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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Tuesdny, lG SeptcmbeJ", 1884. 

The Scrgoant-at-Arms.-l)etition.- Formal )Iotion.
Local Authorities By-Laws Bill-second lNtiiing.
Crown Lands Bill-cmnmittee.-Adjourniuent. 

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

THE SERGEAKT-AT-ARMS. 
The SPEAKER said: I have the honour to 

inform the House that His Excellency the Gover
nor in Council has been pleased to appoint Mr. 
,J ames \Y arncr as Serg-eant -at-Arms of the Legis
btive Assembly; and I produce a copy of the 
Got·e>·nment Gctzette containing the usual official 
notification. 

Mr. .Tames \Y arner thereupon took and sub
scribed the oath of allegiance. 

PETITION. 
The HoN . • T. M. "!'>1ACROSSAI\' presented a 

petition from theTownsville Gas Company pray
ing for leave to introduce a Bill to enable them 
to n1annfactnl'e ga:-:::, coke, antl for other pnrposes. 

Petition received. 

FOR?dAL MOTION. 
On the motion of the COLONIAL TREA

SURER (Hon. J. R. Uickson), the following 
motion was agreed to:-

That this House w-m, at its next sitting, resolve itself 
in,to a Committee of the 1-Vhole to eonsider the desir
ableness of introducing a Bill to amend the Qneensland 
Spirit• Duty Art of 1880, 
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LOCAL AFTHORITIES BY-LAWS BILL 
-SECO~D RE.\DI~G. 

The PRKVIIER (Hon. S. W. Griffith) saicl: 
Mr. SpNiker,-Thi;; Bill, as its title indicates, is 
introduced to declare the powers of local autho
rities with reRpect to inlpoRing licen::;e fees, tollR, 
r:'tes, dne;;, and for o.ther purposes. The ques
twn h":s frequently anscn a;; to what powers local 
authorities-municipal councils and divisional 
boards-have in respect to imposing fees when 
they grant licenses to vehicles. It has for a 
long time been thought that they l•os;;essed such 
powers; certainly they have always exercised 
them. 1t has, however. recently been decided 
by the S_upre~ne Court that by-laws imposing 
fees are m valid. I do not know exactly the 
grounds upon which that decision proceeded
whether it was that local bodies had no power 
under that Act to make such by-laws, or 
whethe: the by-law ~hey had framed for carrying 
out thmr work was m Itself inadequate to carry 
out the object intended. There is no doubt 
that it was the intention of Parliament that local 
authorities should have power to impose license 
fees in certain cases, also power to impose tolls. 
The section of the Local Government .Act dealin~ 
with the m"'tter is the 1ti7th, which provides~ 
among- o~h~r things, that hy-htws .may be made 
by llllllllClpal councils for " reuulatinO' and 
licensing porter~, pnblic carriers, c~rters, ~vater
dra \vers, and vehicles plying for hire" ; another, 
the nth clause of the san1e section) is, '' regulatjng 
markets, market dnes. fairs, and sales" ; the 24th 
provision is '' collecting and managing tolls, rates, 
and dues upon roads, bridges, \vharve.s, jetties, 
and markets under the control of the council." 
I need . not refer to othero ; there are many 
othero. m the same section. If municipal 
~otmcils have not the power by that section to 
Impose fees, the power to collect them is of 
course idle. It has been supposed hitherto 
that they had power to impose them. It is 
unnecessary to consider particularly what was the 
gronnd of the decision of the Supreme Court. 
vV e know at any rate that the law is defective and 
requires amendment. The Divisional Boards Act 
of 1882 repeats in effect the same enumeration 
of the subjects on which municipal councils may 
Yf!a~(~ by-lawR. The smne powers are given to 
divisiOnal boards by the 4Gth section of the 
Divisional Boards "-\et Amendment Act of 181:<2. 
-vv ell, sir, we all agree that it is desirable that local 
bodies should have power to impose license feet; 
in these matters, and also to impose reasmucble 
tolls and dues. In fact, they should have legal 
power to do what they have l1een in the habit of 
dm:'g. Thie Bill is Him ply brought in to declare 
then· power. The 2nd and 3rd sectionsnrethe only 
ones material. The 2nd section provides that-

" Every local authority constituted under the Local 
Government Acts''~ 
The term "Local Government Acts" means-
" '!'he Local Government Act of IBiS, the Divisional 
Boards ..'\.('.t, of 1879. and the United }innicipalit.ics Act 
of 18~1, ~r nny of them, and any Acts amending or in 
suhstitnhon for the same respectively." 

The 2nd flection, as I said, provides that-
" J~very local authority constituted under the Local 

Government Act~ is autho1·ised and empowered to im
pose by by-law, nnd to collect, receive, and retain, 
r~nsonablu fees or charges for and in respect of any 
license. gr~nted under ~my by-law which the local 
authonty IS by the I .. ocal Government Acts or other
~ise authorised or empmvered to make, and to impose in 
hke manner, and to collect, receive, and retain. reason
able tolls, rates, and dues, for the nse of roacts.'bridges, 
wharves, jetties, or markets., under the control of the 
local authority." 

It is proposed in the next clause to declare that-
".Any by-law heretofore mafle by a local authority 

wh10h would have been valid if made after the passinO' 
of this Act iE-~ lwreby declared to be and to have bee~ 
valid." 

Of course nearly every local authority in the" 
colony has made such by-laws, assuming that 
they had the power to do so. It is not proposed 
that they should be required to make these 
by-laws over again. The 4th section removes 
any doubt liS to the proper mode of making· 
by-laws of a uniterl municipality under, when 
the component bodies consist of municipalities 
and divisional boards. The mode of making 
by-laws under the Local Government Act is 
different from that under the Divit;ional 
Boards Act. It is therefore propofled that the 
more elaborate mode of m>1king by-laws shall be 
adopted by joint boards in the case of united 
municipalities compri;;ing local authorities of 
both classes. These are in short the provisions 
of this Bill, to which I apprehend there will be 
no objection. There is one thing to which I 
shoulcl like to dmw attention. After this Bill 
was laid on the table-l mention the point now 
in order that it may be considered before we go 
into committee-it was suggested to me that there 
should be power given to impo;;e a wheel-tax. 
The case mentioned to me was that timber 
waggons passing through tt division, not plying 
for hire, did not come within the definitions laitl 
down in any of the Local GoYermnent Ad,;, bnt 
that they, nevertheless, cut np the roach; very 
much, the owners of them not being even mte
payers. The point \vhich has been Hngge:-;tecl iK 
whether the powers given hy this Bill to impo;;e 
tolls, rates, and dues are sufficient to authori,;e 
local authorities to impose a tax of that kind. 1 
believe that the provisions of the 2nd section are 
sufficient to cover that case, but. if it is not 
thought so it may be remedied. I beg to m01·e 
that the Bill be now read a second time. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWltAI'fH said: I do 
not think there is any doubt in the minds of any 
members present that the local authorities in 
the colony ought certainly to have the power to 
impose license fees, tolls, rates, and dues ; but 
I should like to have heard the Premier explain 
how this Bill came to be necessary-how it has 
come to be necessary that we ;;honld require a 
Bill of this kind. I understand that it was with 
the full intention nf giving the local authorities 
just such power,; as this Bill now proposes to 
give them that we passed the L<Jcal Government 
Act of 1878, of which the hon. member was the 
parent, having stolen it from Yictoria with all 
its imperfections. 

The PREJ\IIER: No. 
The HoN. Rm T. }IclLWRAITH: I want to 

know where that Act was imperfect. If it was 
imperfect the hon. gentleman should have ex
plained that, and we could have passed an Act 
giving those bodies power which they have not 
got. It seems to me that the hon. g-entleman 
should have put the preamble in thi;; Bill in this 
way, as it is a " declaratory" Act : "\Yhereas 
we, the Legislature, intended to give the local 
bodies such powers, anrl whereas the judgefl have 
found out that we really have not given them 
those po,ver:; at a.ll" ; then we go on to declare 
that the judges are wrong and that the local 
bodies have such powers. That is not very 
complimentary to the bench. If the bench are 
right we should commence anew and give in 
proper English the powers which we always 
intended to give when those local bodies were 
instituted ; hut here, instead of that, we declare 
that the judges are wrong and that the Act 
really carried out what we intended to do. We 
are actnally giving the powers by a clause 
of this Bill which we ought to have given by 
the Local Government Act; hut we go beyond 
that and make this Bill retrospective. The hm1. 
gentleman should have stated at once that this 
was a declaratory Act, and I should not be sur
prised to see him get into some mess over the 
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passing of a retrospective Act of this kind. 
Clalme 3 provides that-

" Any by-law heretofore made by a local authority 
which would have been valid if made after the passing 
of this Act i:;; herebY declared to be and to have been 
valirl." · 

1 do not think that is a proper pm vision to nmke 
in nuy r-\ct, and certa.iuly not without very g-ood 
rea~ons beh1g given for it. If the~e Utell who 
hnJve been lJayiug- licen~{~ fees hnse been paying 
them nnlawfnlly, they are pmperly entitled to 
re eo \·er then1. l t t 1nght to be a. caution to nK at 
<tll events to exercise a uwre careful Hnpervision 
over Bilb taken wholesale from the other 
colonies. This might easily luwe been saved with 
nwre attentiou. Xothing could be plainer than 
the intention to give these boards power to 
imJJ<lse fees; but it seems now that they have 
not the right tu imt"'"e fees, but have Dnly the 
right to colloot. 

Mr. SCOTT : I dD not know whether this 
case is provided for in the Bill :-It seems that 
wme of the boards and eouucils in the neighbour
hood of Brisbane h:we eummoned people for 
plying for hire in a district or shire without a 
license, and the cases have always been dismissed 
by the police court here. Why, I do not !mow; 
but I lmve been informed that in the case of 
the 'l'oowong :Yiunicipality the bench declined 
twice to hcwe persons Jmnisherl who plied for 
hire within the shire without licenses. The 
council could not get n, conviction ; thE> cases 
were simply dismissed with expenses. I do not 
know whether this Bill covers that or not, but, 
if it does not, I think there should be some 
provision made to meet m~Hes of tlmt sort. 

The Hos. ,J. M. :YIACitOSSAX said: I under· 
stood the hon. Pre1nier to ::;ay, in introducing 
this Bill, that he did not know on what 
ground the decisinn hac1 been made by which 
the by-law passed by the divisional boards or 
municipalities was rendered invalid. I think he 
onght tu be acquainted thoroughly with tlmt. 

The P RE:YIIER: I read the report which 
appeared in the papers. 

The Ho~ .• T. M. l\IACROSSAN : If the 
decision was come to by the judge who presider!, 
on account of the by-law being badly worded, 
there can be no necessity for this Bill- none 
whatever ; and for this reason the hon. gentle
man should have been acquainted with the 
grounds for the decision. Another matter men
tioned in connection with the Bill was that of a 
wheel-tax. I think if this Bill does not cover a 
wheel-tax, and we are to. pass it, it should be 
made to cover such a tax. No kind of vehicles 
eut up the rottds so much a:-:; vehicles engaged 
in the timber traffic. I know that after the 
rlivisional boards were first instituted, and when 
I was Iliinister for '.V orks, constant complaints 
were made to me by boards of their roads being 
cnt up, and of t-heir not being able to tax the 
people who cut them up. Something should be 
done in that matter, though at the same time 
the boards should be restrained from imposing 
a tax that would practically stop such traffic. 

Mr. :YIACFAHLAXE said: "Mr. Speaker,-I 
rise simply to make a remark or two in reference 
to the wheel-tax referred to by the Premier in 
introducing this Bill. I may say this has caused 
a great deal of discussion in the \V est .Moreton 
district alrearly; and as efforts have been 
nmde to tax the timber-getters, we had better 
discuss the matter slightly before the second 
reading of the Bill passes. Municipalities and 
divisional boards feel very much indeed the way 
in which their rua<ls are cut up; but one great 
clifliculty in the matter is thctt these timber
~etterr-; have to pass throngh a:::-; 1nany a.s four 
divi~iont-'~ [ am given to under~tand. a.nd 
fre•vwntly through three dh·isions, and here 

the difficulty comes in. I,; each didsional 
board to have the power to tax the timber
getters going through their division ? If they 
are to have this power, it will 'imply put an 
end to the ti1nber-getters passing through 
these divisions at ttll, nnless a very slight ta.x 
is imposed. If a v·ery light tax i>< imposed Jt 
mav be done, hut if the different boards lmve 
the' power to tax theHe timber-getters by the 
by-htws made by themselves, without any maxi· 
n'nuu ol' rninhnunt being fixed, it will very 
likely be a very serious umtter for the men 
eno•ttO'erl in that particular hm;ine:-;K. To the Bill 
its~lt I have no objection, but as the question of 
a wheel-tax has been raised I think it is well 
worth thinking m-er before the Bill goes into 
committee. 

The ATTORNI<;Y.GE~ERAL (Hon. A. 
Hutledge) said: Mr. Speaker,-I do not think 
there is anything very unusual in a Bill of this 
kind. It is very frequently tbe case that the 
intention of the Legislature with regard to a 
matter which it believed itself to have provided 
for hns not been so clearly expressed as to 
convey that intention to those with whom 
rests the responsibility of administering the law. 
Now in this case it was an open question whether 
the ,~ol'(ls '' regnlnting and licensing," as used both 
in the Local Government Act and the Divisi01ml 
Boards Act, carried with them the power to 
irnpose ~uch a reasonttble charge as \Vas neceH~ 
sary to defray the expenses connected with 
reguhtting and licensing, not .to ,;peak of the 
damage to roads done by vehJCles under these 
Acts. The matter has come before the Supreme 
Court, and the full conrt has decided that as 
the Local Government Act uow stands there is 
no power under it to impose a tax in the shape of 
a licensing fee on vehicles tha-t ply within .a 
rnurticipality. X ow, under these circunistances, It 
havin" been for the first time judicially decided 
that the law does not clearly express its meaning, 
this Bill has been framed, not with the intention 
of reflecting in any way on the judges, but simply 
to declare that the intention which was not so 
fully expressed originally as it should have been 
shall thus be expressed, and the doubt which 
formerly existed shall be entirely cleared up. As 
to the 3'rd section, which declares-

" Any by-la.w heretofore made by a local authority 
whicll \vould have boeu valid if made after the pa~sing 
of this Act, is hereby declared to be aud to ha Ye been 
validH-
that is simply a convenient method of doing 
away with the necessity which would otherwise 
have existed for every division and municipality 
throughout the colony that has imposed a charge 
or fee to make its by-laws over again. There 
is another consideration-the by-law would be 
illegal, and the provision in it with regard to the 
ch(trge might have the effect of invalidating the 
entire series of by-laws. I think it is a very conve
nient method of avoiding the difficulty and expense 
which the municipalities and divisions would 
be put to in consequence of the decision which 
has been <trrived at. With regard to the matter 
mentioned by the hon. member for Leichhardt, I 
know that some time ago there was a decision 
adverse to one shire council, but that decision 
rested upon the defective character of the by-laws 
that professed to dee~l with the matter, which was 
the subject of inquiry by the bench. The other 
matters the hon. gentleman referred to I have 
not hmtrd of; but it is quite as likely that the 
decitdon going against the boards and conncilF\ has 
resulted as much from the defective nature of the 
by-laws as from any defect in the Local Govern
ment Act or Divisional Boards Act. 

}[r. NORTON sai<l: It appears tomethatthe 
dt'.ci;;ion given by the court the other day decides 
nil cases of a similar character which might be 
b!'•Hlf!ht before the cnurt until ~, mlidating Act 
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is passed; so that, if we pass this Bill in its 
present form, the effect will be to make legal what 
the court has declared to be illegal. That is 
mther a peculi,;r position to place onrsel ves in, 
and to place the Supreme Court judges in. l'l ow, 
the decision given in the Supreme Court the 
other day did not point out that it was in conse
quence of the imperfect expression of what the 
Act intended. The decision of the court was 
that the intention which the Legislature might 
have had was not expressed at all; and, there
fore, it appears to me that to pass a Bill of this 
kind would Le to go beyond--not the powers 
the House possesse~, but the powers the House 
ought to exercise. I shall read this judgment ; 
it is only a short one, and it is just as well 
that it should appear. It was given in the case 
Kluver v. the \Voollongauba Divisional Board :-

" 'l'he Chief Justice said the court thought that, upon 
the ground that the by-law made a tU.x and was conse
quently tdfra vires, the rule should be made absolute 
for a prohibition. On looking at the different portions 
of the by-law relating to this matter, and particularly at 
the 3rd, 8th, and the 14th clauses, together with Schedule 
C, which formed apart o!theby-law, it became tolerably 
clear. After quoting the 3rd clause of the by-law, as 
read by ~Ir. Lilley, His Honour said the user of the 
vehiele was, aecording to the lfLt.ter 1mrt of that clause, 
pi•im/i .{Hcie evidence of plying for hire. By section 
8 evm·y license was to be granted at the office of 
the \Voollongabha Divif'ional Board upon certain term~. 
and hy section 10. 'for every such license there Rhall 
be paid to the divbional clerk annually, for the benefit 
of the divisional fund, the several rate!' ~et forth in the 
::whedulc hereto annexed, marked C.' It was clear that 
there was no power to enforce a llccuse fee in the 
natnre of a tax, and unless the statute had spoken ,·ery 
vaguely there was no power to levy such a.. fee. l\Ir. 
Sheridan had contended that there was no charge on a 
licPm;e issued to a proprietor, and that, therefore, the 
by-law Xo. 3 was not ·ultJ•o vires. because no tax had been 
made in respect of a license granted to a prop1ietor. 
R.eading clause 10, and looking at Schedule C to wl1ich 
it referred, it was seen very clearly that there was a tax 
upon the proprietor, because a tax upon the omnibus 
was a tax upon the owner, to the extent of £3 per 
annum. In Schedule B, which conta ;ned the form 
of the licenses to be gr:mted to proprietors, drivers, 
or conductors, there was no language to make a 
toiCparate license with respect to mere ownership or 
possession, and the license fee must be a tax upon the 
owner. He had to pa,~- it, and he rUis Honour) thongltt 
-and his brother Harding was of the same opinion
that this was a license fee charged upon the proprietor. 
It would be a very narrow construction of the 3rd by~ 
law if the court were to hold that it referred to a mere 
personallieeEse; and there was an analogous case with 
respect to publicans. He was ca.lled a licem:ed person, 
but he was not merely himself licensed, but also the 
house in which he carried on his business. He thought, 
therefore, the rule must be made absolute, and with 
costs.'' 

\V ell, sir, it appears to me that that judgment 
does not declare that the Act imperfectly 
expresses what the framer intended, but that it 
does not express it at all. 

Question put and passed. 
The committal of the Bill was made an Order 

of the Day for to-morrow. 

CROWN LAXDS BILL-COM~IITTEK 
On the motion of the MINISTER FOR 

LAl'IDS (Hon. C. B. Dutton), the Speaker left 
the chair, and the House resolved itself into a 
Committee of the "Whole to consider this Bill. 

Question-That the preamble be postponed
put. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said the 
nature of the Bill had been considerably altered 
since the preamble was first written. The pre
amble said :-

"\.rhere:t$ it is desirable to makr hcttrr proYision for 
the occupation ancl u::;c of Crown lands.'' 

Th;;t \\""' not the object of the Bill now. ltA 
oujcct was to ,;licnate a large portion uf the htnd~ 

of the colony ; but that was not mentioned. In 
all previous Land Bills th'" preamule said :-

11 \Yhereas it is desirable to consolidate and amend the 
laws relating to the nse and occupation of Crown lands." 
But not a word was mentioned about alienation, 
which certainly would take place under this Bill. 
Occupation did not mean alienation, or anything 
like it. However, he was not going to oppm;e 
the motion for the postponement of the pre
amule; but the hon. the Minister for Lands 
would have to consider the !JOint he had raised 
before the preamble came up again, which he ex
pected would not be for a very long time. 

Question put and passed. 
Clauses 1 and 2-" Division of Act" and 

" Short title"-passed as printed. 
On clause 3, as follows :-
" 'rhis Act, except where otherwise exprc~sly pro

vided. commences and takes effect on aull after the first 
day of January, one thousand eight hundred and eighty
five, which date is hereinafter referred to as the com~ 
mencement of this Aet." 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLvVRAITH said the 
clause they had just passed said:-

" 'rhis Act shall be styled an<l may be cited as the 
Crown IJ~mds Act of 1884." 
Thn.t clause was in the future te1me, bnt the one 
under dir;cn::,sion j nn1 pcd into the prel'5ent tense 
when it said:-

"This ~"'-d commoners and tal\es cn·cet," etc. 
The hon. gentleuutn ought at leaHt to prc"ierve 
decent Eng-lish. 

::\Ir. 1\IOHEHEAV said: Perhaps the :Minister 
for Lands would explain why he had altered the 
phraseology in the two clauoes? There must be 
some reason for it. 

The ::\HKISTER FOR LAXDS said he cuuld 
not see anything in the objection the hon. gentle
man had raised to the phraseology of the 
clause--

Mr. l\lOREHEAD : It may be good German, 
but it is certainly not good English. 

'rhe ;>.HNISTER FOR LAl'IDS said he conld 
not see where the difficulty came in. There was 
no difference between the phraseology of the two 
clauses, and the language was perfectly right. 

Mr. STEVENSOX said the Committee muet 
feel gratified at the enlightenment it bad got 
from the Minister for Lands. The hon. gentle
man ought to be able to reply to the objection 
that had been raised, without looking to the 
Premier for what he should say. If the Minister 
for Lands was unable to take charge of his own 
Bill he ought to hand it over to the Premier. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL WRAITH said it had 
always been the custom, when errors in the 
language of a Bill were pointed out, to amend 
them at once. The hon. gentleman must see 
quite well that the language complained of was 
not right. The clause ought to read, "shall 
commence and take effect," and not "com
mences and takes effect," and then it would be 
in accordance with the preceding and following 
clauses. However, if the hon. gentleman did 
not think fit to make the alteration they had 
better get on with the Bill. 

The PREMIER said that was the best thing 
to do-to get on with the Bill. The modern 
method of drafting Acts of Parliament was to 
put them in the present tense, instead of in the 
future, as was formerly the case. 

The Ho;o.r. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: But this 
is a mixture of both. 

The PREMIER said the language was 
perfectly proper, and in accordance with the 
best modern style. Of course the present tense 
was never used in conneution wiLh the short 
title. 

Clause passed as printed. 
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On clause 4-" Interpretation"-
The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said the 

clause began in the future tense, "The follow
ing terms shall in this· Act." Did not the 
Premier intend to follow what he called the 
modern .style throughout? Surely the language 
of the B1ll ought to Le consistent! A blunder 
ha~ evidently been Illade, and they were not 
gomg to be bounced hy the criticism of the 
Premier. ·what did they care al>cmt wh"'t he 
chose to lay down as the rule? The hon. 
gentleman said the rule was to stick to the 
present tense, but in the present clause the future 
tense was again reverted to. The thing was 
nonsense. If a blunder had been made, why not 
acknowledge it and alter it? 

The PREMIER said he would suggest, as an 
amendment, to please the hon. member--

The Hox. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: Do not 
do it to please me. 

The PHEMIER : There is no other reason 
for doing it, except to give the hon. gentleman 
gratification, 

The HoN. SrR T. ::YioiLWRAITH: If that 
is the case I will point out amendments that will 
give me far greater pleasure. 

The PRE:\IIER said he was willing to chal
lenge a comparison between the htnguage of the 
Bill and that of any Bill which the hon. gentle
man had introduced to the House. If the hon. 
gentlernan wa~ prepared to rnove an ::Lnlenchuent, 
he was willing to consider it. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWH \.ITH said he 
would ask the :Minister for Lands, at that stage, 
if he intended to make any change in the con
stitution (Jf the land courts. He did not wish to 
raise a discussion on that point now, but, after 
the discussion which took place upon it on the 
second reading, the hon. gentleman might, 
perhaps, tell the Committee whether he intended 
to so alter the constitution of the land court as 
to make it one over which he himself (the 
Minister for Lands) would preside. • 

The MIXISTE.l:t J!'OR LANDS said that, 
e\·en if any change was contemplated in the 
constitution of the land court, he did not see 
how it wonld affect the interpretation clause. 
The authority would still be called a board. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he was very glad to 
hear that a change was contemplated in the 
constitution of the land court. 

Clause pas,ed as printed. 
On clause 5, as follows :-
" 'J1he third and. fourth parts of this Act extend and 

applyto"-
(1) 'J1he part of the colon:r described in the fir.st 

schedule to this Act; 
121 Any other parts of the colony to which the 

Governor in Council, on the recommendation of 
the board, from time to time, by proclamation, 
extends the provisions of those parts of this 
Act; 

13! The land comprised in any run the pastoral 
tennnt whereof makes application to the Minister 
to bring such run under the operation of Part 
III. of this Act. 

''The remainder of this Act extends to the whole 
colony." 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the present would be a 
very good opportunity for the Minister for Lands 
to give the Committee the reasons why he had 
prepared the first schedule as they saw it 
outlined on the map. The southern boundary 
was of a very "gerryrnanclering" sort, and the 
hon. gentleman explained on the second reading 
that it had been so drawn as to prevent the 
settlement there of people from the adjoining 
c•olony. :::iurely that was not a good and suffi. 
cient reason, 'llld perhapo the hon. gentleman 
could give them some further exvlanation of it. 

The ::\IINISTER };'OR LANDS :mid tlmt, as 
he had stated on the second reading, the reason 
why the southern boundary was "o fixed was 
because he did not wish to induce settlement 
from New South \V ales until the colony was in a 
position, from the extension of its railways, to 
cany away the produce of the men already 
settled there; and he thought that was a perfectly 
sound and legitimate reason. Other hon. mem
bers might not think so, but he did; and that 
was the reason why the boundary was "'ltered 
when it g·ot beyond the reach of the railways at 
present in operation. As for the course it took 
after that, the object was to bring within the 
scope of the Bill all lauds that were likely within 
the next few years to be brought within a reason
able distance of the railway, especially of the 
main trunk line. The object of the "gerry
lnandering," as the hon. 1nen1ber tern1ed it, \Vas 
to draw the line, after leaving the \Varrego, so 
as to keep outside the boundaries of certain runs 
and not cut through them, particularly of runs 
held in a block, not so much by individuals as 
by corporations. After leaving the watersheds 
on the Barcoo or Thompson it took a course 
straight down to the southern boundary of the 
settled clistricte. 

::\[r. AHCHE.R said they knew there were 
some very nice nmps of l,lueensland in existence, 
and as the Committee were not likely to get 
thruugh the Bill dnring the present week he 
thought it would be well if they had one of those 
1uap~, indicating the runs near to which the lill8ti 
were J,]acecl, laid before them, befot·e they came 
to the schedule of the Bill alluded tu in the 
elau~e. He should like to know whether the 
:Minister for Lands had any objection to lay one 
of those maps on the table-not a blank map, 
snch as wa" now before the Committee, but a 
rnap indicating the runs, and showing hu'v the 
line went ; so that they might be better able to 
judge of the reasons given by the hon. g·entleman 
for adopting such a line. The blank map only 
indicated the runs in a vague way. 

Tl1e MINISTJ~J1 FOH LANDS said he had 
no objection to lay such a map on the table. 
He might state, in continuation of what he had 
already said, that the line after leaving the 
watershed went in a direct line to Isisford, 
thence to the Hiver Darr, and then on to the 
coast line. He would endeavour to get a map 
showing the boundaries and the line within which 
it was intended the Bill should be carried out. 

:Mr. NOTITON said that one object of the 
Bill was to place the control of the land in the 
hands of a board, and that the Minister should 
not he able to interfere with it in any way. 
Now, however, he gathered that the board was 
to recommend what land should be included in 
the first schedule; and .that under this clause 
the powers of the board were limited, because 
the hon. gentleman had explained that, while 
the board would have power to make recom
mendations as to what land was to be included, 
it would not be clone until railways were made. 
Now, how long would it be before a railway was 
made toW arrego ? Probably not within four or 
five years. If the direct line to Warwick was to 
be made, according to hints that h"'cl been thrown 
out, it would take five or six years before the 
railway was made right through. :::iurely that 
country, which was occupied, was not to be ex
cluded the whole of that time! If railways 
could not be taken to bring the traffic, that 
was no reason why the land should be excluded. 
How did the people there live at present? 
Surely this colony could compete with New 
South \V aleo for that traffic! It seemed abonrd 
to take such a course '" w"'s now indicated. He 
thought it was a most desirable thing that the 
country referred to should be included. 
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The MIKISTEH FOR LANDS snid th11t of 
course the board would recommend th11t the 
land to the southern border be included in the 
schedule, 11nd it would then he for the Executive 
Council to decide whether that recommendation 
should be c:trried out. It might be done if the 
honrd so recommended. :For settlement such 11s 
tlmt proposed under the Bill it w:'" nec8ssary 
to have raihmys within rmtch of the settlements : 
anU ra.ilway:s could not be llla(le at once, espe
cially when there w~ts ~t gre:_tt tlea.l of inff'rinr 
country in the colony. The wh"lc of the 
country down to the \V arreg·n 11nd the Barcnn 
11nd the Tlwmpson w11s inferior nnd <Jnite unfit 
fur close c;ettlement. It was not bv any 
means desirable that there should be isolated 
,;ettlements in different parts of the country 
without being able to get l11bour, or without 
any certainty of similar settlements being 
formed near to them. To isol11te pen-Lions 
of good country in the nlidst of a n1as~:; of bnd 
was certainly not de,;irable. To t11ke men into 
the far country and iwlate them in that way was 
a blunder both socially and politic11Ily which uo 
Government would make. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said they were told the 
other night that one of the reamns why the 
southern portion of the \Varrego w11s not put 
into the schedule was th11t it '"ould bring persons 
from l'\ew South \Vales who woul<! select and 
take trade to that colony. K ow the hon. gentle· 
man had told them that he did not see why 
these districts should be included until they had 
milway communication with Brisbane. But 
there was no fear of the people there 11gitating 
for that. . So long as the present action of the 
Railway Department was continued, an cl so long 
as they could send their wool by a cheaper 
route, they would not agitate fm· a railway. 
The traffic would "0 into l'\ew South \Vales. 
\Vith regard to \y arrego and Balonne-no 
doubt not included for the speci11l purpo;;e of 
depreciating him (l\1 r. Morehe11cl) in the eyes 
of his constituents, though it would not hnve 
that effect -he maintained that there were 
some of the richest portions of Queensland there. 
It seemed an extmordinm·y thing that the long
settled portions of the colony shoulrl not he 
included in the ocheclule. It looker! as if there 
was some einister reason beyond what had been 
exposed by the Minister for Lands up to the 
present time. He would ask the Cnmmittoe 
whether a sufficient reason had been given for 
the exclusion of th11t particular portion of the 
colony from the schedule? His personal opinion 
w11s-and it was an opinion he had expressed 
before-that if there was any good in the Bill 
the whole colony should be included. It should 
be share and share alike. A certain amount 
of l11nd should be resumed from runs in the 
settled districts, and a le,;ser amount should 
be resumed from runs outside thtul from 
those inside; but that was a fJuestion which 
could be discussed afterwards. If there were 
any good in the provisions of the Bill-and he 
held there was no good-the colony should be 
dealt with 11s a whole, and the Committee should 
deal with it as a whole, and not 11llow it to be 
dealt with by 11 board hereafter. As regarded 
that division, any man who knew anything about 
the colony knew it was absurd 11ncl unjust and 
improper. The Government said the lands on 
the IV nrrego and the Balnnne were too l>ad to 
be thro":n in.to the schedule, but they might be 
thrown m w1th very much more reason than a 
large portion o~ the northern p11rt in the schedule, 
and no one knew that better than the :Minister 
for Lands himse!f. 

Mr. SCOTT said the J\linister for Lands, in 
giving a reason why thntextraorrlinary line should 
be drawo, 'tated th>t it wa8 done for t.bepmposeof 

1 allowing the extension of railway communication. 
'l'hey were told that part of the Ministerial pro· 
gramme w11s that there should be :1 railway up to 
the Cloncurry. If thttt railway were proceeded 
with, it would not he very many ye11rs before it 
w11s clllt to thn.t point, nnd there was no provision 
made in the scherlule for occup11tion in tha,t 
district.; "' Umt he could hardly think it was 
simply the matter of railway co1:nmmica~ion that 
;;uicled the hem. gentleman m drawmg that 
l'eculiar line. He did not see why the people in 
the Unlf country nnrl in the neighbourhood of 
the Clnncnrry sl;ould be left ont of the schedule, 
or why tho~e who were within that schedule 
should be trettted in a different way. 

The MINISTER INHt LANDS snid they 
were simply left out of the schedule because, as 
he had explained, they were beyond the reach 
of rail way conln1unication~ and a very long \vay 
bevoncl it. \Vi thin th11t schedule, if the railways 
made any progre"' at 1111 within the next few 
years, no portion ought to be more than eighty 
miles from a line. Therefore, what he main
tained was, that 11ll that country would be 
brought within the reach of railway commuuic11-
tion within the next two or three years at the 
outside. The reason why the whole colony was 
not included in the schedule wa-;--and it certainly 
would not h11ppcn while he was administering 
the Act, but there might come 11 time when it 
would he differentlv administered through the 
land board or the "~linister holding different 
views-th11t they did not want to have the people 
spread all over those tracts of lttnd. Thnt was 
very much to be deprecated and 11voided by any 
Government. The object of the Government in 
settling people on the land under the Bill would 
be to concen tmte them in certain portions of 
the colony where the country was best suited 
for settlement, and gradually extend settlement 
afterwards. 'rhat was the only object the Gov
ermnent had in recommending that that line 
should be drawn. 

Mr .. STEVENSON s11id they were h11ving 
mot:-lt extraordinary rea::ions given and rnost 
contradictory statements made with regttrcl to 
why the southern portion of the colony should 
be left out of the schedule. They were first 
told that the hon. gentlem11n had not brought it 
into the schedule because it did not come within 
the scope of milway communication; and in the 
next place they were tJ'ld by him that he wa~ 
afraid that settlers from New South \V ales 
might settle there, nnd he did not want them to 
go there. \Vhat did the .Minister for Lands 
mean? Did he mean to pretend to increase the 
•ettlement of the colony under the Bill? He 
should like to ask the hon. gentleman what 
principle he w11s following with regard to 
that most extraordinary line from north to 
south on the map. He told them he went 
by a straight line from such-and-such a place 
to I.,isford. He could not see a straight line. 
·what straight line h11d he tnken from any place 
to Isisford? If the hon. gentleman would 
look at the map behind him he would see 
that there was no straight line, but a very 
large dent. He would like to understand how 
that dent occurred. Why was not that line 
taken straight? He knew that country pretty 
well, and the hon. gentleman could give no 
reason why he had left that part out of the 
schedule. \V as it because he knew it w11s so b11d 
that it would not be taken up? The hon. 
gentletnan 1nnst have some other reason, 
11nd he (.Mr. Stevenson) would like to have 
some other reason why he did not make that 
a stmight line inste11d of h11ving that dent in 
it. He should 11lso like to know why all those 
dents had been made in the boundary line a~ 
they "ent further north. What did t}le hon, 
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{cntleman 1nea.n? There was no reason-in fact, 
'rom wlmtheknewofthecountry, he knew that the 
1011. gentleman's argument about the boundaries 
1f runs did not ar1ply, because the line went 
muncl the boundaries of 'ome :1nd split up others, 
m he should like to know wlmt was his re:1son 
for that most extraordinary boundary from 
rwrth to south. Perhaps the hon. gentlenmn 
would be good enough to give son1e explanation. 

'l'be :\IIXISTER FOR L},J'\DS i<aicl in somH 
places tbe waterc;hcd ht~<l been followed, in c<OllJe 
cases the boundaries of rune; had been followed, 
and in other places the comse of a creek lmd 
been followed. 

The Ho:-;. J. :\I. :\L\CLWSSAX snid he 
would nsk the l'llinister fm Lands if he did 
w>t know that the people who lived in the 
;outhern part were almost within railwny com
munication at present with K ew South \V ales, 
and would not the sa1ne reason he had given 
the Connnitlee apply to taking away the lands 
from those people? Surely he ought to know 
that ! Those people took their produce to 
Kew South \Vales, and got their goods from Kew 
South Wales; and theN ew South \V ales Govern
ment were pushing their railways on towards the 
Queensland border. It was a most extrao£dinary 
reason that the hon. gentleman had given, and he 
did not think it was the right one. There was 
some other reason than that he had given behind, 
and it would be as well for the Committee to have 
it. Then, with regard to the New South \Vales 
trade. \Vas it the intfmtion ofthe Government to 
look upon the people who dealt with New South 
\Vales the same as they would on Fretch 
convicts, because they would not deal with 
Brisbane? Surely Bri.sbane was not the colony! 
The people out there could not be expected to 
deal with Brisbane, but with New South \V ales 
or South Australia; and he did not see why they 
should, simply for that reason, be prevented 
for all time from having the benefits or other
wise of the Bill. The Minister for Lands must 
have a stronger reason than the one he had 
given. 

The MIKISTER FOil L"\KDS said he did 
not suppose he could disabuse the mind of the 
hon. g·entleman of the suspicion which had taken 
possession of it. He had given his reasons, and 
whether the hon. gentleman considered them 
bad or good, he did not care one straw. It was 
a wise policy, he maintained, to secure to them
se! ves their trade, and to induce settlement 
wherever it could be done ; and that was the 
only object he had in regard to tlmt part 
of the country in tfue south spoken of 
by the hon. gentleman ; and the only 
object he had with regard to the land further 
on was to bring the people within a reason
able distance of railway carriage. He knew 
that there would be no settlement under the 
Bill if the people were far removed from rail
way ca.rriage, and for that reason the country 
described in the schedule was confined within 
the lines marked on the map. As to dealing 
with the people near the K ew South W a)eu 
border in the manner they should probably treat 
a foreign State, it was not for a moment intended 
by the Government to do anything of the kind; 
but he maintained that they were justified in 
looking after their own trade and interests before 
those of Kew Sonth \Vales. :0-'o doubt there 
was good land both near the border and else
where; but the Bill provided for the throwino
open of an ample supply for a long time to come"; 
and he would much rather see concentrated 
settlement take place within reasonable distance 
of the railways than small settlements in isolated 
1 "'tchos in di.fferent parts of the colony. \Vith 
n· ~·an! to the ch,tr:>.cter of the country Kpoken 
e>f b)· the h(Jn. member for .l_;,t!nnue, he did not 

u:.,;-1-- 2 r 

think much of the hon. member's judgment if he· 
considered the Lower \V an·ego superior to the 
Upper Wan·ego. It was very fattening country, 
but it took a great deal of country in proportion 
to the number of stock to carry on grazing there. 
The Upper \Van·ego would carry, in rn<tny in
stances, five times the amount of stock carried 
on sirnilar arens on the Lower \V arrego. 

l\Ir. MOllEHEAD said they hac! now got 
rm exposition of the Government policy. The 
schedule was " queenslancl" ; and Queensland 
was "Brisbane." That was exactly wlmt the 
Minister for Lamls saicl. He did not intend 
to apply the benefits of the Bill to any part of 
the colony out,ide the red line on the map
lit rony rate, in the meantime. He would not 
in any way attempt to bring over settlement 
from :i'\ew South \V<eles, because the trade 
done by those settlers might be with the 
colony from which they came. \Vith regard to 
his remarks about the Lower \Varrego-and to 
the IJower Balonne, to which the hon. g·entleman 
did not refer-he (Mr. Morehead) maintained 
that the Lower Balonne was as fine pastoral 
country as any in Australia. And so was the 
Lower \V arrego. He would g-o further and defy 
the hem. gentleman, with all his lmowledge of 
the country, to show better pastoral country 
in Australia than the land excluded from 
the schedule, on the watershed of the \V arrego, 
contained between the southern boundary of 
the schedule and the northern boundary of 
New South \V ales. • 

:\Ir. NOR TON said he wished he had a run on 
the Lower \V arrego. What he rose to noint out, 
however, was the advantage it would be to the 
colony to settle people on the country, even if 
they might trade with New South Wales. The 
Colonial Treasurer told them the other night that 
every man who came to the colony contributed 
£8 18s. 6d. towards the revenue ; therefore, if 
his argtlment was a good one, as he applied it, 
every man who settled on the Lower \Varrego, 
though he might trade with New South \V ales, 
would contribute £8 lSs. Gel. towards the revenue 
of Queensland. He, i,herefore, could not see the 
slightest reason why the whole of that country 
should not be thickly inhabited. \Vhcn railway 
communication was established the colony would 
take its chance of getting the carriag-e to which 
it was entitled. He quite understood the 
object of the Minister for Lands-to include 
in the schedule only country on which settlement 
could take !Jlace, so that the settlers could live 
as close together as possible, and where they 
could have rail way or some other communication; 
but what was the use of throwing in that strip 
of country along the northern coast? They 
knew that no settlement could take place there 
except in isolated spots; and it was simply 
throwing open country that was neither suitable 
nor required. About Cooktown, and two or 
three rivers and creeks in that part of the colony, 
there might be settlement; and if there was any 
occasion to open up sugar lands it would be 
easy to do so at any time ; but to take in the 
whole of the strip along the coast because it 
happened to be in the settled districts was inter
fering with the tenure of runs not likely to be 
wanted for manv years. Even if the hon. 
gentleman's arguments applied to the lower part 
of the Qiluntry contained in the schedule, the 
part about the G-ulf and about Cooktown wae 
perfectly useless for close settlement. 

The HoN .. J. M. MACROSSAN said he did 
not intend to enter into a discussion about the 
qnality of the land on the Upper and Lower 
\Varrego, but he recollected very well how, not 
very long ~ince, the vra.ises of the \V arrego dis
trict resounded in th<tt Huu'e ,dwn the \V arrc;;o 
Railwa;- !)ill wa;, under condderation. H wa., a 
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splendid C<mntry then; one individual held a very 
large portion, and wanted to buy-how much·? 
Four million acres ! Yet tlmt land was excluded 
from the operation of the Bill, under the pretence 
that it was not good enough for close oettlement, 
and that people from New South \V ales would 
come and settle on it. Those reasons were not 
good enough for the exclusion of that country from 
the schedule. He did not mean to imply that 
the hon. gentleman had any personal interest in 
that country, but, if he had not, his friends had ; 
and the people who occupied the Go1·ernment 
benches at the present time were very good to 
their friends, and were keeping up their goodness 
to the extent of altering the schedule of the Bill. 
He (Hon. J. M. Macrossan) maintained that 
the whole of that portion of the country ought 
to be placed in the schedule. If the land was 
good two years ago when the vVarrego Rail
way Bill was before the House it had not de
teriorated so very much since. The hon l\£inis
ter for Lands had told them that there could 
be no settlement there. He did not know 
what the hon. gentleman meant by settlement. 
He (Hon. J. M. Macrossan) did not expect 
settlement by 160-acre men ; but did not that 
Bill provide for grazing farms? Did the hon. 
gentleman mean to say that there would be no 
grazing settlement on that country ? vV as that 
land not likely to be taken up by the 20,000-acre 
men? Did the hon. gentleman mean to protect 
his friends against those men when he said there 
would be no settlement? If he meant close 
settlement-settlement so that the people could 
look _at one another when they got up every 
mormng-of course there would not be much 
of that. But he (Hon. J. M. Macrossan) 
believed that that part of the country would be 
more readily taken up by 20,000-acre men than 
almost any portion inside the schedule. He 
did not see why those young men whom the 
Premier pleaded very strongly for during the 
second readin9 of the Bill, who were willing to 
come from New South Wales and Victoria, 
should be prevented from coming, simply because 
they could not bring that part of tlie colony 
into railway communication with Brisbane. If 
they wanted to come, let them ; they wonld Le a 
benefit to the colony whether they traded with 
Brisbane or Sydney. It would be much better, 
certainly, if they traded with Brisbane, hut 
they could not force them to do so, even by 
making a railway clown the \Varrego to Cunua
mulla. He did not believe they were likely to 
get the trade if they made a railway to Cunna
mulla ; at any rate they would have to compete 
with New South Wales; and if they had to 
compete with New South Wales they should 
endeavour to settle the country in the meantime. 

The PREMIER said if there was likely to be 
close settlement on the W arrego immediately 
he thought that would be a •ufficient reason for 
includingtheland in the schedule. But he did not 
understand the hon. gentleman, He tttlked about 
the Government being good to their friends. 
He (the Premier) did not understand what he 
meant. Who were the friends the Government 
wanted to be good to ? It was a recognised 
principle with the Government that they knew 
nothing whatever of friends or foes in dealing with 
the lands of the colony. Some person or other had 
coined a phrase of that kind, and put it into 
the mouth of a Minister, and then it went 
through the country, and it was said "that the 
Government said so. He knew that some im
moral and disreputable newspapers had said that 
the Government had said such a thing. Re 
had had reason before that to say that many 
falsehoods were told about the Government in 
the public Press. It was very much to be re
gretted that it should be so ; it was to be re
gretted that statements were made in the public 

Press which could not be relied upon as having 
some foundation of trnth. If the bud referred 
to was fit for sett!<,ment, and likely to be wanted, 
he should join in urging upon the hon, the 
Minister for Lands to include it in the schedule 
to the Bill. 
· Mr. NOllTOK said he did not know that 
anyone had put it into the mouth of the Govern
ment that they intended to be good tu their 
friends. The Minister for vVorks was reported 
to have said it, and he had never denied it in 
that House. 

The Hox. J. M. MACIWSSAN : He has 
repeated it. 

Mr. NORTOJ'\ said the hon. gentleman had 
repeated it. The thing had been referrecl to 
there over and over fcgain, and it would not do 
to try to get oYer hon. members in the way the 
Premier had just now by saying·, '' vV e know 
nothing about it." Hon. members on that side 
of the Committee knew something about it; and 
let him tell the hon. gentleman-- · 

The PREMIER : Tell us all you know. 
Mr. NOR TON said they would tell the ·Gov

ernment something, and probably more than 
they would care to hear. Why did the Govern
ment not treat all the contractors alike ? \Vhy 
did they treat one man differently from others ? 

The PREMU~R: vVe do justice to all men. 
Mr. NORTO~ said the hon. gentleman might 

think it was justice. He did not wish to accuse 
him of doing anything he knew to be absolutely 
corrnpt, but at the same time corrupt things 
mill·ht be done without a person believing that 
they were corrupt. With regard to the vVarrego 
lands, the hon. member said he would be 
quite willing to include them in the schedule 
if it could be shown that there would be 
close settlement on them. '!'he hon. Minis
ter for Lands said there would not be close 
settlement in that country. If the Premier 
was to take the opinion of his colleague he might 
just as well have left unsaid what he said just 
now. He (;yfr. N orton) also remembered the 
time refen·ed to bv the hon. member for Towns
Yille. Hon. men!bers who at the present time 
sat on the Uovermnent sitle of the House then 
sang the pra.ises of that land. There was then 
nothing like the vVarrego lands in the whole of 
Queensland. But suddenly they g·ot very bad ; 
something or other must have happened. }'or
nierly hon. 1nmuLer~ opposite were very anxions 
that those lands should not be included in the 
lands to be given to a syndicate for constructing 
a railway. Now they were anxious that they 
should not be included in the schedule of lands 
allowed to be taken up under the present BilL 
\Vhat was the cause of that? It seemed to him 
that the only conclusion they could arrive at 
was that the Government wished to protect those 
lands for some purpose. It was, however, not 
at all surprising when hon. members remem
bered-to quote the words used a short time 
before the Government came into office-that 
the Government "would be good to their friends." 

Mr. STEVENSON said he was not satisfied 
with the explanation given in regard to the 
northern and southern boundaries of the land 
comprised in the schedule. Surely some prin
ciple should be observed in marking out the 
boundaries ! In some cases the boundary was a 
watershed, and in others a creek. He knew 
what the hon. the Minister for Lands did 
about creeks on the Barcoo. He knew 
how the hon. gentleman ignored, not only 
creeks but rivers, in taking up his o\vn run:;. 
It was a very strange thing that the hon. member 
should go upon that principle in markinl-( out the 
schedule of his Land Bill which was to affect 
the colony so much. Surely the hon. men1ber 
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could tell them why he hncl 11irtcle the bouncbry 
in the w;ty he ditl'! Smcly the hnn. gentleman 
could give then1 ~mne intelligent rea::-mn for 
1naking the indentK in the bonndnry :-;hown on 
the map, as neilr Isi.sford? He w~s not follow
ing a, wa.ter.:;hed or the boundary of a creek there. 
They should have 8mne intelligent reas<'m given 
for hi::; action-son1e rea,son they could believe in, 
and not like the palt•·y reasons tlw hon. mmnber 
h<l.d .:;o far given then1. 

The i\IINISTEJ:t FOR LA::\DS sai<l he 
thought he h<td made it sufficiently plain to hnn. 
g-entlen1en. The l'eason the indents appeared in 
the boundary was bcc;tuse it was thoug·ht detlir
ahle to follow the outer boundaries of the rnns. 
It was thought Jesimble to include the o•.1ter 
bonnclaries so as to take in the whole of the rans 
held by one nutn, or cmnpany, or corporation ; 
and the shape of the runs in the di,;trict can,;ed 
the indent.s in the boundary line shown on the 
map, which followed the boundary of a creek 
running into the Barcoo at Isisford. He did not 
consider it a umttcr of very great irnporta.nce 
whether it extended twenty or thirty miles west, 
or twenty or thirty mile,; east, so long as there 
was sufficient country within the line to meet e~ll 
possible re<1uirements for two or three years. 

Mr. STEVEXSON asked if the hon. gentle
man meant to ,;ay that the whole part repre,;ented 
by indentation in the boundary, as m"'rked on the 
n1ap, belonged to one 1nan? 

The i\IINISTEU FOR LAXDS: Xot ueces
sarily. The line follows the outsi<le boundaries 
of the rmh. 

Mr. STJ,VF.NSON said he woulJ like to 
know the reason why the run:-3 west of the 
buunrlary line and opposite the indentation in it 
hncl been left ont. \V ere there not a nnm her of 
people lwltling hnd in them, whom the Minister 
for Lands wish1.•J to leave out of the schedule? 
\Vhy should not the hem. g<'ntleman have taken 
the outside boundaries of those runs inste>td of 
the inside? 

The i\HNISTEU FOR LANDS : There 
would have been a benJ the other way then. 

l\Ir. STEVENSON saiJ he knew Jlerfectly 
well who the men were, and the l\Iinbter for 
Lands could not excuse himself by s;tying 
"'fhere wonlcl have Leen a bend the other way 
then," heeanHe those runi'3 could easily have been 
taken in, if the hem. member had not some 
object, as the hon. member for Townsville had 
stated, in leaving certain men outside the 
schedule. 

Mr. ::\IOUEHEAD said that if the Ministe 
for Land,; wished to settle the matter agre,•ably 
he would probably have made the boundaries 
parallel with the lines of latitude and longitnue 
and taken a line along the southern border. As 
the thing stood it certainly looked very suspicion,, 
and after what had been sta,ted that evening it 
was very suspicions. The Premier had stated 
that evening that, after the representations made, 
he would advise hie colleague to have the 
schedule amended and take in the land clown to 
the border, and he thought that was the bt:st 
thing they could do. 

The ::\II~ISTER FOR LAl\DS sai<l that if 
the boundary lmcl followed the lines of latitlHle 
and longitude it would have cut through the rnm< 
and m:ode it awkward to rlivicle them. 

Mr. STEVEXSON: Excuse me ; it woul<l 
not. 

The J\Ul\ISTER FOH LA::-.IDS said that 
would be the case on the \V arrego. It was :ell 
inferior conntry that the boundary line cnt 
tlu·(nl6h 1 ric;ht down t.o Ch~trlcville. There '"'m·e, 
of com ,e, patche. of good country here <tml there, 
but no e:·:tent of it. 

::\f1·. STEVl,;XSOX: I.s it only the southern 
line tha,t cut:; th1·ong-h runs? 

The i\lil\I::lTEU l''OR LANDS: I Jo not 
think the other does. 

Mr. GOYJi:TT said the western boundary line 
neither followed watersheds, creeks, nor the boun
daries of runs. In his own case it not only cut 
through runs hnt through several blocks on the 
one run ; fL"'l \vell a.s taking out lJurtions of a run, 
it cnt tlmmgh blocks of that run. It did the 
sarr1e with hi;-; neighbour>~<' runs, and there was 
no necessity for uutking a zigzag line. 'Vith 
regard to another matter, the lower part of 
the country haclmuch better communication than 
they had, and would have for yetws. He could 
tell hem. memherc~ of the Committee that he hac! 
~ent wool along- the Ba.rcooclnwn to Bourke and on 
to Melbourne;· a' cheaply as he had been able to 
Bend it to Hoekhampton. The people on the 
\Varrego· hall n1uch b~,tter cnn1n1unication tbmt 
they baJ. The boundary line, as he had said, 
not only cnt through runs, but through the 
blocks of which the runs consisted. 

:Mr. MOREHEAD said that, after that infor
mation, so utterly at variance with what the 
Minister for Lamls had stated, he hoped the 
hon. gentleman would withdraw the schedule 
with a view of an1ending it. rrhe statements 
they had just heard from hon. gentlemen had 
clearly proved that the statements made by the 
lHinister for Lamls were incorrect, though perhaps 
not intentionally incnrrPctly •tatecl. He took 
it that, from the aclclitional information which 
the hon. gentlernan had received tha,t night, l1e 
would with<ll'aw the scherlnle, as it was evidently 
not the m1e referred to in the clause, and bring it 
down in a rnore perfect forrn. 

The :iYIINISTEic l''OH LANDS said he dicl 
not see a.ny necessity for \vithdra\ving the 
scheclule, as he did not see anything in the 
objections raised. As to the statement mauo 
by the hrm. member for Mitchell, he donbtecl 
whether the line cut through any runs north of 
the \V arre;ro. Up to the \V arrego it certainly 
did cut through certain runs. He did not think 
the objections raised by hon. members oppooite 
were sufficient to wttrrant his withdrawing th8 
schedule. 

Mr. '.\lOREHEAD said that the Premier 
himself luvl stticl tht>t he woulJ advise his col
league to arBend the schedule so far '""' the 
southern portion of the colony was concerned, 
and it had been pointed out that it ref[uirecl 
fnrther amemlment. 

'!.'be PRE:iYIIER said he thonght it was a very 
good thing that they had had a discussion upon 
the scheclnle before they came to it, as it was a 
matter which rer1uireJ very careful consideration. 
The Lomularie" should he very carefully con
siclerecl. Hon. members especially acrJnainte<l 
with that part of the country could throw addi
tional light on the subject, and their informa
tion woulJ he receiveJ with every consideration. 
He shoulJ he very glad to hear the opinions of 
other hem. members who were acf[nainted with 
that part of the qountry. If it were shown that 
the boundary was not the best that could be 
chosen it could be altered, but, as his bo11. 
colle,ague had said, up to the present no good 
reason had been given for altering it. 

The HoN. Sm 'I.'. MuiLWH..\ITH said he hacl 
intendecl to resr,rve his criticism of the schedule 
until it came on, Lut he thought they had a right 
to know upon what principle the schedule hac! 
been framed. So far as he could g-ather from the 
discussion, the J\Iinister for Lands said he had 
included within the red line the JHtrts of the colony 
which be r:onsirlerecl fiLtest for clo,e ettlernenL, 
either frmn climate, ~~oil, (11' facilitie:-: for U>nl

munication with the cn;tst; that he had lHade 



676 Grown £ands Bill. [At:lSEMBLY.] CJ'Own Lands Bill. 

an exception to that general principle in the 
case of the lower boundary, and had left out the 
\V hole of the Lower \V arrcg-o and ?tfaranna, 
because he considered that if it were thrown 
open at the present time it would be selected by 
people doing business with New South \Vales, 
whereas, if it were reserved till the Government 
h,cd made milways there, they could by differ
ential rates divert the trade to Brisbane. He 
should be glad if the hon. member would stttte 
whether he had correctly interpreted his ex
pressions on those two points~the principle by 
which he had been guided in fixing the boundary 
of the land included in the scheclule, ami the 
principle upon which he had excepted the lower 
portion of the IV arrego and 1\Iaranoa. 

The ::\ll?\ISTER FO!t L.'cNDS >mid that the 
hon. member wa~ quite right in "tying that hi.s 
rea.,on for exceptmg that part of the country was 
tlmt it was beyond the reach of nur milway 
cmnninnication, and also becaw.;e, with the 
exception of a small tract on the :\Iacintyre, it 
was not land of a kind so well suited f<>r close 
settlement as that on the heads of the rivers. The 
country wa.s more sparsely grassed, the water
course' wme further apart, and the climate gene
mlly was more unfavourable. On the heads of the 
rivers, a.ncl nearer to the rr1ean:-; of conlnlnnica
tion with the coast, was an ample extent of 
country which should be dealt with first, and 
which, of course. was ]JUt in the schedule at once. 
He did not think it was desirable to induce 
settlement on the New South \V ales bnrder 
l>efore they had tried the inner country, which 
was provided with railway c<>mumnication, where 
the clm.;e settlen1ent was progre;~sing n.t preHent, 
and where the country was best ,,,d~]Jted for it. 

The HoN. Sm T. MoiLWRATTH asked if 
there had not been another principle adhered to 
~that no more land should be prodded than 
was necessary for the probable requirements 
within a reasonable time~two <lr three years? 
It had been pointed out that afternoon by the 
hon. member that it would be a bad thing to 
throw open the whole of the colony tn selection, 
because it would encourage scattered settle
ment. He quite agreed with the hon. member 
there. That, of course, had had to ·do with 
the determination of the schedule. The 
Minister had reasonably considered the wants 
of the colony for the next two or three 
years, and reasonably expected that that part 
would all be taken up within the next two or 
three years. He had intimated that the rail way 
would by that time be within eighty miles of the 
farthest point of the boundary, and that then 
the boundal'Y could be extended as <lesirecl. 

The MIKIST:ER :FOH LA~DS said he 
thought they might reasonably expect that the 
railway would be within reach of the outside 
boundaries within the next twn nr three years. 
Of course the object they had in view in fixing 
upon the boundary line was to include sufficient 
land within reach of railway communication to 
serYe all purposes of settlement within that 
time. He would repeat what he had said 
before, and what he thought would recci l'e 
the approval of the hon. the leader of 
the Opposition - that he had a great objec
tion to isolated settlement, as he thought 
that~socially, at all events~nothing could be 
worse for the colony than any kind of free 
selection which would tend to ,,catter the people 
broadcast. The object of the Bill would be, 
under proper administration, to ,;ettle people in 
certain districts most fanmmble for ,ettlement. 
Tlle hon. lll 0 1Uber for Port Cnrti.-; had r-:aid that 
with :?0,000-acre !>locks there conl<l not be close 
:-;~.:U1t'l\\('.llt; bnt cln~e sett1t>l1ll'llt \\'a:-'1. only eom
paratil c, awl this wa; dt•._e iu ll>lll]Jari,,un with 

what now prcYailed, when stations were forty or 
fifty milee apart. They would he close enough 
to keep np sornething- like Hncial intercour;.,e, 
and people would feel that they were not abso
lutely isolated. He would rather see the 
outer lii1e of the schedule curtailed than extended 
at fir.,t, because they would have the power to 
extend it at anv time. He would r:cther see it 
narrowed towm~cl~ the cnast, though he did not 
think even that w<ml<l he clesirable. As for the 
\VarregCJ country, if it came rapidly into donmml 
fm ,;uttlement it would he tluo m"ieot thing in 
the worlcl to throw it Ol•en. ,'c,; for the inoinna
tiun that he had been influenced by curtain 
holder:-; of run:-; on the \V arreg-o or n.nyw here 
else, he thought he coulcl afford to treat it with 
contmupt. He did not even know who were the 
owner~ of the l:tucl out:-;idc the houu<lary, nor 
did he kuow the owner of auy run frmu near 
St. George till the boundary ;·eache<l lsi,;ford. 
Bey end that he did know the owners of a good 
rnany runs. 

The Ho~. J. l\1. :MACROSSAN said they 
were told a few minute' before by the l'remier 
that he \\'as glad to get information frnrn people 
'vho knew the circutnstance:-; of the country; and 
he had got a great deal of inforuuttion frmn those 
who seemed to know much more about it than 
the Minister for Land,;. Yet the Minister for 
Lands told them he did not fee I inclined to make 
11ny alteration in the schedule, notwithstanding 
that the Premier had s'1id he would recommend 
him to do so. \V hose dictum wore they to take '? 
If the Pre1nier \vanted auy nwre infnrrrw.tion 
about the \Varrego, let him read the \Varrego 
Railway debate. Ko doubt the hon. gentleman 
would laugh now at the absurdity of the argu
ments used by himself and his colleagues at that 
time. 

The PilKi\HER: Certr~inly not. 
The Hox. J. M. ::YIACROSSX;\1. said he had 

not forgotten them, if the hon. member had. 
The contention of the hon. gentleman, and of 
those whn assisted him, was that the \Varrego 
land was too valuable to be given away for rail
way l!Ul'!•oses. Kow they were told by the :1\Iinis
ter for Lands that it wa,; not good land fit for 
settlernent. Even if it was not good grazing 
land~ he would not say it was not, but admit
ting for the sake of argument it was not~yet 
this Bill provided for diffe,rent classes of lands. 
It provided for a class the maximum of which 
would be 5,000 acres, and for another class of 
20,000 acres. Under the clause all that was to 
be left to the board to decide. He did not think 
ther could make any mistake whatever in includ
ing the portion mentioned within the schedule of 
the Bill, even suppu~ing the land was not so 
good as stated by the Minister for Lands. 
Let that portion be given to the 20,000-
acre men, and let the better. class of land be 
given to the 5,000-acre men. He hoped the hon. 
gentleman would take into consideration the 
information he had !"Ot, because he (Mr. :iYiacros
san) knew from what had been said by the hon. 
member for J\litchell that not only were runs 
cut up but evan blocks of runs. The Minister 
for Lands must have been extremely ignorant 
when he drew the schedule, or else he would 
not have <lone what it was stated he had done~ 
namely, drawn the line through blocks of runs. 
Instead of following the water-courses and 
ridges, as it was sai<l he had done, it would 
ha~e been much better for him to hal-e <lone 
'vhat the hou. rnernber for Ko1·nwnhy snggeRted 
~and have drawn a 'traight line. Thc>n he 
would hanJ served e\·eryone alil<e, rrllll have 
made no distinctions. \\'by should the runs of 
the hon. men.ber for :\litchell and his neigh
bour.> be cnt np a,s they h:ul ]Jecn '! c\ntl ~·et the 
hu11. ;,;entlelllan tc•ld the Culllmittee that he had 
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no information on the subject from hem. members 
on the Opposition side. The whole thing was 
ridiculous. 

Mr. XOHTOX said they might form some 
ide>L whether the \Varrego country was valuable 
frmn the price.:; ftsked by those gentlemen who 
had rnns in th" rlistrict. They asked enormons 
prices that in no way corresponded with the 
arrwnnt of stock on the runt-3. H(ln. n1mnben.; 1 

could not ignore that fact, nor could they ignore 
the fact that great numbers of applic~.tions had 
been put in for the pre-omptives of those runs. 
He hac! heard that a great nmny \V arr·ego 
people hac! put in applioation_s for pre-emvtives, 
and they wonld not do that If the runs were of 
sr; littie value. If it was poor country they 
d1d not care to secure the pre-emvtives, but 
they were obliged to secure them i·n order 
to keep selectors out. They did not do it simply 
for tlw sake of 1mying the 10s., [1nrl therefore tl1e 
conclu~ion wa.R cmne to that their object wa.R to 
Recnre KO mnch lnncl which would be taken up 
by others if it waH thrown open to selection. 
Therefore that \VrtR a strong argrnnent in favour 
of the \\l arrego landH being valuable. There 
wa." one thing referred to by the :Minister 
for Lands which he had forgotten to notice 
when speaking before. The hon. gentle
mm' harl sairl that the Act might be ad
ministered differently by succeeding· Ministers 
as they came into power. He (l\Ir. Xorton) 
thought that the object of the Dill was to prevent 
any Ministry administering the Act at all. 
vVhat was the use -of making prodsion for a 
board if ea.ch succeeding l\'Iinistry was to con1e 
in and upset the arrang-ementf.: of its prPdecessor? 
That was one of the vital principleH of the Bill; 
he should say the most vital principle. The 
very object of the existence of the board was to 
take out of the hands of the :Minister "'ny inter
ference with the administration of the L<1nd 
Acts. He thought that was a matter which 
re~uired some explanation, because, if it was to 
be left in the power of future administrtttions 
to administer the Land Act in any way they 
pleased, it was of no use making provision for the 
appointment of "' board. 

Mr. P ALJ\IER sair\ it was stated by Min
i><tcrs. in advocating the second reading of 
the Bill, that there were thousands of youn" 
men with capital in :'i' ew South \V ales wh(, wer~ 
believed to be waiting for the paf"ing of this Bill, 
and that they would come across the border and 
t:1ke np the lands ao; soon as they were made avail
able. He thought snch a cbss would be very 
desirable, especiaJly if they brought capitaL He 
woulrl ask the l\Iinister for Lands what pro
viRion he wax 1na.king for thern by cutting out 
a large skeleton of valuable country in the 
schednlo? They had been told that these 
young n1en had no other opening, a,nd were 
waiting for such a measure, and tl1at that was 
one of the principal inducements held out for 
passing it. It would certainly only he a fair 
thing to give these men a chance to settle down 
near it instead of keeping them away from the 
border. 

Mr. STEVEXSON said the more he he"'rd 
abont this matter the fmther he got convinced 
that the ),finister for Lands did not know on 
what principle he drew the line in the schedule 
or he made hon. members believe that h~ 
had got no other reaRon than the one given 
by him. The hon. gentleman had even admitted 
that he did not draw the line himself at all, and 
had told the House that he himself would like 
to see the pre,e.nt boundary of the schedule 
curtailed; hut, thinking that Home of his col
leagues might ohject to that statement, he added, 
" although it might not be desirable." Had not 
the hon. member anything to do with the schedule, 

and what was the good of his not having made 
up hio minrl upon the rprestion? The hon. gentle
man tolt 1 them also in the same breath that he 
hoped in two or three ymtrs the boundaries would 
be extender!. One m:nnent he wanted to cm·tail 
the boundaries, and "'nnther to extend them. 
Did he remember wlmt the Premier said on the 
seconrl reading, that he considerecl they hac! got 
enough laud within the schedule to :tnswer the 
purposes of settlement for the next fifteen year'? 

The :MINISTER FOil LANDS: No. 
Mr. STEVK:'\SON said he could show that 

statement in print ; mHI he remembererl the 
Premier saying so most distinctly. There 
seemed nm,; to be such a difference of opinion 
amo11gst Ministers that they did not know what 
to believe, and the }Iinister for Lands seemed to 
think that he would like the boundaries curtailed. 
\Vhat did the hon. gentleman mean ? \Vhy did 
the Governnwnt not appoint tl1e board at once, 
an<l send then1 out tn get information, making 
the schedule for them as well as admini,;tering 
the Bill afterwards? Then hon. members might 
be in a position to get smne information and 
know what they were doing. At the present time, 
if they could not get more information in regard 
to this boundary, he did not see what was the use 
of going on with the Bill. The Minister for 
Lands seemed to have got an idea into his he"'d 
that he had followed the boundaries of runs. 
He (l\Ir. Stevenson) knew he had done so in one 
or two instances, and most carefully so ; but he 
did not keep to that principle all throug·h. 

The Ho~. SIR T. MciL WRAITH said that 
perhaps there was another principle that influ
enced the Minister in making the schedule, and 
that was the length of time some of the leases had 
to run. Had that nothing to do with theform>ttion 
of the red line on the map? Had the Minister 
taken into consideration the number of years 
that some of the leases had to run? 

The :YII:!'\ISTER FOR LA:NDS : No. 
The Ho~. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH: \Vel!, he 

did not perhaps understand. the bon. gentleman 
correctly, but he had understood him to s[1y that 
he thought the present Hchedule would do for 
two or three years, and that after that time the 
course of settlement wouldrerjuire that it should 
be extended. \\lhat was the opinion of the 
l\1inister in regard to the progress of settlewent '? 
Had he provided for se~tlement for two or three 
or fifteen year,;, as the Premier had stated ? 
\Vhat length of time had he provided for? He 
mLrst have made some estimate. 

The MINISTJ~R FOR LAN'DS sairl he had 
m"'de no estimate of that kind. vVhat he h'ld to 
do was to see that there was snfficient land for 
two, three, five, or ten years. If there waH not 
enough, more conlcl be at any time added by the 
arlministration. It was always within the power 
of the Government to extend the area so [1S to 
meet all rerjuirements. There was certainly no 
nec<>ssity for curtailing the area. 

The Ho~. SIR T. l\IciLWRAITH asked 
whether the hem. gentleman W[1S satisfied that he 
had provided enough, and no more, land to meet 
the probable rer[uirements of the colony? He 
quite sympathiser! with the idea of the Minister 
for Lands, that solitary settlement outside was 
good for nobody. \Vas the hon. gentleman satis
fied that he had not erred hy giving too great 
facilities in that direction? 

The MI:!'\ISTER FOR LAKDS said there 
would be no isolated settlement. Settlement 
would be tog-ether, and it would be a matter of 
administration how it should be distributed 
over that area. fl]Jnts would be fixed upon, anrl 
eettlement would gradn"'lly extend from those 
points. 
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The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said he 
scarcely understood the hon. gentleman. \Vithin 
the red line then; were about ~UO,OOO,OOO acres of 
land, an cl acenrdmg to the Brll one-half of that 
~and wuuld be left in the possession of the present 
J,e,Rees, o,nd the other half would be thrown open 
l;c' se!ection by pastoral or agricultural lessees. 
H that Wf!r'! so, I;ow could the Govemment, by 
'the ~dmrmstratron of the Act, decide where 
selectwns should be tnken up within those 
JfjQ,OOO,OOO ncre3? There would be unlimited 
selection over the whole of it. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said that 
wonld not be the case. It was true that one
half the runs would be resumed, but it would be 
for the Government to say where settlement 
should take place. Portions would be thrown 
open from time to time, in given localii ies, for 
settlement; which w"s a very different thing 
from allowing settlement over the whole of that 
enormous tract of country. \Vherever settle
ment w"s most de~irable land would be set "part 
by the Government from the resumed halves 
nf th~ runs, for oc_cu pation either by surveyed 
·"elections, or selectwns before survey. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH s"id he w11s 
:,tt last commencing to understand the Dill from 
the hon. gentleman. It now appeared that the 
localities whe~e settlement was to take ]>lace 
wer~ to _be ~ecrded upon by the Government at 
the mstrgatwn of the board. In fact, it would 
he left entirely to the department. Had the 
department, np_ to the present time, come to any 
general conclusiOn as to the amount of land that 
oug-ht to be thrown open for selection in the 
vnrions districts of the colony, and the probable 
amount of settlement that would take place 
within the next two or three years? 

The J\IINISTER lcOR LANDS Paiditwonld 
be quite premature, before the Bill was paB>,ed, 
to determine what amo,mt of land should be 
thrown open, or \vhere. 

Mr. MOREHEAD s"id he was "lad thev had 
at hst extrncted the kernel of the Bill fron1 the 
l'IIinister for L"nds. The hon. gentleman had 
expressed his dis"pprob"tion of the principle of 
f;ee selection all_ over the colony, as iu New 
:--louth \V ales, whrch, at any rate, was a straight
forward syst.em; and had told the Committee 
that the principle to be "dopted in Queens],nd 
wns to be free selection in cert"in locnlities to be 
decided upon by the ho"rd and the Gnvemment. 
'rhat \vas a very n1uch nwre chtngerons thin a. If 
the_Minis~e1: or the board ;vere influenced"by a 
desrr_e to lllJUre any partrcular individu"l ur 
locality, they might decbre thnt individual's 
land, _or the land in th"t locality, to be open for 
selectron. He had never known till now that 
that was the intention of the Bill, and was ghd 
to h"ve been made acquainted with it. The 
Minister for Lands h"d said that it was from 
runs tlmt had been held by the longest tenure 
that most lar.d should be t"ken. Would the 
hon. gentleman inform the Committee wh"t was 
the tenure of the bulk of the land excluded from 
the schednle-;-the portion lying between the 
southern red lme and the northern border of New 
:--lonth \V ales? If the hon. gentleman did not know 
he (Mr. Morehead) would tell him. The bulk of 
that land in the Marano" district, the B"lonne, 
and the "djacent country, were lew;ed under the 
Orders-in-Council "nd h"d been since held under 
the Act of 18G9. In the \V "rrego district the 
lands lmd been held for almost as Inn'" "time. 

. They were certainly held in lSGH, a~d most 
of them under a twenty years' tenure. And yet 
those runs were to remain intact while ot!{ers 
only a very few Iniles north of 'thmn were to 
have half their area t"ken away. Those southern 
runs de,]t with New South \Yales ; it mmt lJe a 
]J!essingto cje;:t! with New ~onth \Yales, Instei1d 

of being cursed for it, those runs were to be 
opecially ble:;sed, and they were not to suffer 
"ny invasion whatever fr-om selectors. Had the 
hon. gentleman ascertained wh"t portion of the 
runs within the schedule dealt with Brisb"ne, 
and what with New South \Yale,;? The Iron. 
gentleman had evidently been grossly mis
informed on the subject. If he h"d made 
the proper inquiries on the subject there would 
have been no such "gerryn1andering" southern 
boundary to show what particuhr runs dealt 
with New South \V,leo ""cl wlmt with Brisbane. 
He hoped that the promise made by the Premier 
that the lands lying between the southern 
boundary line and New South \V,les should be 
embraced in the schedule would he c"rried out. 
He thought thnt after the ignorance shown by the 
hon. gentlemnn with reg"rd to the n"ture and 
quality of the lam!, not only inside but outside 
the schedule, "nd the effusive gratification and 
th"nkfulness with which he had received inform"
tion on that point given by hon. members on 
both side,, it would have been as well if he and 
his colleagues-including even the hon. meml:er 
for J\1aryborough-h"d traveller! about a little, or 
at "ny rate appointed" commission to inquire into 
the subject before bringing forward such " Bill. 
He was pel'fectly certain the Premier knew very 
little "bout the portion of the colony that it was 
proposed to deal with ; aml he thought it woulcl 
be as well if the Government, even at the eleventh 
hour, were to take steps to gst the best possible 
information rebtive to the value of the land 
before they asked the Committee to <tgree to surh 
a measure as that before them. 

Mr. NORTON s;,id he thought th"t what 
the J\1inister for Lands hnd told them wa,s re>tlly 
very import<tnt. He had understood that ther:e 
\vas au objt~<~t in bringing in the Bill ; hnt it 
appeared there was none. If the whole of the 
land cont"ined in the schedule was not to be 
thrown open "t once, wh"t was the object of it "t 
"]]? \Yhy should they not include the whole of 
the colony, "nd let the board recommend wlmt 
portions should be thrown open? At present it 
was utter folly. He did not think a sing·le 
1nen1ber of the Corrnnittee in1agined for one 
moment until now th"t it was not intended 
to throw the whole of those l"nds open at 
once. That w"s the basis of the "rgnment of 
the hon. memher for TownRville the other 
night. He took the whole of the bnr! and calcu
lated that the Government woulrl receive so 
much per acre from it. The whole of the argn
ments hitherto used had been misleading. For 
his part, he did not know why the schedule 
should be introduced "tall. He took the same 
view as the hon. member for Balonne. He 
thought that what was "sauce for the goose 
was sauce for the gander." 'l'he result would be, 
he knew, that on one side rnen would "eat, 
drink, and be merry," and th"t on the other they 
would be wuffed out. It meant thnt those out
side would have to give adva.ntages to thmm who 
were inside the reel line, and that really wns a 
most important point. He should like to know 
what they were doing, as at the present time they 
were working in the dark. He waH quite sure 
that the country thought exactly as did hem. 
members-that the whole of these lands were to 
be thrown open. There had not been " single 
article or letter written on the subject, in which 
there had not been evidence thn,t that w"' the 
opinion of the writers. Xow the Committee 
were told tlmt the schedule was only a m"tter of 
form. 

The PRE:;\liER said that really the state
ment of the discovery th"t had been made by 
two hon. gentlen1en was c1uite refreHhing. 

Mr, :XOHTO~; I 11111 ghd to her~r it, 
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The PREMIER : The only way he could 
account for it was either that they had not read the 
Bill or listened to the debate. It had been the 
practice since 18()8, that only a portion of any of 
the country available for selection should from 
time to time be thrown open ; that was the prin
ciple upon which land legislation had been based, 
and the Government had not proposed in the 
present Bill to depart from it. Th~y proposed 
to include what they thought was a sufficient 
quantity of land, so that from time to time it 
could be thrown open as required. That differed 
from the principle in New South Wales, where 
there was free selection over the whole colony. 
A sufficient quantity would be made available 
for settlement, and other portions would not be 
disturbed until they were required. That was 
the principle of the Bill. 

Mr. NOR TON: What is the principle of the 
schedule? 

The PREMIER said the principle of the 
schedule was this : It was proposed by the Bill to 
throw open for settlement a portion of the land 
occupied by pastoral tenants. That was an impor
tant part which had been explained at very great 
length. It was thought that it would be better 
to give pastoral tenants a more secure tenure, 

. and that they should give the State a better 
price for the advantages they got; the remainder 
of the land would be thrown open. It had been 
pointed out that it was not desirable that 
that principle should be applied all over the 
colony at . once, because there were many 
parts in which the present tenure for present pur
poses was sufficient-parts which had not been 
long enough occupied by the pioneers. That had 
been aBsmned throughout the debate up till now, 
when that extraordinary discovery had been 
ma.de. 

Mr. NOR TON said he was quite sure the hon. 
gentleman must have made the discovery himself. 
If he looked inside the schedule there were runs 
that had not been occupied for the last two 
years. 

The PREMIER: We cannot help that. 
Mr. NOR TON: But why should they be in

cluded in the schedule? 
The PREMIER: Some of the runs in the 

schedule never have been occupied and never 
will be occupied. 

Mr. NORTON : Then what was the use of 
putting them there ? They were told that land 
was put in the schedule in order to be thrown 
open for selection ; but if it was not put in the 
schedule, what was the use of the schedule at 
all? 

The PREMIEH : The schedule is the boun
dary. 

Mr. NORTON said he was quite aware of 
that; but he did not see that the hon. member 
defined what it was the boundary to. It seemed 
to him that they were trying to make " fish of 
one and flesh of another." The hon. gentleman 
said that the principle of the present Act was to 
throw open for settlement only such country as 
was required for use. But the Bill was different 
to that. Nobody ever dreamed for a moment 
that the present Act could be applied to 
this Bill ; the two were different altogether. 
Hon. members on his side had every reason to 
feel surprised at the admission made by the 
Minister for Lands a short time ago, that it was 
not the intention of the Government to have 
the whole of the lands included in the first 
schedule thrown open for selection as soon as 
they were brought under the Bill. The argu
ment used by the Minister for Lands for not 
including the W arrego lands was, that if 
it was thrown open a number of persons 
who livecl in ~ew Sputl1 W~tles wot~lei select 

them, and would take their trade to New 
South Wales, and it would be difficult 
to get it brought back to Queensland ; also 
that their railways were still so far from that 
part of the country that by the time they 
reached there the trade would have settled clown 
to New South Wales. But having made that 
admission that the intention was not to throw 
open the whole of those lands for selection as 
soon as the Bill became law, he (Mr. Norton) 
thought the force of that argument was done 
away with altogether ; because, if the land were 
to be thrown open here and there, that part of 
the country need not be thrown open until it 
was required. Therefore there could be no ~os
sible chance of those men coming from New 
South Wales and taking up selections a,ll over it. 
U ncler those circumstances, it was absolutely im
possible that those men could go there and enter 
into any trade which would go permanently 
into New South Wales. The one statement 
was absolutely at variance with the other. 
But setting that question aside, the Premier 
got up to defend the statement of his col
league. He said the intention was not to 
throw open all those lands at once, but they were 
to be guided by the principle that had been 
followed hitherto. The. lands were to be avail
able for being thrown open, but were not to be 
thrown open until they were wanted. The 
object of including so large a piece of country 
inside the schedule was that the Government did 
not think they had paid enough rent, and the 
reason the hon. gentleman gave for- leaving 
other runs outside the schedule was that 
they had not been occupied sufficiently long 
for the lessees who had possession of them 
to derive the full benefit of their lands. 
That argument would n<Jt apply to the Warrego, 
in which district runs had been held almost as 
long as any in the colony; and why should other 
runs be brought into the schedule and forced to 
pay a higher rent on the ground that they had 
been held longer? They had all along under
stood that the Bill was intended to throw open 
land for settlement because it was wanted; but 
now they were told that it was not wanted at 
once. Certain runs were to be included in the 
schedule that they might be forced to pay a 
higher rent than they could be made to pay now; 
and it was simply a matter of extortion to bring 
them into the schedule under the circumstances. 
One argument of the Minister for Lands was 
completely upset by the other ; and which ofthe 
two the Premier intended to support they could 
hardly tell, but the supposition was that it was 
the second. To his mind the whole object of 
including so many of the runs in the schedule 
was to extort from them money, which the 
Government wanted, but for which they were 
not entitled to ask under the present Act. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he was inclined to ask 
the Minister for Lands whether any arrange
ment had been come to between him and the 
Premier in regard to the exclusion of that 
southern portion of the colony from the schedule, 
because they had received a distinct expression 
of opinion from the Premier that it should be 
included, after what had been heard from hon. 
members. 

'rhe PREMIER : That is not what I said. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : The hon. gentleman did 

say so. 
The PRBMIER : I did not. 
Mr. KELLETT: No. 
Mr. MOREHEAD said he did not want the 

answer of the hon. member for Stanley, who 
appeared to act as a sort of buffer for the 
Government. 

l\fr. KELLETT ; l say "No" again, whether 
;YOU like jt Of J+Ot, 
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Mr. l\IOHEHEAD said he neither liked nor 
disliked it; but he wished to "et an answer from 
the Premier, and not from the hon. member for 
Stanley. 11\Then he asked the Premier a question 
he thought he was right in protesting against 
that question being replied to by the hon. mem
ber for Stanley. They were not going to dupli
cate the Premier in that way, he hoped; for, low 
as his opinion of the Premier was, he should be 
sorry to see him duplicated by the hon. member 
for Stanley. What he asked the Premier was 
whether, after the nature of, the country excluded 
from the Bill had been pointed out-which he 
admitted was information to him-whether he 
was going to carry out the certainly assumed 
prnmise he made that thooe lands sh<)uld be in
cluded in the schedule? 

The PRRMIEH said he did not quite know 
what the hon. gentleman wished to know, and 
he was sorry he did not express himself more 
cle~rly. The hon. gentleman said that he 
promised that the lands in the southern por
tion of the v;r an·ego district should be in
cluded in the schedule ; but what he said 
was that if it were shown that those lands were 
likely to be required for settlement immediately 
he should advise his hon. colleague to propose 
an amendment in the schedule to include them. 
He invited an expression of ovinion from hon. 
members who had a knowledge of the country, of 
which he himself had no personal knowledge; 
and he was surprised that they had not met his 
suggestion. He had explained the principle on 
which the schedule was framed. If those lands 
were likely to be required they ought to be 
included in the schedule, but if not they ought 
to be left out till required for settlement. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that all he now asked 
was that an unrevised proof of what the Premier 
did say should be served out to hon. members 
to-morroW 1norning. 

The PREMIER : You will get one in the 
n1orning. • 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said the 
Premier had informed the Committee that he had 
explained the principle on which the schedule 
was framed ; but that was j mt the information 
they had been trying to get. He had asked the 
Minister for Lands whether the time pastoral 
lessees had held their runs was one principle on 
which the schedule was framed; and the hon. 
member said it was not, and the Premier rose 
within five minutes, and distinctly said that was 
one of the principles on which it was framed ; 
that the pioneers of the West ern and Northern 
districts had been considered, and that it was 
not right that tbey should try to force closer 
settlement on the men who had not enjoyed 
their leases for a considerable time. That was a 
most distinct contradiction. 

The PREMIER: Not at all. 
The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said in that 

case he must plead guilty to not understanding 
the Bill, and, further, to not understanding the 
Premier when he spoke clearly - and the 
Minister for Lands, too. He thought the posi
tion to which the Government had reduced 
themselves in framing the schedule was a proof 
that no schedule should have been framed. All 
lands comprfged in the first schedule were those 
to be operated on by the 3rd and 4th sections of 
the Bill; but when pressed to say what action 
the Government were likely to take under those 
sections they said they would be guided by the 
Bill, which left it to them to throw open for 
selection the amount they considered neces
sary for selection. The Government now 
said that not more than a certain part of 
the land was required at present, and they re
served the power to say how much should be 
thrown open. The Minister for Lands said-

and he said rightly---that it would be very 
injudicious to throw open land for selection in 
such a manner as to lead to scattered settle
ment; but did he not consider that that remark 
would apply to a great deal of the land contained 
in the schedule? And if all the land were not 
thrown open, what became of the calculations 
of the Treasurer, which were based on the 
increased rents to be r.;ot from selectors of 
the whole area inside the schedule? He had 
tried all he could to get from the Minister 
for Lands what portion would probably be 
selected within the next two or three years. The 
hon. gentleman s>tid he did not know whether it 
would all be taken up within the next two or 
three years, or seven years ; he went aH far tts 
that. It was well that they should know what 
were the calculations of the hon. gentleman. He 
said all that was wanted was to p~tss the Bill. 
What hon. members on that side wanted to 
know was, what would be the effect of the Bill on 
the country? Would it induce settlement ? 
The only effect of the schedule, as far as 
he (Hon. Sir T. · Mcilwraith) could see, was 
that it would ecluce a sympathy from the outside 
squatters in the meantime, by telling them that 
they would not be interfered with ; the other 
power was kept in the background to prevent 
any opposition to the Bill. The Government 
reserved the power of altering the red line on 
the map whenever they thought proper ; within 
that red line they held the power over every 
pastoral lessee of throwing open all the reserved 
part of his run. Was that a power to be dele
gated to the Minister ? The hon. gentleman 
who now held the office of Minister for 
Lands claimed that such power as he at 
present possessed should be taken out of his 
hands ; still he sought for himself greater 
power than was enjoyed by any previous 
Minister for Lands. He (Hon. Sir T. Mcil
wraith) thought the Government should declare 
their policy at once. They ought to have made 
a schedulG of such restricted area as, from their 
calculations, would he taken up in a reasonable 
time, and to have indicated what other portions 
would probably be taken up afterwards. The 
whole Bill was simply to give the lilHni.c;try of 
the day power over the pastoral lessee. It was 
claimed by the Government that pastoral leases 
had not been properly defined; that the tenure 
was bad for the lessees and bad for the country; 
but they were now placing the Crown tenants in 
a worse position than before. The hon. g·entle
man had told them that he had no idea what 
amount of settlement would take place. If 
it was going to be left to the Ministry of 
the day-at the instig·ation, of course, of the 
land board composed of Lwo commissioners-to 
say what portion was to come under sections 3 
and 4 of the Bill-and, further, if it was to be 
left to the Ministry of the day to say what 
portions inside the schedule boundaries were 
likely to be thrown open for selection-then he 
considered that was a very unsatisfactory posi· 
tion for Parliament to be placed in. They did 
not wish to delegate any such power to the 
Ministry. They wanted to declare now what 
portion should be thrown open to selection, and to 
disturb the lessees as little as possible. But the 
Bill would leave their position as undecided as 
it had been hitherto, and would afford no better 
means for the settlement of the country. No 
reason had been given why the schedule should 
be put in the Bill. Every reason that had been 
given showed that the whole colony ought to be 
in the schedule. That was the only conclusion 
he could gather from the arguments of the hon. 
member. 

The PREMIER said the hon. gentleman 
stated that there was an inconsistency between 
what he (the Premier) ha,d said :>nd what hiB 
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hon. colleague the :Minister for Lands lmd said. 
There was no inconsistency whate,·er. The hon. 
member asked ·.vhy the whole colony was not 
included in the Bill. He (the Premier) g1tve a 
reason why it was not-namely, that the 3rd 
part of the Bill dealt with existing tenures, and 
that it did not appear necessary or deilirable that 
all existing tenures should be dealt with at once. 
That was the reason he gave. Another question 
waB asked: \Vhether, in tracing the exact posi
tion of the western houndaries of the schedule, 
any attention had been paid to the length of time 
the land on the boundary had been held under 
lease '!-and the :Minister for Lands said ''No." 
TlhlSe were two entirely dbtinct things, and there 
was no inconsistency whatever in the matter. 
The cpiestimlR were a~ked with reference to two Pn
ti rely different matters, and two distinct answers 
wore given. Of cour:-;e, if it was detennined 
not to require all exiHting lease:; to ciHne under 
the operation of the Bill, that was a very good 
reacmn why the line should be drawn somewhere. 
\Vhe1·e it shonhl he was another qnc"tion, hut 
it wa:-; a good ren,r-;on for not applying the 
Bill tn the whole colony at once. It wa.s a reason 
which the Government considered sufficient. 
\Vith respect to allowing the Government on the 
recnrnmendation of the board to determine what 
arell should be thrown opnn to selection, as he 
had pointed out before, they were simply 
following the existing htw. vVhat the hon. 
member seemed to argue was, that there should 
be free selection in the whole country included 
in the schedule. 

Mr. NORTO::'f: On the resumed halves of 
runs? 

The PRK:\IIER said, of course, over the 
resumed portions. The hon. gentleman also 
stated, in effect, that he saw no objection to 
extending it over the whole colony. As the hon. 
member had two or three times that afternoon 
expressed entirely opposite views, it was impos
sible for him (the Premier) to follow the hon. 
gcntleJnan. He might not be bound to take any 
view; he might content himself with criticising; 
but why shonld he express contradictory views 
when he asked for information? 

The Ho~. Sttt T. Mclf'"WRAITH said the 
iuforrnation pt·eviously given to the1n waR in 
answer to a question. He a·,ked the hon. gentle
man one question and sat down. The question 
was-Had the hon. the Minister for Lands taken 
into consideration the length of time the pastoral 
lessees hac! held their lands, in defining the area 
comprisad inside the schec{ule ?-and he distinctly 
answered " No." 'rhe Pren1ier wa8 out at the 
time the reply was given, mtd could not have 
heard what wets said. 

The PREMIER: I heard it. 
The Hox. Sm T. MoiLWRAI'rH: The 

Premier afterwards rose, and in one of his clap
trap speeches bcticl-" Why should we h:nm the 
pioneer squatters at the present time? They 
have not enjoyed their leases long enough ; we 
have purposely kept them outside the schedule." 
The hon. gentleman said he did not understand 
him (Hon. Sir T. Mcilwraith). He said that 
he .(Hon. Sir T. Mcilwraith) had made two or 
three speeches and contradicted himself. Now, 
he had only spoken once on that point, and 
he had confined himself very much to asking 
quootions. The Minister for Lands had 
distinctly said that the schedule had been 
framed so as to include those portions of 
the colony in which settlement was likely to 
take place from the nature of the soil and 
climate, and from the extension of rail way com
munication. The Colonial Treasurer, afterwards, 
in several speeches, had certainly given the 
country to understand that as soon as that Bill 
passed, the resumed halves of the runs would be 

thrown open to selection, both agricultural and 
pastornl. In fact, the whole financial position 
of the Government depended upon that Bill. 
The hon. Minister for Lands must know, if 
one Wft~ dra\ving inforn1:1tiou, he was not 
bound to show what he knew of a matter. 
Perhaps, by a little more of the same kind of 
diplomacy, they would g·et some othet· in
formation from the hon. member. He (the 
Hon. Sir '1'. Mcilwraith) was perfectly well 
aware of the fact that the Government hall 
resened power to themselves-that they could 
proclairn certain di:.;;trictf.; open to selectim1. 
From the speeches made on the Govern
ment side of the House on the intended 
orJemtion of the Bill, it was to be assumed by 
hon. members on that side that all the halves of 
runs were to be thrown open to selection a.t once. 
X ot only that, bnt it might all be taken up :et 
once. That was what he wmtted to get at. He 
wished to point ont what a. vet'Y great da11ger 
that was. \Vhat he said was thttt the Uovern
ment had the power nmler the Hill to bring the 
who!~ colony under the Bill, hy their own action 
with the board-of course, at the instigation of 
the hoard. They neverthelese made a de
tined line and said only the portions inside 
tlmt line would be brought under the 
opemtion of sections 3 and 4 ; but they re
served the additionrtl power. They said, "\V c 
do not want to bring it all under the operation 
of the Act at once, but only as we oursel ve' 
proclaim it." If they had the power of saying 
that the land within the schedule should be 
proclaimed, and the further power of extending · 
the schedule, why in the name of common sense 
could they not at once say to Parliament, "Put 
the whole of it under the operation of 
sections 3 and 4, and take that quihhling 
power out of the hands of the Government""! 
It \'ras a rnost enervating power, and a power 
which the Government should not have, to hold 
in terror over the hearls of the pastoral tenants 
in the colony. They had seen the effect of it 
already. It had been filtered through their sup
porters to some of the squatters. They had been 
tolcl-"You are not going to be touched. You 
keep just as quiet as you like. You will not be 
touched." That sort or thing \vould go on until 
they passed the schedule, but the power ':'as 
re.,erved all the time. It was a power wInch 
they should not have. 'l'he Government ought 
to let those men clearly understand what their 
object was, and they should let them know as 
clearly as they possibly could what they meant 
to do with themselves and their leases. He said 
the Government ought undoubtedly to have full 
power, under certain re,;trictions held over 
them by Parliament, to throw open for 
selection of certain kinds any part of the 
colony. He said they ought to have that 
power, bnt it oug-ht to be clearly defined 
by Parliament ; and they ought not to pas. 
a Bill leaving a great number of squatters 
outside of it and others inside of it, and the 
Government, with that double arrangement, 
having a power over both of them. 'l'hey had 
got an immediate throttling power over all the 
men inside the schedule-inside the red line-and 
they had got the same power a little extended, 
over the men occupying the land represented by 
the white space on the map. It might happen 
that the very centre of the white space, by the 
discovery of a goldfield or something of the sort, 
might become a very suitable place to bring under 
the operations of sections 3 and 4 ; and he said 
that if it was a good thing for the Government 
to have the power to bring the part within the 
red line under the operation of those sections, 
let them have it all over the colony, and let 
them define strictly what those powers were, and 
let them not try to pass an Act of Parliament 
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Ullclel' faise pretence•. i\t the pre~ent time 
tlie Gove,rllnt8nt Were trying to do everything 
they f'dssibly could to let the outside Sfjuatters 
l<now that they were not to be touched; and it 
was quite possible that they would not be 
touched for some time, but it was a very 
bad thing that those men should not be 
definitely told what their actual position was. 
He said the Government wanted to hold them in 
terror, and it would be a better thing for the 
Uovernment, if they wished to Cf1rry ont the object 
of the Bill, to include every p>1rt of the colony 
inside the schedule. 

The Mil'\ISTER l<'OH LANDS said the hon. 
gentleman had saiLl that the land comprised 
within the schedule was either too extensive or 
not extensive enough, and tlmt they shoul<l rle
fine the portions thrown open for settlement. The 
object in 1naldng the line was to res1nne enough 
bnd for possible settlement. 

HoNOlJIL\.DLE ::\lEMBERS: Foi· hDw long-? 
The MINI:'\ TEn FOlt LAXDS sai<l he did 

not care how long-it udght be for two or three 
years. The only reason why the schedule was 
not to be ext••nded to inclmle the whole of the 
colony wa;; tl1at in the grmtter portion of the dis
trict outside of it the runs ha<l only recently 
been taken up, while the nms iu.,ide the 
schedule hn1 been helcl for some time, 
with the exception of those near the l'\ ew 
South \Vah~o; border. He did not take 
particularly into consideration the length 
of tin1e the .runR were h 'ld, in arru.nging the 
schedule, the object chiefly being to include in 
the schednle the laml which was most likdy to. 
be resumed for RettleuJf'ut. Squatters outside 
as well as insi<le the schedule knew perfectly 
well that, wheu their land was l'C<[uired for 
settlement, they would have to move on; aud 
he believed they would l1e prepared to move on. 
That was the opinion he helcl, and the opinion 
held by a great nmny Sf[natters. The hon. 
llleinber lllU8t have a very poor opinion of 
sqnf1tters if he thought they could he fooled iuto 
thinking that because they were outsitle the 
red line they were to be free from settlement, 
if settlement were found to be nece""''Y upon 
the lands they held. They were not likely to be 
fooled in that way; they knew perfectly well 
the pcnvers the Government had under the Bill, 
and that they could bring their runs under the 
Bill at once if it were necessary to resume their 
lands for settlement. S<juatters could not, there
fore, fancy for a moment that they were deluding 
them b~- leaving them outside the'red line, nor 
could they think that they were holding that 
power in terrorem over them. They would all 
come under the Bill, both far aml near
inside and ontside the schedule-if their land was 
required for settlement ; but the portion within 
the schedule was that which would be requh·ed 
for settlement in the first instance, for the rea
sons he had already stated. The hon. gentleman 
said the position of the S<Juatterc~ was a very 
uncertain one within the schedule ; but he 
thonght their position was a very somHl one 
indeed. 'l'hey had half their runs for a certain 
fixed time, and a portion of them was resumed 
for settlement ;- and if that portion was not 
immediately required for settlement the squatter 
held it under the present rates. There could not 
be a fairer way than that. l~ach man held his 
land until it was rer]uired for settlement, and he 
always had recognised the bet t!Mt when a 
vn·tio11 of the !and wao t•ertnired for settlement 
l1e would have td gn<e wa,y, 

J\'Lr, f.T:P:l::~x:,_O)' "''id that, ~tftm• what had 
ffl,)len rro111 tnfl Mnnsv?:r to:r L.ah~-~~ ~~t~;:t ~he ~ 4 t't~~ 
rnier, howeve1• sound the pusition oi the ~q\lft.H~l~ 
Inside the "chedule might IJe, the positinn of 
tlw~R !Jl\t~ide it Wf\R very mwertnin in<:\eec\, 

They were told by the Minister for Lands that 
he had taken enough land inside the schedule to 
satisfy bond tide settlement for two or three years ; 
and they were told by the Premier that they had 
taken enough land to satisfy bmu!jide settlement 
for fifteen years. 

The PRE::\HER : I never said anything of the 
kind. 

Mr. S'l'EVI~NSOI'\ said the hon. gentleman 
contradicted him before that evening, and if he 
now said that he never said anything of the 
kind, he did not know the meaning of his own 
words. The hon. m em her thought probably that 
he had sufficiently corrected his speeches to be 
able to contradict him as usual. 

The P RE:\UETI : If you think so, read the 
daily Hanwnl. 

Mr. STEVEKSON : \Vould the hon. member 
listen to him instead of snarling like a native 
tlog? The hon. gentleman said in his SJJeech on 
the second reading- of this Bill :- ,. __ 

"1nmt we propose to do is to take a sufficient quan
tity of land to satisfy the demand and accommodate 
bo1.u/.fide sctt.lcrs for ·fifteen years, within the schmlute 
arcn.'' 

The PHEMIER : Hear, hear ! 
::\Ir. STEVENSON : \Vhat did that mean? 

Did the hon. gentleman fancy that he h_a~ not 
eyes, and could not read ? How were l\flmsters 
g-oing to explain that? One Minister had shown 
that they had got enough land to last for fifteen 
years · and the :Minister for Lands, who was 
snppo:;ecl to be in charge of the Bill-though 
he knew very little about it--he thought at first 
he could brii)g in a Bill, but he had g-ot so mixed 
up with his colleagnes th!'t he did not nnderstan~ 
what it was, and he s;;ul they had only suffi
cient to bst for two years. They shoul_d not 
leave people in the dark.. Let the Pre'?Ier ex
plain upon what calculatwn he based Ins state
ment that they had enough land inside the 
schedule to last for fifteen years ; and let the 
:Minister for Lands explain why he was of opinion 
that they only had sufficient to satisfy the 
demand for settlement for two or three yeMs. 
Let them ui ve them something "atisfactory to go 
upon, andbgive theu1 son1e inf(:rrnation by \Vh~ch 
they could understand wrnethmg about the Bill. 

Mr. 1\IOREHEAD said that there was one 
point which had been ]Jressed ever si?ce. the com
mencement of the debate, so far as h1s s1de of the 
Committee was concerned, but had never been 
jJroperlydealt with by the other side, and that was 
the reveniw question. The. hLm. ~nemher _for 
Tcnvnsville, in a speech winch he chd not thmk 
had had its e<[nal in any debate that had ta_ken 
place on the Land f[Uestwn, ask.ed questwns 
with regard to the revenue-producmg effects of 
the Bill, which had never yet been ~n
swerecl. They ought to have heard sometlung 
from the hrm. the Colonial Treasurer-who, 
perhaps, was not so wise as he look~d-as to 
what income they could expect to der1ve ~rom 
the lands under this new system, more especmlly 
as they found that the area from which this 
ineonH~ was to be derived was becoming very 
much eircmnscribed, instead of the whole colony 
being included, as it must have been inclu_ded, 
in the ealculations made by the hon. the l\Imister 
for Lands when he was travelling round the 
colony, and made this bastard production-as the 
1\Iinister for Lamls must confess It to be. Three 
Ministers had stated that they were prepared 
to bring in a Land Bill which would pr~d~we 11 
revenue sufficient to allow the borrowp1g of 
nine millions; the hon. the Colonial Trea, 
surer har! since increased it to ten milliom; 
in his Budget Sp!lech, in order, perhaps, to 
uet into the r!eci)nal system. But he wa~ 
very reticent ;•bPHt the Wi1>;Y in iYhich the interest 
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was to be provided from the public la11d~ for 
such an indebtednesR ; ho hGd not tnlJ thehl how 
this excessive revenue was to be produced; in 
fact, he had actually hinted in his speech that 
evening the area from which the increased re
venue was to be derived. He had told them that 
not only was the whole colony not to be dealt 
with immediately, but that he was prepared to 
still further limit the area from which rent was 
to be obtained. The hon. the Minister for 
Lands and the hon. the Premier had talked a 
great deal about throwing open the lands to the 
people, but when they were cornered on the 
subject it appeared that they were only prepared 
to throw open such of the land as it might suit 
the Minister for Lands of the day to throw open. 
This great gift they affected to make to the 
people was a sham. He (Mr. Morehead) was 
prepared to prove that the Act of 18GD, which 
it w:ts proposed to abolish, gave very much mnre 
liberty to the people of the colony to get 
access to the land than the measure which 
he held in his hand. The tenure of the 
squatter under the Act of 18G!l was a six months' 
tenure, subject to certain conditions which had 
never been enforced as regarded the land being 
restored to the hands of the people when re
quired. If this Bill passed, and the area npcn 
to selection were limited by the schedule 
and still further limited by the action of th~ 
Minister, the people would be in a very much 
worse position than under the Act of 180!J. So 
far as he knew, there had been no cry on 
the part of the people for l;md which had not 
been satisfied under the Act of 186!), and the 
other Acts worked in common with it. 'rhe 
l\Iinister for Lands should have shown that 
by allowing the present Bill to become law, 
ancl agreeing to the Rchedule, one of two things, 
or both, would have been brought about--either 
that the people would have easier access to the 
land and be able to acquire it more readily-
which should be the first motive to induce a 
legblatnre <to deal with the Land question-or 
that there would result such an increase to the 
Treasury that extensive public works could be 
carried out to open up the lands and make 
them more valuable to the individual and 
to the State. If the Minister had done 
that, his position would have been intelli
gible; but he had not shown either of those 
things. He (l\fr. Morehead) maintained that, 
under the Act of 18G!J, there existed all the 
machinery necessary to throw open to the people 
not only the land included in the schedule, but 
every acre of the colony. That Act had been 
in existence for fifteen years and had never yet 
been abused in any way whatever. Hon. melll
bers opposite might laugh, but it was true; and 
he maintained that, no matter what Govern
ment had been in power, whenever an appli
cation was made for land to be thrown 
open under the Act of 1869, it was acceded 
to. He defied the Minister to point to 
one single instance under any G-overn1nent, 
even under the Government of which he (Mr. 
Morehead) was a member-which might account 
for the stupendous hatred of the hon. member 
towards that GoYernment, though it was hard 
to see why it should-he defied him to point to 
any instance since the passing of the Act of 
l8G9 where an application for land to be thrown 
open for settlement was refused. He (l\fr. iYlore
heacl) could point out where, during- the short 
r~gime of the hon. gentleman, he> had refused 
facilities for forming con1n1ons to ~ownshi.n~ it1. hi a 
(Mr. Morehead's) district; but);~ ;,, .. '!§i.i!Q-~oi:i{. 
plaint of that, because he ~4pected no other 
treatment from the hon. IT\G!Pl:.er-he got exactly 
what he e,:pected from hi1p.. He contended that 
the Ad of, lSGD contajned within itself eYery 
power1 fl;nd evei'y pri<!l'igc, and every oppof-

tunitji for the peopie to get land wh~n they 
required it the"t tho preeent Bill could give; 
\V hen the voice of the people, i:i.? heard thrdugll 
the Parliament, demanded that land shotild. hli 
thrown open to them, ther€ was no power 
in the colony to prevent it. Thel'e could 
be no doubt about that. If it came to a 
question of increasing rents, that was another 
question altog·ether. He held that the rents 
vaid upon the Crown lands of this colony 
was a matter that was not of very great conse
quence so long--

The MINISTER FOTI LAl'\DS : Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. MORE HEAD : The hon. gentleman said 
"Hear, hear," and he said it in a- sarcastic way. 
He (Mr. Morehead) said it in a serious way. He 
repeated that it was not of much consequence 
so long as the present. holders of the land were 
compelled to utilise it in some way or other. He 
wuuld prefer to assess the value of each block of 
country at its minimum capability, and tax the 
holder· at per head on the stock; but to interfere, 
as the Bill proposed to do, with rights already 
established-with rights that had been hig-hly 
paid for-and in many cases where not highly ]Jaid 
for, at all events Yery hardly earned-was an 
act of what he might call spoliation. He woulcl 
ag-ain ask hon. gentlemen's attention to the 1869 
Act and a,;k them to read it crtrefully, comparing 
it with the present Bill, and then say seriously 
whether they did not consider it the best 
system. The 18G!J Act gave the absolute 
right of resumption on the part of the Crown, 
whereas the Bill that he held in hiH hanll 
entailed the absolute blocking up of the lands 
of this colony for many years in the hand~ of 
the squatter. Those were the two contentwus 
points, as far as he could see. In the one 
case they had the absolute right of resumption, 
and in the other, the locking up of the country 
for fifteen or twenty years. That was not what 
he would have expected from a Liberal 
Government. He trusted that after what ha<l 
fallen from the Premier, and after what had heen 
pointed out to him with reference to his lack of 
memory with regard to the fifteen years' business, 
that he would have regard to what had been said 
that nig-ht, and consent to the extension of the 
schedule to the other portions of the colony; 
more especially as it had been pointed out that 
that portion of the colony was highly rented 
country, and was at least as valuable as fonr
fifths of the country included in the schedule. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said the hon. 
gentleman who had just sat down stated that 
the Act of 1869 gave ample power to resume 
in the unsettled districts of the colony all the 
land that conld possibly be required for settle
ment. He granted that it did, and he w>ts doing 
his best to fran1e a 1neasure in such a wav as to 
abolish such an injurious method, which n1ight be 
used at any time to wipe out entirely half the 
pastoral lessees of the colony. The pre;;ent Bill 
proposed nothing of that kind. It secured the pas
turalist by restricting his holdings to the smallest 
possible area, and under it not more than one
half of a run could be resumed. l! ne! er the A et 
of 18G9, the Government, at their own sweet will, 
could wipe out any squatter they pleased. That 
"\Vas a very \Vrong p<nver for anY Governn1ent to 
possess, yet the hon. gentleman sfliid it hf!d ueen 
worked by every preceding Gpvei nn1~!1t in spcl1 
a way as to make ample provisipn for s~tPi'lllf'Pt 
ir: thp P,~>it>:lr~l<\istrjct3, He knt"J" ?f twr Pl' th)-'~§ 
chstl.'!CtB, and more ~~P~9i!Ll!y tll~M1tch~lj cl1stri>Jt1 
where the lands were thm\vn open rounit about 
Blackall in G40-acre blocks, and it was only in 
consequence of the representation of l\1r. de Satge, 
who v.as the member for the district, that tho 
area was increaHed to 1,280 acre8, ;Nq IP!Hl 
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knew better than the hon. gentleman that 1,280 
n,cres was ttbout as useless fnr any man to settle 
upon as it would be to give a tnan a rock instead 
of a loaf of bread. It absolutely excluded settle
ment. ThPn there was an attempt made to fmther 
increase the area, but that was resisted. Every 
squatter knew that if he was screwed down to 
1,280 acres it was perfectly useless to him, yet at 
the time the J\Iitchelllands were being dealt with 
in that way the sugar lands in the far l'\ orth were 
sold at ;}s. an acre for .5, 120 acres. The Mikhell 
lam!H were comparatively poor as compared wit'J 
the sugar lan<ls of the North, as far as their use 
fur n,gricnltural purpose:-; were concerned ; yet 
the price of the land around Blackall was 10s. 
an acre, and the limit 1,280 acr·es. The hon. 
member claimed credit for the late Government 
for looking at the question in a sensible way; but he 
maiutltined that it was the very reverse. They gave 
unlimited powers to the absorbent desiees of men 
in the sugar land districts an<l restricted settlement 
elsewhere. Tlmt was not the way in which to 
encourage settleruent or to give a. chance to the 
snmll pae;toralist, and that was not what the present 
Bill was intendecl to do. It was desired to so 
shape the measure as to give a fair chance of 
success to the small pastoralist, and it was not 
the desire or the intention to injure the present 
pastoral tenant in any way. He had got a fair 
holding and a fair tenure, and all he would have 
to do would be to make room for the extension 
of settlement, as it was requirecl, by giving up 
portions of his run. One-half of his run he had 
upon a fixed tenure; and no squatter would be 
foolish enough to maintain that it was not a fair 
thing to ask him to give up the remaining half 
when rer1uired for closer settlement. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he knew very well 
about the resumption:; that took place round 
about Blackall, Aramac, and Tambo. They 
were macle when he was member for the 
Mitchell, and at his represenJ;ation ; and he had 
no doubt about this: that, had the hun. 
gentleman owned Tambo at the time that 
the resumption was made round it, he would 
have been one of the most violent objectors 
to the scheme. The hon. gentleman was one of 
the moflt tyrannical and impounding owners of 
country he had known as an occupant of Crown 
lam!H. A bigger tyrant never existed. 'l'he 
hon. gentleman might laugh as he liked ; it was 
true, nevertheless. The firm at that time was 
Bell and Dutton, and the hon. gentleman was 
the most tyrannical and overbearing of neigh
bours. He (Mr. Mnrehead) maintained still, 
and would continue to maintain it until he 
was contradicted by a better man than the 
Minister for Lands, that the Act of 1869 
itself provided for everything that the present 
Bill provided for, and provided for it in a very 
much better w,ty. \Vith reference to the 5,120 
acres which the hon. gentleman spoke of, he 
believed that settlement could be encouraged 
in that way; but if the proposed 20,000-acre 
selections were to be gone in for, no sooner 
would one of those immense areas be mopped up 
than others would follow, and it would be found 
that large portions of the colony would be dum
mied. That would not exist under the other 
Act, and he did not think that the hon. member 
would get up and tell him that the towns of 
Tambo and Aramac had languished in any way 
on account of the areas that had been thrown 
open there for selection-on account of the maxi
mum area being fixed at so low a rate. He 
knew that around Aramac the lands had not 
been taken up, and yet the hon. gentleman pre· 
tended to tell them that the reason why they 
had not been taken up sooner was because 
there was no land to be obtained for selection. 
There had been no desire by people in those 
localities to ask for those larger areas being 

thrown open, and the Jl.finister for Lands knew 
that as well as he did. 

Mr. BROOKES said he would honestly con
fess that he laboured under the <lisad vantage 
of not 1mclerstanding the land bws of the 
colony ; he believed they would fill a tolerably 
sized book ; but this he did lmow-tlmt it was 
utterly absurd for the hon. mom ber for BnJonno 
to talk as he had clone about the land law of 
1SG9. The hon. tnember mi~·ht just as \Yell talk 
about the land law of HiG\l. The land law of 
Queensland of 18()\J was, to all practical intents 
and purposes, obsolete and unintelligible. He was 
aware that that remark would be received by 
hon. gentlemen on the opposite side with derision, 
but he would repeat that that land law was 
obsolete and unintelligihle. Hon. members might 
wonder how he arrived at that extraordinary 
conclusion. Some eighteen months or two yeat:s 
ago he took up a number of a London news
paper called the Field-which he need not tell 
the Committee was a paper devoted to such 
questions, a.nwng:4 others, as the one they were 
now discussing-and there he saw a short letter 
which struck him with a great deal of force. 
Someone had bf\en writing to the editor of the 
Field a::;ldng hi1n on 1.vhat tern1s young n1en with 
capital would be able to settle in (/ueensland. 
That question was nf some little interest to 
him, because some thirty or forty years ~efore, 
when he thought of coming to Austmha, he 
had asked himself, "What shall I be able to do 
when I get to Queensland with a small amount 
of capital?" The editor did not reply, but a 
correspondent did, ,and that reply was to the 
effect that it was no use going to Queensland or 
any other part of Australia, unless the person 
'wishing to go out had command of a great deal 
of capital; that the land was locked up, that it 
was in the possession of a clique, and that 
unless a man could get into that clique he had 
no chance of getting a run. The letter further 
explained the way in which runs were sold. If, 
for instance, the price of a run was £50,000, the 
run could be bought for £10,000 in cash, but the 
buyer must be able to give bills that would be 
taken for the balance. That meant, "Do not go 
to Qneensland." It meant," You should give 
up _J_\._ustra.lia." It was of no use a young man, or 
an old man, with only a small amount of capital, 
coming to Queensland, because the lands were 
in the hands of a cli<JUe-of a vested interest ; and 
that vested interest it was sacrilege to try to 
break into. Unless a man possessed a very large 
amount of money or a very large credit he could 
not break into that sacred ring. \Vhat he wished 
to point out was that that letter was trc~e ; t.hat 
it had been perfectly preposterous and chtmencal 
for any person to think of coming to Queens
land with a moderate amount of capital to join 
the ranks of the squatters. The figures and the 
names he (Mr. Brookes) read the other day 
would show that what he had said was 
not without foundation. One reason why he 
liked the present Bill was that it held out 
the hope that they would be able to break 
through that ring. He had always understood 
-taking an outside view, and perhaps a very 
verdant view, of the matter- that the Orders-in
Council from the Imperial Government were the 
basis on which all squatting tenures in this 
colony rested, and that that basis was that any 
squatter should give up his run when it was 
wanted for vublic uses. That was his simple 
view, and he believed it was the correct view ; 
and when he remembered that, he could well 
understand the sort of talk they had listened to 
from the opposite side of the Committee. ~he 
moment people began to speak about opemng 
the lands for a morP extensive public use, they 
throw open the door to exactly such talk as that 
to which he referred. The hon. member talked 
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about the Act of lSGD, but really he must 
speculate very much upon the credulity of the 
tlovernment sicle when he attempted to describe 
to them the advantages of that Act. If that 
Act had any n,d vantages at all, he did not think 
it would have been possible for him to ha,·e 
produced such a list as he read the other night, 
which showed that a very hlrge proportion of 
the land of the colony was helcl by a very few 
people. That system it was the object of the pre
s•mt Bill to break through, and to break up, and to 
entirely alter. If he UJJ<!erstood the Bill, it was 
to enable pcn;ons with a snmll muount of capital 
to enter upon the bmls of the colony with n fair 
:tn(lrew:HJnahle hope of (loing well. i-\.. very long 
while ago he heard it S>tid by a gentleman 
\vho:-;e nanw, if he were to n1entiun it, would 
carry the re.,pcct of the whole Committee, that 
he regretted the time when a dermrture was 
made from the ,;ystem of annual tenure. That 
gentleman said, "\V c were all right as long 
::tt:i the .sy:-;t8ln wa.-; one of annnal tenure, but 
when we shifted fn•m that we were at sea, 
a.nd we have never been at anchor Hince." 
The contention on the other side was that the 
Bill was imperfect, because it dirl not finally and 
for ever say fur what length of time the squatters 
should lmve their land. He maintained that 
it was not requisite that the present or any 
Parliament should say at what precise time the 
hmd on either .me side of that line or the 
other should l1e wanted, because no human fore
sight could see when the land would be wanted; 
it depended entirely upon a thousand circum
stances. He thought if the lessees were wise 
they would not reject the terms of the Bill. 
They were the very be.,t terms that had been 
offered in respect to land for squatting purposes 
since he had known ~lueensland, and they were 
the best the squatters would ever get. There 
wa,s another view \vhich he wished to give in 
order to show that he was not talking as a ,mere 
theorist. He would like to give his opinion of the 
way he thought a banker would look at it. They 
knew that mrmt of the squatters were in the 
hands of the moneyed men ; very few of them 
held their own leases. \Vhen he said that, he did 
not wish to urge it as an innuemlo against them ; 
it was a perfectly legitimate businei•8 for gentle
men who held land from the Government to 
borrow on it. But he thought that a money
lender or banker would be better pleased with 
the terms which the squatter could offer under 
the present Bill, than those which he had hitherto 
heen in a position to offer. It was a great objec
tion on the part of bankers, in lending money on 
leases, that it was possible that some Parlia
ment or ether might alter their basis ; hut, for
tunately, Parliaments had so managed hitherto 
that the basis had not materially altered 
from one five years to another. He took it 
that the real virtue of the Bill-and he thought 
if he were a squatter he should accept it as 
such-was that for the first time it enabled 
a squatter to go to a banker and say, "This 
is my lease; I think it an indefeasible lease for 
a long time." He therefore failed to see any 
sense in the remarks of the leader of the Opposi
tion and th8 hon. member for Balonne ; they 
were not sincere ; they were only talking against 
time. He believed they were taiking merely 
because they conceived it to be their duty 
to talk, and if they were on the Govern
ment side of the House their talk would take 
an entirely opposite direction. But whether 
that was so or not, he thought it was only 
fair to say-speaking a~ a city n1en1 ber, 
with hi.'3 judgment nnbias:;ed in any wa,y, a8 
he wn..s not a, ~qna.tter nor concerned in ~qu<1t~ 
ting-that if hon. members on the Opposition 
sirle were wic;e thc'y woulcl allow the clause tu 
pas.;, 

The HoN. Sm 1'. MciLWHAITH said that 
the Minister for Lands had led the Committee 
to believe that there had been some partiality 
sbown in different districts in the administration 
of the land laws of the colony. He understood 
the hrm. gentleman to say that, under the Act 
of 1809, only a rnininnnn an1onnt was thro\Vll 
open about Blackall, where a large amount was 
rer[uired for pastoral purpo,;es ; and that only 
in the sngar district., in the North were people 
allowed to take up ii,OOO-acre lots. Bnt if the 
lwn. gentleman wonhl just consider the action 
ta.ken by the va.rious UoYennuentM nnder the 
two Act" he W<m],] ~ee that he was perfectly 
wrong. l; nder the ~\et of 18G\J hon. members 
who Hat on the other ~;ide ue\·er took action ; nut 
a single acre waf; thrown open at Hlackall until 
he (Hon. Sir '!'. :\:[cl! wraith) cmue into power, 
and it was thrown open at the desire of the 
people themselves. The then Government cer
tainly did not prodde large blocks in places 
where the hon. gentleman would like to have 
seen them; but they had an idea of the amount 
that would be required, and they provided for 
settlement as the land was demanded. In the 
same way the sugar lands in the North had been 
taken up in 5,000-acre lots. It was through the 
laches of the present Government that all the 
sugar land not so taken up was thrown open for 
selection as second-class pastoml land. Revert
ing to the important matter of the schedule, the 
hon. gentleman had not replied to his contention. 
He (Hon. Sir. T. Mcllwraith) had tried to show 
that it would be a great deal better for the settle
ment of tbe colony, and for the pastoral lessees, 
were there no line such as the red line on the map. 
The hrm. member had managed to contradict 
himself. At first he said that the time for which 
the pastoral tenant held his land had nothing to 
do with the making of that schedule ; now he 
said it had a great deal to do with it. The hem. 
gentleman said it woulrl not be right to include 
men who had only a small part of their lease to 
run. \Vhat he wanted to impress upon the hon. 
gentleman was that he should not try to impress 
upon the world a fact that did not actually exist. 
The hem. gentleman wiohed the people outside to 
know that those pastoral lessees who were in the 
white portion of that map really held a better 
lease than those inside. They did not at all. 
They were entirely at the mercy of the Govern
ment. 'rhey could be brought in at any 
time by the action of the Ministry. So 
long as the Government had the power of 
proclaiming what was inside the schedule, and 
the amount which was open for Kelection, the 
only effect it coulcl have was to put men in a 
false position, and make men outside believe 
that they had a better tenure than those inside. 
But they could be brought, at the caprice of 
the Ministry, inside the schedule ; and w by 
not let the whole world know it? In the present 
position it was deceiving, not only the pastoral 
lessees themselves, but the men to whom they 
went for money obligations. That was not a 
thing that a Government ought to do or support. 
The Government ought to try to let the actual 
position of the pastoral tenants be as plain as 
possible. He had pointed out the great danger 
of that "leg of mutton'' schedule that the hon. 
gentleman had put upon the map, and it was 
thio-he need not direct the attention of the 
Government to two facts : a strong desire to 
get money, and the lengths that they were 
bound to go in order to get the highe~t 
rents possible for the lands inside the red 
line. 'l'hey were bound to get n.oney for the 
extmntgant programme they had put before the 
country; and they had indicated wry pl:1inly 
th,tt it was from that portion of the Crown 
lanrls that they intended to g-ot it. They had 
al>o the additional fad that they "aw frum the 
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speech of the l\Iinister for Lands that all his 
sympathies by with the 20,000-acre men. The 
pa,trmcl man w;cs the favoured of the l\Iinister 
for Lands. \Vhat would happen to that land 
would be this: it would be thrown open to 
selection if the Government had the sli~htest 
idea that it would be taken up, and there ~vould 
be a very greatdemandforit. Itdidnotmatter at 
what price the land was put up at; if it was 2d. 
or even Ud. per acre, he believed they would get 
men who would go in and tender for it just in 
order to get it. There would he a rush of 
men ; not men who intended to actually settle 
there and work it themselves-that waN, to trtke up 
pastoral or rtgricultural pursuits. There would 
be, in the first place, Crown lessees whose every 
interest consisted in conserving as much property 
!'s they possibly conld-men who thought tlmt 
If the land were taken up they would be bound 
to sell it at some higher price. The result would 
be, inevitably, that the great bulk of the land 
would be taken up in the first two or three years, 
if not sooner. He wanted to get this informa
tion from the Minister for Lands-when he 
thought that that land would be taken up; because 
if it were taken up within the next two or three 
years, what had they got? They had a piece of 
Queensland-about 190,000,000 acres-that the 
Minister for Lrtnds said was the best adapted 
for settlement at the pre,;ent time, as regarded 
climate, soil, and proximity to a port and 
a market. They had that thrown open for 
selection, and had one-half of it that was 
given on a definite lease, which they coulrl not 
touch for fifteen years. 'l'hey had "the balance 
of it, which wa,; to be wiped out in two or three 
yc>:trs, on long leases of from thirty to fifty 
year~;. In the course of three years what 
inducement had they to offer for immigration 
from the old country? l\1en from the old 
country would have to walk back 400 miles, with 
the prospect of getting the lease of a piece 
of land that the Minister for Lands said it 
would be starvation to put him on with less than 
5,000 acres. \Vas that the kind of settlement 
they were to offer iRJmigrants from the old 
country in future years? Talk about unlocking 
the land ! Members on the other side did not 
understand the tendency of the Bill. If eYer 
there was a Bill brought forward for the purpose 
of locking up land to prevent the real agricul
turist from settling, it could not have ]Jeen 
more ingeniously framed than the present one. 
Every possible precaution had been taken that 
it should be so, and he could quite understand 
it emanating from the Minister for Lands. He 
could now quite understand his reticence as to 
when the land would be taken up. The Premier 
modestly declined to be responsible, for he srtid 
that he thought that perhaps it would last for 
fifteen years ; a little more, and they would have 
got him to say that he believed it would be taken 
up in two or three years, which was very likely, 
because the inducements offered to those big 
pastoralists would assist to take the land away. 
There would be an immense amount of land taken 
up-more than was thought by the hon. member 
for Fassifern, who thought he would get a good 
piece of land for himself at 3d., 4d., or 5d. 
per acre. He saw the possibility of that. 
They knew there was a large body of men 
ready to take up that land, and they knew 
perfect.ly well from the admissions made by the 
Minister for Lands that they would not be 
evicted. The hon. gentleman said twice since 
he had heard him speak-that the Government 
woufd not evict. \Vhat other means had they of 
getting their rent? He would like that question 
answered. The hon. gentleman could not possibly 
understand what a strong body of men, actually 
having a power against the Government, could do. 
He said, why should those men join together and 

say they would not pay a certain rent, any more 
than a body of railw:ty p>Msengers should join 
together am! say they would not pay the railway 
fares? In the one case a bad season came, 
and they had a body of men together who could 
control elections in a dozen electorates-he wrts 
not saying a dozen from calculation, but just 
instancing that number. Those men had the 
power to return members, and could bring 
pressure to bear upon the Government which 
made it certain that the Government would gi l'e 
w:cy an cl not ask the rents for that year; and" hat 
these men could find means to do in a bad year 
they could easily do in a good year. That was a 
very different thing from a body of men saying 
they would not pay railway bres. The Govern
ment in that case would have the thing entirely 
in their own hand,;, and would have no trouble. 
He did not see any analogy, yet that was the only 
way in which the hon. gentleman could justify 
himself or frame a simile. He considered the 
the whole thing a one-sided scheme to lock up 
lands of the colony, and he looked forward 
to the time-a few years in advance-when 
there would be an outcry for land that could not 
be possibly settled by people outside. J'\ ew im
lnigrants were not going away to the interior of 
the country. They required colonial experi
ence that could only be acquired nearer the 
coast; yet, by the way in which the Minister for 
Lands gave them to understand the Bill would be 
carried out, he saw no other possibility than that 
those lands would be locked np, and that there 
\vou]cl be no 1an(l for itnn1igrants in the course 
of a few years. The hon. gentleman dirl not seem 
to have taken that into consideration ; but it 
would be thoroughly thrashed out in committee 
before they went on with the Bill. 

The PHE:YIIER said it was hard sometimes to 
argue with the hon. gentlernan, because he used 
words in a singuhtr sense. He talked about 
locking up the lands of the country. Did he 
really know what he meant? What he described 
as locking- up the lands of the colony meant that 
the land would all be occupied by a large number 
of persons, occupying selections of from 320 to 
20,000 acres ; a separate occupier for each block 
of land. The hon. gentleman called that locking 
up land. Could he sug-gest any better mode of 
occupying the land? He (the Premier) could not. 
If they took, for instance, land which it was 
admitt"ed could not bQ used profitably in 
smaller ar~as than 20,000 acres, what better 
use could they make of that la.nd than putting 
a man on it and giving- him a chance of making 
a living? That was what he called opening up 
the land, but what the hon. gentleman opposite 
called locking it up. Because they used words 
in an entirely different sense from the sense in 
which they were used by the hon. gentleman, it 
was hard to follow him. The Bill was designed 
to lock up the lands of the colony in the sense in 
which the hon. member used the word, but in 
the ordinary sense of words it was intended to 
open up the land and proinote settlement. 

Mr. STEVENSON srtid the Premier had 
asked them to explain what they on the Opposi
tion side considered to be locking up the lands. 
He (Mr. Stevenson) considered it to be what the 
Minister for Lands had described as thrrnving 
them open. 'l'he Bill, it was said, was one hy 
which the squatter could not be wiped out 
whatever land was required for settlement
that a portion of the squatter's run only could 
be taken for certain purposes under the Bill, and 
that for the rest he could get an indefeasible 
lease for a certain time. That was what he (Mr. 
Stevenson) called locking up the land. Up to 
the present time he always understood that the 
squatter got his lea e for twenty-one years, cub
ject to re.,umption at si=- months' notice whenever 
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the land was required for settlement. There was 
a difference of opinion on the part of the ( ~oYertl
ment as to the demand for settlement, one mem
ber being of opinion that the land cuntnined in 
the schedule was sufficient for fifteen year.s, and 
another considering that it would last for only 
two or three years ; and with that uncertainty, 
surely it was injudicious for any Ministry tu try 
to lock up any portion of the lands of the colony 
for squatting purposes. The squatter perfectly 
understood his position-that he could unke use 
of the land as long ''" no better u'e could be 
made of it, and that when that time came he 
must move on; hut the Bill was misleading. 
\Vhatever Bill they passed, the squatter could 
only stand in such a position, and it was only 
misleading him and those who lent him money 
to utilise his run to say tlmt he should luwe 
any other position. \Vhen the lHinister for 
Lande said he was going to loci{ up lands 
so that the squatter coulcl not be wiped out, 
even though the land should Le required for 
settlement, he was doing an injustice to the 
people of the colony, because in any way the 
squatter must make way for settlement. Had 
not hon. gentlemen shown, with regard to the 
Acts of 1869 and 187G, that it did not matter 
what ~let !was passed, as they could step in 
and repudiate anything? Therefore of what 
use was the tenure they proposed to gi l'e? If 
they induced people to come to the colony, they 
should lease the lands with such a tenure that 
they must he given up when required for closer 
settlement ; and, as he ;;;>-id on the second read
ing of the Bill, he should never be a party to 
giving an indefeasible lease to any squatter. ~ls 
the hon. member for Balonne Raid, when the 
Minister for Lands held a station close to a town
ship he did not like to move ; and therefore he 
proposed that when land was required for oettle
ment the squatter need not give up more than a 
certain amount. 'rhat was a wrong· principle. 
lf a squatter was unfortunate enough to have 
taken up land where it was afterwards required, 
he had done so at his own risk, and he ought to 
move on when required. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said he 
should be sorry to see or hear of any squatter 
being wiped out. He had a very great admira
tion for the squatters, who repr'esented one of 
the most valuable producing interests of the 
country. But they could see very well where 
the shoe pinched by the way in which the hon. 
member for Balonne receh·ed some of the re
marks of the hon. member for N ormanby just 
now. Under the present Act the squatter 
might hold his land until required for 
other purposes - he might hold it in per
petuity in many cases ; hut under the Bill it 
was proposed that land should be resumed when 
required for the same purposes under different con
ditions, or smaller areas and longer terms. That 
was where the difference came in, and hon. 
gentlemen on the other side were trying to lead 
others to think that the Government were trying 
to lock up the lands, while all the time they 
knew that the squatter's land could be resumed 
at six months' notice only for other jJUrposes-
agricultural purposes-and that he therefore had, 
under those conditions, almost as good a tenure 
as freehold-practically a lease in perpetuity. 
The leader of the Opposition :11luded to the diffi
culty of getting the rents out of those men who 
took up selections, but he could not conceive 
that it would be any more difficult than in the case 
of a large body of the pastoral tenants. He did 
not think that the pastoral tenants of the Crown 
had a monopoly of the patriotism of the colony, 
hut that the 20,000, the .5,000, and the 320 acre 
men would have just as high a sense of the 
duty they owed the State as the pastoral tenants. 
The hon. gentleman also said that he (the 

]\[inister for Lands) had not the lreart to exact 
the rent frow ;-;ontc of the nten now holding 
selections. Tlmt was perfed!y tnte. Tho~e 
men had been charged rents which marle !t 
utterly impossible for them to exiot on theJr 
land. In mauy instances they were three 
and four year'S in arrears ; and he could 
not nmke good the bxity-if it was laxity 
-~which J>revailed before he took office. He 
svmpathiserl with the men whose rent lmd been 
allowed to get into arrear, and he considered 
that such rent, af:i it ,,.tM3 inliJOI':l~ible for Relec~ 
tors to pay, should never have> been exacted. 
There were 1nen occupying purely grazing areas 
of G40 acres on the Downs, for which they paid 
30s. an acre; and anybody who knew anything 
of sheep-fanning knew that on those blo_clm 
it was impos~ible for a man to contend ag-a.mst 
bad sea"ms. After the first bad season, or the 
first reverse, the man mnst go under. He had no 
t:;Cope for increase, becam~e he \ViitH bound down 
to a miserable 040 aeres, on which he had no 
chance of living, however well he might manag·e. 

Mr. MIDGLEY said the hon. member for 
Balonne had remarked some time since that 
the hon. the l\linister for Lands was becoming 
" sicklied o'er with the pale cast of thought," 
and he (::\Jr. Midgley) thought that if the t~eat
ment they had had that day was to contmue 
much longer the hon. member would see them 
all turned nparly idiotic. Hon. members on his 
side had been taunted that evening with not 
undersbnding the Bill before the Committee. He 
thoug-ht he did understand it once, but he must 
really plead guilty that in this reopect, with some 
others, he was getting gradually, almost hope
leosly, obfuscated. Members must learn to distin
guish between the numuer aml the r1uality of 
speeches: they might have two very different 
effects. l-Ie re1uernLered r8ading sonle\vhel'e 
late!)· of a Sunday-school teacher explaining to a 
little girl the meiming of the word "euough." 
"Now," said the teacher, "supposing you had a 
cat and you gave her any quantity of milk, and 
mei1t, and potatoes, as much as ever she could 
eat, what would she have?" The littl~ girl 
promptly replied that she would have kittens. 
Hon. members were not, he thought, likely to be 
much enlightened by some twenty or thirty 
speeches on every clause of the Bill. ·So many 
speeches were not likely to produce greater intel
ligence or clearness. He was not blind to what 
he considered to be the defects of the Bill.. 
He was not enamoured with the Bill, but he 
thought some of the speeches made that night 
were not necessary. The measure was intro
duced with the intention of securing imme
diately an increasingly larger amount of revenue 
from the pastoral lessees, and of securing a 
larger amount of agricultural and l:nnall grazing 
settlement. Perhaps that fact had been lost 
sight of to some extent. The object of the Bill, 
as he took it, was not only to induce cl9ser 
settlement upon the land in the schedule 
area and in other parts of the colony, but also 
to ask and receive from the tenants who were 
now there a larger rental for their leases than was 
paid at present. The Premier had well pointed 
out that, if the state of affairs which would 
obtain in the futnre might be designated shutting 
up the lands, it could in no measure be called 
shutting up the lands in comparison with what 
existed now. If they did not have as many people 
on the land as it was capable of sustaining-if 
they had not so dense a population as there was 
in China, India, or Germany-it would he much 
closer settlement than there was at present ; and 
under the measure the land would be much 
more densely populated in itfter years when the 
pa:-;toralleaHel:l expired. .A rnnch huger nuruber 
uf pen;on,c;.; would he derh-in6 their li\~ing 
from (;razing pursuits than wa& the case 
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now. There were members on that side who 
would watch the progre,;s of that Bill, and in 
the meantime they were thankful for any 
indic,a..tioru; of wcu.l~ncHs in the lll8W::iure. He 
thought their political enemies were perhaps 
giving then1 ~on1e wrinkleR-sowe u~eful infornnt
tion in the matter. It struck him at the out
set in rending· the Bill, that n very dangerous 
power wa.l-i given in connection with grazing 
farms--a pmn'r that might len<l to thte creation 
of lllOllOJH>lies. In~tead of nJlowing a n1a.n to take 
Hjl '" grazing farm in tlitrerent parts of the colony
to take up oneorn dozen according to the ntnnher 
of districts-he thought it woul<l IJe well if the 
UnYernuJent \\'(_mhl consiller, between now and 
the tilne that el::tnse cnme on for diHcnsNion, 
whether it wonlcl not be advi,able to m:1,ke 
perl-iCillal resirleuce in1 perati Ye on tho:-:;e :-;elections, 
or a.t any rate to prohjbit a uu111 frmn ha.ving 
B1ore tha.n one gTnzing aelcction if it was of any 
considemble nmgnitmle. He believed there w<1s 
clanger in the measure in that direction if it 
was not carefully grmrclecl. \Vhen they c"'rne 
to that part of the Bill, hon. members on his side 
would have something to ,ay upon it. They lutd 
been oilent so far, bec,use they did not see any
thing in the cl"'u,;es under considemtion to call 
for a, di~cussion occupying a whole sitting of 
the Committee. 

Mr. MOREHJ~AD said the hon. the Minister 
for Lands had admitted that snch a demm1d had 
been u1ade upon hiin, in connection \vith the 
Allora bnds, th"'t he (Th-.Ir. Morehe,d) believed 
th"'t he could not resist it. He h"'d a heart, nncl he 
conk! not resist giving way even against the law. 
At the same time, the hon. gentleman pointed 
ont that if n 20,000-u.cro man was to corne 
to him, under the Bill before the Committee, 
and appP:.tled for mercy, he would say-" =:-;o; 
get you a way. I lmve cre,ted this Act; if 
y1~u 'cannot pay your rent get out." He (~Ir. 
J\lorelwarl) could c•mceive of a man takmg 
up 20,000 acres being in as lm<l "' state as the 
small agriculturist. He could conceive of such a 
state of affairs existing· at the present time. But 
to a man in such a position th~ hon. gentleman 
would give no succour-he would not help him. 
Could the hon. gentleman, with his knowledge of 
the western country, not conceive this position : 
thatanmn now holding a large area of country, with 
"'considerable muount of stock on it, and where 
the minfall w"'s partial-sometimes at one end 
of the run and sometimes "'t the other-might 
not be able to m"'n"'ge his property, or would, at 
any rate, suffer great loss? If a 1nan in such a 
puoition were to come to the :J\Jinister for Lands 
-whoever he might be--for relief, was he to be 
refused simply l1ecause he occupied "' large "'re,, 
while assistance was given to the agriculturist 
who occupied n small one? There appeared to 
be some irwonsistency in that matter. He 
thought, himself, tlmt the subject might have 
been dealt with bv a modification of the existing 
law relating to seiections. Large armts lu1d. been 
thrown open under the Act of l~GU without much 
interference with the great p:1,storal industry of 
the colony ; and he had not yet he,trcl ±ro~n the 
:Minister for L:1,nds that the 111:1,tter to whiCh he 
lmd referred could not he dealt with under 
th"'t Act. The hon. gentleman ha.d ab,ndoned 
the main principles of his ontside utterances. 
'' lienry ficorge'' hacl (lisrtppeared, he did not know 
where. The hon. member would probaiJly explain, 
himself, how he h"'d dealt with the theories of that 
gentlenmn. They had in their hands that ni.ght 
the new homestead clauses, which were certamly 
utterly "'t variance with the statements which 
the hem. gentlemm1 made on the second read
ing of the Bill. The hnn. member had better 
take the Bill hmne all(\ look o;er it again; or 
J<Prhaps it would be as well if he looked it 
onr a~ain with the hem. l'remier on board 

the "K"'te," which nppeared to b~ the pl:'ce 
in which they usually held thmr counclls. 
Let them rro to sea a"ain with the Bill, tmd he 
hoped wlH~n the hot; n1ember came back he 
would not be more at sea about it than he 
was at present. It "'"" at present only a 
semi-digeo<ted mensnrc, a·nd he hoped the hon. 
n1e111ber \Vonld bring it down in tl w.:ty 'vhich 
would lend to lc,;s c:tvilling from his (1\Ir. 
~lorehcad's) side, :1,nd )JussilJly aloo lc.ss obstmc
tion. 

The PRE~IIEU : Henr, he:1,r ! 
The Hox. Rm'r. MclL\VHAITII sai<l thehon. 

1nmnlJer waH very fond of en .. tching at a word of 
that sort ; lmt if the lw)l. member thought tlmt 
wa,l:i obHtrnction he wn:-; very nnwh nd:-;taken. 

The PHEJ\IIER: I do not think it is 
obstruction: 

The Hox. Sm T. ::\IclL\VlL\ITII said the 
hon, member wns very glad to catch at a word of 
that kind · "'ml he would sooner ct~tch "' word 
like that than reply to an argument. H<; h"'cl 
not intended that they should have had a discus
sion upon the schedule "'t that ~tage, but have 
discussed it when the schedule 1tself came on, 
and he still intended to have "' full discussion 
upon it when the schedule cam.e on .. He was very 
o-ladhoweverthatthe present chscusswn lmd taken 
]',lace, because he was satisfied it h"'d opef.ted the 
eves of hon. gentlemen to )'arts of the Bill, ar:d 
given them "' knowledge of it which they dtd 
not possess before. Hon. members, at all events, 
would have time to think over that c!ttuse ; and 
the hon. Minister for Lands would h>tve to give 
some reasons why he did not include the whole 
colony; and he would h:1,ve to !five bet.ter reasons 
thm1 he hml given why he chd not mclude the 
Lower Maranoa and the \V a.rrego ; and he 
would have to oive son1e rea:;on also for 
the extraordinary "bend which the schedu]e 
boundary line took tow;~rd~ t.he coast m 
the northern P"'rt. In mdtcatmg that he 
did not want to speak any more upon t~mt 
clm1se · he wish eel to refer to the argument whiCh 
the ho~. gentlenmn had given them witl; ~eg:1,rd 
to the tenants-that there would be no dtfficulty 
in collecting their rents. The hon. gentlem'!n 
seemed to think that the squ,tters always P"''d 
their rents like gentlemen, and never banded to
gether to deprive th~ Government of thetr rent:'· 
He had known the time when the squatters ch.d 
b:1,nd together for that purpose; and when pubhc 
opinion was strongly in their favour the Govern
ment of the day declined to push them. There 
was a strong i·eason why the Governmm;t did 
not require to make the squatter pay ; but m the 
case of the men who were to take up the land 
proposed to be reserve~ theo: would h"' ve the 
workin'" of the elections m their power, nnd they 
would j~lSt state whether they. wanted 1_10 ]my
ment of their rent, or a recluctwn of their rent. 
The Government ,)ways had a power over the 
s<pmtters, and could simply sell his lease, but 
he defied any Minister for Lands to undert~ke 
the wholesale evictions of the selectors wh1eh 
might be necessary under the Bill before them. 

Clm1se 5 put and passed. 
On clause 6, as follows :-
"The Mtll section of the Pastoral J .. eascs Act of 

186~ is hereby re1)ealed. . . . . 
":such re]leal shall not afled any nght, t1~lc, obh

gation, or liability already 1awfnlly acquired or 1nC~1~·rcd 
by Her Jlajesty or any other person under the proviswns 

of ,;!l·~1 ~Li~~\~~~ take-; effect from the passing of this 
Act." 

The Hox Sm T. ::\fciLWIL\ITH mid, surely 
the hon. :i\Iinister for L'tnr1s had something to 
"'Y upon an irupmtant clause like that!. Did 
he think fpr a mcnm'nt that there w;cs no mten~ 
tiun to initiate a di.Jnu:.biou llliOll an in1purtaut 
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cb.nse of that sort, after the amendments which 
had been Hpoken of, and the wholesale system 
of spoliation initiated by the present Govern
ment ? What the hon. gentleman had said on 
the se<:~Jnd reading was not sufficient. The clause 
required a much longer discussion. If the hon. 
member knew his duty and wished to shorten 
the proceedings he would inform them in what 
way the discussion should take place. They 
wished to confine themselves to the clame, btit 
the hon. gentleman could not expect that it would 
pass without discussion. 

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS said the 
object of the clause was perfectly apparent. It 
was to prevent any more land being parted with 
by the State in the form of pre-emptives, which 
had been, in his opinion, heretofore grossly and 
,,hamelessly abusetl. Under the Bill a ot]uatter 
got what the Government contiideretl an a1nple 
equi"tlent for the pre-emption on his run. 
Under the Bill he would get compensation in 
full for all improvements, and he maintained 
that pre-emptions were gmnted to the squat
ter oimply for the purpm;e of securing to him 
all permanent improvement!'. But that -principle 
had been entirely departed from in practice, and 
the object of the Bill was to prevent :1ny ouch 
abuses, and any such looses of the State land 
in the future. The Bill fixed clearly what the 
pastoral tenant was to expect at the termination 
of his lease. 1~ nder the Bill he would get an 
equivalent for all his improvements, at the ter
mination of his lease or upon th<> resumption of 
his run. It had not been the rule under the pre
emption system to secure permanent improve
ments, but simply to secure the choicest parts of 
the land, either in one block or upon different 
parts of the holding. That was the state of 
things which they desired to prevent in the future; 
tmcl they considered that in giving the squatter 
compensation in full for all of his improvements 
they gave him an ample equivalent for the pre
emption which he claimed under the clause 
which the Gth clause in the present Bill proposed 
to repeal. 

'l'he Hox. Sm T. ]\foiL \VRAITH said he 
would have expected that, where the national 
faith was concerned, the :\J:inister for Lands, who 
proposed in such cavalier style to take away the 
rights of men who hadlahoured to acquire them 
for yems, and to whom the national faith was 
pledged, would have given a great deal better 
reason than he had given at the present time. 
His one reason was that those rights had been 
grossly and shamelessly abused ; but was it 
any reason that men who had rights should 
be deprived of them because those who had 
gone before them had grossly and shamelessly 
abused those rights? They still had their rights ; 
and yet though those men might have nothing 
whatever to do with the abuses of which the hon. 
gentleman complained, they were to be deprived 
of their rights. If the hon. member had any 
sense in his head he would have seen that. He 
was simply trying to raise a prejudice against 
the men who had those rights, instead of speak
ing plainly and straightforwardly to the question 
whether those rights existed or not. Every hon. 
member on the Government side of the House 
had admitted-he would not say every hon. 
nlmnbcr, because there were f;ome whose opinions 
he did not know-but every prominent mem
ber on that side of the House had, before 
now, acknowledged the right of the S<luatter 
to pre-anwtion, according to clause 54 of 
the Pastoral Leases Act of 18G9. He would 
give in a few words his reasons for thinking 
the House should not commit this .\et nf repu
ditttion. He would direct attention first tu the 
words of the clau:;e it,;elf :-

"For the purpo!';e of ,,ccnrin2" permanr-nt hnt~roYe
ments. it sh<-Lll be lawful for the GoYernor to sell to the 
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lessee of a. run without competition, at the price of ten 
:;billings per acre, any portion of such run in one block, 
not being more nor less than two thousand five hundred 
and sixty acres; and the boundaries of an:r such block 
shall, as nearly as the natnral featnres of the country and 
adjacent boundaries will admit, be equilateral and 
rectangular.'' 
The hon. member said that his interpretation of 
the Act W>l.S that this concession was only for 
the purpose of securing permanent improve
ments, and that if there were not permanent 
improvements to the extent of £2,560 the right 
did not exist. K ow that could not possibly be 
the interpretation of this clause. It was an 
absolute right to pre-empt 2,.560 acres of land if 
the occupier had any improvements at all, because 
the Act would not allow him, to take 10 acres 
if he had only £10 worth of improvements, and 
2,iiGO acres if he had £2,!\60 WOl'th. He muHt 
select neither more nor less than 2,560 acres. 
Anyone would at once say without going back 
to the rlebates that there must have been some 
design in this; and if they went back to the 
debates they would see at once that the object 
was to allow a man, who had under his lease 
given a certain value to the property, to go 
in and secure a freehold when his lease 
expired, or at any time before that. It did 
not matter one straw whether the improve
ments were on that block at all. That was not 
a singular contention ; every Minister who had 
administered that clause since 1869 had taken that 
view of it, and none of them had ever seen their 
way to administer it in any other manner. The 
squatter vvas always regarded as having an abso
lute right to select 2,560 acres. The hon. 
member had said it was a privilege, and the 
hon. the Premier had sneeringly remarked 
the other night that it was called a pre-emptive 
right only in the side-note-

" Pre-emptive right over improved lands." 
That spoke for itself. If there were any im
proved land on the block he had the right here
of course with the approval of the Governor. 

The PRE~HER : Hear, heart 
The HoN. Sm T. ::YiclLWRAITH: The hon. 

member sa;d " Hear, hear ! " He took the law 
into his own hands, and said, ''As J.ong as I am 
in power I will not grant a'ly pre-empcive right." 
'l'hat was just the position the hon. member 
would like. He would like to be retained 
in office because he was expected not to do 
something which the law said he should do. He 
would far mther allow the clause to stand in, so 
that people would say, "As long as he is there, 
he will not give anything to the squatters." He 
(Hon. Sir T. Mcilwraith) maintained that this 
was a right, and that the hon. gentleman himself 
thoug-ht it was a right, as was proved by the 
speeches he had made. It had been said 
that it had led to almses, and that the privi
lege was one which it was a pity the 
squatter should ever have got. That was a 
matter he would not discuss ; becauoe, if the 
squatter had a right, the fact that it was 
a bad thing for the country was no reason 
why faith should not be kept with him. 
They ought by all means to keep faith with the 
man with whom they had made a bargain. 
The r1uestion of pre-emptive right came to be 
considered when the \Ve,tern l~ailway Act anLl 
the I{ailwa.y Reserves Bill came on. Those 
were the productions of the hon. the Premier, 
and it wa.~ the force of his logic which put them 
through, m spite of all the opposition he got 
from his (Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith's) side of the 
House. The Acts proved disastrous, as the hon. 
member himself admitted. One part, however, 
came elearly under di"cnssion ; that waR, the 
acknowledgment by the party in power, nnd by 
the hon. ;;entleman ,,peeial!y- bec<euse lw \\as the 
principal ''peaker-that the "'l uattet-· had these 
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ri((hts; and they were continued in those two 
B1lls. Not only that, but the hon. gentleman and 
his colleagues took up this position, so different 
from the one they were advocating now, that 
one would fancy they had never done any
thing to encourage the aggregation of large 
estates. They introduced into the Pastoral 
Leases Bill and the Western Rail way Bill the 
principle that the squatters had the absolute 
right to -consolidate their runs, and take the 
whole pre-emptive out of one block. They not 
only allowed that, but also the further privilege 
that if the squatters had too big runs, in their 
opinion, they could divide them into a certain 
number of blocks, with the additional privilege 
of cutting up those blocks into blocks of not less 
than seventy-five square miles, and get 2,560 acres 
on each of them. Those privileges were given by 
the House on the strong advocacy of the hon. 
member and the hon. members with him, 
and against the strong opposition of Mr. 
Macrossan. He(Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith) did not 
want to take up the position that, because the 
squatters had undoubted rights under the Rail
way Reserves Act and Western Railway Act, 
therefore they should be held to have them 
under the Act of 1869 ; but what he did say was 
that those two Acts were a fair interpretation, 
according to the views of the hon. members of 
the House, of the clause in th~ Act of 1869. 
The then Attorney-General (Mr. Griffith) and 
the Premier (Mr. John Douglas) repeated to the 
House over and over again that no additional 
right was granted to the squatters under these 
two Acts beyond what they had under the Act 
of 1869. As in the opinion of the Premier, 
therefore, the clauses, as they appe"'red in the 
Rail way Acts, gave a fair interpretation of the 
clauses as they were in. the Act of 18G9, and as 
that was the interpretation given to them by 
Parliament, that was a strong argument why it 
should be acknowledged "'s a right now. If a 
right were at one time doubtful, and after strong 
discussion received the sanction of Parliament, it 
should be taken as confirmed; and he held that 
that right had been confirmed by those two Acts. 
In the original Bill there was no provision made 
for the consolid"'tion of the pre-emptive, or for 
cutting up the blocks; but Mr. Macdonald, a 
squatter, who sat on the other side of the House 
at that time, moved the following amendment :~ 

"Provided that it shall be la;wful for the lessee of two 
or more runs adjoining each other to consolidate in 
one block the pre-emptive ~elections which ma:v be 
1nade in respect to each of the adjoining runs as afore
said." 
The effect of that was to allow consolid"'tion and 
allow the pre-emptive to be taken up in one 
block. Well, on that subject Mr. Garrick 
delivered a very straight opinion :~ 

"It seemed to him, on reading the Act, that he was 
entitled to only one pre-emptiye; but that had been got 
rid of by subdividing, so that he was entitled to a IJrc
emptive on each subdivision. rl'his amendment would 
not only fix that which was now doubtful, but would 
give the lessee a further right either to consolidate or 
take up his pre-emptive on each block.'' 
That was, that Mr. Garrick, who was then a 
Minister of the Crown, considered that there 
was the absolute right under the Act of 1869 to 
pre-empt on each block, but it W[l,R evading the 
Act to allow them to divide the blocks in order 
to increase the area. Now, in order to get rid of 
the debate-

" The A1"''ORXEY-GJ<:NERAL suggested that the difficulty 
might be got over by striking out all the words nfter 
'lessee to' for the purpose of inserting the words 
• exercise his right to prc-empt to the same extent as 
if the run had been subdivided into runs containing 
not less than twenty-five square miles each.'" 
So that, on the amendment ingeniously m"'lle by 
the Attorney-General, they altered the words, 
but in no way altered the ~en~ e. That amend-

ment of ::VIr. JYfacdonald's was carried through. 
Then Mr. Macdonald moved the next amend
ment:-

" ,,~here a run comprises a larger area than 25 square 
milf'R of available country upon which rent "hf!oS been 
paid, it shall be lawful for the lessee to make a pre
emptive selection in his run, in uroportion of 2,560 acres 
for each 25 square mile"' of available country a.-:; afore
said contained in the run, exclusive of every IH'e
emptive selection which may have been or shall here
af't.er be made within the limits of the said run, and the 
area so selected shall be consolidated in one block." 

On that, the Attorney-GRneral (Mr. Griffith) 
said:-

" Under the present law a lessee was entitled to one 
pre-emptive for every run. A lcsse·e wa.s allowed to 
subdivide his run into as many blocks as he liked, pro
vided they were not less than 25 square miles each,. and 
the object of the subsection was to consolidate these 
blocks." 
That was Mr. Griffith's opinion ~ that the 
squatter had the absolute right to select on every 
block, and if the block was subdivided, then 
the right of pre-emption attached to each separate 
block. That was his reading of the law at that 
time. Then a gre"'t amount of discussion took 
place, and the Attorney-General said:~ 

"rrhe alarm expressed by the hon. members for 
Kennedy and rro0woombn arose, he believed, from the 
expression 'rights of vre-emption'; but it was quite 
tutfonncled. In the "Testern Railway Reserves Act, 
which was certainly not intended to increase the pre
emptive rights of pastoral lessees, almost the same 
language was used; and he was decidedly of ouinion 
that no additional right was conferred by the proposed 
new scctioll." 
He (Hon. Sir T. ::Yicll wraitb) thought an additional 
right was conferred, but that was not a matter 
for discussion. The hon. member referred to it 
as a" right." Then he said further:-

" He did not l.Jelieve there was any real difference of 
opinion upon this point after all. Although there was 
no right that had the fm·ce of law, there was practically 
a right to have the land subdivided, and it wa.s the 
intention of the LegiRlature that it should be subdiYided 
unless there was some good reason to the contrary. 
rrhe run having been once subdivided, they had nothim; 
to do with the motive of the lessee. The rjght to prc
emyt must have t.t:;.e approval of the Governor in Couneil, 
an<l must follow certain improvements. 'rhe only 
question before the Comnli.ttce '"~Ls, whether this clause 
gave a new right; and he repeated that it gave no new 
right." 
That was, tlutt the squatters actually had no right 
of pre-emption for one block, but the right of 
claiming that the GoverEment subdivide the 
runs was given, and if they did not exceed 
twenty-one miles the right of pre-emption 
attached to each blocL The hon. gentleman 
was followed in the same strain by i\Ir. Garrick, 
who argued against the right to consolidate, but 
admitted the right to pre-empt. He had been 
quoting from the discussion on the Railway 
Reserves Act, and he would now come to the 
\Vestern Railway Act, called the Continental 
Hailwa:v Act at that time. This was a quota
tion from the Attorney-General's (Mr. Gl"itfith's) 
speech:-

"Hon. members would also remember that in every 
block of country there was a right of pre-emption over 
four square miles ; so that if, out of twenty-live 
sqmtre miles, only half 'verc resumed, that would 
be twe1Ye and a half square miles, and four would 
be taken nndm· prc-cmptive right, which would con~ 
tinne up to the time the land was declared open for 
selection. Therefore the lcH~ec \Yonld, under the pro
vi~ions of the Act, have at least one year and nine 
months from the present time to mnke his pre-mnpt.ive 
selections, and out of the block there would be only 
one-third left." 
He spoke about the pre-emptive right, and 
the actual amount the squatter would have the 
right to pre-empt. Now let hon. members .i1-1st 
consider the quotations he had re"'d. The right 
of pre-emption the squatters claimed was 
attached to each block according to the Act of 
1869, but there wa~ something more claimed by 
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the1u in 1R7f"J a.ncl 1 H77. Smue rnnR wonhl be, 
perhaps, 200 squat·e mile,;; but the right 
of pre-ernptiun extondecl to only 2,5GO acres. 
Other,; again might he only twenty-five H<JUare 
miles, and the Sfl natter harl the same right. The 
C[Uestion then came to be, would he be allowerl 
to Hubdivide his runs in order to increase the 
amount that he could pre-empt? The Attorney
General of the day, the pmHent Premier, decided 

·that he would~that he ought to ha\ e that Jn·ivi-
lege ; and it was granted in the \V estern Hail way 
Act and the Railway Heserves Act. Not only 
was it grante<l, but it w<es allowed to every 
S'IUatter who applied under the Government of 
which the present Premier was Attorney-General. 
The hon. gentleman put that interpretation on 
the clause, and applied it to every application 
tlmt was made under it. If that did not confirm 
the right, he did not know wh:tt could. But the 
hon. gentlenmn went furthet·. At that time it 
was considered a hardship to take away so much 
land '"s was taken a\Lty for the railway reserves; 
and not only llid the Attorney-General give the 
squatterstheright to snb<livide their runs, thereby 
increasing the amount of the pre-em)•tion, but he 
gave them the right to consolidate <t dozen or 
half-a-dozen blocks, or as many as they had, 
into one, and to exerci:-;e the right of pre-nmp
tion on one block '\Vithont exception, those 
who claimed that privileg-e got it under the 
Administration in which the present Premier was 
Attorney-General. If they had not that right 
at that time on lands which were so near to 
the centre3 of population as the applimtnts 
then were, why in the name of justice to the 
colon.'f were they granted? The Governn1ent 
n1ade no exception; in every in~tance the appli
cation was granted; and of conrRe they 'vere 
only applied for where population was so press
ing that it became a matter of arhantage to the 
squatter to take them up at the price of lOo. per 
acre. That :Y1inistry. went out of office, and it was 
succeeded by the one over which he (Hon. Sir T. 

·l\'Ici!wraith) presi,Jed. It was still held that every 
squatter was entitled to his pre-emption. The 
applicant did not, as a matter of course, always 
get it where he applied for it, but he got it as 
a matter of course, provided that the actual 
position of the selection made did not rnilit>tte 
againot the interest<; of the public. \Vhenever the 
htter was the case the Government said, "'It is 
not a right thing for you to take up thiK pre
emptive; it is too near town; it will block 
Hettle1nent; you n1nst go further away." Snch 
had been the pnoition of the squatter np to the 
present time ; he had had that right, and 
had exercised it all through without the slig-htest 
check ; and now he was told that he never had 
the right at all. It Wcts not only a breach of 
a contract ; it \vas a great deal worse. The pre
emptive clause was one of the mettns by which 
n1en were encouragecl to go to the far \Vest and 
take up land there which at the time was unpro
fitable, and which was only profitable in the far 
future, when they saw they would be able 
to get at Borne tin1e or other a pre-en1ption 
of 2,51JO acres for each block after their own 
bbour had made it of very considerable value. 
In taking away, therefore, that right of pre
emptinn they took away what those men had 
been working for ,;ince they took up their runs. 
Those men had worked for that land, and in 
e,·ery pound they had spent upon it they had 
been vaying an actual price to the State for it. 
No doubt the squatter would have to pay 10s. an 
acre for it before he got his title-cleecls, bnt he 
had also been paying for it in the shape of labour 
done to the State, and other advantages derived 
by the State. Not only so, hut money hrtd been 
advanced on the strength of tlmt right. They 
knew how ~eu:-;itive capita1i~t~ were to a11y in
e;ecurity in what wa,; pled;;ed fur the money they 

had advanced ; and they knew tlmi it was 
to the intereot of the colony that they ohould 
not delude those who sent their money here 
with the object of develo)Jing it,; industries. 
Those men ought, at all events, to be protected 
lJy the State ; whatever else might happen, the 
State ought not to bre11,k faith with them. 
Thonsands~nay, millions~had been borrowed 
from other countries, and in Queensland itself, 
on the strength of the right of the squatter to 
pre-empt. The lender,; had always taken into 
their calcubtions, as a very important pM't of 
the security, the fact that if. the squatter went 
wrong they would be able to recover so much by 
taking up the land ; and it was now proposed to 
sweep away that security without giving the 
squatter the slightest compensation. He pitched 
to the winds the idea that it might be a bad 
bargain that had been made. He did not 
think it had been. But he pitched it on one 
side altogether, and asoerted that, if it wae 
a bargain made by the Sbte, the State ought 
to hold to it. They ought to consider the 
miserable position they put men into who had 
been upholding the good faith of the country 
at home, where so much money had been 
borrowed. He himself had led many intelligent 
men to believe that pre-emption was a valuable 
right, and one of the best securities they could 
have on advancing rnoney, and n1en had advanced 
money who but for that right would never have 
done so; and now the men who had borrowed 
that money were actually to be forced to break 
faith with their creditors whom they themselves 
had plerlged. If the Government wished to 
maintain the good name of the colony, let them 
by all means avoid the contamination of having 
repudiated their just debts. They owed that 
right to the squatters, whether the Government 
had made a bad barg-ain or not; and as long as 
they owed it, in the name of justice they ought to 
pay it. 

The PREJYIIJ!:R said it was just as well that 
they should understand one another on that 
C[Uestion, and know what was the alleged claim 
which hon. members opposite had set up. What 
was the promise that the State had made to 
indi.-iduab? He need not say that if the State 
had made a bargain that bargain must be kept, 
nn matter at what expense. But when a claim 
was set up by indiYiduals to plunder the country 
it was quite time to inC[nire carefully, and see 
what was the nature of the claim, and what was 
its founrlation. \Vhat was the nature of that 
vested right? He had hea.rd persons who were 
prm;ecuted for offences a~gainst the la\V ~ay, 
"You did not prosecute anybody else for several 
years; w~ have a ve£ted right to commit this 
offence, and it is extrmpely hard upon ns that 
we should be punished." 'l'he right claimed was 
one of a kind of which they had an illustration 
the other day. It had been the practice of local 
hodie8 in the colony for the last twenty years 
to consHler that they had a right to impo8e 
license fees. Suddenly somebody said-" What 
right have you? Let us scrutinise it, and see 
whether you reallv have it or not." And on 
investigation it turned out that they had it not. 
Persons at one time engaged in the highly 
lucrative occupation of smuggling no doubt con
sidered it extremely unfair and unjust when the 
Government made a raid upon them and in
sisted that they should pay duty like other 
people. He did not, of course, for a moment 
compa,re the lJfLHtnral tenants with N11111gglers or 
other persons of that kind. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Y on said 
they were plunderers. 

The PREMIER said tlmt when a claim was 
:.;et up to plunder th~ eonntry it was quite tillle 
tu in ve:stig.cte the elaim and :see what fouadatio 
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it had; and the claim, as put forward by hon. 
members opposite, was neither more nor less than 
a claim to plunrler the country. He did not 
believe for a moment that the iJastoral tenants 
maintained that they were entitled t0 take up 
four square miles for every block of country, irre
spective of improvements or anything eise. Ko 
such argument was ever heard of until the malad
ministration of the past few years .. It was an 
entirely new claim put forward within the past 
three or four years ; no such claim was ever put 
forward as a right before. All that the hon. 
gentleman could find to base his arguments upon 
as to its being a right V{ere smne expressions 
he (the Premier) w~ts reported to have marle 
use of in the deb~tte on the Railway 
Reserves Bill, and another debate on the 
'Vestern Railway Bill in 1877 and 1875, when he 
was Attorney-General in a previous GoYern
ment. Supposing that he (the Premier) was 
wrong then, that certainly would not alter the 
construction of a plain Act of Parliament. But 
it must be borne in mind th,1t up to that time the 
so-called right of pre-emption had never been 
abused. It had never been pretended by any 
pastoral tenant that they were entitled to abuse 
that right for the purpose of preventing the utili
sation of the remainder of their runs by the State ; 
and that was what the argument amounted to. 
That argument had, that afternoon, been formu
lated in those very words. An hon. member 
said-" vVhy woulci those pastoral tenants want 
to take up their pre-emptions '? Kot because 
the land was worth 10s. an acre, but because they 
wanted to secure the whole of their blocks." 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLvVRAITH: Who 
sa,id that? 

The PREJYHER said the words were used by 
the hon. member for Port Curtis. He (the 
Premier) of course knew that that was the 

. reason, but he was surprised to hear that hon. 
member admit it so plainly. Of course they 
knew perfectly well tha,t it wa; so. vVhen a 
chim was put forward like that-a claim to 
exercise a right which was clearly prejudicial to 
the interests of the communitv-then it was 
quite time to scrutinise it and R'ee what it was. 
If they found that there was a right, no matter 
how prejudicial it might be to the interests of 
the colony, they must either concede it or 
huy it out. The principal argument-the only 
argument, in fact, worth the na1ne of an argu
Ineut-was based on some observations he 
made in 1877. At tha,t time nobody <]nes
tioned the propriety of the pastoml tenants 
exercising that privilege, and in the discusBion 
which took place on the subject regard was 
had to that point of Yiew. In the course 
of that debate he pointed out that the language 
of the Rail way Reserves Bill conferred no new 
right. The great argu1nent now- nsed was that some 
words he used in his speech on that occasion con
ferred the right. Surely that was a singular argu
ment-that a lYHnister, in speaking to the Honse, 
should have power to confer a right not existing 
before ! The language of that Act, he repeated, 
conferred no new right. In answer to the hon. 
member for Town,ville, then the member for 
Kennedy, he pointed out that the language con
fen·ed no new right. In that debate the rights 
of the pastoral tenants wert treated as doubtful. 
It was pointed out by members on both sides
amongst them the hon. member, Mr. lVlacrossan, 
and the present Speaker-that the privileges of 
the paAoral tenants with respect to pre-emp
tion were donbtful ; and it was in answer to 
that that he (the Premier) pointed out tlmt thA 
language used in the clause conferred no new 
right. That was also stated by :'.Ir. Garrick, 
then member for l\Ioreton but not n lllember of 
tlw Go;·erl)ment. It was certainly not ~'re:;ent 

to the minds of any members of the Honse on 
that occasion, that any new right was being 
created ; there was a privilege then ~ enemlly 
allowed to be exercised~-that is, there was J>ower 
in the hands of the Government to make a 
bargain with thE> pastoral tenants if they thought 
fit to allow the privilege to be exercised. It 
was only within the last two years than an 
entirely new view had been put forward in 
the matter. Now he wondered-supposing that 
this was a right which could not be interfered 
with in any way-that son1e person conversant 
with the law had not ventured to express an opinion 
that it was a right. It might have been supposed 
that hon. !jentlemen on the other side would have 
found the1r legal adviser, here or in :;orne other 
colony, haza.rding a conjecture that it waR a 
right. If they hnrl inquired into the matter, he 
was quite sure that they would have been told 
that there was no right. It was no use endett
vnuring to argue tha,t the lessees had a right. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD : But here is your state
ment. 

The PHEMIER: The hnn. gentleman wa:; 
ahse11t rluring a portion of my re1narkf'. 

Mr. ::\IOHEHEAD : I was not absent during 
the important speech. 

The PRE:YIU~R: There wa,;; certainly no right 
conferred by any speech he made in that House 
in 1877. 

Mr. i\IOHEHEAD: In 1875. 
The PREMIER: Well, in 1875. It wm; not 

in his power to confer a right. 
Mr. MOREHEAD: As a ::\Jinister ; as 

Attorney-General. 
The PHK\IIEH : Let them turn tn the 

language of the Act of Parliament to see what it 
was tha,t conferred the right. As he had pointed 
out, the right had not bePn claimed as such 
until quite recently. He would take the Mth 
section of the Act of 18()8, and place it in 
juxtaposition with another clause passed in the 
previous year which did confer a right-a clause 
passed by the same House, by the same members, 
which conferred the right of pre-emption. In 
the Act of 1Sij!J the words nsed were :-

" Ji'or the purpose of securing 11ermanent improve
ments, it shall be lawful fm· the Governor in Conncil to 
sell to the lessee of a run without competition, at the 
]Jriec of 10~. 1)er acre, any portion or such run, in one 
block, not being more nor less than 2,560 acre.;;." 
He need scarcely refer to the Acts Shorten
ing Act, which provided that when the words 
"shall be lawful" were used, they meant that 
the power thereby conferred mig·ht be exer
cised or not at the option of the persons who 
had the power. That was the law at that time. 
The langu~tge of that section meant that ''for 
the purpo~e of securing improvements it shall be 
lawful for the Governor in Council if he thinks 
fit so to do, and not otherwise, to sell," and so on. 
That was its gran1n1atical1neaning, a~ they found 
by the Acts Shortening Act. Now compare 
that with the languag·e used in an Act passed in 
the preceding year-the Crown Lands Alienation 
Act of 1808-which conferred the right of 
pre-emption. That was contained in the 14th 
section. It would be remembered that under 
that Act half the runs in the settled districts 
were resumed. The 14th section provided 
that:-

"Pastoral tenants in Rett.lcd districts may, previous 
to the expiration of the twche months' notice of 
resnmption make pre-mnpiive :-:cleet.ion8 to the extc11t 
of one acre for CYCI'Y 10~. valnc of improwm1ents at 
the same time ns those demanded from <"onditional 
purchasers lo 5Wf~m·c tltcir llolllesteacls anti improve
ments in lieu or com11Cnsation ther{~of. * 41 * * In 
eon~idcratirm of the above llre-empt.ive 1n·irik~es or 
either of them being· exerci::-;ecl, all elaims on tlle 
<:ovcrmncnt for ~~mnpcnsation for resumed portions tSllall 
lJe rcliut,!ui::;l!ed." 
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There was no option given to tho Governor in 
Council in the matter. \Voulu anybotly Heriously 
get up and say, in t'1e face of the Statute-book, 
that a right had been conferred by the Act of 
1869? 

Mr. MOHEHE.\D: Yes. 

The PREMIER : \Vould anybody who under
stootl the meaning of the language used-who 
would take the tnmble to look at it carefully-not 
Ray that it meant that the Governor in Council 
might, if he thought fit, and not that the 
Governor in Council must, at the ref[uest of the 
lessee ? All that was left for argument, besides 
that Act, w»s something that he said inl875 or 1877; 
and at the time that langu»ge was used, the basis 
of the privilege did not ref[uire to be scrutinised. 
It never occurred when a man walked through a 
paddock every day to inquire whether there \yas a 
right-of-way there, and it was not worth anybody's 
while to question his rig·ht. But if 500 or 600 
people were to do so, the owner would inquire 
what right they had there; so when they found 
one or two men taking advantage of an Act of 
Parliament, it never occurred to the Government 
to inquire what was the exact basis of the claim, 
but when tens of thousands of people claimed to 
exercise the privilege it was time to inquire what 
was that so-called right, and when upon investi
gation it had tumed out that there was none at 
all, what was the proper thing to do under 
the circumstances? Suppose they founrl that 
the power of the Government to proclaim 
homestead clauses of a particnlar area was 
injurious, what would be the duty of the Par
liaJnent? There was another analogous power 
contained in the Act, and that was a power to 
sell to an adjoining owner land that was 
of no use to anybody ebe. The owner of 
the land adjoining might ask, why not let 
him have the land ; nobody would make any 
objection and it would be only a fair thing to do ; 
it was no good to anybody else • But suppose 
they found a Government in the habit of handing 
over the fee·simple of a gold claim to a neigh
bouring owner-who considered he had a claim
what would be done then? A sensible Govern· 
rnent would refuse to exercise the power; but if 
they found a GoYernment who claimed that they 
had a right to do so, it would be right for Parlia
ment to say the Go\·ernment should not retain 
a power that might be exercised with so much 
detriment to the country at large. That was 
the position as it stood. In the very debate the 
hon. gentleman mentioned to show that the 
right was recognised, it was pointed out that 
the Act could be amended by the repeal of the 
clause. Of course it could ; there could be no ques
tion of that whatever. If that cbuse confened a 
right, it could not be repealed except subject to 
the right ; so that, if there was anything in the 
hon. men1ber's argnrnent that it was a right~ 
the repeal of the clause would not affect the 
vested interest at all. Of course they knew 
perfectly well that that argument was not a 
sound one. He would point out another thing : 
Th13 Act of 18G9 provided, not that the lessee 
might select 2, 560 acres of land if he applied, 
nor simply that the Governor in Council might 
sell him 2,5GO acres, but it said that that might 
be done for the purpose of securing permanent 
improvements. That was very much lost sight 
of in the argument. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Look at the interpreta
tion clause. 

The PREMIER said he would read what per
manent improvement meant. It meant build
ings, reservoirs, wells, dauiS, and fencing. The 
only purpose for which it was lawful for the 
Governor in Council to sell those pre-8mptives 
was for the purpose of securing permanent im
provements; hut where, in the face of that, could 

even a plmlHible argument be n'ecl ~·o show 
that the pastoral tenant wa., entitled to 
2 5GO acres merelv because be liked to apply? 
He had been trying to discover what 11·as 
that claim which was put forwa.rd. He had 
been trying, not only on that night, ~mt on 
previous occasions, to know what the clann was. 
'!.'he fact was tlmt the hon. gentleman saw 
that the claim he set up a few minutes ago was 
clearly untenable. He said he did not mean 
that. Perhaps he would say what he did mean
what was the claim that had been advocated in 
that Committee? It was that the pastoral 
tenant had a right to pre-empt 2,iiGO acres on his 
run. It was that or nothing. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said the 
hon. gentleman misrepresented him. \Vhat he 
said was that the Governor in Council had the 
power, when an application was sent in, to Ray, 
"You will not , have it here, because it iH 
against the public interest, nor there, but I wi!l 
give it to you here." He could not take away Ius 
right from him ; but the Governor in Council 
could refuse any application that he put in on 
public grounds. 

The PREMIER said he was sorry he did not 
understand the hrm. gentleman before. He was 
on tbe point of referring to that exception when 
the hou. gentlen1au could not wait, but got 
up, and although he tried to go on the hon. 
gentleman insisted upon having his say first. 
The only exceJ•tion the hon. gentleman had 
mentioned was not what he now said, but 
was this: If a man asked for a pre-emptive 
selection close to a town the GoYernor in Council 
might refuse and say he should take it some
where else. He had been trying to get at the 
real nature of the claim by which it was said that 
every pastoral tenant was entitled to 2,5GO acres 
somewhere on his land. The only power the 
Governor in Council had t,, sell was to secure 
permanent improvements. It could be done in 
defiance of the law. as it had been. A couple of 
panels of fencing ·was sometimes said to be a 
sufficient permanent improvement to entitle a 
man to make a selection. If the clause had 
read thus-" for the purpose of securing the 
permanent monopoly of the land"-instead of 
"securing the perrnanent nnprovements," the 
arguments of the h•m. member would have harl far 
greaterforce. \Vhat he wanted to know, and what 
the Committee and the country really wanted 
to know, was, what was that vested right, and 
that violation of national faith? Mere words. 
It was no breach of national faith. Son,e people 
might be entitled to some consideration; but to 
say that men had gone out to the far West, and 
taken up runs on the faith that they would 
be able to secure four square miles of land, 
was perfectly absurd. No man had done any
thing of the kind. 

The HoN. Sm T. MolL WRAITH : It is a 
fact; thousands have done so. 

The PJU~MIER: I do not believe it. 
Mr. MOREH:EAD said he rose to a point of 

order. When the leader of the Opposition made 
a statement, and the Premier said he dirl not 
believe his words, it was time they got a 
gentleman as Premier. 

The PREJYIIEH said it would be a good thing 
if all the members of the Opposition conducted 
themselves as gentlemen. He did not deny that 
tbe hon gentleman believed what he said; but if 
he askerl him to believe as a fact that men had 
gone out to the far western interior and had taken 
up land there simply on the faith that they would 
be allowed to take up four Sf[uare miles out of 
every block, he said he did not believe it. If 
thousands of them went into the witness-box one 
after the other, he would not believe them., 
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The HoN. Sm T. MciLWJlAITH: You are 
groHRly 1nisrepresenting n1e. 

The PREMIER said the hon. gentleman said 
that runs had been taken up on the faith of 
that right. • What did he mean? If any 
argument of his was grappled with, the hon. 
gentleman immediately retreated from it. He 
could only deal with what he said, and he did 
not believe that a single pastoral tenant had ever 
gone out and taken np land on the faith of that 
so-called pre-emptive right. He admitte<l that 
there might be cases where men had expended 
sums of money in permanent improvements 
in the belief that they might be enabled 
to keep the land. He had sympathy for those 
men; but he had no sympathy for those 
who had been crowding in application after 
application for tens of thousands of acres 
of land to secure a monopoly of the country. 
He spoke warmly on the subject, because he 
believed it simply amounted, as he said at the 
beginning, to plundering the country ; and he 
always would speak warmly, no matter by whose 
instrumentality such efforts were made. 'l'here 
were, however, persons who might be said to 
have made valuable improvements on the faith 
that they would be allowed to g·et the freehold of 
the land on which those improvements stoo<l, and 
he had sympathy with those people, and should 
be glad to deal kindly with them. But for the 
others he had no sympathy whatever-not the 
slightest ; and he hoped the country would ha,-e 
no sympathy with them either. An hon. member 
had asked what necessity there was for repealing 
the clause? Because it was abused. It was a 
power intended to be exercised ]>eneficially,_ b'-\t 
it had been grossly abused ; and It had been mti
matecl as plainly as possible by hon. gentlemen 
opposite that if they had the opportunity they 
would abuse it to a still greater extent. \V as 
it not well known that if they could obtain 
the management of the Lands Office for a 
few days they would alienate hundreds of 
thousands of acres in that way? Applications 
had been coming in in shoals for carrying 
out the so-called pre-emptive right. 'l'hey 
knew how the exercise of that so-called right 
had in times past prevented settlement, and 
no injustice was done in refusing to enter
tain those applications. They were bound to 
take steps to prevent the power conferred by 
Parliament on Government for a wise purpose 
being misused in future as in the past. There 
was no breach of national faith on the part of the 
Government. All they wanted was to do what 
was just and honourable, and to keep faith with 
the public. 

The HoN. J. M. MACJWSSAN said he had 
just listened to a most extraordinary speech. It 
reminded him of other speeches he heard from 
the hon. gentleman in 1875 and 1877, when the 
hon. g·entleman who now filled the chair and he 
(Hon. J. M. Macrossan) were the only two who 
opposed the hon. gentleman. For an example 
of inconsistency and quibbling, he had never heard 
a speech to equal the one just delivered. The hon. 
gentleman demanded the time when the right was 
raised to the position it had now assumed. Did 
he not remember that he (Hon. J. M. Macrossan) 
raised it, and that he himself opposed it ; that 
he (the Premier) put him down by force of 
voting - as he would do that night, no 
doubt; that he had ne:1rly as many be
hind him then as now, with a Liberal squatter 
or two to support him, including :Mr. P. F. 
Macclonalcl? He then not only acknowledged 
the pre-emptive right as a right, but he 
went even further, and did what the squatters 
never claimed the right to do--he gave them the 
power to cut up their runs into small blocks of 
25 square miles, and t11ke 4 squrtre miles out 

of every 2,i, An<l he gave them the further 
right, for the purpose of nut1dng ln.rge e~tates, 
to consolidate all the small blocks mto one so 
that a man might obtain 30,000, 40,000, or 
50,000 acre,; of land solely throug-h the legislation 
of the hon. gentleman. And that was one of the 
aro·uments against the right. It was said that 
th~ squatters had acquired brge quantities of 
land; but who was responsible? The hon. gentle
man at the head of the Govemment. He was 
not going to take up the ti.me ,~f ~he Committee 
rnany n1inutes. He gave h1s op1n1on o_n the pre
emptive question on the second reaclmg of the 
Bill, and did not intend to go over the same 
o-r<mnd again ; but he would refer to what the 
hon. aentlen1an said earlier in the evening. 
Then he said that local authorities for the last 
twenty years had suppose~! that they had a right 
to impose a tax, and that It had been allm~ecl to 
o-o as such till it came to be tested, when It was 
found to be no right at all. And what had 
they clone in that case? They had passed the 
second re:tcling of a Bill making valid what was 
supposed to be imalicl, on the s~rength of the 
intention of the Legislature whwh passed the 
Act. Now he would appeal to the debate on 
the Act of l8G9 as to what was the intention of 
the Leo-islature 'then. It was to give the squatter 
the right to pre-empt 4 square miles-2,iiGO 
acres-not an acre rnore or less-to secure 
his permanent improvements. ~f the ~quat.ter 
bad no rio·ht to be consistent with their actwn 
of the aft:rn~on they should validate the portion 
of the Act of 18G9 dealing with the right, and at 
the same time pass a law to prevent its abuoe, 
There mio-ht haYe been abuses, but if there 
were, the hon. gentleman himself, by his action 
on the \Vestern Hailway Act and the Hail way 
Heserves Act, "\vas to a very gre~t extent respon
sible. He might be told that It was only lately 
that the squatters had put in their applications. 
But there was no necessity for doing so before. 
The land had become valuable through the 
increase of population and the improvements 
which the squatters themselves had effected on 
the land, and they vety naturally_ sent in their 
application,;. And he said that, m every case 
where improvements could be shown, the 
squatter had a right to take his 2,5GO acres 
of land. He agreed in 1875 and 1877 that the 
squatter had the power to take one-sixth of 
the whole of the land of the colony ; so that 
the idea was not new to the Premier. It was 
at that time argued by the member for Too
woomba (:\Ir. Groom), hy himself, and hy several 
others that the squatter claimed by th~ 54th 
section of the Act of 1869 to have one-sixth of 
the whole colony to pre-empt at 10s. an acre. 
Yet in the face of that the hon. gentleman 
passed one law to allow the squatters to cut up 
their runs, and another to allow them to con
solidate their pre-emptives. The hon. gentlei:mn 
also said that the men who claimed pre-empti ves 
were public plunderers. Bu~ the man who 
assisted in plundering was certamly as bad as the 
plunderers ; and if they were plunderers the hon. 
gentleman was an aider and abettor, and equally 
had. It was only within the last twelve months 
that the hLm. gentleman hac! disclaimed tJ:e 
right of the squatters to pre-empt, and what Ins 
purpose was he could not pretend to say. The 
l\Iinister for Lands sn,icl that the squatter was to 
<>et compen:,;ation for his improvements at the 
~nd of his lease or when his run waf.l resurned. 
Did the hon. gentleman see that he had agreed 
to <>ive compensation to all the squatters? 
Hu~clrecls of sqllatters had already pre-emptecl, 
and they would have the same right to cmnpen
sation as those who had not pre-empted. He was 
placiiw them all on the same footing-those who 
had actually pre-emptecl, and those who had not. 
He repeated that they were placed on the same 



Crown Lanils Bill. [16 SEPTEMBER.] Grown Lanils Bill. 695 

footin~, and yet the hon. gentleman said he was 
dealing out even-handed justice. The hon. 
gentleman had no right to say to the squatter, 
"l will give you mnnpensation for your improve~ 
ments." There was no such· law as that in 
existence. The hon. gentleman himself was 
making a law to give squatters compensation for 
improvements-a worse law than the pre-emptive 
right, bad as it w.,s, because at the end of the 
term of the leases the value of the improve
ments would be so g1·eat that he (Hon. 
,J. l'II. Mac100ssan) was perfectly confident that 
the squatters would have the whole land to them
selves. There would be an end to improvements 
and everything else ; the squatters would be the 
owners of the land. The 20,000-acre blocks 
would be taken up by the squatters ; it was not 
the men from New South \V ales, whom the hon. 
gentlenun pretended to be afraid of, who would 
secure those selections, but the squatters, who 
would have thelandforfifteenortwentyyears and 
at the end of that time they would become the 
owners of it. He would say no more on the 
subject of the pre-emptiveright, but if the clause 
went to a div.ision he would vote against it. He 
d1d not think there would be any obstruction on 
the question. At any rate he should not obstruct, 
but he must say that the hon. gentleman at the 
head of the Government might have occupied a 
more consistent position that evening if he had 
taken up a different position in 1877. . 

Mr. l'\ORTOX said that reference had been 
made to a remark made by him a short time ago, 
with regard to squatters on the \V arreg-o taking up 
their pre-emptives. \V ell, he did not think there 
was any occasion for surprise. If he was a 
8quatter in an outside district, he should 
certainly not be disposed to give 10s. per acre 
for land he was entitled to purchase, so 
long as he could rent it at three farthings an 
acre. A man who had the right to pre-empt 
would never think of exercising that right 
until it was necessary. to do so to secure his 
improvements. So that he did not see that the 
hon. member need have expressed any surprise 
at the admission he had made, though he (Mr. 
Norton) did not think it. was an admission. 
\Vith regard to the pre-emptive right he wished 
to say a few words. He had intended to take up 
the same position as was taken by the hon. mem
ber for Townsville, because he thought if they 
were to arrive at the intention of Parliament in 
respect to that right they could only do so by refer
ring to the words of the Minister who introduced 
the Act of 1869, and also spoke on that particular 
section when moving the second reading of the 
Bill. The :Vlinister for Lands at that time was. 
Mr. Taylor, and he spoke to the House without 
any <[nibbling with regard to the meaning of the 
words as to his intention and the intention of the 
Government of which he was a member. He 
said that pre-emption should be given to the 
srtuatter, not as a privilege but as an absolute 
right. The hem. member for Townsville did not 
read the passage. He (Mr. Norton) would do so. 
It was only a few lines. In speaking on the 
subject Mr. Taylor said, in the 9th volume of 
Hansard, page 173 :-

"The ne-d clause he considere1l to be of importance 
was the 54th clause, which was as follows"-
The hon. gentleman then read the clause, and 
proceeded :-

"He thought that was a kin cl of pre-emption that was 
liberal, and should be acccptrtble to all partirK He re
collected that the Darling Downs members at one time 
'vere very much abused because they would not coneedc 
to the northern and outside Stluatters the right oE pro
emption. He must say that he did not see the use of 
such right to the squatters in the outside districts: for 
there 'Yas not the l'ernotest chance of their runs b·eing 
interfered with for many years to come." 
The Minister there spoke of a right which had 
existed before the passage of the Act of 1809, and 

referred to the objections which, it was stated, 
the squatters, who had a great deal of power at 
that time, had to conceding that right to others. 
He then went on to say :-

"However, this clause gave the right of pre-emption, 
and though it said only 2,500 acres, he had no doubt th~ 
quantity might be extended." 
Pre-emption was not referred to as a privilege 
but as a right. He did not think that any one 
who listened to the Minister's remarks at the 
time he made that speech would have suspected 
that it had ever entered his thoughts to speak of 
the matter as anything but a right which the 
squatter might ·claim when he chose.. Mr. 
Archer, speaking shortly afterwards, contended 
that there was no provision allowing the 
S<[uatter compensation for improvements, when 
he was interrupted by the Secretary for Public 
Land,, who said :-

"He would have a right to huy 2,ijj!O acres for every 
15,000 acres upon every run." 

The Minister of that clay spoke of pre-emption 
as an absolute right possessed by the lessee; it 
was not a privilege, and the hon. Premier might 
argue till he was black in the face as to the legal 
definition of the words. He (Mr. Norton) did 
not hesitate to say that no one who heard the 
speech of the Minister who introduced the Act 
of 1869 would accept the words in any other way 
than they were interpreted by ordinary common
place people. It was not everybody who 
was up to these legal definitions. He did not 
suppose there was one member out of every ten 
in that Committee who knew there was a legal 
definition of the kind which had been quoted. 
The question was one which did not concern him 
personally. He again repeated that pre-emption 
was an absolute right, and the only power 
intended to be given to the Government was to 
refuse to grant it, if the public requirements 
demanded that it should not be given in a certain 
spot ; but in that case the pre-emptive might be 
purchased in some other part of the run chosen 
by the lessee. 

Mr. GROOM said that the question was one 
of very considerable importance to the con
stituency which he had represented for many 
years past, and he could not refrain from giving 
utterance to his opinion upon it. He was in the 
House in 1869 when the Act to which the hon. 
gentleman who had just sat clown had referred, 
was passed. Such was the feeling of indignation 
which the very clause that had been mentioned 
excited throughout the colony, that it led 
almost to the defeat of .the Government. 
There were certainly other circumstances in con
nection with it, but it was the Pastoral Leases 
Act of 1869 which contributed very largely 
indeed to the downfall of the Ministry of that 
clay.. In the session subsequent to the passing 
of that Act, aspectacle was witnessed in that 
House which was unprecedented in the history 
of parliamentary government. They found the 
Colonial Secretary of the day obliged to move 
the Address in lteply to the Governor's Opening 
Speech. It had to be seconded by one of his 
colleagues, and the only other member who 
was bold enough to sit at the back of the 
Ministers on a division was the present junior 
member for South Brisbane, Mr. J orclan. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Well 
done, .Jordan ! 

Mr. GROOM: The result of the division, on a 
motion of want of confidence moved by the 
then member for Dalby, Mr. Bell, was-Ayes, 
17; noes, 6. He repeated that it was largely owing 
to the passing of the Pastoral Leases Act of 1869 
that the Government of that day was defeated. 

Mr. NORTON; You forget the order for the 
steamers, 
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1\Ir. GROO::VI sai<l the order for the steamers 
had a g;reat den! to do with it, no doubt. There 
were a Innnber of colla.tera,l circulnstancei',, but 
the pa,sing of the Pastoral Leases Act was, 
]Jerlmps, the nwst imuortant. It was ;t very 
material cause of their defeat. They had good 
reasons at that time for re,sisting to the utmo't of 
their powerthe extension of the pre-emptive right, 
because it had been conferred by the olrl Orders
in-Council, and ht~d been exercised on the Darling 
Downs in a n1ost extraordinary way. Because, 
although the Pastoral Leases Act of 18G0 
defined the way in which pre-emptives should 
be exercised, under the old Orders-in-Council 
there was no definition of the way in which they 
should be exercised, and the result was that 
a system of pre-emption was initiated which 
'vas knovvn as the "triangular survey" syste1n. 
Under that system the whole of the water 
frontages were jjaken up, and nothing left but a 
numlJer of waterless ridg·es and plains, which 
had since been taken up by other means. From 
the way in which the pre-emptive right was 
exercised on the Darling Downs it caused a 
feeling of universal horror, not only on the 
Darling Downs, but in a considerable portion of 
'\V est JHoreton, where the sy"tem was also 
exercise<], and which suffered greatly from 
its baneful effects. \Vhen he said " its banefnl 
effects" he meant that it had been destructive to 
settlement, and gentlemen who rode along the 
railway to the foot of the Main Range would see 
that the country was in the hands of only a few 
persons ; and that state of things had arisen 
from the pre-emptive right~not that given under 
the Pastoral Leases Act of 18GG, but under the 
old Orders-in-Council. He felt it his duty to 
resist the Act of 18G9, and again, when similar 
provisions were attempted in the subsequent 
Acts of 187"J and 1&77, he joined with the hon. 
member for Townsville in resisting the further 
extension of it. He did not suppose there was 
any member of the House but who would regret 
the action taken in 1875 in the case of the \V estern 
Hail way Act; and he r~sisted then the exercise of 
the pre·emptive right. If, as the leader of the 
Opposition said, this clause was going to be a repu
diation of the public faith, he shonlcl be the first 
to resist anything of that kind and to say thnt 
whatever bargain had bean made by the colony 
should be adhered to, and if it were possible to 
make a compromise on the subject let them do 
so by all means. But he was one of those who 
never recogniHed pre-mnption as a right. The 
Pastoral I,eases Act ol 1869 v.'as passed by a coali
tion 2\Iinistry. Unfortunately, owing to the po,,i
tion of the Governments in those days, it was 
impossible to have a :Ministry "·ithout at least 
one or 1nore 1nen1bers from the Darling Downs, 
and as the Darling Downs~with the exception 
of himself~was represented in those dayt< by 
squatters, there was always at least one 
sqnatter in the Government. The Government 
of that clay had been called by the Press an 
"nnholv alliance," and the Act of 1869 was the 
re,nlt ,;·f a coalition of that kind. He did not 
think the inhabitants of the colony them
selves were prepared to accept an A et passed under 
false pretences. He had always held his present 
opinion on the subject, and would act consis
tently with that opinion upon the present occa
sion. He had read the amendment to be pro
posed in lieu of the clause in the Bill, and he 
would have no objection whatever to support 
that amendment as an honourable compromise. 
He thought it would be to the public benefit to 
repeal the 54th clause of the Pastoral Leailes Act 
of 1869. He repeated that this was no new idea 
with him, because he had seen the evils which 
had resulted from pre-emption, and he believed 
it had been the curse of the country. It had 
obstructed settlement a great deal more than 

dummying had done or ever would do, and WfiR 

in erery way prejurlicinl to the best intenlsts ·~f 
the country, and he thought that the sooner rt 
was wiped off their Statute-book the better it 
wonlcl be for the colony itself and for there land 
legislntion. 

Mr. KELLETT said he had very carefully 
considered the clause, and he had an amendment 
to propose upon it, as he was satisfied that there 
might be an injustice done in many cases if the 
clause in the Pastoml Leases Act of 18G9 was 
repealed as proposed in the Bilt. He was 
satisfied that there was no intention on the part 
of the J\:Iinister or of the Government to do any
thingthat would act disadvantageously or unfairly 
to any of the pastoral tenants of the Crown; but it 
was considered a necessity that they should no 
lonrrer have the pre-emptive clause as it had been 
wm\ed lately. There were certain gentlemen who 
had taken up runs in the outside district•, mul, he 
httd no doubt, bow?, fide made their improve
ments with the intention when the time came 
of exercising their pre-emptive rights. He 
thought it. would be very unfair to deprive them 
of that rrght. They had b<;rrowed money to 
make their improvements, sbtmgthat they would 
be in a position to secure that land, and by 
taking up that land secure the improvements they 
had made. It had been already said, and well said, 
that while that clause was acted upon fairly, 
and as intended by the Act, there was n<l ques
tion of rejJealing or altering it in any way ; and 
so long as it was exercised only for the purpose 
of securing permanent improvem:n~s there was 
no intention expressed to alter rt m any way. 
But it had been found that it had been 
acted upon lately in a way detrimental to 
settlement, ~tnd opposed to the intention of 
the Act ; and the Bill before the House, 
if the pre·emptive cbuse was allowed to 
stand a, it was, would be perfectly useless and 
have a very bad effect in many ways. The first 
effect it would have would be that a great_ many 
men would t.rv to pre-em pt as much as they could 
before there \Vas any notice of resumption at all. 
They might be forced by the men who had lent 
them money largely to go in for pre-emption; and 
it might be one of the worst things that coul<l 
happen to them. He thought the amenclm~mt he 
had to propose would be agreed trl by both srdes of 
the Committee. His knowledge of squatters who 
had taken up runs fairly, and intended to secure 
their improvements by pre-emptions-in fact, 
all squatters who were not "lancl-sharks":
led him to believe that they would be satrs
ficd with the amendment he had to propose. 
He had no doubt there were hon. members 
opposite who knew a,; much about squatters as 
he did; some of them, no doubt, thought they 
knew more. They knew themselves the S<Fmtters 
would be perfectly satisfied--

Mr. MORE HEAD: Let the hon. member 
address himself to you, 1\Ir. Fraser, and not to 
In e. 

:Yir. KELLETT : I am addressing myself to 
1\Ir. Fraser. 

Mr. 1\IOREHEAD: You must be cross-eyed, 
then! 

Mr. KELLETT said he supposed he could 
look where he liked. The hm1. member for 
Balonne was very fond of objecting to anybody 
ebe, but if anyone said a ~vor~l while he w~s 
speaking he always got very mdrgnant. He c!Hl 
not know what the hon. member thought he was. 
He must not be looked at now. They would 
have to put him in a cage directly like a bear fo~ 
a show. He (:Mr. Kellett) was saying that ~on" 
tide squatters would be satisfied with this amend
'ment, which mmld let e\·ery man who had made 
improvements on any portion of his run take up n 
pre-emptive. If he had buildings on one portion 
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of hi" rnn to the valne of 1 0,;. per acm, he waR 
entitled to a pm-emptive. If he had m:t<le " 
reHervoir ( )r dau1 on another of his rtll1H, he w:-ts 
entitled also to take it up on that; and everyone 
who had up to a certain date made bon•? .fide 
im!Jrovements was entitled by the amendment 
to have the full consideration that he thought 
anyone considered himself entitled to under the 
1869 Act. He JWO]JOBed that clauee G should be 
omitted, with a view to substituting the follow
ing:-

" 6. It :;hall not be lawful for the Governor in ConiH\il 
to sell any portion oi' a run to a pastoral tenant 1mcter 
the provisions of the fifty-fourth section of the l)as
toral I.eascs Act of 1SG9 except for the purpose of secur
ing permanent improvements actually made uvon the 
portion so sold. and consisting of permanent building:-;, 
reservoirs, well!'-', dams, or fencing; nor nnlm~s the fol
lowing conditions exist and are performed respectively, 
that is to sa.r-

(a) The improvements mnst have been made or 
contracted to be made before the twenty-sixth 
day of I~chrnary, one thousand eight hundred 
and cighty-fonr; 

(V) A sum not less than one thousand two hnnrlre.cl 
antl eighty pounds must have been actually ex
pended upon the improvements; 

((') The land applied for must not comprise any 
natural permanent water, nor must it, except 
when the improvements consist of a rc;:;ervoir 
or dam, comprise more than one ~i.de of a water
course; 

(d) Application to purcha~e the land must be made 
to the )linistcr within six months after the 
passing of this Act, accompanied with the p~u·
ticnlars of the improvements, and proof of the 
time when they were made, and ot" the money 
expended upon them. 

" Upon application duly made ancl proof given 
within the period aforesaid, the application shall be 
nvproved and rccordecl, am'!. the pm~toral tenant shall 
thereupon be entitled to purchase t.hc land comprised 
in the application on paynwnt of the sum of 10~. ver 
acre at any time before the land applied for has by re
~Ull1JJtion or otherwise been witllclra.wn from, or ceased 
to be subject to, the lease. 

"Provided that any pastoral tenant of a run who takes 
n.dvantage of the provisions of the third part of this 
Act in respect of such run shall not be entitled to 
purehase under the provisions of this section any land 
comprised in snch run. 

H For the }mrpose of giving effect to the foregoing pro
visions of tllis section, and of performing any contract 
h01etofore la,yfully made by the Governor in Council 
for the sale of a portion of arnn, the said fifty-fonrthsec
tion of the Pastoral Leases Act of 1860 shall continue in 
force. 

"Exeept as aforesaid, the sai<l fifty-fourth section is 
her"lhy repealed. 

"This sectlou takes effect from the passing of this 
Act." 
The reason of the 2Gth day of February being 
put in the subsection (a) was that during l>tst 
session a Bill waH brought in to repeal that 
clauoe, and the second reading cnrried by a large 
majority. A week afterwards the Premier stated 
that the session '-'•'as too short to go any further 
with the Bill, but that he considered the second 
reading as an intimntion that the opinion of the 
House representing the country was in favonr of 
repealing the clauKe, and that he looked upon it 
as tantamount to having the consent of the 
constituencies. Subsection (c) was inserted 
to provide against the possibility of per
manent water being included in a pre-emptive, 
which might be required for purposes of 
settlement. He did not think he need say any 
more. He considered the amendment ought to 
be satisfactory to everybody, but it was not 
possible to satisfy some hon. members. If an 
angel came down and proposed an amendment 
he did not think they would be satisfied. He 
was sure the general run of pastoral tenants of 
the Crown would think they were very fairly 
dealt with. It could not be said that there was 
::my repudiation, because those who did not come 
under the Act at all would be paid for their 

improvements. \Vhere any man had mane " 
comfortable home all< 1 wished to li \'C there for the 
retit of his life, hatl1uade good ilTilJrovelnentH on 
his run, and had induced lenders to advance him 
money on those secmities, he thought lender and 
borrower should be secured in some way, and 
that was what the amendment would do. 

The CHAIRMAN said it was not competent 
for the hon. member to move the omission of the 
clame. He mtmt wttit until the clause was dis
posed of, and introduce his amendment snbse
rtuently. 

2\Ir. MOlU;HEAD said it appeared by tllf' 
Chainnan \; ruling- that there was no getting that 
wonderful amendment unless they took it ns a 
clause by itself. He was sorry, for the hon. 
member's sake, because that gentleman had a 
plnn ready by which the Chairman would haYe 
had to read it through at intervals during the 
huur. He was glad to find the MiniHter fur Lands 
had another offsider; and he congratulated him 
on his assistance. The hon. member was not 
much to be proud of, but he was a very 
appropriate man to run in a team with the 
Minister himself. 

Mr. l\IAODOJ'\ALD-PATERSOK said that, 
as the hour was late, he would move that the 
Chairman leave the chair. 

Mr. MORE HEAD : Hear, hear! 
Mr. IVIACDOJ'\ALD-PATERSOX said that 

he intended to resume the debate himself, and 
that was why he had been about to make the 
motion; but he had no objection to the official 
member moving the Chairman out of the chair. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWHAITH said that, 
as it had been decided that the clause must be 
disp,med of before the an1endment could be dis
cussed, hon. members on his side were rtuite 
prepared to g·o to a division at once. 

The JYII::'\ISTJ<;R FOR LANDS moved that 
tl:e Chairman leave the chair and report pro
gress. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Are you not prepared to 
pass your own measure 1 

Question put and passed. 
The CHAIR}IAN left the chair and reporte<l 

progTeHS, 
The JYIINISTER FOR LANDS moved that 

the Committee have lenve to sit again to-morrow. 
The HoN. Sm T. J\IciLWRAITH: Is it the 

intention of th~ Government to go on with this 
Bill to-morrow ? 

The PREJ\HER : X o. 
The Hox. Sm T. MoiLWl~AITH: This 

strikes me as an extraordinary way in which to 
nutnage the Governn1ent b1lsiness. Here we 
have the most important Bill of the session 
before us; we have been arguing for son1e 
considerable time, and are willing to come to a 
cli vision, but the :Minister for Lands moves the 
Chairman out of the chair. \V e have given the 
Uovernmont every opportunity of coming to a 
division; the question has been thoroughly 
thrashed out, and the Chairman has given his 
ruling that no amendment can be brought for
ward until the clause is disposed of. The Gov
ernn1ent, however, have got secrets for the con~ 
duct of their business which they do not let 
the Opposition know of. They have adopted 
obstructive tactics on the other side, nnd the 
onus of conducting the Government business is 
thrown upon me. Surely the Government can 
see that it is no advantage to carry on discus
sions in this way. \Ve shall discuss the Financial 
Statement to-morrow, and probably the Defence 
Bill next day. ·what man can possibly hope 
to assist in the business of the House when it is 
arranged in such a disjointed manner? I do not 
see the object of having commenced the Land 
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Bill to-day. The Financial Statement should 
have been on to-da.y :t1Hl to-1norrow, and then 
there 1night have been Ron1e prospect of lniLking 
progress with this Bill; lmt, as it is, <tll the argn
n1ents will have to be gone over again, silnply 
through wn,nt of proper management on the 
part of the Ministry. I do not understand this 
method of conducting the busin~ss of the House. 

The PREMIER: I do not expect to be able 
to please the hon. gentleman, nor do I intenrl to 
try. I desire to conduct the bl:lsincss of the 
country in the \vay that semns to n . ..; nwst cnn~ 
dncive to its advancement. 'rhat is the motive 
which actuates us; and the hon. gentlenmn is at 
liberty to think otherwise if he sees fit. I do not 
think the speech he has made is worthy of him, 
and it is not usual for a gentlen1an occupying his 
position to make such a speech. I exphtined 
last Thursday the manner in which the Govern
ment decided to dispose of their days this week, 
and I propose to carry out my promise. \V e shall 
therefore not resume this debate nntil the debate 
on the Financial Statement is disposed of. I 
should add that my hon. colleague, the Minister 
for Lands, proposed to adjonrn the debate on the 
subject at the requm;t of members of both sides 
of the Hou-<e. The learler of the Opposition 
having expressed a wish for the adjournment, 
and hon. members on this side having done the 
same, it seemed to be consnlting the wishes of the 
House to accede to the adjournment. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: It is very pleasant to 
obsel'\'e that the Premier has got into the 
breeches-pocket style of argument. I am not 
aware that the leader of the Opposition has said 
anything tu provoke the ill-mann8red insolence 
of the Premier. The hon. gentleman has a 
majority, and he thinks he can do as he pleases. 
He told us, and the Minister for Lands told ns, 
what they will do, and if it does not suit the 
Opposition they will be very sm-ry for it, but the 
Opposition must suffer. I do not think the 
Opposition are likely to suffer. Tu-night, the 
statement made by the Premier is one that has 
disgraced him and put him at even a lower level 
than he was before. He has done and said many 
strange things in his time, as you, i\Ir. Speaker, 
know well ; but I think he has eclipsed all his 
former efforts in the speech he has just delivered. 

The Hmr. SIR T. MciL\VRAITH: As a 
matter of explanation, I may inform the Premier 
that I thought he understood, from what I said 
across the table, that I did not ask for an 
adjournment after the conrlitions laid down by 
the Chairman. "\Vhen the Chairman ruled that 
before the member for Stanley's motion could be 
put the other clause must b~ wiped out, I said 
-come to a decision at once. I expressed in 
no way a desire to adjourn until that business 
was done. As to the courtesy extended to me 
by the Premier, I may tell him he will have to 
be a great deal more courteous if he wants to get 
the business through the House. I can force 
courtesy from a better man than he is, and I 
will see that I get it. There will be no brow
beating and putting me down. 

The Ho~. ,J. i\I. MAOHOSSAN : The hon. 
gentleman at the head of the Government has 
told us that he intends to carry on the business 
according to his lights. I am afraid his light8 
are very small-farthing rush-lights-because I 
think the reason why the hon. gentleman did not 
come to a division upon this very important 
clause was, that he might consider whether he 
should adopt the amendment of the hon. member 
for Stanley, and assist by go doing in plundering 
the country a little more than he did in 1877, and 
then he or some other Liberal leader may have a 
chance of bringing in another Bill to repeal the 
clause introduced by the member for Stanley. 

Question put and passed, 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PRE:VIIK!l saitl: As I intimated before, 

the ortler of lmsiness will be, fnr to-morrow, the 
consi,]oratiou in committee of the Local Autho
rities By-laws Bill and the resumption of the 
debate on the Financial Statement. 

The Hox. SIR T. MoiLWRAITH: I did not 
understand the Premier to intimate that the 
Local Authorities By-laws Bill would come on 
to-mormw. I am satisfied the hon. gentleman 
did not say so, and I do not know how lung the 
discussion on the meamre is likely to take. The 
hon. gentleman intimated that he wished the 
Bill pushed on 11 stage further, and that has been 
done to-day. It is a breach of faith to postpone 
the :U'inancial Statement for a small Bill of this 
kind. 

The PREMIEH sa.id he was under the im
pression that that was the arrangem~nt he 
intimated. But the urgency of the B1ll was 
uenernlly recoO'nised, and, as it would not 
~ccnpy more than half-an-hour,, it would be 
desirable to take it fir.t. By domg so the B1ll 
might become law by that day fortnight, and.in 
the meantime there were many local bod1es 
whose operations were seriously interfered with 
by the present uncertainty of the law. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said it "·as 
of nmch IHore importance that faith sl;o~ld be 
kept with hon. members. It was d1.stmc~ly 
promised that the debate on the Fmancml 
::-ltatement would be the first business on vVed
nesday. If there was time afterwards, he should 
have no objection to take up the other Bill. 

The PREMIER said he declined to be accused 
of a breach of faith. He had pointed out the 
circumstances under which he proposed to take 
the Bill and if any hon. m em her, no matter how 
insignifi'cm1t he m1ght be, thought it a breach of 
faith that was quite a sufficient reason for not 
doing. sn. He was snrprised that the hon. 1nmn~ 
ber should nse such language after the explana
tion he made. If a single hon. member took 
exception, that was sufficient ground for not 
letting the Bill take precedence of the debate 
on the Financial Statement. He might add that 
it was hi, duty to conduct the business of the 
House and to arran"e the order in which it 
should be taken ; and he should perform that as 
Ion~ as he was entrusted with the confidence of 
the "House, and not submit to be dictated to by 
any hrm. member. 

:ivir. MOREHEAD s~<tid he had been much 
amused to hear that poor wretched creature, who · 
fancied himself a big man-that frog who roared 
and bellowed and imagined himself a bull
talking about any hon. member, "no matter 
how insignificant he might be." vVho were the 
insignificant members? On which side of the 
House did they sit? What a royal and lordly 
way of treating the House! He did not suppose 
tluct even the Speaker, who was the oldest 
member of the House, ever heard a Premier, 
even in his wildest n1oment of extravagBvnce, 
indulge in such language. The hon. member's 
language was a mixture of the lordly and the 
humble. Probably the hon. member belonged 
to a class of men they did not often see-he hoped 
not, at any rate. Such a mixture of bounce and 
humility as existed in that wretched Welshman 
he never saw in his life. If the hon. gentleman 
thought he could bounce or bully, or attempt to 
coerce the House, he would find that there were 
plenty of members who would put him down if 
they could. The hon. gentleman was certainly 
the biggest object of ridicule at the present 
momm;t to be seen in any parliamentary as
sembly. What was it to 'be an insignificant 
member? "\V as it to be insignificant by length, 
or by shortness of stature? If the former, he 
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(Mr. Morehen,d) might be n,n insignificn,nt mem
her, n,nd if the ln,tter the words would n,pply to 
the hon. member for vVarwick. Or was it to be 
insignificn,nt in intellect or ability? vVho wn,s to 
be the judge? W n,s the hon. gentlemn,n to be 
both judge and accuser? It was really time 
the hon. gentleman gave up that 1'oic; he had 
tried it too long. The hon. gentleman had a 
docile majority, but even they might object to be 
called insignificant. It was very probable-that 
the hon. gentleman's followers might at some 
time become very insignificant in number, and 
that period was possibly nearer than he thought. 
He hoped the hon. gentleman would explain to 
whom he referred as an insignificant member, 
and apologise to the House for having used the 
term. 

Question-That the House do now adjourn
put and passed. 

The House adjourned at a-quarter to 11 
o'clock. 
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