanic Ganlens, but he should 
prefer to see it struck out altogether. 

l\Ir. I•'RAS};R said he could not agree with 
the hon. member. If this vote was expended it 
would not be for the benefit of the southern parts 
of the colony alone. He believed that, when the 
time came for these trees being required, local 
nurserymen would l1e able to provide all that 
would be wanted. He still felt inclined to moYe 
the omission of the item. 

::\Ir. ~IcLEAJ'\ said he shonl<l not support the 
hnn. member if he moved the omission of the 
item, after the explanation given by the )Iinister 
for "\Vorks. If the hon. gentleman in charg-e of 
the vote had said as much evervone would have 
been satisfied. He agreed witll the Minister for 
"\Y orks that our public streets might require to 
be planted, and it was neces"ary to have some 
stock to draw upon for that purpose. 

1\Ir. XORTOX said the argument that had 
been used with reg-ard to the distribution of these 
trees to private individmtls might apply with 
equal force to the practice cmried on at the 
Botanic Garden,, It had been the practice for 
yeare to give away large numbers of plants from 
the Gardens to private individuals. He should 
be sorry to see the item struck out, as he con
sidered it might be proclucti ve of great good. 



Petitions. [5 OcTOBER.] 

::\Ir. H. l' AL::\IElt (Maryborough) suid if the 
object of the vote were to e><tnbliKh a Stute 
nursery it was a good and lauduble object; ttnd 
he hoped ,ome day to see it carried out on a 
more extensive scule. The country in the \Vide 
l3uy district and on l<'raser's Islund was fast being 
denuded of useful timber, and nothing wus being 
done to repbce the trees destroyed. He hoped 
the question would not be put to the vote, 
and thut it would be allowed to pass with the 
object of extending opemtions in this direction. 

que"tion put und pussed. 
On the motion of the MI::SISTEJ::. FOR 

LANDS, the Chairmunleft the chair, reported 
progrPss, und obtttined leave to sit again to
rnorrow. 

::\IACAI,ISTER PEXBIOX BILL. 
'rl1e PRKl\fiER moved that the House go 

into Committee to consider the message from 
His Excellency the Governor relating to this Bill, 

:\fr. GRIFJ<'ITH said it would be setting n, 
bar! preceLlent to depurt from the practice of not 
considering a nw~~age on the san1e day that it 
wa:-:; recei verl. 

The I>REJ\IIE!t said if there was any objec
tion to tlw adoption of tlmt course he would 
withnraw the motion. 

::\Ir. GRIFI<'ITH said, if the object of the 
Go,·ermnent was to be in u position to take the 
:-;econd reatling to-lnmTow, he \vould rnake no 
objection. 

l~uestinn ]JUt UnQ ptt.,Ked. 
The House accordingly went into Committee, 

und affirmed the desirability of introducing " 
Bill to confer a pension upon Arthur ::\Iacalister, 
..~. \.gcnt-Ueneral. 

The resolution was reported to the House and 
adopted; the Bill was read n, fir,t time, and 
tlw Kecond reading made an Order of the Day 
for to-1norrnw. 

The House udjourned ut twenty-three minutes 
to 11 o'clock until next day. 
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