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7 i6 Maryborouglt Town Hall Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Gympie Gas Company Bill. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Tuesdnp, 23 September, 188·!. 

:YI:ar.rhorongh Sehool of Arts BilL-Formal :Jlotion.­
Pettigrmv Estate Enabling lH1l~third rcnding.­
Gympie Gas Company (LimitcdJ Bill-third reading. 
-Jiaryborougll Town Hall J~ill-thircl reading.­
Skyriug's Road Bill-third reading.-Local AnthoriM 
tif'~ By-L~nvs Bill-third reading.- Crown Lands 
Bill-committee.-Atljournmout. 

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

J\IARYBOROUGH SCHOOL OF ARTS 
'BILL. 

Mr. BAILEY, as Chairman, l)rought up the 
Report of the Select Committee ar~pointecl to 
irHJnire into this Bill, and moved that it be 
printed. 

Question put and passed. 
The second reading of the Bill was made an 

Order of the D:.ty for Thursday next. 

I,'OR1IAL MOTION. 
The following formal motion was agreed to:­
By Mr. MACROSSAK-
1. rflutt the 'l'ownsville Gas Com1mny Bill be referred 

for the eon~ideration and report of a Select Committee. 
2. That such Committee have vower to send for pm·­

sons nnd papers, and lea Ye to sit during any adjourn­
ment of the House, and that it consist of tlle follmving 
member5, name1v :~lHr. Black, ::.\Ir. Beattie, .:ur. Aland, 
~Jr. l~issner, and the l\Iover. 

PETTIGREW J<:STATE EXABLIXG BILL 
-THIRD HEADING. 

On the motion of l\Ir. J<'OOTE, this Bill was 
read a third time, pa-sed, aml ordnred to be 
transmitted to the LHgislative Council, by mes­
r·mge in the usual fonn. 

GYMPIB GAS CO::YIPANY (LIMITED) 
BILL-THIED IU~ADING. 

On the motion of Mr. S::YIYTH, this Bill was 
read a third time, passed, and ordered to be trans­
mitted to the Legislative Council, by message in 
the usual form. 
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:\LicRYBOROl~GH TOW::\ HALL J3ILL­
THIRD HEADL'\G. 

On the motion of Mr. BAILEY, this Dill was 
rmL< l a third time, pcossed, and ordered to be 
transmitted to the Legislative Council for their 
concnrrence, by IneR;;,a.ge in the usual for1n. 

HKYRil\G'S ROAD BILL-THIRD 
READil'\G. 

On the motion of Mr. BEATTIE, this Bill 
wa., read a third time, passed, and ordered to be 
transmitted to the Legisbtive Conncil for their 
concurrence, by rne~~age in the usual form. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES BY-LA \\'S BILL­
THIRD HEADil'\G. 

The PREMIEH (Hon. S. W. Griffith) moved 
thflt this Bill be now read a third time. 

lVIr. BAILEY sttid : I wish to move fiS an 
flmendment that the Bill be recommitted for the 
purpose of reconsidering clause 2. 

The SPEAKER : The proper form for the 
hon. member to fldopt will be to move that the 
Order of the Day be discharged from the paper. 

::\fr. BAILEY: I beg to move, then, Mr. 
Speaker, that the Order of the Day be discharged 
fron1 the paper, for the purpose of considering an 
amewlment that was made in clause 2; and I do 
so for the following reason : that the amendment 
does not form Jlflrt of the Bill, bnt it is an addi­
tion that has been mflde to it. It says :-

,,And snch rates or dnr" ns mn,ybe imposed in the form 
of a tax or eharge npon vehieles passing over the roads 
of the Ioca.t anthorities." 
l'\ ow that was a snrpflse amendment. Hon. 
members had the Dill in theit· hflnds, and 
sucklenly this amendment was proposed for a 
special pnrpose as an addition to it. It is an 
amendment which has already been found 
oppressive in several divisional districts. It is 
expressly aimed at two classes-·carriers and 
timber-getters. I resisted it when it WfiS pro­
posed, on the ground that timber-getters had 
fllready to pay a license fee, and a very heavy 
one too-namely, £5 a ye11r. That is the license 
fee they pay the Government for carrying 
timber. That statement was disputed fit the 
time, and I could not then lay my hand on the 
law to that effect; but I have since found it in 
the Timber Reguhttions of 1877. The 2nd 
clause of these regulations provides that a 
separn,te license must be taken out by each person 
actuttlly employed in felling, cutting, sawing, 
splitting, or re1noving timber froin Crown lu.nds. 
I knew fit the time the snbject was being 
debated that every carrier of timber paid a tax 
of£,) fl year to the Government; find I suggested 
that it would be fl much fairer thing if this 
tax were paid over by the Government to the 
divisional boards; but it would be a shameful 
injustice if every carrier of timber had to pay 
first of all a t:1x of £5 a year to the Govern­
ment, and then be liable to be tflxed by 
every division through vvhich his \V[tggon pasRed. 
The same argument would apply to carriers. 
They, I believe, pay a license; and yet they 
would be liable to be taxed by every division 
they passed through ; and if one divisional 
board on the route levied a tflx the others 
would be sure to follow suit, for they would 
say, "\Vhy should one divisional board in the 
middle of a journey bx carriers, while we find 
other cli visions who have to find the roads for the 
carriers let them off?" The Act would press 
very he;tvily upon timber-getters fin<! crtrriers ; 
I do not know if that was the intention of the 
amendment, but it seems to be specially aimed 
at these two useful classes of men. I know 
thflt there are fl great many meml1ers of 
this House directly or inrlirectly connected 
with divisional boards, and no doubt they 

would l1e very loth to lo;;e the opportunity of 
levying a tax on a. suw11 c]ass of rnen powerle~K 
to resi,t it; but I appeal to the justice of the 
House not to allow this class legislation, find 
not to impose this additionfll bnrden on men 
who are fllrearly heavily taxed. That is my 
reason, sir, for moving that this Order of the 
Day be discharged from the paper and the Bill 
recon1rnitted with the view of reconsidering 
clame 2. 

The PRE:\IIER said: This matter was, T 
think, 1\Ir. Speaker, fully discnssed lr"t \Vednes­
da~· evening in cmrnnittee. 'rhe :11nendn1ent \VfLK 
in no sen:;e a snrpri8e, becan~e in rnoving the 
second reading I pointed out thnt n1y att4~ntion 
hfld been drm,"n to what appflrently was an 
omission-to the doubt whether the words of 
the clause, as frmnecl, covered power to in1pose n .. 
wheel-tax-and I stated that in order to remove 
any donbts on the subject I proposed to intro­
duce an amendment to that effect. Ho far from 
it being a surprise, special flttention was called 
to the object of tlw amendment on the previous 
day. The hon. gentleman who wishes to re­
commit the Bill speaks of this as class legislation. 
It appeflr,; to me to be the very opposite of class 
legislation; it iH general legislation. rrhe object of 
the lH>wer given by the amendment is this : that 
if divisionfll boflrds, who spend the rfltepaym·s' 
nH)ney in 1naking good roads, find that these 
roads are being destroyed by persons who con­
tribnte nothing towards the cost of making 
them, they may be empowered to levy fl tflx 
upon these persons. It was pointed out that this 
object might be effected by erecting toll-gates, 
but that it would be much more convenient to 
both the divisional bonrds and the general 
public if it were <lone in a direet W>tY than by 
that indirect, cun1brous, and very inconvenient 
method. The matter was very fully debated the 
other evening, and I do not propose to offer any 
further observations. I hope the clfluse will 
rernain as it is. 

The Ho2\'. Sm T. l\IciLWRAITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-I think the hon. member is in error in 
saying that the matter was fully rlebat.ed. I re­
member distinctlv thttt it was taken for grflnte•l 
by the House that the contention made by myself 
was correct-that the tax or license was pflid 
by the men for cutting and getting posse.,sion 
of the timber and not for carrying it mvay. But 
there is no doubt now that the tax is im­
posecl on the carriers simply for carrying the 
timber, find that it hfls nothing to do in any 
way with the cutting or the proprietor,;hip. The 
tax was imposed for the purpose of keeping the 
roads in repair ; and now that the roadR are under 
the charge of the divi.,ional boards, why should 
we have the anomaly that the Government tax 
men for C'lrrying on roads with which the Gov­
ermnent have nothing to do-except pflying" the 
subsidy? The hon. member is 'luite right flfter 
all, and vve were wrong when we contended 
flgninst that. There is another point which 
was not fully debated. As the hon. member for 
\Vide Bfly lias distinctly shown, the only privi­
lege these 1nen receive frmn the Government in 
return for the bx is the right of noing the roarls ; 
find the tflx should, therefore, be paid to the 
diYisional boards. 

The PHEMIEil: It ought to be taken off 
altogether. 

The Ho2\'. Sm T. MuiLWHAITH: V erv well. 
There is another point which was not sufficiently 
considered, and would have received 111nch ruore 
consideration hfld it not been for the impre""ion 
that the Bill was designed to accompliPh a certfliu 
object. The hon. memher for Rosewood put the 
point very clearly-what was to happen to a cflr­
rier in the conntry who passed through three or 
four divisionfll boards, if he were blocked by the 
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power given in a chnse of this kind? The hon. 
the Premier Llid not reply to that at all, but the 
dit!icnlty seems to me a very grectt one. The 
matter ha,, not been sufficiently discussed, n,nd I 
should suggest that we adopt the n.d vice of the 
hon. member for Wide Bay and discuss it. He 
has evidently shown that \Ve were under a wrong 
impression with regard to the object of the 
licensing- fee. I confess to have been so myself; 
:tnd I think it would be an injustice. 

The :YIIKISTEH FOE LAKDS said: As a 
m:ttter of fact, this t:tx on the removal of timber 
is simply a license for cutting it. It all falls on 
the man who cuts the timber. and not on the 
carrier ; for if he has to pay a license he char~·es 
so much more for carriage. As a matter of 
fact, he very often cuts as well as carries it ; and, 
as in many ca,es it would be impossible to get 
at the man who cuts it, this is the only 
way of enforcing the payment of the license. 
You may not always get at the man who is 
cutting the timber, but you can ahmys get at 
the n1an who i.s rentoving it. 'l"'hen again, as to 
the carrier on the road : if he had to pass through 
two or three divisions, l do not think he would 
object to paying a wheel-tax, if he received a cor­
responding benefit in the way of improved roads. 
And it is not very many divisions that a carrier has 
to pass through in the back country, away from 
the railways. He might have to pass through 
two or three, and though there might be some 
difficulty in the inside districts where the 
divisions are smaller, there would be none in 
those outside unless the tax was an exorbitant 
one. 

Mr. FOOTE said : I regret I was not in the 
House the other evening when this Bill was in 
committee, but I certainly fall in with the ideas 
of the hon. member fnr "\Vide Bay on the sub­
ject. Almost every timber-getter who lives in 
the southern portion of the colony, in conveying 
timber to market, has to pass through two or 
three divisions. Supposing each of these divisions 
levies a rate of .£5 a year, he will have to pay £15 a 
year for a heavy waggon. That is an enormous tax 
to have to pay. It is all very well to say it is 
not a heavy tax provided he has good roads to go 
upon, but where shall we find good road,s? I do 
not know where they are; I have heard a great 
deal about the divisional boards for the last 
two or three years, and have heard of the great 
benefits which have accrued from their establish­
ment, butihavegreatdifficultyinfindingany good 
they have done. It is not to he found on the roads. 
I know men who are paying £100 a year on 
ratable property in various divisions, and they are 
not getting Ss.4d. worth return on that £100. These 
timber-getters are to be taxed by each division 
for cutting up the roads. Sometimes in wet 
weather they help to make them bad, but in fine 
weather they do the reverse, and make them 
better to travel upon; and that is almost all that 
is being done to the roads. It is a very arbitrary 
thing to do to place a power in the hands of the 
divisional boards to levy a tax of this sort on 
those men, because the parties who will be taxed 
will not derive anything like a sufficient benefit 
from that taxation. I look upon any measure 
giving the divisional boards such a power as 
the Bill proposes, as an oppressive measure ; 
and I hope the House will recommit the Bill 
for the purpose of expunging this amendment 
upon clause 2. 

Mr. MELLOH said : I regret I was not present 
when the discussion was raised on the sub­
ject, as I did not know when it would be 
brought on. My hon. collet1gue (Mr. Bailey) 
is qnite right in his statement in reference 
to the timber licenses. The timber-getter has 
to pay a license for drawing the timber as 
well n.s for cutting it. I do not speak of this 

from hearsay, as I htwe had practical proof mlll 
experience of it. I have on many occasions kept 
g-a11g~ of n1en at thiR work, and I have alway:-; 
had to pay licenses for the drawers as well as the 
cutters. I may state that on one occasion a tim­
ber raft of mine was seized at Maryhorough after 
it had been brought down some miles by the tide, 
simply because the ranger thought I had not paid 
the licenses; showing that the licenses have to be 
paid up to the time the timber is disposed of. The 
license is imposed upon the drawer or carrier of 
the timber as well as the cutter, and if a man 
employs men to get timber he has to pay a license 
for the drawer and also for the cutter. I do not 
like cla,ss legislation, but I hardly know which 
side to sympathh;e with in this case-the 
divisional boards or the timber-getters. There 
is no doubt that timber-getters destroy the roads 
in many divisions ; and the boards are placed 
in a very peculiar position with respect to 
them. Only last month, I think, the Widgee 
Board were mnlcted in very heavy expenses, 
because a timber-getter met with some acci­
dent on account of the roads being cut up 
by heavy timber drays by the timber-getters 
themselves. There is nu doubt that timber 
getters and carriers do cut up th<; roads. very 
much, and they do not pay a suffiCient pnce for 
making them and keeping them in repair. 

Mr. BEATTIE said : I am not at all 
surprherl at the remarks made by the hon. 
member for Bnndanba. \\re all know he is 
opposed to divisional boa.rrls. He told us he 
knew people in his division who owned ratable 
property worth £100-that would give a rate of 
5s. -mul they only got Ss. 4d. worth of benefit 
on the £100 from the divisional board. 

Mr. EOOTE: I must correct the hon. member. 
He has not understood what I said. I said I 
knew of ratepayers paying £100 in mere rates 
to various di Yisional boards, and from that £100 
the ratepayer was not getting Ss. 4d. worth. He 
was not getting Ss. 4d. worth of benefit from 
the £100 he was compelled by law to pay as rates 
to the divisional board. 

l\Ir. BEATTIE: All I can say is that I have 
no sympathy with a man paying £100 as rates 
who' does not see that his roads are kept in order. 
No doubt the divisional boards have a great deal 
to put up with. They are not anxious to s~e the 
timber-getters or anybody else taxed excess! vely. 
vVhat do the ratepayers in a division contribute 
rates for, if not for the making of roads? 

Mr. l<'OOTE : "What do the boards do with 
the money? 

Mr. BK\.TTIE : I think they do good with it. 

Mr. FOOTE : I do not see any signs of it. 
Mr. BEATTIE : If the hon. member will 

come around with me for about twenty miles 
outside Brisbane, he will see some capital roads 
made by the clivi8ional boards, and which would 
never have been made had it not been for the 
divisional boards. It is very hard upon rate­
payers contributing r"tes to keep the roads 
in repair, and to have outside traffic des­
troying those roads upon which their rates 
are expended ; and it is only fair that 
they should ask some amount from the 
ind\ vi duals who destroy the roads, to assist in 
repairing them. The argument is a very. simple 
one. In the country districts it cannot l>e 
expected that macadamised roads will be made, 
and we know that timber getters and carriers 
must destroy the roads very much. The timber­
getter pays a license for permission to take 
timber off Crown lands, and we have heard the 
difference of opinion expressed on the subject by 
hon. members. The junior member for \Vide 
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Bay telb us that the timber-getter pays for 
removing as well as cutting. It is generally the 
timber-getter who removes his own timber. 

Mr. BAILEY: No, no! 

Mr. BEATTIE : I differ from the hon. 
member. My information on the subject is 
very different to what he has told us. He may 
know of isolated cases in which the timber­
getter does not remoye his timber himself. 
I know of isolated cases in which he does. The 
Government of course pay a subsidy of £2 to £1, 
but they do not contribute anything for thi~; 
special wear. \Vithin twenty or thirty miles of 
the metropolis where there are macadamised 
roads the injury done mn.y not be very great, 
but in the country districts it must be very gre2tt. 
On country roads the inj nry nnust be very severe 
indeed, and I do not think the timber-getters 
themselves would object to pay a small tax. 
Speaking of the divisional boards throughout the 
colony, I do not think they err greatly in making 
their taxes oppressive. The members of boards 
are generally ratepayers, and they arc not anxious 
to be excessively rated themselves. Therefore I 
think the argument is not a good one; members 
of divisional boards are not anxious to drag every 
drop of blood out of the ratepayers, because 
they themselves would suffer in proportion. I 
really cannot see the object of recommitting the 
Bill, although it might, in the opinion of some 
hon. members, be advisable to abolish the £3 
paid by timber-getters, and allow the divisional 
boards to charge an ordinary license, whatever it 
may he. 

Mr. SMYTH said : A regulation wa~; made 
c)1arging the carriers a license for carrying 
tm1ber out of scrubs, because the roads were made 
by the Government before the Divisional Boards 
Act came into operation. Now, however, that 
there are divisional boarclg the revenue rlerived 
from timber licenses should be given to the 
boaeds; if not, the license should he abolished, 
and power given to them to levy a wheel-tax. 
The Bill as it stands is a very good one, with 
the concession from the Government that they 
would abolish the tax for carrying timber, 
and let the divisional boards charge a license 
inste:.d. There is at present, (bS has already been 
stated, a case where a 1nan proceeded against 
a divisional board for damages. The man had 
his horse killed, and although it is believed 
that he himself marle the road lxtd which caused 
the death of hio horse, yet he did not con­
tribute anything towards the revenue of the 
board. Therefore I think it is quite right that 
the board should have power given them to tax 
people who cut up the road,;. 

Mr. KATES said: It is necessary that the 
ratepayers should be protected. My experience 
of timber-carriers is that they cut up and destroy 
rmbds very considerably. The timber trollies 
carry twr> tons of light wood, and from five to six 
tons of hardwood, and in wet weather their 
wheels sink eight or nine inches into the 
ground. The damage is not merely confined to 
the wheel-tracks; it is several S'lnare yards in 
extent, and I believe that the injury done by 
each trolly, during wet weather, costs from 
£40 to £nO for repair. 'Ve have been told that 
the timber-carriers htwe to pay a license of £3. 
They may do so for removing timber from Crown 
lands ; but I know tlmt a gre~lt deal of the best 
of it, such as cedar, comes from selections, 
which selections are taken np for no other pur­
pose than to get the timber off them; and those 
men do not pay anything for removing the 
timber. In the interests of the ratepayers a 
special tr~x should be levied on those tim her­
getters, so ll.S to pay for the roads thmmged by 
them, 

Mr. KORTO:N said : I must say I think this 
tax is a very bad one, because it is aimed at two 
particular classes of men. If it was intended 
a:-; a general tax it might not be so nnwh 
objected to ; but it is simply to fall upon 
tirnber getters and carriers, tnorP especially 
the former. One hon. member has said that 
those men ought to be taxed because the Gm· ern· 
ment made their roads for them before the 
passing of the Divisional Boards Act ; but the 
facts of the case are different. The timber­
getter~ or carrierH have Inade far n1ore roads for 
themselves than the Government ever made for 
them. It is nearer the fact to say that they 
have made rottds which, but for them, would 
never have been in existence, and that in that 
way they have ~;aver! hundreds of poumb to 
the colony. It is true that in some cases men 
engaged in the timber trade pay a tax for their 
carriers. That is clone by the large timber­
dealers who have men constantly in their 
employment ; but there are many men-selectors 
-who are employed in odd jobs of timber­
getting, and who have to pay the license them­
selves. It would come very hard upon those 
men if the divisional boarcb had power to levy 
an additional tax upon them. There is no limit 
to the amount proposed. The boards may make 
the tax £10 or £20 a year. 

The PRE;yiiER : It must be reasonable. 
Mr. KOitTON : It depends upon wlmt is 

reasonable. There has been no definition of 
that term, and each man holds his own idea 
about it; but the tax may be made excessive, 
and if it be correct, as stated by the hon. mem­
ber (:\fr. Kates), that the timber-getters destroy 
the roacb to any great extent, the chances are 
that those men will have to pay a heavier tax 
than other persons ; and I do not think that 
was the object of the Premier in proposing the 
amendment. As far as the timber license is con­
cerned, I do not think those who deal in soft 
wood get so much out of that privilege as they 
might do, although with hardwood it is different. 
It might be advisable to hand over those licenses 
to the divisional boards, and abolish this wheel­
tax altogether. 

Mr. STEVENS said : I was under th0 im· 
pression that mo~;t of the timber-carrier~ were 
men who paid rates and taxes, anLl it seems 
also, according to the hon. member (Mr. 
Kates), that a large number of them are men 
who have selections. If so, they already con­
tribute towards the construction and main­
tenance of roads, and I not see why they 
should be asked in addition to pay a wheel-tax. 
'rhere is no doubt that thio Bill has been intro­
duced for the purpose simply of imposing a tax 
upon these timber-getters. The hon. member 
for Port Curtis i,, quite correct in stating that 
the timber-getters have opened more roads, and 
clone more in the way of making roads, than the 
divisional boards or the Government have ever 
done for them. In the most difficult parts of the 
countrv, where the best timbers are, the roads 
have been opened by the timber-getters. In the 
southern portion of the colony, in places that 
were considered quite impracticable for wheel 
traffic, roads have been opened in a dozen 
different directions entirely by the timber-getters. 
I think myself that the hon. member for 'Vide 
B,ty is to be much commended for the persistent 
W>LY in which he has tried to get the clause in 
question amended 

Mr. KELLETT said : I cannot (l{iree with 
what the last speaker has said, because I believe 
that in some districts there should be a tax or 
special rate of some kind levied upon these 
timber trnllies. I know that in une divisional 
lHntnl with which I was connected-Tarampa-

' there were a :;reat number of timber-getters. They 
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c:tille down the Rang-e to 1lurphy's Creek, and, 
1wt liYing in the division, they paiJ nothing at all. 
There is no doubt that one of tho.;e timber­
carriers cuts up the road' mnre than twenty 
farnwr~. The consequence was thnt we paHsed a. 
by-1<1\V, whether rightly or wrongly, n1aking 
them pay a tax, and it is enforced uuto this day. 
I kuow se\"eral other di,;tricts that are in the 
f.in.me po~ition; and I can nut ~ee 'vhere the hard­
ship omues in. I think these men should be called 
upon to contribute sornething townnh~ keeping 
the macls in repair. At the s;cme time I do not 
think they should be made to pay twice over. 
If they are dmrged hy the di vi,;ional boards, 
they should be no longer charged by the Go\"­
ernment; hut that they should be charged for 
the use of the roads is perfectly justifiable. I 
mw see the difficultv that has been referred to 
abuut carrierH passh~g through soYeral divi~ions ; 
lmt I do not think this cl:tu.se io intended to 
apply to general carriers. It iB intended more 
for thn ber~c:1rriers, a,nd I do not think any 
di viBional board would impose a tax n pon 
ordinary carriers passing through. I take it 
that the Dill is simply intended to get at the 
men who nse the roads and do not contribnte 
anything at all towards their maintenance, and 
therefore I consider it a very good one. 

Question-That the wordB proposed to be 
omitted sta,nd vart of the fjUeBtion-put. 

The House divided :-

A ll':S, 22. 
:Jlc%r~. Frnsrr, Aland, Smyth, Ismnbcrt, Jordan, 

J. CamJlbell. ·white, Kellet.t, Buckland, Kates, }'oxtou, 
J3eatt1c, li'erguson, lHack, Donaldson, .Sheridan. Dution, 
:Jinedonald-l'atert;on, Dickson, G-ri1Uth, Brookes, and 
}lilc~. 

~ir rr. :Jidlwrnith, :Jie"'-;rs. Archer. :Jiorehcati, Xorton, 
Lalor, ]Iaeros::;an, Bailey, Foote. liigson, Anncar, Scott, 
3-Ic\rhaunell, Govett, Lii!o.ner, :Jlellor, Palll1er, Stevcns, 
Crimes, and :Jli(lgle.Y. 

Question r0solved in the affirmative. 
Question-That the Bill be now read a third 

time-put. 
The Hox .• r. ::u. ::HA CROSSAX said : I think 

the position the (~overrnnent have taken up is a 
very unfair one-to try nnd hnrk di~cussiou 
U]Jon an important question of thib kind. It is 
an important matter; aud, at< has been clearly 
pointed out by the hon. member for \Vide Bay, 
the <JUeotion in dbpute was not con~idered by 
the House. I think the Government have acted 
very unwisely. There are se,-eral matters in 
connection with clause 2 tlmt require further 
eont;i<lera.tion; and one point which escaped my 
attention until it was rai~ed by the bon. member 
for Port Cnrtis, is a.s: to the word "reasonable." 
\Vho is to decide what is "reasonable"? I think 
it would have been much better if the Gonrn­
ment had undertaken to recommit the Bill, so 
that there might have been reasmmble dbcussion 
on the clause, find then we could have decided 
the question fairly. I myself Lelieve in a wheel­
tax, but nevertheless I voted so that the question 
slwulrl be reopened ; and I think some hon. 
members on the Government side made a 
mistake in 1 oting the way they did. \Ve are 
not voting against any pt~rticnlar part of the 
Bill, bnt we simply desire that the que.stion 
shonld be reopened and thoroughly discussed. 
It i,; out of my power to take any action in the 
matter J:ow, or I should do so. 

J\Ir. ItlAl\1BEHT: My remarks lately upon 
the clat1He were not with regard to its in1posing 
a tax, becauoe one cannot expect the divisional 
hoardH to nutintaiu road::; without funds any Inore 
than one can expect the Government to carry 
on \\ itlwnt repleni,hing· the e·<chectner. All I 
eontendcd \nt,~, that a c::uTier ha ,.i11;; to ~·o 
from ou~ LualLl tu auuthcr :.,huuld nut Le 

overtaxed ; n.t the ~atne time, 110 o11e ab1J',e:s 
or cuts up the roads so much as a timber­
getter. I think it is a matter of indifference 
whether tlns chtuse iB amended now or not, ''" 
every year finds some amendments made to 
the Divisional Boards Act. The whole Divi­
sional Boards Act was forced upon the country 
under false pretences, as it was underxtood 
thnt the Govennuent were to tnaintain tuain 
roads. The contention of the hon. member for 
\Vide Bay \ntH, that ca,rriers going froin 0110 

bonrd to another, a.ntl thus uning tnain roads, 
should not lJC overtaxed, which would be the 
case if the rlivisional boards were at liberty to 
tax every carrier \Vho went through their dh;­
tricts. tltill the boarclH are in waut of a power 
to regubte traffic. 

The M1NISTEH FOH WOltKS (Hon. W. 
Miles) said: This Dill doe.s not ap1Jly to timher­
getters alone: it applieB to all wheel tmffic. I 
think it is very necess:try that the Dill should 
u1ake provision for taxing carriage;:;, buggies, and 
everything that cuts up the roads. This pro­
vi~iou is not stringent to the tilnber-getters, who 
will only be taxed with other people. \Vhatever 
taxeo are proposed by the bmtrds must he BUh­
ruitted to the Governor in Council bctore they 
can be approved of, and it is not likely that they 
will permit any board or municipality to charge 
an excessive ra.te. I think it i8 a. very proper 
provision to make-that all lJeople wlco keep 
carrhtges or bug~ies should contribute towards 
the repair of the roads. 

c2uestion put and passed. 
On the motion of the PREMIEH, the Bill 

was passed, and ordered to be tmnsmitted to the 
LegiBlative Council by message in the usual 
form. 

ClWWN LAXDS BILL-COMMITTEK 
On the motion of the :\liNISTEH FOll 

LANDS (Hon. C. B. Dutton), the Speaker left 
the chair, and the House resolved itself into a 
Committee of the \Yhole to consider the Bill. 

Qnestion-'l'hat clause G stand part of the 
Bill-put. 

The l't!INISTER FOR LANDS said that, 
before the discussion on the clause went any 
further, he might inform the Committee that the 
Government were prepared to accept the amend­
ment of the hon. member for Stanley (l't1r. 
Kellett). He could not say that in every respect 
he preferred it to the original clause; but still it 
mended many defects, and it secured the country 
against many abuses of the 54th section of the 
Act of lSG!J as it originally stood. It removed 
his chief objection, as it proposed to reotrict 
selection and confine men to their improvements. 
It supplied a great defect in the Act of 186U, so 
that instead of doing away with that clause 
they would allow people to select where they had 
rnade improvements of a certain character and 
up to a certain value, which value was to be 
proved within a certain time. By doing that a 
man would secure his improvements, which, he 
understood, wets the object of the clause in the 
Pastoral Leases Act of 18G!J. He should there­
fore be prepared, when the clause in the Bill 
was put, to have it negatived. 

Question put and negatived. 
Mr. KELLETT said he did not think it neces­

sary to read his an1endrnent aga.in ; if it \Va.S 
taken as re:td, it would save a great cleal o£ 
trouble. 

'l'he HoN. Sm T. MuiLWTIAITH: \Ve will 
excuse yon. 

Mr. Kl~LL.ETT : He had C<:tid what he hatl to 
s~tV the otber evening, nnd, therefore, there wa:-i 
n~'ry little for him t(l add wnv. lJnt. he had ~i11cc 
been cun"ideriH;; the alllendmcnt, Jlld he tlwu;;ht 
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that Hub"ectinn (a) might be amencleclu:-' otriking 
out the words " or contracted to be macle " ; and 
by NUbf-)tituting "pasRing of thiH .:\et 1

' for "2(ith 
day of Fel>ruary, 1S84." He therefme moved 
that these amendments be made. 

The Hox. Sm T. ::\IciLWl:LUTH: You 
have not moved the new clause yet. 

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member can 
make any altemtions he pleases in the clause 
before he moves it. 

Mr. KELLETT said he would read the new 
clm10e with the alterations which he proposed 
should be made in it :-

0. It shall not be lawful for the Governor in 
Council to sell any portion of a nm to a pa.storal tenant 
under the provisions of the tifty-fourth section of ihc 
Pastoral Leases Act .of 18G9, except for the lHlrpo:o:e of 
securing permanent improvements actnally nwdc upon 
the portion so sold, and eonsisting of permanent 
bniJUings. reservoirs, ''mlls, dams, or fenein.~; nol' nnk~s 
the follo·wing conditions exist, nnd al'e performed. 
respectively, tllat is to say~ 

(a) The improYements must have been made before 
the passing of this Act; 

(V) A sum not less than one thousand two hnndred 
and eighty pounds must have been actually 
expended npon the improvements; 

(c) rl'he land applied for mu~t not cotuprise any natu­
ral permanent water, nor must it, except ·wllen 
the improvements consist of a rescrvoh· or <lam, 
comprise more than one side of a w,, tereourse; 

(d) ApplicatiOn to purchase the land must be made 
to the :JHntster 'vithin six months aner the pa~s­
ing of this Act, accompanied with particulars of 
the improvements, and proof of the time when 
they were made, and of the money expended 
upon them. 

l:"pon ::tpplication dnly made and proof given 
within t.he period tLforcsaid the application shall be 
approved and recorded. and the pastoral tenant shall 
thereupon be entitlrd to }nu·ch::~.se the land eomprised 
in the application on payment. of the sum of tom shillings 
})er acre at any time before the land applied for has by 
resumption or otherwise been withdrawn from,or ceased 
to he subject to, the leasfl, 

Provided that any pastoral tenant of a run who 
t!tkes advantag-e of th;o· provisions of the third part of 
this Act in respeet of ~mc·ll rnn shall not be entitleU to 
purchase under the provisions of this section any land 
cmnlH'iscd in such run. 

I~or the purpose of giving effect to thP foregoing 
JH'ovisions of this seetion, and of 1lerforwlng; an.r con­
trac~t heretofore lawfully made by the Covcrnor in 
Council for the sale of a portion of a run, the !'aid tift o-­
fonrth section of the llastoral Leases ~ict of 1809 slulll 
continue in force. 

I~xcept as aforesairl t.he said Jifty-fonrth section is 
henhy reprakrl. 

This section takes effcet from the passing of this ~ict. 
He was satiofiecl that that clause would meet the 
wishes of most of the SiJuatters, and everyone 
whom he had consulted in the matter. The 
original intention of the "\et was to allow 
pastoral tenants to make those pre"emptives 
for the purpof:ie of Securing iinprovements. 
Those who did not choose to come under the 
Act were paid compensation for the improve­
ments. He· was satisfied that very few indeed 
would ever take advantage of that part of the 
chtuse, because pastoral tenants would wait 
until selection came near them, and then prefer 
to be paid for their improvements, sooner than 
take up pre-emptives. \Vhat would he the Llse 
of a pre-emption of 2,560 acres when all the 
rest of the · country was taken away? The 
pastoral tenant would have his house and hio 
woolshed there, but hb piece of land would 
he tmeless. He (Mr. Kellett) was satiHfied that 
p~,storal tenants who would wish to make their 
homesteads freehold would be allowed to do 
so by the amendment he now proposed. He 
thought, therefore, that it would meet all their 
demands. All except tho><e who tried to get nwre 
lam! than theY were entitled to would be satisfied 
with it. Hec had, therefore, much pleasure in 
nwving that the clau.oe he hac! read otaml clanse 
(i uf the Dill. 

l\Ir. ::\L\ClJUKALD-1'"\Tl<:HSOX said he 
did not intend to say much, but he had a few 
remarks to offer on the new clause. He did not 
think the hon. member for Sttwley had gener­
ously interpreted the circmnsttmces of the colony 
or of the s<ruatters in endeavouring to pas~ that 
clauoe; while the alterations in subsection (n) 
made it worse than it was before. He had never 
hea,rcl then1 sngge:-;tcd before that rnornent, 
thongh possibly he might have had something 
to do with them. At any mte it seemed to him 
thn.t it was a "thank-you-for-nothing" to strike 
out the 'rord~, "or contracted to lJe rnade," 
and in~crt "hefore thr paK.'::;ing nf tbis _Act" 
in place of "2Gth Vebru>try, 1884." Anyone 
aciJua5ntecl with the business of the men whom 
this elause wonld affect would know well that 
for the last two or three years, and in some 
CL1Re:-: fo1· a longer period, \Vork~ in the nature of 
substantial and permanent improvement" hnd 
not only been at a cmnplete 'tandstill, bnt had 
been utterly and emphtttically impmcticable in 
nntny portions of the colony. He knew one 
instance of a rnan-whose natne he could give 
to any member of the Committee if desired­
who was a contractor for dan1-makiug. l-Ie 
had several large contmcts, but at the time 
he (:Yfr. ::\Iacdonald-Paterson) was in the J\Iit­
chell district he had been compelled to stop 
\YOrk, and no one \vould [1R::;nlne that f:lincc then 
he had been able to proceed with any contracts 
of that nature. These contmcts, for all he 
kne\v, were in force .still, and, notwithstanding 
all they now heard w1th reference to the break­
ing up of the dronght-with which he eutirely 
disagreed-it would he utterly hopele,s to expect 
dmn-n1ah:ing, or even \Vi re fencing, to be ref:iurned 
for a period of less than eighteen months 
henee, as, even if rain were to cmne to-nwrrow, 
the caniers had no cattle with which to haul the 
material for fencing out west. The S<Jlmtters 
in those districts were financially paralysed. 
He did not think it was a wrong thing for him, 
as a comparatively old colnniot, to say what he 
very much regretted to say-that he believed 
three-fourths of the men west of the coast range 
were in a worse condition than that in which the 
sugar-planters were alleged to be. X nw, the 
original subsection \%'as :--

"The imprOvements must have l>cen made or eon­
l~~~~~d to be made befvr{\ the ~6th day of FelJrnary, 

The amendment was not so good, and he was 
surprised that it had been made. It was certaiuly 
going back in the n1attt~r of liberality towards 
those the clause would affect. He shonld prefer 
the clause to stand as it was. He knew 
many contracts had been entered into, and by 
thi,; they would all be wiped out, as it would be 
impossible to have the improvements finished 
before the passing of the Act. He assumed the 
Dill would p»ss within two months. He assumed 
that the Government intended to press it through 
the House, and that they would receive it from 
the Upper House within five, six, or seven 
weeks. Therefore, how was it possible for the 
improvements to he completed before the passing 
of the Act? Under the amendment, as J\'Ir. 
Kellett originally intended it, a man 'vho had 
made a contract for improvements would have 
had the right to complete them within a longer 
period. Heferring to the clause marked ( &}, 
he thought £1,280 was an unreasonable sum 
to rerjuire the lessee to expend to secure 2,000 
and odd acres of land. r nder the original Act 
there was no sun1 nmned; the ''nlrds \vere-

" For the purpose of seeuring permanent improve­
Iuents''--
and that was all ; he referred to the essential 
ground npon which the application wa::- ha:sed. 
He wi.,he<l to call the attention of the Committee 
tu thio : that in the l'aotural Leabes Act of 180() 
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there 'vas no lllC::t8nre given for the value of the 
irnprovmuentH. There was not even \vha.t had 
been noticed with regard to the lice1me fee of the 
timber-carrien;-the word "reasonctble." The 
improvements nee<l not even be retts<mable­
there was no me:tsure fixed at all-but simply for 
the purpose of securing pennanent impro' ernents 
it was lawful for the Governor to sell a certain 
a.rea of land at a certa.in price. rrherefore, while 
approving of the general vrinciple suggested, he 
di~agreed with the snrn named ns heing too high. 
He thoroughly approvc<l •Jf part (c); bnt in 
rega.rd t<i (d) it wa:.; a little out of httrmony with 
part (a) "" it now stood. It seemed fait· that 
if the application to purcha:.;e the land "'""' to 
be permitted to be nmde six months after 
the rmssing of the Act they should give 
the pastoml lessee the right to complete his 
imp10vements within thnt period. Now he 
should vroceed to mnke a few geneml 
observntions. As lle had nlready st:tted, the 
condition of a great part of the country com­
prised within the schedule was such-and no 
one should know it better than the Minister for 
Lands himself-that the S<]uatters had been at 
their wits' ends to know how to get even rations 
for themselves and their families. Many 
gentlemen had pluckily gone out to the 
far \V est in the hope not only of making 
fortunes for them~elves, but of doing a good 
thing for the country ; but thousands and tens 
of thousands of sheep nnd cattle !me! perished for 
want of water and grass, and all these hopes had 
for the time being vanished. The seetuities were 
very much prejudiced indeed by the drought, but 
much more by the clbcussion,; which had tnken 
place on this pre-emptive right. The pre­
emptive right was very much over-vnlued 
by mortgagees, espechlly by those in the 
old world; and if they swept it from the 
Statute-book it would result in a charge against 
the Government of the colony thnt they had 
not kept faith with those who were far away. 
Local cnpitalists and pastoralists were, many 
of them, aware of the true state of the country, 
but there was one thing he wished to point out. 
The pastoralist in those di:.;tricts did not seek 
those pre-emptives for the purpose of having 
more pasturage upon them-although he had 
hinted so in some cases-nor did he seek the pre­
emptives for the purpose of picking the eyes out 
of the country. It was principally for-and he 
defied contradiction of this stntement, ag applied 
to a number of instances of which he was cog­
nisant-it was pl'incipally to give a bnckbone 
to his security; because the tenure under which 
the land was held in the country wns only 
partially and imperfectly understood by 
those who would advnnce capital to develop 
the country. So mnch was that the case, that 
he knew of some squatters in the country who 
were prepared to give back their pre-emptives 
for what they gave for them, and let any im­
provements upon them go for nothing, because 
the country was not worth the 10,;. per acre they 
g•we for it. \Vith the clause now before them, 
nnd with honest and useful administration, and 
if the Government would give three years in 
the outside districts to complete improvements, 
he did not believe that one squntter out of ten 
would seek for the pre-empti ves. There lmd been 
fnr too much made of them. At the same time it 
was a mntter of public faith, and he thought the 
interest of one man should not be interfered 
with if they could in a fair and reasonable wny 
so amend the clnuse as to ensure thnt a fair 
thing woulrl be done, at the same time taking 
•c<we that the countrv would not be "had" in the 
future-as was the t'erm applied to it some time 
a,go~by <.tny pastnra.li~t in the uwde of PlJta.inillh. 
those pre-emptive:.;. He slwnld be glacl t" 
)le;tr 1he diocu:.;sion proceecl u11 1hcc1 m<ttter ; 

at the smne time he must record his dis­
npproval of the nbsence of something that 
would reasonably nnd justly suit the circnm­
Htancc~ of the country, and at the saute tirne 
keep faith with those who were outside the 
colony, and who had invested an enorrnous 
amount of money to enable them to develop the 
colony. He hoped the nmtter would be fully 
discussed, and as much from a party view as any 
man liked to pnt it. He did not care how much 
a party n1an the hnn. n1en1ber was who di:::;~ 
cnssed it, if he considered it in the brond, keen, 
busines,s-liko view of tlneensland as it <:tp­
peared to themsel ve,;-especi><lly with ree;m·d 
to the pastoml interest-ns it appeared to 
thernselves, to the other colonie:-:, and to tho:-;o 
in the old world who were interested in it. He 
could uot but come to the conclusion that the 
clause did not go so fnr a~ to sustain what he 
considered n fttir nnd reawnable conclusion of 
that matter of the pre-emptives. 

The JYIIKISTEE :FOR LL'I.l\DS s:tid he 
supposed the hon. gentleman who had just s:tt 
clown repeated the views or opinions of a certain 
number of capitalists in the colony, but he was 
certainly rather surprised to hear him say that 
the only security the capitalist had to look to 
was the amonnt of freehold property the squatter 
would get by his pre.emptive. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: He did 
not say that. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said that was 
certainly the drift of the hon. member's whole 
argument : that the capitalist lent money to the 
squatter upon the security of the amount of 
freehold he could get by his pre-emptive. If 
they lent money to the squatters upon that 
principle and with that hope, the sooner that 
hope wns cut away from them the better. 
No man ever lent him money with a prospect of 
securing a freehold on his pre-emptives. He 
knew well he was lending money upon leasehold 
secnrity, and not on the prob:tbility of being able 
to secme a freehold by absolutely irregular 
means. That sort of thing had been done in a 
majority of cases in an utterly irregubr and 
unlawful manner, and, no doubt, in some 
instances capitalists had looked to that, and 
said '' So·and-so" among their acquaintances, 
and others, "hnd acquired large freehold 
properties in this way, and if they did so, 
why cannot we do the same?" 'J'hat was why he 
spoke of immorality in connection with that sub­
ject, and he meant to say that had an immoral 
tendency, and had an immornl effect upon the 
whole of the squatters when they found that 
it was possible for them to secure property 
in an immoral and illegal way. It had been 
argued that the squatter 1night exercise a 
pre-emptive right in eyery block of country 
he possessed, without reference to improve­
ments at all ; nnd it seemed to him n monstrous 
presumption that that clause should be so inter­
preted. That it had been so interpreted in the 
self-interest of a large number o£:people he wns 
quite prepared to admit, but he said thnt in the 
interests of the people of the colony it should be 
restricted ; and that was why he was inclined to 
nccept the amendment, because it· restricted 
them to a certain thing ; it defined the amount 
to be taken up and did not leave it to any 
Government to interpret the clause as they 
plea,;ed. Some hon. members might think it 
wns a rig-ht thing to do to read the clause 
in that way and give the country away, bnt 
others took a totally different view, and thought 
it wao the worst thing that ever happened to 
tbe country, knowing the way in which thttt 
cbnsc ha<l been :cdministered and de:tlt with 
here before. l[e di~lll(lt knnw that there wa0 
tlll;ythin;; fmtber 1u cunnuent upon in cunnediuu 
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with what had fallen from the hon. member 
who had last spoken; but he certainly cnuhl 
not agree that m<pitalists took as security the 
possibility of bei11g able to secure large free­
holds in their leaseholds. He believe<! in the 
ltrnenclment because it <lcfined what could be taken 
up ltnd what could not be taken, and di<lnot lettve 
iL to any t1overnnlent to :-;ay wha,t '','l~ to be 
done. There were certain other amendments or 
mlditions which he shonld like to see made befme 
the clause passe<!. 

The Hox. Sm T. ::Y[ciLWlL'tlTH : J\Iay I 
ltsk if you ltdopt the chw··e as proposed l>y 1Ir. 
Kellett ?-because he has altered it very cun­
siderably from the printed clanse put into our 
hands. 

'rhe 1\II::'\I~TEE l'OH LA:!'\DS said there 
\V:1H onlv one mnendruent on the cla.n:-;e as fir~t 
propose(! by the hon. memllcr fm Sbcnley, :tml 
tlmt was in suhsection (a), and '"''"to the efiect 
that the improvements must have been lllrtde 
before the J>C1ssing of the "\.et. He tlid not see 
much to object to in that. 

The Hox. Sm T. '!'llciL\YlL\ITH: I only 
want to know if you hare adopted the clrt,n~e ? 

The MI~IST Elt FOU LAXDS: Yes, I 
have. 

Mr. MACDOX"\.LD-l'ATEH~OX sai<l he 
rose for the purpo~e of Inaking a short ex­
planation. The hon. l\linister for Ltmds 
evidently misunderstood what he had said. 
It was evident the l\[inister for Lm1ds did not 
understaml that part of his speech with reference 
to nwrtgagees outside the colony. rrhe position 
of those third parties should be regarded with 
much higher honour than tl1ltt of those who wore 
in the colony and could protect then1sehes ; 
their interests shonld not be prejncliceu. He 
wished to exclude all reference to capitalists, of 
whom the ::\Iinister for Lands seemed to have a 
very great dread. Indeed he did not represent 
"single capitalist except hirn,elf-and that was 
a very poor om .. , although if an ovenlraft would 
make a capitalist it was all right. The ::\Iinister 
for I.Jands was wrong· in sa,yi11g that he (l\Ir. 
l\Iacdonalcl-Paterson) stated that those mort­
gagees regarded the pre-ernptiveN ns their onlv 
security. \Vhat he said .was that some R<pwttel:s 
had been compelled to putlt little backbone into the 
security to suit the want of knowledge of persons 
who had money to lend outside the colony-·the 
want of knowledge of om· land tenure. Those per­
sons wanted a certain amount of freehold, and they 
were supplied with it; and it was greatly to tho 
injury of the S<luatter that he had to take up 
his pre-emptive to supply that freehold. It was 
well known to hon. members on both sides that 
those pre-emptive> were not taken up for the 
sole purpose of securing the best parts of the 
country. The Land <1uestion was not a now one 
with him. As " young nmn, he discussed the 
question with the hon. member for Blackall 
(Mr. Archer), contributing his time and money 
to the Central QueenslanrlLand League, the result 
of which was the Act of 18GS. He could reason­
ltb!y claim, therefore, that his utterances should be 
heard with re,pect, because it was exactly eighteen 
years since he first began to speak in public on 
the Land question, and during the whole of 
that time he had given a very large amount of 
ltttention to it. He was very ;orry to hear 
the Minister for Lttnds say that those who had 
advanced rrw~ey to grazier~ on the possibility or 
probability of getting the pre-emptive as security, 
should suffer because he had changed his mincl. 
lT nder the law lts it stood, those persons were 
justified in looking· for that security, and it was 
only because of the maladministration of the law 
that the question had arisen ltt all. The hon. 
gentlenmn had declared that it wns unlawful to 
grant the pre-emptive. He (:\lr. :\hcdonald· 
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Paterson) asserted that it was lawful to-day for 
the G-ovcrnrnent to grant the1n HO long as there 
were inlpro-velnentH on the land to be secured, 
and "' long as the pulllic interests with respect to 
the bnd applied for were not prejudiced. '!'here­
fore he wi,:hcd the hon. gentleman distinctly to 
understand tlutt anything he said, had said. or 
rnight sa:v \vas on the supposition that the law 
should be thoroughly carried out-that the Act 
slwultl be administered in the spirit intended 
when it was pa("~ed. 

Mr. BIWUKES said he attached the same 
meaning to the hem. member's words as the 
J\[inister for Lands hacl done, and he did not 
think the l\Enister for Lands had misumlerstood 
the hem. member. \Vhen the hon. member's 
aTgnn1cnt \nts condensc(1 into the srnallest 
conipa:--,, it simply anwnnted to thi~: that, in the 
Yicw of per:-'ons in ]~ngland who had a.dvn.ncetl 
nwney to :-;qnatters, the laws of Quecn~land 
mu,o.t lw subject to no alteration. 

:\h. 1L\.CD02\_\.LD-PATEHSOX: Without 
rea.Hon::dJle notice being given. That is ·what I 
contended for. 

::\Ir. BHOOKES said the hem. member said a 
~Tellt deal more tlmn that. He understood him 
to say that wonoy had been lent by persons in 
England on squatting properties in (lueew:;land ; 
that Parlimnent w:-ts no\v altering their securities; 
and that they had a! wD,ys looked to the exercise 
of the pre-emptive right, and the advantages that 
right [;nve the squatter, as a valuable part of 
their ,:ecmitv. He did not wish to misconstrue 
or 111isrepresent the hem. member, but that was the 
way he understood him to put it. \Vhat the Com­
mittPo were about seemed n very simple thing. 
There hac! been a good deal of talk as to whether 
the Jll o-empti ve right should be granted or not. 
He (':\lr. Brooke,:) was rather in favour of those 
who thought that it might be granted in the 
form contemplated by the amendment of the 
hon. member for Stanley; but he hoped the 
hon. n1entber for l\Ioreton was not going to insist 
that they should adapt their legislation to the 
views and pecnliar interests of people in Eng-land. 

Mr. ::\IACDONALD-PATJmSOK said he 
never asserted anything of the kind. He was in 
fanmr of the alJolition of the pre-emptive right, 
as hou. n1e1nbers were well awa,re. He was only 
urging· that there should be something like a 
rea:-;onablu cmnprcnnise-if he n1ight use the 
word-·--\vith regard to the time within which 
notice ~hould be gi \-en, and the improvernents 
carried out. But he was strongly in favour of 
the repeal of that particular law which gave the 
pre-emptive rig·ht, 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said they 
would get on to much surer ground if the 
1\liuister for \Vorks would refrain from intro­
ducing bits of sentilnent with regard to his own 
acts, into his speeches. }'or instance, the hon. 
gentleman had told them, and had cbimed it as 
" virtue-ancl he had heard him do so twice 
before-that he had refused to take ad vantage of 
his pre-emptivcs. But the case was this: the 
l\linister for Lancls had stations out on the 
Thmnpson, and sold then1 five or six years ago. 
If the hon. gentleman had taken up his pre­
ernptiYb he would luwe been a fool, hecanse the 
lan<l was not worth anything like 10s. an acre to 
him. He did not tttke them up, becltut<e it was not 
worth his while to do so : 10s. an acre meant 1s. 
an acre rent per annum. , Did the hon. gentleman 
mean to tell the Committee that if the land had 
been worth £1 an acre to him he would have 
actually refrained from exercising his pre­
empti,-e right, because he did not think it just? 
The thin;.; would not stand arguing for a rr1on1ent. 
The hon. gentleman knew, at~ a practical hard­
headed business man ought, th,tt if the squatter 
had that right it ought to be granted to him. It 
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was not whether the hon. gentleman conRidered 
it immoral or against the interests of the 
J>.eople. The question was-\Vhat actu;;l legal 
nght had the sq mttter under ebuse f>4 ? The 
;,4th clause had been argued ou these grounds : 
They had claimed that the squatters had a certaiu 
right given to them under the htw of 11'6H. The 
Government had contended that up to the 
present time the squatters h".d not that right. 
That had been the contention all through ; 
because the question as to whether it was a good 
or a bad thing for the colony that the pre-empti.-e 
right should exist had been thrown aside by 
both sides as surplusage in the debate. He did not 
care about arguing that point at all, because it 
had nothing whatever to do with the question at 
issue. The point was this: If the squatter had 
a right, in common justice let him have it, or 
grant him some provision equal to it. Had he 
that right or not? 'rhe Government had all 
along maintained that he had not, and that was 
their reason for bringing forward the abrogation 
of the 54th clause. It was rather curious that 
the hon. member for Stanley (Mr. Kellett) 
should have been put forwttrrl to move the amend­
ment. As it stood, it wa8 a Government amend­
ment; and yet the hon. member (:Wr. Kellett) 
was presented as the proposer of it, although by 
hisspeechitwas clearthathedid notnnder,;tn.nd it, 
and it was also pretty certain that he never wrote 
it. He (Hon. Rir T. Me I! wraith) put that aside 
as surplusage, because the hon.member had really 
nothing to do with it, and it was the n.mendment 
of the Minister himself. That hon. gentle­
man said nothing when the ameudment was 
proposed, and yet to-night, before· any discus­
sion took place -before hon. members were 
given any intimation that the Government had 
changed their minds as to the squatters having 
actually no right under the 54th clause, which 
was to be wiped off the Statute-book-he came 
forward and said that he was prepared to accept 
the amendment. He (Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith) 
should like to know if that was parliamentary 
government-was it government under parlia­
tnentary discussion, or was it governn1ent by 
intrigue? He contended that it was govern­
ment by intrigue. The Government, after hear­
ing the discussion on the queRtion, and without 
giving the slightest intimation of having changed 
their ground, and without giving any reasons, im­
mediately accepted an amendment which was per­
fectlydifferentfromall their previous contentions. 
He held that for an amendment of that sort very 
~ound reasons should have been given, and also 
that the amendment itself should have been 
upon the lines of the discussion that had taken 
place. Hon. members on that side of the House 
had shown that the pastoral lessees had an 
actual right by the Act of 18G!J ; that by 
subsequent legislation that right had been con­
firmed; and that by the practice of the depart­
ment and of the colony that right had been 
still further confirmed, as every squatter who 
had applied for his pre-emptive right had had 
it granted to him up to the present time. 
In addition to that they had shown that the 
whole financial operations of the pastoral lessees 
outside and inside the colony had been conducted 
-with the knowledge of the Government and of 
the country-on the distinct understanding that 
the pre-emptive right was a substantial right 
which they could exercise whenever they chose. 
That was the position they had taken up; 
and now the Government turned round, 
changed their ground, and said they would 
make certain concessions. Of course, if any 
concession was to be made it should be to 
the men who were interested in existing pas­
tom! leases ; but he made bold to say that the 
men who were interested in the right of pre­
emption under the 54th clause were very little 

touched indeed by the amenclmeiJt of the Minister 
for Lands. Hi:,; contention was that e.-ery man 
who had taken up a lease under the Act of lSUil 
possessed that right, and it should not be take.n 
away from him. \Vhether a petstora! les,,ee had 
had it only one or two years it did not matter­
he still had it; am] if the Government demanded 
that wmething shou le! be clone tlmt wa' not 
required by the Act to be done before he could 
exercise pre-en1ption, that was taking away frmn 
his right. He would show how, in a great many 
cases, the amendment did that, by providing 
that the pastoral lessee must do certain things 
in order to get his right which were not required 
by the Act of 186!J. It provided that the im­
provements must be actually made on the por­
tion of land claimed as pre-ernptive. There was 
nothing in the Act of lSG!J requiring that. Tt 
was evident from the very fornuttion of that Act 
that the freest scope was given to the pastoral 
lessee to n1ake ilnprovmnent~ all over the run. 
That he should have been required to make 
his improvements upon the part to be prc­
emptecl would actually have been ag;;inst public 
interest at that time, becau'e he would have been 
forced to spend money where it was not wanted. 
Therefore his improvements were not required to 
be on the block to be selected ; and it had never 
been aRked for in the further concessions given 
by the Legislature in the Railway Heserves Act, 
the Western Railway Act, or at any other 
time. That portion of tlw amendment was, 
therefore, an additional condition to what was 
imposed by the Act of 18G9. Then-

" The improvements must have been made before the 
prLssing of this Act." 
The hon. member for l'doreton might very 
well remark that there was very little use in 
the hem. member for Stanley making the amend­
ment he did by omitting· the words " 2Gth of 
:February, 1884," and i1werting "before the 
passing of this Act," because it was perfectly 
plain to anyone who understood the matter that 
practically it amounted to the same thing, or, 
if anything, made the 1Jrovision smuewhat worse. 
That also was a condition not required by the 
Act of 1SG9. \Vhy should they give this con­
cession only to the ptLstorallessees who had mac le 
improvements up to the present time, and deny 
it to those who, for no doubt very sound rea:,;mm, 
had withheld from making their improvements? 
\Vhy should the pastoral lessees be divided into 
two dnsses, and the right be acknowledged to 
those who had made improvements because 
it was to their interest to do so, and they 
could afford it, and be denied to the other 
classes 'whose poverty had actually prevented 
them from making improvements up to the 
present? Tho'e men were to be set aside 
altogether without the slightest consideration. 
Hon. members would observe that the amend­
ment dealt with two classes of men-those who 
had wealth enough, tmcl who lmcl found suffi­
cient inducement to justify them in putting 
up improvements on the particular blocks they 
wished to pre-empt, and those who, for 
reasons sufficient for themselves - and, no 
doubt, very good reasons- had not made 
improvements. Not only did the amendment do 
that-hanrlicap the struggling man, and give 
great advantage to the wealthy man, by placing 
him in a position to be perfectly sure of getting 
his pre-ell!ptive right-hut it went a great deal 
further. It enabled him to claim it frnm any 
l\1inistry, because if the present 1\linister, when 
application was made, said it was all right-be­
cause proof was almost nothing-if the JYiinister 
said it was all right, it would force on all 
following Ministers the obligation of aclmow­
ledging the right whenever it was claimed. 
Was not that perfectly preposterons? 'l'hey 
were not only taking tmay the rights of a large 
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class uf S(p1atterf;, bnt they 'vere giving an 
:Lclditional right to a class beyond what they 
had before. He shoulrl like the Bill tn staml as it 
"'as, :LR then all pastnmllessees wonld be in the 
cv.n1ne pocition, wherea~ by the pnJllOHed clan~e the 
:\[inbter for Lands could grant a right that no 
::\linistry could take away-even with the very 
be;.;t reason-~a right 'i\·hich \Vas obligatory on any 
:\Iinistry who succeeded him to grant to th<"e 
particular men. Why should the Minister for 
Lands, or a.ny <Jovernn1ent, have such a po·wei' 
:LR that? They could give a rig·ht to a class of 
squatters who were the least deserving· of it, and 
who had uot had that right before. That \Yas 
very clear : it wac~ as plain as fJ<>ssible, It W:1:l 
<-L piece of intrigue to assiHt one class of 
S<Jncctters whilst it left the large body of them 
outsirle. It was simply put on to satisfy a class 
of 1nen whout the hon. gentlen1an could not get 
out of his head. It was done by intrigue, and 
not by any discussion which had taken l'lace in 
that Committee. It had been done by talking 
to peovle outside, and the amendment had been 
a~reed to by what they were pleased to consi<ler 
the squatting party on the Government side. 
l\Ir. Kelletc, the senior member for Stanley, 
c'm1e forward and proposed the present amend­
ment. He did not care whether that hon. 
geutlenutn talked over the squatting· party or 
not; he (Hem. Sir T. l\lellwraith) spoke for the 
people of the colony. He dirl not see why 
sq>mtter' should not have rights that should be 
insisted upon toJ the letter, and he did not see that 
P<.trlianl8ut had a right to take away one iota, 
of their right~; or why Uover1unent should g·ive 
one clat~s of :-;(lua,tters a right that vvn:-; not given 
to all. It was in the ]Jower of the Committee 
to .stop such a thing. He was not a suppOI'ter of 
the sr{natters, but h~ would support them so 
long as he thought their rights \vere being taken 
from them; anrl if he thought the. rights of the 
colony were being infringed by the squatters he 
would defend those righto, 

The P HE:\IIER said the argument of the 
hrm. gentleman proceeded upon the basis that 
the pastoral lessees had a. pre-emptive right 
--that they had a right to acquire four square 
miles of their run. He (the Premier) had 
already conceded that if they had that 
right then the clause they were proposing to 
introduc~ was quite wrong. There was no doubt 
of that. Befom they could continue the discus­
sion they n1ust have a connnnn basis-if the 
squatters had that right the Committee had no 
right to take it awa.y from them. But the 
Government said the contrary: that they had 
no such right-no leg>el rig·ht-but that they 
had a right to come to the House and ask 
for fair treatment. In repPaling the clause 
in the Act of lSGU, they should do so in 
such a manner that if any man had actn:tlly 
incurred an obligation on the faith of his 
having a right he Bhonlcl he guarded in his 
position. :Every man had a right to ask that ; 
and that was the way every Parliament should 
deal with persons who put forward claims of 
that kind. Then the hon. gentleman complained 
that the <lovermnent had accepted a clause 
professing to deal with the matter on that 
ha:-:i.'\t. If there wati no legal right, how else 
could the GO\'ermnent deal with the matter? 
Surely they must di.,criminate between the 
different classes of persons! If they were all in 
the same position they either had no right at 
all, or they had an absolute right. The <Joyern­
ment maintained that they had no ttbsolute 
right, and therefore, if the hon. gentlenmn's 
contention was correct, they could htwe no 
right at all. But they were prepared to 
concede that there nlight be son:1e c<:Lf.le~ on­
titled to special consideration. Surely to concede 
that ..-:a not unju:ot : E1 Ell fro,:1 thG hem. 

gentltnnMl'.s own point of view, whn.t waB the 
object of the Legblature in allowing the pre­
emptive right? 1t ".''" lleclat"'rl in the Hec­
tiou itHelf-to Heenre pernutuent in1provmnent.s. 
The hrm. gentleman asked, what httd that got 
to do with the im1Jrovements on the land? To 
'ecure the permanent improvements ; but the 
improvements need not be on the land ! What 
singular argument was thttt ! Did the Legisla­
ture nwan, when they used the "rords, "to secure 
penuanent improvetneut::;,'' to say this: "'Ve 
wish you to make improvements on the land, 
and in order tlutt yon may be able to keep 
then1 for ever, v•e will give you a right 
to select any piece of lanrl; not that on 
which the iruprovements are, but which will 
sene to command the country and exclude any­
body froru cmning nen.r you ; and for that pur po:;e 
we will give you a rig·ht to make a pre-emption"? 
That mnst be the arg·ument of the hon. gentle­
man. He should be glad if the hon. gentleman 
could point out any other way in which the 
selection of land on which the improvement" 
were not situated would be calculated to secure 
permmwnt improvements. The Legislature 
never intended to give the pastoral tenant a 
right to any land except that upon which his 
ilnprovmnents were situate(!. The hon. gentlenutn 
ntust be reading the word " secure" as if it was 
·written "induce." It conlLl not be otherwh;e, 
and perhaps that was what the hem. gentlenmn 
meant, but he had not ventured to say so. If 
the intention of the Legislature was that pre­
ernptionH, if g-ranted at all, were to be ~ecured to 
personH w1w had expended Jarge t;lnns of rr1oney on 
irnprovernents, then in considering \vhether any 
particular cb,s or division of the pastoral tenants 
was entitled to consideration, they were entitled 
to ask, who hac! made the improvements in 
respect to which they claimed to have a right~ 
It was important to notice th:itt when comper.• 
s ction was payable for improvements under the 
Act of 18G!J it was payable only on the resump­
tion of the land, and he was a little in error the 
other night in that respect. It was payable 
on resum],tion of the land and not on the 
termination of the lease. They were, therefore, 
bmnght i11to this position : that if they were 
going to consider any persons, surely those were 
entitled to consideration who had put themselves 
into a position to say that they wanted pre­
enq>tion to secure the permanent improvements 
they had made. If they had not made any per­
manent improvements, what had they to secure? 
They might say they intended to make improve­
ments. Possibly they did; but if in the meantime, 
before they incurred any expense, they were 
told that they would have no right to pre­
emption in respect of them, what cause of cnru­
plaint would they haYe ? They could not say 
that they had expended their money under n 
lHi~lnHleri<'ta.nding. If they \vere told plainly 
in the Bill that they would have no privilege 
conferred upon then1 by n1aking iinprovmnentR, 
they were not ell titled to complain on that score. 
Having ascertained that, how were they to ascer­
tain what were the permanent improvements 
which the Lcgi<lature meant to protect? l'\ ot 
as he saw iu a paper laid on the table the 
other dtty-a hut of the value of £20 for 
im]•l·ovements to four square mile" of land, 
or a few panels of fencing; not that, hut im­
provmHents :;nch as pern1anent buildings, reser­
voir:-;, dmns, and wells. Tho:;e improven1ents, if 
thev were of considerable value, we1 e ones 
that were worth securing. The value of the 
i1nrn·oyen1ents suggested in the clause wa.s £1,280; 
tlmt was an :1rbitrary sum, and he thought a very 
fttir ono. Then the hon. gentleman compbined 
that tlH~ cla.n>"5e WOllld give an absolute rig-ht 
tn ,,uJue and dolute tht right of othen I-h· aL ·J 

ubJectcd th.tt they \H.:ro rc<,;r:).::;ni:Jnt; a, ric,;ht. 
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The Hox. Sm T. MciLWHAITH: I ~aid 
more than that. 

The PHE:iriER: He said the Government were 
not only recogui~ing a right, but were giving 
one class an additional right. The Government 
said this : They could not afford to allow that 
law to stand upon the Statute-book, becauHe the 
experience of past years IHtd shown tl:nt it had 
been shamefully abused from tune to tune ; they 
therefore baid they could not afford to allow 
it to remain, and accordingly they proposed 
to repeal it; but in repealing it they wonld 
recognise every fair n10ral claiin which nlight 
be brought forward by any persun who had such 
a claim--namely, persons who had nu!'de improve­
ments under the belief that the Legislature had 
promised thc;y should be_ eutitled to secure them. 
They recogmsed that w1th respect to those there 
was a. kind of tnoral right, aud they proposed to 
turn it into a legn,l right. He did not think there 
was any harm in that. They only accepted the 
hon. nwn1ber';;; arguments f-JO far as they had any 
sound moral and rational foundation. \Vhat 
was the harm in that? Those peol'le had ex­
pended their money with the expectation that 
they would be entitled to get the land, and to 
say that they should be entitlerl to get it was only 
ca'rrying out an im1Jied promise, although they 
had· no legal right tu its l-'erformance. Surely 
nobody could complain of giving them that 
right? Then it was said, "\Vhy should not 
that right be given to them for the remainder 
of thelr leases?" .._-\.gain came the ttne~tion as 
to how the Act mig·ht be administered. If 
they were to leave it open and say that for 
the remainder c•f the lease all perwns could 
clairn to get a vre-mnptive on tho~e conditions, 
there would be evasions precise!:-· similar to 
those in the pa,t. They would have in th_e 
future some ::VIinister for Lands saying that evi­
dence was not nece""ary ; that it was not neces· 
sary to ascertain whether £1,000 or £1,200 had 
lJeen spent on improvements. They would 
have such a ~1ini:-3ter ~aying, " I (10 not 
want el'idence of that kind ; I am perfectly 
satisfied ; the request is granted." They mmld 
have a Jlilinister for Lands saying, when it was 
pointed out to him that the conditions had not 
been completed, " I do not care for Acts of Par­
liainent," and granting the apvlication. It was, 
therefore, necp~sary to draw the line ;;mnewhere; 
and accordingly it was proposed to fix a term 
within which persons might claim that t_hey 
had exiHting rnoral ri~hts, and turn thern rnto 
legal rights. He thought that it was absolutely 
necessary that the line. should be drm;n_ sor;w­
where, and if they tr1ed to draw a, ch~tmctwn 
between people who had a right and others who 
had not, then some such mode must be ad'!pted. 
Then the hon. gentlema.n alleged that th~S was 
le"islation by intrigue. He conlrl scarcely have 
w~ighed the force of his words. The new 
clause was formally announced to hon. members 
before the House adjourned last Tuesday. Im­
mediately on the resumption of the Com­
mittee, the Minister in charge of the Bill 
intimated as he was bound to do, the action the 
Governm~nt proposed to take with respect to it, 
sayiu" that they intended, generally, to accept 
tl{e b~sis it contained. \Yhat was there to com­
plain of in that? What ebe conld the Govem­
ment have done? \V here did the intrig-ue come 
in'? The hon. member surely did not understand 
the wnrd. He (the Premier) merely desired 
now to answer the singular arguments brou!)ht 
forward by the hon. member against the adoptwn 
of the clause. 

'rhe Hox. ,J. :\I. :\L\C1W:::iSAX snid the 
hon. gentle1.uan who led the ( ;overnn1ent would 
sectredy gel a way from the dry le;.;al a-<peet of a 
'iueolioll ; \\'henever he )\'<l:i 1Ju1te1< JP ars-mllent 

he always resorted to the legal technicalities of 
the question. He had begun by a!)ain de';'y­
ing that the squatters had any lega_l rtgbt. 'I he 
legal right had not been tested ~n a court '!f 
justice; and he was not quite certam whether, 1f 
it were so tested, the hon. gentleman would not be 
found to be in the wrong, tts he had been on one 
occasion before. \Vhether it was so would 
depend on what ground the te,t was made. If 
a r•,<tse were ~ubmitted on the ground that the 
:Minister had refused npre-emptive to a squatter 
on public grounds he had no doubt th_e squatter 
would lo~e, because ~uch power was g1ven to the 
Minbter ; but if it were put on the g:round that 
the l\linister had refused the pre-emptiVe because 
the law did not ~ive the squatter such a thing, 
he (:\fr. l\lacn's~an) wa,; inclined to think the 
H<Iuatter would be put in po::>:-;e).jsion, o_n w hatr ~he 
hon. ruernlmr derne~ to be a legal nght. lhe 
lwu. gentleman had nwre than once raised a 
di.-:iCU:->Niou on the qnestion, and cballenged any 
rrmn to test the matter in court ; but he would 
take ~ood care that if the challenge were taken up 
the c~se would he •ubmitted on the former gronn_d 
-namelv th:tt the Minister refu~ed on public 
uronnds" io o-rant the }n'e-ernption, and not he­
~ause the hn~ rlicl not give the srjuatter the right 
to pre-em]Jt. But there would be a diffe_rence of 
opinion on what the hon. gentleuHtll said as to 
the moral right of tho.se people who had made 
certain improvements. If they had that moral 
ri~ht. then the men who had not made such 
in~prOYmnents had a right to nmke then1 up 
to the termination of their leases. The hon. 
geutlcrnan laughed, but it ''"a~ becanse he 
knew it was true. If there W'ts any moral 
right at all, the possession of money bJ! a 
rnan who had n1adc iu1provetnentR certarnly 
'''aS not giving hin1 a 1noralright. If tbere \vw;; 
a n·ood uwral right in one ca.se, there was also 
in ~mother, becttuse the law made no distinction 
a~ to the tirne when in1provmnents were ntade. 
The hon. gentleman also talked rthout the inten­
tion of the Legislature. He (Mr. l\Iacrossa_n) 
knew the judges often interpre_tetl Act' of Parh_n­
tneut according to the intentions of the LPgls~ 
lature ; and he thought that if they interr~reted 
the 54th section in the Act of 18W accorchng to 
the intention of the Legislature-~as indicated by 
the only meam; o( arriving at it o'!tsicle the .~et 
-it would be in favour of the mterpretatwn 
put npon it by all Jlilinist:rs. up to th,e pre~ent. 
A ~reat deal had been sa1d m that Conmnttee 
alw~1t the 54th clause, and about the evasion~ of the 
Act. He should like to know from the :Munster 
for Lands or from the Premier in what respect 
tho;e evasions arose, and whether they had any 
proofs supvorted by documentary evidence 
of the o-eneral assertions they had made. 
The ?.lh1ister for Lands in moving the 
second reading of the Bill, in order to 
establish a feeling against the homestead 
selectors, made use of expressions which he ~vas 
not entitled to make, and w hi eh he had smce 
modified and partly withdrawn. He aloo 
contended that an insufficient amount of 
land had been selected ; and in speaking of the 
amount of cultivrtti'ln in different parts of the 
colony he (l\Jr. Macrossan) _knew ~hat the hon. 
gentlen1an was not correct rn one rnstance. I u 
a district he (Mr. Macrossan) partly re presenter!, 
the hrm. gentleman stated that there were only 
243 acres under cultivation ; but he (J>~r. ~ac­
ross:au) knew of f>,OOO acres under cultrvatwn. 
The hon. gentleman made that rambling state­
ment for the same reason that he made the strcte­
Iw,nts about the evasion of the A et or the abuse~ 
connected with it. \Vhy had he not before 
now talJled the return he (1111'. :\Iacrossan) nwved 
for on Thur~dny la:-:;t with rc·g<1rd tu ahu~-:-e~, ns 
wull n::> uutny other retnrn:-i that l.1on. llH'nl~ 
uens applied . fur? The 1rhole cunduut uf the 
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G•wernment had been to keep hon. members in 
the dark, and 1nake randmn fL~-.;ertiow.:; to try 
and influence opinion lJoth in8ide and out­
f.d({e ·the Cmnnrittee against the adnlissinn of 
the Mth section by all previous Governments. 
He challenged them to produce proofs, as they 
had been challenged on more than one occasion 
before to produce proofs of other charges they 
had marle against the late Govemment. It did 
not do for hon. rr1ernbers to get up and n1ake 
these random 8tatements ; it was far better to 
produce one scintilla of fact than to make use of 
a whole bagful of statements like those of the hon. 
member who had just sat down. He objected 
to the clnuse entirely on the ground tlmt it 
was repudiation. He had always opposed the 
prc-empti,·e right, and would aboli>'h it if he 
conhl withont a breach of bith, but that could 
nnt be done. lt was all Yerv well for the hon. 
member to talk about the "technicality of the 
case. The hfm. member for 1\lnreton lmd very 
well sai<l tlmt it was a bre>tch of faith with 
peor-le who had lent their money to the 
squatters, not bec8.uHe they supposed the pre­
e1nptive right was the only .:;ecurity, but 
because they put a higher value upon that 
security than it was really entitled to bear. 
No matter how they amended the clause it 
was repn<liating the ii4th section of the Act 
pnHSe<l in lRGH-passed by an Assembly quite as 
g-ood as the preHent one. He waR surpri:.:;ed. to 
hear the hon. gentleman who represented Too­
woomba give the other night as his only reason 
for snpporting the repudiation-it was the only 
rc~aSOll he could give, because he harl ackn<HVw 
!edged that at the time the clan se was ]Jasscrl. it was 
lltelieved to he conferring a perfect right-that he 
had never l1elieved in the right. Surely that 
should not affect the right of any man! There were 
many laws which he (Hun. J. M. Macrossan) did 
not believe in, but rights had accrued and would 
accrue under them, anc\ should remain whether he 
believed in them or not. He hoped hon. members 
would discuss the clause. He believed they had 
negatived clause G which would have repealed 
the 54th secti,m, and now all they had to discu"" 
was the new clause. In discussing it, hem. mem­
bers must not forget that they were discnssiug 
what was just as much an act of repudiation as 
the clause they had negatived. 

The lVIIXISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W. 
Miles) said that up to the present he had 
expressed no opinion at all upon the so-called 
pre-emptive rir.;ht. In the first place the 
pre·en1ptive right was an agree1nent betv.reen 
the agriculturist and the pastoral lessee. The 
agriculturists complained that, though they held 
their land as freehold, they had to compete in 
the market with the sqnatters, who held their 
runs at a rental of £10 a year. The consequence 
\\'HR tlutt the In1perial Governn1ent, in forwarding 
the Orders-in-Council, gave to the squatter a 
pre-emptive rig·ht to enable him to purchase 
land so that he could dispose of agricultural 
produce. There was not a ~ingle word in the 
Order:;-in-Council about securing permanent in1-
provements. It would, perhaps, be within the 
recollection of hon. members that during the 
first session of the Queensland Parliament a 
majority of the members of the House wccs 
composed of Darling Downs s<rnatters, and that 
they passed a Bill to give themselves a renewal 
of their tenure, though their leases had a very 
long time to run. B~' the Pastoral Leases 
Bill they retaine<l the right of pre-emption on 
all runs taken up under Orders-in-Council, but 
all taken up under Queensland laws were de­
prived of the right. He would like to know 
whether there was any repudiation there? It 
was simply that the mo,jority of the House was 
composed of Darling Downs squatters, anfl they 
passed laws to benefit themselves. · 

The Ho~. Sm 1'. MciLWRAITH: You are 
doing the same by this amendment. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : Years aml. 
years before their leases expired they took time 
by the forelock, and gave themselves a renewal. 
They also passed a law proclaiming agricultural 
re"ierves for the farming population, and in setting 
aside these reserves they selected the stnny and 
barren ridges for the agriculturists and retaine<l 
all the best land in the colony for themselves to 
take up as pre-emptive rights. There was no 
repudiation in the proposals now made. The 
members of the House at that time passed a law to 
benefit themselves, and now that the agriculturists 
were represented in the House it was a fair 
thing that they should remedy the evil that had 
been inflicted upon them, and repeal that much­
talkerl-of pre-emptive right. At that time the 
colony was ruled by the pastoml tenants of the 
Cmwn, and they passed la\\·s for their own 
benefit. 

The Ho~. Sm. T. MciLWRAITH: Y on are 
one of them. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said he was 
very glad to hear one remark made by the hon. 
the leader of the Opposition. At one time at 
Jtonm that hon. gentleman complained that 
the squatters had been a burden on his back, 
but now he said he woulcl defend them as 
long as he lived. He (Mr. Miles) had never 
clone any injury to the Sfjuatters. 'l'hey were a 
Yery useful clas:> of people so long as they were 
kept within proper bounds. They had done good 
service in times past in occupying and settling· 
the country, and they had had every consideration. 
Under the Order-in-Council there was no limit 
pbced upon the quantity of land that might be 
taken up under the pre-empti ve right ; but there 
was this condition : that no land could be taken 
up at less than £1 an acre, and that was a suffi­
cient safeguard to prevent the right being 
abused, because he did not think squatters, as a 
general rule, could afford to give £1 an acre 
for land for grazing purposes. Under the 
present law-under the Act of 1SG!l as it hac! 
been administered under the late Government 
-they appeared to depart altogether from the 
condition of impr<n-ements, and it appeared that 
whoever chose to apply for a pre-emptive right of 
2,560 acres got it without any condition whatever, 
whether there were improvements on it or not. 
He thought it would be well in the interest of the 
scruatters themselves if they were restricted from 
exercising that power. Those who endeavoured 
to give them the power of Lorrowing rnoney 
for the purpose of acf_luiring land for grazing 
purpo::;es were doing then1 a serious injury. As 
he had stated before, he had never been hostile 
to the squatters, but he thought they hac! 
had dne consideration ; they ••ccupiecl their 
lands almost at a nomin::tl value, and if 
they considered the amount of rent they paid 
nnder le:csehold, it was as great an ad vantage 
as to even give them an opportunity of 
acquiring freehold for grazing purposes. He 
thought that if the pre-emptive right, or so­
callerl. pre-emptive right, was to be retained, he 
would strongly ad vi se his colleagues to throw the 
Bill into the waste-paper basket, because he 
knew that it would be utterly impossible to hold 
out inducements to people to settle on the land if 
it was retained. If the squatter was allowed the 
rig-htt•1J>re-empt more than 2,iiGOacresoutofevery 
twenty-five square miles of country, as had been 
observed Yery truly by his hon. colleague, a sort of 
stockade would be formed behind which they would 
be able to defend themselves against all comers. 
He could only '"Y that if the pre-emptiYe right 
was to remain in force the sooner the public 
understood it the better, l1ecause it was important 
that people should be induced to come and 
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settle upon the we-tern lands of the colony ; 
but if the squatter were to have the right of 
picking the eyes out of the country they might 
abandon all hope of settling the colony. He 
was of opi~ion that a very fair proposal had 
been made m the shape of the amendment of 
the hon. member for Stanley. The object in 
allowing squatters to pre-empt was, in the first 
instance, si':llply that they might secure their 
pern1anent unprovcn1ents, such a:-; head-stations 
and so forth, and S•> long as it was confined 
to that, it could do little or no injury; 
but if S'}natters were to have the right of 
selecting 2,5(i0 acres out of every block of 
country, it simply meant that they would retain 
and hold the lancls of the colony for all time to 
come. He thought that the proposal made was 
a fair one, and ought to be accepted. If, how­
ever, the right was a legal one, it would 
be better for the Crown to compensate the 
pastoral tenants just in the same way that 
Great Britain compensated the slave holde'" of 
Jamaica-better to buy the land back, so that it 
could be retained for close settlement. He 
knew that the present Bill was not one that was 
likely to be accepted hy the squatters. They 
abominated and hated anything like a disturbing 
element, but the Bill was a fair one, deal­
ing straightforwardly with them-giving them 
half their runs for a fixed period, with an 
indefeasible lease, and enabling them to tnrn 
their runs to the best account, without harassing 
them, or holding over them the fear of their 
land being resumed. He maintained again that 
the Bill, as a whole, was fair and just to the 
S'}uatter, and left ample room for the settlement 
of the people upon the lands of the colony. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that apparently they 
had aroused at last a nest of Land Acts in that 
House. The Minister for vVorks had, in his 
speech-which he (Mr. Morehead) might not 
unfairly call a rambling one-referred to Acts 
which did not in any way affect the conten­
tion raised by the hon. member for Stanley that 
night. He had told them a great deal of the 
evils that existed or were supposed to exist 
under preceding Laud _\cts. The hon mem­
ber was a gentleman whom he thought he was 
rii;'ht in saying, or whom at all events the news­
papers said, held a large amount of land in free­
hold which was obtained under existing Acts, 
and he was not aware of the Ministev for \Yorks 
complaining of people holding freeholds up to the 
time he parted with his own. They knew as a 
matter of fact that he had parted with his 0\1'11 

freeholds, aml now the hnn. member saicl that 
there should be no more cakes allCI ale fm· anY­
body else. \Vhen the Act of 18fi!) was bronght 
before the House, was the hon. gentleman 
then opposed to the pre-emptive clauses? He 
would ask him to reply to that <Juestion. 
The hon. gentleman knew very well he 
was not. 'l'hose clauses passed with his full 
knowledge and consent. The hon. gentle­
man had told them, when the Act of 1869 was 
going through, that he would not consent to an 
indefeasible lease being granted to any squatter 
in this colony; and now he absolutely told hon. 
members .that he would repudiate Pngagements 
entered mto-solemnly enterecl into-by the 
Parliament of the colony, and that he would give 
to the squatter an indefeasible lease-·a lea,,e 
which, before he (}fr. ::\forehead) knew the hon. 
gentleman either insicle or outside the House, he 
protested against. The :VIiuister for \Vorks 
could see for himself in Hnnsrrnl that what he 
said was absolutely true ; his memory was go or I 
on smne occassions, but he semned to have 
forgotten that he had protested year after 
year against indefeasible leases being gi vm 
to the squatter. The amendment introduced 
by the hon. memberfor Stanley was not one as it 

appeared to him which could be utilised or made 
any use ,,f at all by t!Je pac;tnncl tenant. He 
wonhl ask the hon. Minister for Lauds if he re:1lly 
thought that it was believed that the amend­
ment of the hon. member for Stanley had not 
been introclucecl without the knowledge ancl fnll 
consent of the Government'? It could hardly be 
believed to be othf:rwise, seeing the anxious' and 
greedy way in which tht> l\Tinistedor Lands him­
self, and the Go\'ernment generally, had jumped 
at what he (:Mr. }[orehead) assmnecl they con­
siclered a solution of the difficulty in which 
they had been lanrlerl. }'or his part, he 
held tlmt the chcuse wa.~ not a solution of 
the difficulty, and he would point out that 
if it was to be accepted it could only be a 
benefit to the very wealthy holders of land under 
the Act of lfl(i!J, and to them in only a very 
limited way; because he thought that hon. mem· 
hers who knew anything about the condition of 
the country held under squatting tenure would 
adn1it that very few irnproven1ents on a run, no 
matter how large it might be or how much 
money had been expended upon it, would reach 
a, total value of £1, 280 on a.ny particular block 
on which the pre-emptive right under the clause 
could be secured. He himself, with some know­
ledge of the way in which pastoral holdings had 
been taken up and improvements made, did not 
know of one run where n1ore than four or five 
pre-emptives could be secured under the clause 
as it stood at present. He would defy the hon. 
the introducer of the clause to point out one 
single instance of where more than th>et 
number of pre-emptives could be taken up. 
Xow the Premier had said-and his argument 
was to him (}lr. J\Ioreheacl) 11 strange one·-that 
those persons who had improved their runs had 
a moral right to have their improvements 
secured. The hon. gentleman had previously 
denied their legal right, and expressed a wish 
that that right should be tested in a court of 
law. Of course, as had been pointed out by the 
hon. member for Townsville (Hon. J. M. 
lYlacrossan), the hon. gentleman would lil<e 
to have the question tried in a court of 
law. Ko doubt he would like it extremely. 
Hou. members had seen how cases taken 
into the courts had resulted, and what the 
cost had been to the country ; and he conlrl 
quite understand why there should be a desire 
on the part of the legal member who led the 
l}ov(lrnment at the present time, to have that 
cause tried before a court. The hon. gentlema11 
:-mid there were certain n1nral clainm whieh he 
considerecl had been esta hlished by those persons 
who had improvPd th·- ir rnns, which were taken 
np nnder the Act of lSGD. The hnn. gentlema.n 
must know, and man,· members of that 
Connnittee 1nust know, that there were ntany 
runs in the colony where £;)0,000, £60,000, 
£70,000, £100,000, and even more, had been ex­
pended on improvements. As he (Mr. JYlorehead) 
pointed out a few nights ago, a run held at one time 
by the hon. the ~linister for Lands bad only fi,OOO 
sheep and 800 !wad of cattle on it before it was 
sold, and now it had 200,000 sheep and 10,000 
head of cattle. Ail the benefit in a case 
like that wonld not go to the imli vidual or 
the corporation, but a considerable propor­
tion would go to the State. The increased 
benefit was brought about by judicious expen~ 
diture on improvements, which probably 
amounted to not less than !::70,000. He only 
mentioned that as one case. In regard to the 
1·emark made by the Premier as to the moral 
right of the le.ssee, was that idea carried out in 
the amendment proposed by the hon. member 
for Stanley? He (Mr. Morehead) maintained 
that it was not. He maintained that there 
were a number of stations where not more 
than three or four pre-emptives could be secured 
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under that clause. How would the Premier 
deal with such cases as those'? The hon. gentle­
man n1n~t know, and altnost every 1nember 
on the Government side of the House must also 
know, that to work a sheep station properly an 
enormous amount of money had to be expended ; 
but the whole amount could not be spent, in 
snms of £1,280, on a few blocks. The establish­
ment was one great whole and should he treated 
as snch; and if the pre-en1ptive were to be given 
on the lines proposed to be laid down, which he 
held was wrong, it should be givenon the money 
exp0nded on the whole holding. The leader of the 
Opposition had clearly shown that the contention 
of the Premier, even on those lines, was unjust. The 
hon. member for 1\Tulgrave had shown, according 
to his (::\Ir. 1\Iorehead's) lights, r~nd he believed 
according to the lights of most members of the 
Committee, that due consideration hr~d not been 
given to the snmller man in either the clause 
which the Government had ctllowed to be nega­
tiverl or in the amendment introduced by the 
hon. member for 8tanley. No sufficient con­
sideration had been shown to the man who had 
gone out into the country with the belief, with 
the knowledge, that the pre-emptive right ex­
isted, and who had tn,ken up country and 
done his best with it, and borrowed money on 
that very pre-emptive right. Thctt man, if 
the clause under discussion or any similar 
clause were pa.~sed, would receive no cnn­
sidemtion at the hands of the Committee. He 
could not for one moment suppose that the 
Ministry could h>tve considered the full effect of 
that clause when they consented to allow its 
insertion in the pl>1ce of the one which they had 
abandoned. He hoped that the Mi11ister for 
Lr~nds would inform the Committee what he 
intended doing with regard to the small men who 
had improved their holdings. The hon. gentle­
man had himself sold his pre-emptive right, he 
believed. He (::\Ir. ::\forehearl) would ask him 
hones'ly to answer this question-whether in 
selling his property at an enormous price to 
MelLourne or foreign ca.pitr~lists, whatever they 
might be called, he didll.ot have regard to that 
right? If the hon. gentleman told him "No," he 
would not say he did not believe him; he could only 
say the hon. gentleman had greatly over-estimated 
the value of his property irrespective of the pre­
emptive right. He thought they should have 
some fuller explr~nation from the lVfinister for 
Lands as to the reason that had induced him to 
agree to the ctdoption of the amendment. lt 
appeared to him (iYir. Morehead), and he believed 
it appeared to nmny members of that Committee 
as well as many persons outside, tlmt the h<m. 
gentlen1an W::LR n. nnwh nwre squeezable incli­
vidual that he got credit for being. He gave 
way on the homestead cruestion after h:wing told 
the House that the homestead clauses had been a 
curse to the country, and no\v he hacl given 'vay on 
a point tlwt he hadal ways said heneYer would give 
way on-namely, the pre-emptive right. As had 
been '''id before-and it could not be too often 
repented-either there was or there was not a 
pre-emptive right given to the Crown tenant by 
clame G4 of the Act of 18G9. 'rhr~t was a tangible 
issue to raise. The question was no doubt argu­
able. He said that, although he held very 
strongly the opinion that an absolute right was 
confened-a right which harT been bought and 
sold, and which had been treated cts an absolute 
rig·ht by Liberal GoYernrnents. Still there was 
something tangible in aGrwernment coming down 
and saying, "\Ve believe there is no right, and to 
make this perfectly clear we will insert a clause 
to that effect in our Bill." But the Government 
were afraid to take up that position. \Vhy they 
were afraid to face that was a matter belonging 
to the secret history of the Administration-a 
seCJ·et histor? that wm1ld sonw day be rev8a.le<l, 

But they came down to the Committee without 
any just reason so far as external evidence 
showed, and proposed an altered pre-emptive, 
which simply gave the right of pre-emptive selec­
tion to men of great wealth, and certainly made 
absolute that which was before arguable. That 
was the position the Government had now taken 
up. The first pre-emptive rights he (Mr. More­
head) ever had anything to do with were on Mount 
Abundance, and they were granted by the late Mr. 
T. B. 8tephens. He should have thought that 
that gentleman was one of the Liberals-a mctn 
than whom there was, perhaps, none more con­
servative, according to his own lights-yet he 
so regarded that right that he granted pre­
emptives in a pr~rt of the colony which 
was looked upon as a portion that should be 
thrown open to agricultural settlement. The 
connection between those pre-emptives- some 
42,000 acres-and the Government was seen by 
the action of the Government, of which the 
present Premier was a member, going into the 
auction system under the Western Railway Act 
by which they allowed the aggregation of one 
of the finest freeholds in Australia. Since then 
accusations had been levelled by the organ of the 
party opposite that the e$tate was created by the 
action of the Mcilwraith Administration. He 
had before contradicted that statement, and he 
took the opportunity now of doing so again. 
The aggregation of thr~t estate wa~ caused 
wholly and solely-and he had somethmg more 
to sity before he left the subject - by the 
action of the Government of which the present 
Premier was Attorney-General. After that there 
was still some land which had not been made 
freehold. And how did that land which re­
mained-some 70,000 or 80,000 acres-come to be 
made freehold? 1J nder the Rail way Reserves 
Act and another Act passed by the Ministry of 
which the Premier was a member. The whole 
of that estate was the work of what was called 
the Liberal Administration; yet they were 
coolly told by the Premier that the Government 
desired to settle people on the land. So much 
for liberality; so much for their liberality 
to-night in their ctdaptation of the clauses 
of the hon. member for Stanley, when they 
absolntely proposed under the moral right that 
those who had improved their runs-those who 
were in the happy position of having been able 
to obtain money to improve their properties­
should be benefited by the clauses, while those 
who had taken up country believing and know­
ing, as they thought, that their tenure would not 
be interrnpted, beyond the provisions in the 
Act of lSG!l for resumption-those who had not 
been fortunate enough to have made such ex· 
tensive improvements were to have no sympathy. 
They must either put up improvements of such et 
nature as it was impossible for them to make, 
or their pre.emptive right was to be swept away. 
That was the position in which the Libeml 
Government had landed the leaseholders under 
the Settled Districts Pastoral Leases Act of 186!1. 
The moral right of the capitalist was to be 
respected ; but the moral right of the man with­
out capital-the struggling man who had gone 
through financial trouble, loss, ctnd disaster­
was to receive no consideration wha.tever. Those 
were the amendments actually brought in by a 
supporter of the Government, and accepted by 
them as a quid pro q'uo for that great inducement 
which was offered to people to buy or take up 
country. 

The MINISTER JWR LAXDS said that at 
one time the hon. member for Balonne po~ed as 
the friend of the selector and the working man, 
and now he was thechctmpion of the poor squatter. 
The amendment, he said, wa~~ intended to give 
every ad vantage to the rich mctn, while cutting 
~.way ever~' prnspe~t nf ac1 vantn,ge from thfl poor 
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squ1tttor. The fact of the m>ltter w1ts that the 
Htruggliug nwn did not wn,nt to wa,~.te his uumey 
on pre-en1ptives, but to ha\·e hi~ illllJl'O\'E'luents 
secure<] on the resumption of his land or the 
termin1ttion of the le1tse. 'J'he sr1uatter pure anrl 
simple ditlnot ·wa.nt to \Ya::ite uwnev in purchas­
ing land; 1tnd until the influx of :\Ielbourne 
men there were very few who purchace<l pre· 
emptives. The representatives of large com· 
]mnies a,nd rnen frmn the other colonie~; ~·nd the 
old eountry set the pre¥muptive 1Jusine8R going, 
and since then it had \mrked n p to its present 
magnitude. The leader of tho Opposition had 
reproved hiln for ha,Ying a.lludr'1 to son1e of hi~ 
private concerns while debating the fp1C:-:tion 
before the Committee. He arlmitted that pri \'ate 
affairs ought to be left aRidP, n:-:: it vn_t . ...; unseemly, as 
a rule, to refer to theru ; but on every ncc:1sion 
on which the Land Bill had l1eeu di~cus.,ed he : 
had been abused, vilified, aml calumnirtterl l1y ! 

lliOntberR on the other Ri(lu entil·Plv on fLC'com~t 
o.f his privn,te affa.irM. }~vening after evPniHg, 
since the n1c:::tsurc had been unz1ur (1i3cn . ..-;-,idll, 
the hon. 111e1nher for DfL1onnc had gone through 
the whole of his hi,;tory and his occupation of 
la11<ls in the l\Iitchell Llistrict dating· back to the 
year l8G2. The hon. gentletnan ,;tated that his 
firm g-ot hold of one of his (th<e J\Iinister fnr 
Lrmds') properties, which they ;;old to one of their 
constituents, and that £70,000 or £80,000 harl 
been spent on thnt run ; and that the "'' ners 
now looked to the Government nllowing them 
to buy land tn recoup themselves for tlmt 
expenditure. )ell he could say was that if they 
held '" plrrce for twenty years without gettino­
anything out of their nPcr~;-;ary iluprovCruent~ 
they were excessively lmd manager,, aml the 
sooner they gave it up aud let sorneone e]~e 
in the better. The lwn. member assumed. 
of conr·,e, thrrt the pre-emptive right wa.s to 
extend to every pOl'tion of the run-that the 
£70,000 or £80,000 should be expended in HO,OOO 
1tcres of land at 10s. an acre. If th"'t were the 
case they might as well hand the whole nf the , 
]Jropert;,~ to the lwlderf-i of rnns at cHIC{:. I-f e was ! 

gl:trl the hon. member hacl made a elenn tn·e:cst : 
of the matter at last, nnrl st:ttecl what he 
wanted. The hon. member wanted ewrv stick 
of in1provmnents to be ~ecurt~d, thongh the 
sr1uatter might have had the nse of th'e land 
for twenty years. If that was his chim, no 
doubt it would be fully contested. If the 
hon. gentlentan 'vere snc.cessfnl in gettiug the 
Cmn1nittee to ::tccept hi.., view, well and g·oo(l; 
hut, if so, he put the Lnnd Dill ont o-f the 
question-it wonlLl be no longer rt question he 
could entertain in any slmpc or· fmm. It was 
absolutely ekbential to the succes,; of tlw Land 
Bill that some restriction shonhl be placed on 
pre-emptions. They must be absolutelv and 
clearly defined by 'law, mrd not left t;) any 
Govcrn1nent to interpret. The hon. llleluber for 
Towusville l1ad chnrgecl hiln with having nuule 
stntements he had never been ,\,le to verifv-he 
believed the hon. member refenecl to his ~tate­
ment that pre-emptim1s in m:tC!V cases harl been 
granted illegally, nml had ;till more illegally 
lJeen exchanged for consolidated blocks. He re· 
peated that statement now, nnd added thnt the 
hon. tneinber \Vrt,S one of thu Govennnent '''ho car­
rie<l out that plr,n-the first who en1r attempted it 
outside the railway re:-:erves, where it w·as a lerr:1l 
consolidn,tion. He would give one case connecft:'-cl 
with some papers he laid on the table relating 
to the Uran::t exchange. He kntnv the rnn in­
timately. There was one block of really l'ich 
and valuable country, the size of about six blocks. 
The rest contained patches of fairly goorl country. 
but very sn1all, scnxcely la.rge cnoug·h to enrrble 
?ne to pick out four square n1ile~ without getb11g 
mto bad country. The leaseholder s1tw that he 
might secure the whole of thnt valuable bl<>ck in 

one ltlt by giving up the re~t of his selectionR. 
X one of those pre-emptives ha<l been surveyed. 
The apiJlica.tion was ;.;initJly nutcle contingent 
upon the exclmnge being grauteLl. The hon. 
member for Towns,·ille stated that the only 
rea,~nn for refu:-;ing to g-rant 1)re-en1ptives should 
be th"t to do WJ would be '"g-ainst the intere'<ts 
of the country. \Vas it to the public interest 
that an €'<change of that kind should be made? 
\Yas nny interest considered but that of the 
lU<Ul who desil·ed the exchange? Then he 
would refer to the Lam.;downe exchanges. In 
that cn.-:e there was nn r-;taten1ent of improve~ 
utellt:-\ on a,11y of the pre-en1ptive~-they \Vere 
not e\·en surveyed ancl located on the runs. 
They ,,imply aj,plied for G:.l,OOO acres in one 
block,,., the n1,lneof their improvement". That 
he denied, and there were nmny other blocks 
in Lan;-;(lownewhere there were no itnprO\'elnents, 
except fencing, which wonkl jnstif,Y any Uovcrn­
rnent in grnnting a pre-en1ption for their penna­
ncnt in1proventt~nt~. The Tn.rnho exchange \V:t~ 
in :1 snlllC\\·h:::tt si:nilar c:")nclition. They W~Lnted 
their pre-e1npti ves in thnt, block on ;vhich were 
ce1'tain in1prov-enwnt~. \Vhat were tho~e iln­
)Jl'llvenJents '! He looked at them the other day, 
m1cl found that they were inllJl'ovmnent:-: which 
],., himself pnt upon the rnn hef11r·e he sold it. 
That gentlernan :-;ent a telegnuu to a, Inan there 
wbnse word, he had no hesitntion in ~aying, wai-; 
not worth tho snap of a finger-a man who conld 
not tell the truth-a fact which no one knew 
better than the hon. member fOl' Dalonne. 

:\fr. MOREHEAD: I know nothing of the 
sort. 

The ::'lnXISTJUl. l,'Oit LAXDS: Do you 
know <.tnything of hitn? 

l\Ir. J\lOHEHEAJ) : I know a gTe1tt clenl of 
hin1. 

The MIKISTEH HHl LANDS "'"id that if 
the hon. member knew anything creditable of 
him it """'"' more than he did. That gentleman 
di<l not tell the truth in tlmt case, and yet the 
hon. 111ernber rc:trl a telegnun frmn hiln, to the 
Connnittee the other night, conveying the hu~ 
pres,.;ion th"'t eYerything clone on the place lmrl 
been done by him, whereas it was in a highly 
improYecl state when the man took it, with the 
exCeption of the ch>"elling-honse. He tnnst again 
apologise for referring to printtc n1atter . ..::, hnt it 
was only fair that he shoul<l re)Jy to snch mis· 
stntements--

J\Ir. l\IOHEHEAD : They arc not misstate· 
tnents. 

The ::\IIXISTJ,;ll FOH LA.KDS: They are. 
:\Ir. J\IOHEHEAIJ : \Ve will very soon jJr0\'0 

it by other evidence. 
The J\IIXISTER FOH LAKDS said the next 

case he vvnnld refer to \\"Uf.: a. proposed ex­
clutnge at (iunndiwindi. Th::tt ]H'O])Osition wus 
fnr fnnr acres or thereabouts for o11e ; ln1t it was 
too nwnstl'(lllS a thing to be Pntertained, eYen by 
the then <+overmnent, and two of them-the hon. 
member f"r Bnlonne and the Minister for Lands­
with one of the land connnissioners, went up 
to inspcd it. The result was another proposition 
of two acres to one, and thnt \Vas being conHidercd 
when he (::\[r. Dntton) came into office. The 
hon. member for Balonne then apvealeLl to him to 
c~LlT:V out the exchange, and, on his objecting, 
mge<l him to send np smnebody to inspect it. 

Mr. l\10UEHEAD: Or go yonrself! 
The J\IIXISTER FOJl LAXDS saicl he did 

not choose to go; it \Vas not p:::wt of hi:-; \\·ork, and 
be had something better to do in town. Then, at 
the hon. gentlenutn's suggestion, the Snrveyor­
Ceneral \va.s sent np, a.ncl the resnlt of his report 
wa.-; a,n offer to exchange <1 little enTer acre 1Jer 
acre. Having satisfied himself from the report 
that that waH a fair exchange, he consented to 



Crown Lands Bill. [23 SEPTEMBER.] Crown Lanrls Bill. 761 

carry it out on those conclitions ; but they could 
not see it. They wanted something a great deal 
better than acm per acre; their nmin object was 
to consolidate their pre-en1pti\'8S in one large 
block in which there were rmtny ]mtches of land 
still ret,tined l>y the State, and which he hoped 
would be made better use of than by handing it 
over to them. On many selections tlmt had 
been applied for sipce the 1st J anuaJ')', Ui84, the 
improvements had been given, and the value of 
those in1provmnent.s had in .son1e ca::;o:-; been 
certainly enonnous. In one block on the 
vVarreg·o, the value of the homesteacl, paddocks, 
horse-yanls, and c.tttle-yards was puL down ttt 
£10,000. He dirl not mean to s:cy that that 
was abi<nlntely untrue, bnt it was not a sbtte­
ment to be ctccepted without inquiry, aml he had 
never seen irnprovernent::; of that kind on any 
head-station in Queensland worth £10,000, m· the 
half of it. There waq another case where the 
woolshecls nnel feucir:g were pnt down at £\J,GOO. 
J-[e had seen HOUle very extravngant woolRhed.s 
on the J)arling l)n\vns, bnt he never saw any­
thing approaching £H,GOO gh'en for wooL,heds 
on one pre-em pti ve selection of 2,iiGO acres. 

:\Ir. MOREHEAD: \Vhat places are those? 
The J\IINISTER FOR LA~DS said the hem. 

gentletnan ought to know very well, a:-; he hirn­
self sent in the applications. One of them was 
No. 1 block on the vV nrrego, and the other W:IS 

the TDG block on the \V arreg-o. It might 
be of some interest to the Committee if he 
stated the number of :teres the pre-emption of 
which h:td been applied for between ,J,muary, 
H7U, nnd December, 1:-i:-13. The total number ;,f 
<teres was ii4",2t\O, and, of thnt cpmntity, 422,400 
aeres were applied for by the firmofB. D. J\Iorehead 
arlll Con1pany, as agents ; and 122,880 acres 
were a,pplied for by lessees, agents, bankem, and 
other peoplP. He had no intention to impute 
any dishonest motives or conduct to the hon. 
member for Balonne, but it seemed to him 
very unclesirahle indeed that a member of a 
(-}ovenunent which had to con.sid.er ancl paRs 
the pre-emptive,; appliecl for slwuld also be 
the head of a co1n1ni:-;sion agent's firrn, and, 
u..:-; such, interested in putting thmn throuo·h. 
The value of the improvements on those ii4!),2HO 
acres was stated at £27,23!1, although he believed 
it was much greater. In many cases the heacl­
sbtions and dams were only incidentally men­
tioned by the surveyor, and the value of them 
was only given in one instance, that of the hon. 
member, :VIr. ::.Ic \Vhannell, who sent in full 
pm·ticulars of his improvements. The pre-emp­
tives applied for since the 1st J'anuary, 1884, 
amounted to 345,r;oo acres, and of those, B. D. 
.Yiorehead and Company applied, as agents for 
others, for 320,000 acres, the other 20,000 acres 
being applied for by other people. The value c)f 
the improvements on the 345,u00 acres was esti­
rrmted at £101,8Hl. That was a very large Ruln; 
and if they were estimated in th\l same \~ay tlmt 
the other two blocks he had referred to were 
estimated, he thought th>et if the amount was 
halved it would be nearer the mark. \Vithout 
knowing anything at all of the improvement,,, 
but simply from his knowledge of what wtts 
necessary for carrying on extensive concerns of 
that kind, he was satisfied that half the amount 
would be nearer the mark. There might he exten­
sive wool-washing movable plant in some of those 
cases, which 1night account for the Ia.rgeness 
of the sums, but that would not be a " per­
manent improvement," because it could be 
shifted anywhere. Those matters only showed 
how necessary it was that some definite 
value should be fixed by the Legislature to 
entitle any man to take np pre-emptives. No 
matter how small or how large the sum mio-ht be, 
it should be definitely settled what it sho~ld be, 

and not he left to any Government to interpret 
what they conRidered a fair a1nount of perrn~tnEnt 
iu1prnvmnents to jm;tify the granting of pre­
empti,·es to any leaseholder. They knew 
how t.hat had been inLerpretecl in many in­
stances in the paet. For several years no 
demand was made for particulars of improve­
ments, and nobody t.houg·ht it worth their while 
to send them in. In one case in the Burnett­
that of Messrs. Goldsborough-when they applied 
for their pre-emptive for Auburn Station, a 
demand was made for particulars of the irnprove­
rnents ; but in the great Jnajority of cases no 
demand was made ; and rw doubt people thought 
they were entitled to have their pre-emptive,; 
whether they had actually made the improve­
ments or not. He had very little doubt that they 
wel'e indnced to form that opinion, not only from 
the actions of the late Gm·ernrnent, but from the 
expressions of the leader of the Opposition ancl 
the hon. member for Balonne, who had a! ways 
maintained that, for every twenty-five miles of 
country held, the lessees were entitled to take 
np four square miles without reference to the 
actual value qf the improvements. It was for 
the ]mrpo,e of checking that wholesale alien­
ation of the public lamb that the amended 
cbuse had been introduced. He would much 
mther have seen the pre-emptive right swept 
away entirely. He had not the slightest 
heRitation in saying so, believing, as he did, 
that in offering the lest<ees compensation they 
were doing everything that any reasonable 
man could desire. There \vas no one who had 
more sympathy for the squatter than he had­
he diclnot rare who or what he was-but as soon 
as the squatter tried to become a freeholder he 
at once looked upon him as an enemy of the 
State. As long as the squatter recogni,;ed his 
position as the owner of the grass rights, he was 
the most v:>lnable producer they had in the 
colony ; lmt the moment he attempted to go 
beyond that, and acquire large freeholds, the 
State shonid at once interfere in the interests of 
the people, and say, "You shall not do so; you 
must confine yonrself to the terms upon which 
you went on the land-and that is, that you may 
have the use of the grass until the country is 
required for purposes of settlement." He 
maintained that the offer made bv the Bill was 
as fair >tnd as reasonable as anyone could honestly 
deRire. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWllAITH said the 
hem. the Minister for Lands had complained 
that all the terms of vilification that could be 
mu"tererl by hon. members on that side of the 
Committee 'had l1een brought forward to injure 
his priv>ete character-that his private affairs had 
been brought before the House; and he con­
cluded his speech-the longest he (Hon. Sir. T. 
Mci!wraith) had heard him make-by making 
an attack upon the private affairs of B. D. 
lYiorehearland Company. It was hecausethehon. 
member had himself commenced that system of 
vituperaticn of hrm. members on the Opposition 
sidc' that he h>td been attacked as he had been; 
and, considering the circumstances, the attacks 
had been mild compared with what the hon. 
member deserved. Long before he heard the 
hon. gentleman's voice in that House and before 
he had a seat in it, he (Hon. Sir T. i\Ici!wraith) 
had read in the newspapers the vilification 
that he dealt out to the late Government. 
And the hem. gentleman, in his Land Bill, could 
not possibly separate his own private affairs 
from the Bill itself. Hon. members could see part 
of the hon. gentleman's own private character 
going right through the BilL It put him 
(Hon. Sir T. Mci!wraith) in mind of the story of 
the old philosopher who looked out at the world 
from a cave. All his knowledge of the world 
was gauged by looking-at it through one little hole. 
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He could see nothing on one side or the other 
or behind, but he saw somethino- directlv in 
fmnt of him; upon that he was ,·ery positi ,.e·, and 
he founded upon it the whole philosophy of the 
world. .That was what the hon. gentleman had 
been domg. He had spent his life in a sort of 
cave on the Ba,rcoo, or ~mne other out::-;ide 
district, and then C'.une down and made a Bill 
such as they might expect from a man of 
that kind .. The Bill wets entirely such a Bill 
as they n11ght ex1Ject frmn a tnan who knew 
nothing practical about the settlement of the 
colony, and ·.;ho, at the san1e time, thought he 
could ~ntroduce a new systmn of squatti11g nnll 
make 1t adaptable to the whole cmmtrv. That 
was the Bill all through ; and he mttintalned tlmt 
if it 'vas wrong for hon. rnernbers on that side 
to vilify, it was absolutely wrong for the hon. 
gentlem,tn to stand up and retaliate >es he had 
done against the firm of H. ll. :"\I orelw:cd and 
C<;nnpauy. B. D. :"llorehead anc! Company 
nught h,we clone a great deal of business with 
the Go,·e;nment. It was imposNible to get 
:n:emberR m that House who were completely 
dtsassociated from all connection with the 
Govermnent ; ancl for a charge of that kind 
to con1P fron1 the n1mnber of a U-overn1nent 
who ha 1 just bonght a property which was 
for s1tle f, r £7,000 twelve mout.hs ao·o and 
who pai'l £14,000 for it throuuh one ~f, their 
11t8lnbcr.-i, the present Colonia.l 

0

Trea~mrer, was 
perfectb~ nwnHtrnn.-;. The new-.;paperR had 
reported that the Colonial Treasurer had snl<l, ao 
an agent, the property of ::V fr. Robert Douglas to 
the <:i(n·ernuumt for itntnigratinn harrnckH for 
£14,000, while he (Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith) 
knew that that property was offere<l·-in fact 
that it was actually sc•ld-for £/,000 withit~ 
the last tweh·e months, although the sale fell 
through, because the purclw .. ser \vonld not 
complete the bargain. The hon. the Minister 
for IJancls, in Rpeaking upon the Bill, had nothing 
wh~tever to tell them except the large amonnt of 
busmess that B. D. J\Ioreheacl and Company had 
done with the Government, and that conse<11iently 
t,~ere, must be something rotten there. He (Hon. 
Str 'I. Mcilwmith) .could kafely say that he had 
never known anything bnt honourable transa.c­
tions to come froi11 that firm. He could also say 
that in all transactions in connection with t11e 
Lands Office, where those matters came before 
the Cabinet, B. D. Morehead and Company 
recei.''ed as mnch consideration ns any ,)ther 
apphc.mts, and got no more than justice. It was 
never a recommendation to the Cabinet or to the 
Minister for Lands that B. D. :Horehmtd and 
Company were the agent;; for any man who 
applied for his rights or anything ,:[se from the 
Lamls Office. For the hem. member, themfore, 
to g'O into aJl. thoRe details Was Rim ply to 
do what he hnnself deprecated-introdncing, 
perhaps, a milder form of vilification; becnnse 
they all knew perfectly well the inference he 
wished hem. members to draw. The hon, 
gentleman could not get away from one idea, 
and that was that the late Government had 
brought immense wrongs upon this country by 
granting squatters pre-<;mptive rights that they 
onght not to have nbtamed. He (Hon. Sir T. 
l\Icllwraith) would take up that gronud and chal­
lenge the hon. g·entleman to lay plans upon the 
table showing what pre-emptive rights had been 
g!anted by the late Government and by pre­
VIOus (~ovcrn:mentR; and he would guarn,ntee to 
prove, before the Committee, that the previous 
Government were far more careless of the riuhts 
of the public than the late Government wer~ in 
every case that hac! come before them. The hem. 
gentleman kept looking out of his little bole in 
the cave, and could not see anything beyond 
Wealwandangie. He (Hon. Sir T. Mcilwraith) 
remembered that case perfectly well. He rlid 

not require to look up the papers con­
nected with the case, which were these : The 
S<Juatter who owned vVealwandangie applied 
for his pre-emptive rights. He held that that 
s<Juatter had an absolute right to have those 
rights, am! in the proportion he asked for-that 
he bad au "bsolute right to get 2,5GO acres nut of 
ertch block. The s<Juatter applied, and his ap­
plication was received favonrably. He after­
wards npplied to have his pre-emptives consoli­
dated in a certain portion of the run. He (Hon. 
Sir T. :Mcilwraith) had never held but one 
opinion, ancl that was this : he believetl in what 
the Hon. ,f elm Douglas lJrought before the House 
in 187G-that under pmper precautions it was a 
g·ood thing to allow consolidttted pre-emptives to 
exist in preference to having a run dotted over 
with what the hon. Preruier, in quoting frmn ft 

report drawn up in New South \Vales, which he 
die! not acknowle<lge--

The PHEJ\IIER : I did not read it. 
The Ho~. Sm T. MciL vVRAITH said the 

only eloquent portion of the hem, gentleman's 
speech was taken almost verbtttim from the 
report of those two gentlemen in X ew South 
\Vales, Messrs. Hankin and Morris. He might 
not have read it, but he (Hon. Sir 1'. Mcilwraith) 
had t·ead it, and had seen it CJUOted over and 
over again. _At all events, to prevent a run 
being dotted all over \Vith those ''castles," 
as they were termed, to keep off selection 
elsewhere, the Government thought it would 
be a good thing if they exchanged on tern1R 
which would be profitable, both for the 
country and the S<Juatters. He had always 
upheld that, and voted for it in 18/G. His 
Govennnent proposed to excha.nge, and the 
hem. :"llinister for Lands had led the Com­
mittee to believe that the late Government 
allowed that land to he picked from the very 
best part of the run--

The ::\IIXIST~;R }'OR LANDS : So you 
dirl. 

The Ho~. Sm T. ::\IuU,WRAITH: Picked 
from the Yery best part of the run in exchange for 
pre-emptives which neces;;arily, being scattered 
over all his runs, could not be all the same 
in quality. The hon. gentleman said so, and he 
(Hon. Sir T. Mcilwmith) heard it for the fin>t 
time, He conld tell the hon. gentleman plainly 
that it was not the fact, and, moreover, that the 
machinery adopted by the Government to carry 
ont what was their policy was this: they em­
ployed the Surveyor-General, who was Pntrusted 
with the exchange. He was asked to value the 
blocks of country which would be pre-ernpted ; 
and he wa' asked to valne the land where the 
exchange "\YaP. asked for a,t per acre. The mnount 
was calculated, and the s<Juatter only got an 
amount of land in propnrtion to the value put 
upon the separate blocks. If the hon. gentleman 
would read the papers he would see that that 
was the case, It was purely a departmental 
matter; and he believed that Mr. Davidson, the 
Deputy Surveyor-General, was an honourable, 
upright man, who was p3rfectly incapable of 
saying that the land was worth l~s. or 10s. per 
acre when it shonld be worth £1. The late 
Government took his valuation. He had never 
seen the lanel himself, and he did not suppose the 
1Iinister for Lands had ever seen it. The 
valuation was made by the best officer obtain­
able, and according to the valuation made, and 
perfectly legal under the Act of 1878, the Govern­
ment consented to the exchange. 

The PREMIER: vVho was the man who 
valued the land? 

The HoN Sm T. MolL WHAITH said the 
hon. gentleman need not try to catch him by 
little things of that sort, He remembered the 
transaction perfectly well, and could read up the 



[28 SEPTK\fBER.] Crown Lands Bill. 763 

papers again. It was a transaction made, not in 
the interests of the squatter, but in the intereets 
of the State. He prevented that run from being 
dotted all over with pre-emptives, and gave a 
block perfectly consistent with the value of the 
separate pre-emptives-that was, that they did not 
get acre for acre to the amount of the separitte 
pre-emptive,, but so much less according to the 
value put upon them. He took good c:tre, and 
his Minister for Lands who was administering 
the department :t!so took good Citrc, th:tt they had 
the very best means of coming to a proper con­
clusion. That there WitS nothing wrong n.bont it 
he w:ts quite satisfied the hon. gentleman, if 
he went into the mrttter imp>trtially, without 
coming clown with his head in a flame about some­
thing that h:td been clone by the late Government, 
would see for himself. The man who valued the 
land was, he believed, " political antagonist of 
the hon. Minister for Lands, and when that hon. 
gentleman talked about him he showed a great 
deal more temper than justice. He had stated the 
facts to the Committee, and would justifv what 
he said, wherever he was. There was ntl undue 
influence brought to bear upon the Government. 
If there was any wrong done, it could only be 
done by having wrong information given by the 
tl·ustecl officers of the department-officers who 
were all trusted at the present time. To get back 
a little closer to the clause: he hac! pointed out 
that the proposed clause gave a pre-emptive 
right to a small class of squatters-nnmely, those 
who hac! made their improvements up to the pre­
sent time-nncl cleniecl it to those who hnd not 
made them yet. 'l'he hon. gentleman's answer to 
th:tt was that those men who had not made their 
improvements did not want to waste their money 
in buying land; or, in other words, they would not 
take up pre-emptives. 'fhe only argument of the 
hon. gentleman was that there was not the slight­
est chance of their taking them up. 'fhe hon. gen­
tleman hac! thus given the best possible proof why 
they should allow the 54th clause to stand as it 
was. The hon. gentleman admitted that the 
men whose interE-,ts were consulted in the clause 
had a moral right, and he proposed to legalise 
that moral right. What he should like to know 
was, why should that moral right stop with 
the men who had made their improvements? 
It dealt with only one class-those who had 
made improvements up to a certain time; but he 
(Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith) had pointed out that 
those men were, from the very nature of things, 
not the men most worthy nf the considera­
tion of that Committee. 'i'he Committee hac! 
no right. to tamper with a man, whether he had 
made the improvements :tlreacly or was leaving 
them till towards the end of his lease. 'Vith 
regard to the argument m:tde use of by the hon. 
the Premier-that certainly all the improvements 
ought to he m:tde on the bloek that was consoli­
dated-if that were the intention, surely some 
indication would be given that the improve­
ments would only he allowed on the block 
of land that would ultimately be consoli­
dated. Any common-sense man would make 
his impr<n-ements so that he might carry on bis 
business to the greatest profit ; and necessarily 
those improvements were scattered in the shap'e 
of small dams, fences, and other things. He 
could also take the case of a pbce where there 
was a big woolshed, that perhaps cost double the 
money. \Vhy should one man hnve the right of 
selection and not the other? The Act saitl as 
plainly as possible th"t it was not necessary that 
any amount of money should he spent in order 
to give a right. It said, "to secure in1prove­
ments," and a man was hound down to take no 
more nor less than 2,560 acres. Surely it would 
be admitted that if on that selection there were 
£500 worth of improvements, the owner was 
certainly entitled to secure those improve-

ments just as well as if there was £0,000 
worth! The n1:tn who hac! spent £500 hut! :ts 
much riabt as the man who had spent 
£5,000. \Vhy should he be debarred? Let him 
take it in the only way he could, and that was 
lw taking- neither more nor less than 2,3GO acres. 
He did not see how the hon. gentleman could 
possibly break through an :trgmnent of that 
sort. 'To confine, therefore, the right of pre­
emption to those men who happened to be in 
that peculi:trcondition that they had no woolsheds 
and cl:tms was a singular thing. He (Hon. Sir T. 
J'IIcii wraith) said ag>cin tha.t he h:td not the 
slightest sympathy with the clause. It ac­
knowledged the right of one class of men and 
swept away the rig-hts of another. There was 
no doubt that it was repudiation tempered by 
borne consideration on the p:trt of J'viinisters for 
a peculiar class of squatters. That class of 
squatters hac! been considered, hut the rights of 
the bulk of them were swept away. 

Mr. KELLET'l' said he had a few words to 
say with reference to what fell from the leader 
of the Opposition when he first spoke that even­
ing on the clause. \Vith his usual "cheek," the 
hon. gentleman said that the hon. member for 
Stanlev clicl not underst:tncl the clause ; but the 
hon. member for Stanley knew as much, and 
perhaps more, about the clause, and :tbout the 
present and every previous Land Bill, as the 
leader of the Opposition. The hon. g-entle­
man had showed his ignorance very plainly 
that evening. He should remember that if 
he used lnnguage of that sort others tnuRt 
answer him. Several membet·s on the other side­
anti the leader of the Opposition especially­
were in the habit of using that kind of language, 
and they were astonished when members on the 
other sirle answered them. The bet was that 
the answers \Vr·re a great deal too 1noderate; 
and he believed they ought to go in for the same 
language as was used to them. It w:ts said that 
he (Mr. Kellett) did not originate or write the 
clause. He could tell them at once that the 
clause emanated from himself alone without 
the help of anybody. Of course, after he hac! 
prepared it he asked the opinion of others about 
it. 

Mr. STEVENSON : Somebody else drafted 
it! 

::Yir. KELLETT said it emanated from him, 
and there was no intrigue of any kind. E\'ery 
hon. member on the Government side of the Com­
mittee would know that he never spoke to them 
on the subject beforehand. He prepared the 
clause, and then he asked several members on that 
side, incluclingtlw ::Ylinister for Lantls, what they 
thought of it. He had pointed out that there 
were' men who had made improYements who 
were entitled to them. There was nothing like 
repudiation in the clause. It came well from 
the leader of the Opposition to talk about repn­
cliation to the SC[Uatters ! vVhy, who was 
it who tried repudiation to them in the Trans­
continental Railway Bill? Did they not pro­
pose to take rwery second block of the squatters' 
runs right through from Charleville to the 
Gulf of Carpentaria ? That was repudiation 
pure and simple, and it was to he carried out 
by a syndicate-a lot of moneyed men from 
England-ancl some of the members on the 
other side joined in with it. That; he repeated, 
was repudiation pure and simple. But there was 
no repudiation in the present clause. He con­
sidered that under it there was no danger to 
the sqnat.ters, because they could he paid for 
their improvements. He was satisfied that 
every squatter in the Committee knew that he 
would be in a better position if he were paid 
for his improvements than if he had to take up 
a pre-empti ve. And then hon. members opposite 
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posed as the Sf[natter's frieml, and the friend of 
the poor 1nan. Thev were so anxionH to retain 
the homestead clauses because it was in the in­
terests of the poor man ! But it wn,s no use their 
trying on that. If there wn,s a genera.! election 
to-Inorr~)W, the working mPn-the agricultural 
popuhtwn~all the poorer classes-would show 
that they did not believe in the other side : 
they would not be able to get around one single 
constituency~in fact, the result would be that 
there would be more on the Go\·ernment side of 
the House than there were even now. That 
was his opinion, and he wonl<l be perfectly 
sn,tisfied to try it. · 

The Hox. Silt T. ::V[ciLW rtAITH : \\'hat 
about the Triennin,l Bill? 

Mr. KELLRTT said he rlid not think hon. 
members on the Uo.vernment side of the Hmtse 
were very anxious about that Bill. They were 
not allowed to p<tss it last session, and it wns 
very likely th:tt it would be one of the "innocents" 
:tt the <md of the present session. He did not 
care whether it was so or not. He hat! n,lways 
said that he did not believe in triennial parlia­
ments; hut if it were made pnrt of the policy of 
the Government he should vote for it. He could 
only say that he thought the leader of the 
Opposition and other hem. members on th:tt side 
might be a little more courteous in their speech, 
and not talk so much about ig·nor:tnce when thev 
were s~J ignorant themselve~. If they gave s.o 
much hcense to their tong-ue, they should allow 
other hon. members a little license in reply. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said there was no man so 
bitter as a renegade. The hon. gentleman who 
had just sat down was once one of the strongest 
supporters of gentlemen who now sat on the Oppo­
sition side when they were on the Treasm·y 
benches; but unfortunately, owing to ch·cum­
stances which did not redound to his credit, he 
turned round and was now as bitter agail1st 
them as he possibly coultl he. ~With regard to 
what fell from the Minister for Lands, and the 
information obtained from Mr. Hamilton, the 
manager of Tambo Station, as to the improve­
ments, if the hon. gentleman doubted the state­
ments of that gentleman he could easily obtain 
information from the same source as other 
hon. members had done, He C:\Ir. Morehe:td) 
sent a perfectly fair telegTam, and expressed 
no opinion with regard to the accuracy or 
otherwise uf the statements made by' the 
Minister for Lands. He simply stntcd what 
the Minister for Lands had said in the House, 
and asked the manager to let him know 
what were the improvements on Tambo Station 
when he took delivery for the purchasers. He 
(Mr. :iYiorehead) expressed no opinion one way or 
the other, As to the remarks with reference to 
his firm, the hon. gentleman had read a large 
mass of figures, :tnd had shown that the busi­
ness of the firm had not diminished even since 
the ad vent of the hon. gentleman into office. 
He (Mr. Morehead) was gl:td to find that, notwith­
standing the corruption of his firm, there had been 
no relinf[uishment of its business with the Lands 
Office since the hon. gentleman came into power. 
But that did not at all appear to be the case, 
judging from the statistics about his business 
which the hon. gentleman had been kind enough 
to furnish to the House, and which he wn,s very 
glad to receive, since, as he did not take a very 
direct interest in that branch of his business, 
he had not been aware of the extent of it himself.~ 
The hrm. gentleman had made statements about 
two pre-emptives, in respect of which declarations 
had been made for improvements to the value 
of £9,600 and £10,000. He (Mr. Morehead) knew 
nothing of the merits of the case, and at the 
present moment did not know who was the 
p:trty concerned ; but what to his mind wn,s 

eddence of the honesty of the declaration w:ts 
the fact that the mnounts wentionecl were, 
according to the hon. gentle1nan'R own showing, 
very n1n~h greater than was nece~hary to entitle 
the holder to a pre-emptive. He was perfectly 
certain that, whoever might have been the 
principal in the transaction, he knew perfectly 
well what the improvements were, n,nd no doubt 
they were scheduled in the application. He 
thought it was h:trdly in place for the Minister 
for Lands or any other l\Iinister to bring forward 
letters unless they werepreptued tode:tl with them 
on some particular point. The only point there 
conld be in this for argument wrcs that the man 
who made that application either richly <ieserved 
his pre-empti ve or was a liar. If the statement 
were f;~,l;-;e, it w~lR 1111necesHa.rily ~n, because a. 
very llltlCh Rn1aller snu1 would have covered 
the :tpplicati<Hl according to the existing :i-!th 
section of the Act of Hili}). The hon. g-entle­
man hafl taken exception to an allusion he 
(Mr. l\Iorehea<l) had made as to his having­
l:ttely owned a rnn on the \V n,rreg·o, bnt he had 
only brought that in as " case in point to 
show how the country had been developed hy 
people who came after the hon. member. He 
wonltl point out fnrther that :tt the time the hon. 
member sold this run, lmd he (Mr. llutton) 
been :\[iniHter for Lands, he would h:tve forfeited 
his own runs for not being- sufficiently stocked 
in accordance with the Act. 

The M1XISTER FOR LANDS : They were 
fully stocked. 

:iYir. MOREHEAD said he maintainerl they 
were not, nnd he would prove they were not, 
anri thnt other runs held by the hon. gentleman 
were not sufficiently stocked. That showed 
clearly that some consideration should be shown 
by the hon. gentleman, and by this Bill, to those 
who came after him, for the amount of money the 
squ:tttershad expended, and for theway they had 
rmcde that country. It was perfectly true that 
money had been taken out of these properties ; 
but at the same time, only for those who occu­
pied them and for others in the same way, the 
colony would have rem:tined in a very backward 
state for many years. It w:ts by judicious ex­
penditure of cn,pital, and in many cnses foreign· 
capital, that Queensland had been made what it 
was ; and some consideration should be shown to 
those who had risked an enormous amount of 
money, possibly some of them with g-ain tothem­
selvee, though, he was sorry to say, very little 
within the last year at any rate. That considera­
tion, however, it did not appear to be the in­
tention of the present Ministry to extend to 
them. 

Mr. KELLETT said he wished to sav a few 
words with regard to the hon. gentleman's 
remarks about himself. The hon. gentlRman 
had commenced by saying that the hon. member 
for Stanley was a renegade. As to that, he 
could only say it was a pity that, knowing what 
those on the other side were, he had not been a 
renegade sooner. The hon. gentleman had said 
he could mention matters which would not 
redound to his (Mr. Kellett's) credit. He defied 
the hrm. gentlem:tn-he defied nnyone in Queens­
land ~ to prove " single disgraceful action 
of which he had been guilty. The fact 
of it was that, from the day he refnsed 
to sign the round- robin about the mail 
service, the members on that side of the House 
~the leader of the Opposition and the hon. 
member for B:tlonne, especially~had hunted 
him as much as it wa' possible for any body 
of men to hunt one man. They engaged in 
tr:msact.ions the most blackguardly ever carried 
on in Queensln,nd, in the hope of wiping him off the 
face of the earth ; hut they were not able to do it, 
and so he wn,s there in the House to represent a 
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good constituency. The only way they could have 
harmed him-and he knew they would stop at 
nothing-was through the N atioual Bank, of 
which they were the administrators ; and so he 
removed his account. It was a necessity for him 
to do it, or he would some day have been popped 
on at a moment's notice and wiped out. Every 
business man knew how ruinous it would be if 
he were called on at a moment's notice to pay 
up an overdrnft or something of that kind. They 
did everything in their power ta get at 
what they now called a "renegade." They 
had stooped to transactions that a decent 
member of society would hardly credit; but 
he had taken no trouble to mention it till 
the hon. member had chosen to say that there 
were matters which would not redound to his 
credit. He detied anyone to prove that any 
action which he had committed in queenslaud 
was disg-raceful in any way. He had nothing to 
be ashmned of, and he could defy anyone to say 
a \Vord againBt hi:-; character. 1-f e would not call 
the hon. members opposite blackguards, bec;tnse 
that would nnt be parliamentary ; he wuuld not 
stnop to the bnguage they stooped to, nor the 
actions they stooped to ; but he warned them to 
leave him tt!nne, or he could bring to light many 
transactions they would be ashamed of. 

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS said the 
hon. member for Balonne had charged him 
with making fttlse declarations as to the number 
of stock on his stations. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : I did not say you made 
false declarations. · 

The MINISTER :FOH LAKDS said that if 
he had not the runs stocked as the hon. member 
allege<l he must have ma<le false declarations. 
The facts of the case were that he had 3,30 
square miles of country, and when he sold it he 
sold with it 7,000 sheep and 800 head of cattle. 
Anyone coul<l calculate those fignres and see 
whether the run was stocked in ttccordance with 
the Act of lSGH. 

Mr. :M:OHEHEAD : ·what about Wirnmera? 
The MINISTER FOR LAXDS said he did 

not stock that station ; it was ananged by his 
partner; but he did stock the one the hon. mem­
ber had alluded to. It was sold through the 
firm of the hon. member's father, and he could 
tine! out the particulars if he wished. He knew 
he had more stock than was required for 350 
S<(uare miles. 

Mr. MIDG LEY said he thoug·ht it would be in 
the interests of the debate if they endeavoured to 
get back to the subject under discussion, and 
dropped these recriminations, which had no in­
terest to the bulk of the members present. He 
had certain opinions with regard to the 
arnendrnent which raised a verv fever in 
his veins, and the only way of c;:,ring it that 
he knew of was to speak at once. He did 
not suppose, from the tenor of his remarks 
upon the motion as it originally stood, that the 
Government, if they had given the matter 
thought at all, would expect that he would sup­
port the amendment of the hon. member for 
Stm1ley. He might say he listened, as he a,! ways 
did, to the speakers who had gone before him, 
with the greatest attention, and while the 
J>remier was speaking he thought of what he 
had often noticed in his horse-riding. When 
his horse was going home, and there ~vas solne­
thing good at the end of the journey, he went 
along merrily and pleasantly ; but going away 
from home he did not go half as well, and there 
seemed to be a relnctance and hesitancy, which 
probably other riders lutd also noticed. He had 
the hnpre:sf'ion that there w~tK nnthing of honw -­
nothing re:clly attmcth·e---nothing into which the 
Premier could throw hi> ooul thoruughly-wheu 

he was s[>eaking thitt night. The most 'erious 
objection made to the continuance of the present 
system was that there would be a continued liability 
to abuse in the Lands Office in regard to those 
claims. He was one nf those who believed that 
the day of abtne had passed away for a time. 
He was one of those who thought that the pre­
sent Government would remain in otfice for a 
few years. lfe was one of those in fayour of 
land courts, from which, ami a Minh<try in 
power having the interests of the people at heart, 
they might reasouably expect to have a force suffi­
cient to checku1ate anything of intrigue or trickery 
with regard to thosepre-emptive rights. Believing 
in those forces, and believing that the otfice was 
in good ba.nds, he did not think they should be 
in a state of panic and not do what was right 
from the fear of thn,t. The chief point of 
atta,ck in the Land Bill it was easy to see, with­
out being gifted with any remarkable knowledge 
or wi,;clom, lmd been with regard to those 
pre-emptiverights. 'l'he Government had yielded 
-wisely, he thought-to the pressure of public 
opinion outside or to their own nwre 1natured 
sen8e of vvh~tt \Vas right and fitting, and 
had receded from the position which they 
originally took up upon the subject. They had 
abandoned the outer earth works of their position 
and taken up that fortress of defence-that 
inner circle of defence-contained in the amend­
ment of the hon. member for Stanley. The 
question now for the Committee to debate 
was this : \V as their present position any 
better? \V as it any more worthy of persis­
tent defence than the position which they 
previously took? That was the question to 
which he' should endeavour to addrei<s himself. 
Of course their right to discuss the amendments 
was the same as their rig·ht to discuss the original 
motion. If any member had anything to say in 
defence of them he was free to do so, and if any 
member had anything to say against them he 
was equally free to do so. Perhaps that was a 
commonplace and needless thing to say, but he 
said it that night because a certain portion of 
the so-called literary Press pf the colony charged 
hin1 vvith sornething approaching IJresumption 
or insolence, because on a previous occasion he 
ventured to differ from the opinions of the 
Premier and other members of the Government 
upon that very subject. The public of Queensland 
were coolly informed that upon matters of law it 
was really an ttct of presumption for laymen to 
have any <minion at all. They were not there to 
talk thcology-thoug·h he could manage a bit of 
that, perhaps ; they were not there to criticise 
literature, nor yet to experiment in science ; 
but they were there to talk about law. It was 
all law from beginning to end. It was law 
n1aking, an1ending, or repealing, as the case 
might be; and when an hon. member was asked 
to give his influence and his vote in the direction 
of repealing a certain law at present in existence, 
he had as good a right to ask why he was ex­
pected to repeal that law, as to ask why he 
should assist to make or amend a law. No doubt 
hon. gentlemen had heard of the North of Eng­
land countryman who went to be married, and 
who had not previously been married very often 
--not, for imJtance, as often as Solomon, though 
perhaps that was an instance of Solomon's wisdom. 
He was not well up in the ceremony of marriage. 
The Minister asked hirn if he would have that 
\Yoman for his wedded wife, and the man looked 
at the minister in blank astonishment. The 
rrdnister asked hin1 the question again, and again 
the man looked at him in blank astonishment. 
But when the otller people present explained t.he 
matter to him he said, " Of cour"e he would 
have her to be his wetlded wife-that was just 
'vhat he CH .. me for. 'J Th<:tt was just the pnHition 
be wao in in,peakin;; upon the a!Uendlpent o! the 
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hon. member for Stanley. He did not" speak to 
disvrove what Brutus spoke, but he was there 
tn speak what he did know"-fmm the perusal 
of doctunent~-' and paperH which were cts clear 
to one Ill<tll td ntintl, jnstice, a,nd criticisn1, <cM:i 
to another's. His first and chief objection to 
the amendment was that it did, in a dimi· 
nishecl degree but in concentrated severity, 
contain all the injustice and unfairuess of 
"·hich he. complained in the original pro­
position. Diminishing the extent of the opera­
tion of au evil did not alter the nature 
of the evil. If the original proposition would 
inflict an evil upon a thousand persons, and the 
present proposition would only inflict that evil 
upon five hundred persons, the actual wrong of 
it would be only less in degree, and in no way 
less in its nature and character. He did not 
agree with the original proposition, and he could 
not agree with the amendment because it 
provosed to do a less wrong than would be done 
by the clause ao it originally stood. The question 
still remained-did the Acts of 1808 and 
1869 and the two subsequent Acts, the elates 
of which he had forgotten j1mt then, g-ive the 
pastoral lessee the right to pre-empt a certain 
quantity of land on his rnns? 1Jndoubtedly, in 
his opinion, those Ads dill give that power. 
But time was to be an essential element in the 
contract; time was to be an essential part of 
every leaee. The leases were granted for the 
period of t\venty-oue yea.r'"-'. Supposing a ma.n 
held one of the runs for fourteen yeal's, and sold 
his lease to some purchaser, the lessee alwayo had 
the idea that he had the pre-empti,·e right, and 
when hA sold hb interest in the lease the purchaser 
had the same idea that he had the pre-emvtive 
right. It might be that throngh all those years 
the stipulated imJJrovements had not been made, 
and that the pre-emptive had not been applied 
for; but why should the purchaser be debarred 
from exercising the pre-emptive right be­
cause he had nut made the improvements 
"before the 26th of l'ebrnary," or " before 
the passing of this Bill," or whatever might 
be the phmse u,;ed in the clause? It was 
nu part of the original bond or agreement, but the 
improvements should be made within a stipu­
lated time, and such a man might very fairly and 
very justly reason that he still had the right to 
pre-empt. A man might not have been in a 
position to make his improvements during the 
fomteen years. He might not have chosen to 
make them during the fourteen years ; and 
simply becanse he had not done what was not re­
quired of him by the law under which he took 
np the lands, why should faith be broken with 
him at that stage? He maintained that the 
Bill had no right to interfere with agreements 
made in the past. Supposing he leased a piece 
of land for twenty-one years to a man, and gave 
him the option of purchasing it at any 
time during the twenty. one years, at a :fixed 
price, the option of purchase was then with 
the man to whom he had given the lease. 
If he were to go to the man at the end of four· 
teen years and demand that he should either buy 
the land then or not at all, he would very justly 
resent such an interference with the tenure 
which he held. If he took a promi;;sory note 
from a man for three months, and demanded 
payment from him at the end of two months, he 
would be demanding something which he could 
not by any legal means exact; and very j nstly 
so, beca1me that man might, on the strength of 
three months' credit, have gone into a transac­
tion which he would not gave gone into on the 
strength of two months' credit only. He main­
tained that, if this proposal was turned up or 
down, it was not square or plumb. If it was 
turned inside out it would not hold water. If it 
\\'ail hammered and battered, and knocked abL'Ut 

by full and just criticism, it had the image of a 
base coin upon it and the superscription of 
meanness. The most serious statement that 
had been made in the previous debate was 
the st:1tement that the pastoral lessee had 
really no absolute pre-em]Jtive right. It W1Ls 

stated that the 34th clause, read in the 
light of the Acts Shortening Act of 1867, gave 
to the Governor in Council a certain ]JOWer. 
Undoubtedly it did. It ga Ye to the Governor 
in Council a discretionary power-it gave to him 
a power wherehy he was to be enabled to serve 
the public interest and the public good ; but it 
did not give him a power to crush individual 
enterprise, rig·hts, and claims. It gave him a 
power which was discretionary. There 
were to be two powers - the power of the 
lessee to pre-empt ; and there was to be the 
power of the Governor in Council to say 
where the pre-emptive,; should not be, but 
not to say there should be no pre-emptives 
whatever. If the Governor in Council's power 
were absolute as ttlleged to prohibit the pre­
emptive, then what right had a squatter under 
the Act? If the right of the Governor in Council 
was to annihilate and swallow up the right of 
the lessee, what right had the lessee? A dog 
was a dog, and an alligator was a crocodile or an 
alligator ; but if the clog's right to he a dog was 
to be swallowed up by the ttl!igator's right to be 
an aHigator~he wa~ getting l'ather mixed-of 
what earthly use was the dog's life to it? Those 
two powers-the power of the Governor in 
Council and the power of the pastorallessee-were 
to be harmonious and supplementary, not con­
tradictory and antagonistic. If the pa',toral 
lessee had the right to pre-empt, the Governor in 
Council had the right to interfere and see that no 
injury was clone to the remainder of the Govern­
ment property. He contended that if wrong had 
been done-if the country had snffered loss-that 
wrong and that loss were not to be charged to 
the law of 1809; neither should they be charged 
so much to the pastoral lessee, but they should 
be charged to the ineffective-the lax or 
corrupt-administration of the law on the 
part of those who had been in office. Although 
the proposal came from his side of the Com­
mittee, and although it might be sanctioned by 
men who had been placed in authority almost 
absolute by the votes and wishes of the people, 
that fact did not lessen the wrong. If the pro­
posal contained in itself the elements of wrong, 
they ought to eliminate that element from it. 
Members on his side had already stated their 
determination, their willingness, their readiness 
to let the right go if it was a legal right. They 
had already expl'essed their determination, their 
inability, to go with the Minister for Lands as the 
clause originally stood, because it proposed to 
inflict a great wrong; and he said neither oug·ht 
they to assent to the present proposal-a propo~al 
tn inflict a lesser wrong in degree only. He should 
like to go a step further apart from the mere 
technicality of the question. Not only was the 
right given to the pastoral lessee in the Act of 
1869, but the right gi Yen to him was one of the 
most reasonalJle things in the world, and he 
would endeavour to show its sensibleness. The 
Act of 1869 referred to tbe unsettled districts. 
He wa" not now S]Jeaking to members of the 
Committee, but to his constit.uents through 
Hcmsard, and to such others of the electors of 
the colony who might care to read what he 
said. The Act of 1869 referred to what were 
called the unsettled districts- to those districts 
which were not brought within the O]'eration 
of the Settled Districts Act of 18G9. The Act 
gave the pastoral l.essee !L lease of twenty-one 
years. He was to be restricted to taking up 
runs of not less than twenty-five square miles or 
more than 100 square mile" in extent. The 



Crown Lands Bill. L:!3 SEPTEMBER.] OJ•own Lands Bill. 767 

Government were to h:we the rig-ht to reN\llllC 
from the lessee in blocks of 2,!560 acres. They had 
the power by the Act to resume the land piece­
meal in that way; but they bar] the power to 
resume absolutely, at one fell swoop, all 
the runs they thonght fit, 'Hbject to the 
proviso of six n1onths' n(Jtlce, a.nd, the prop(n;;al 
not being dis><entecl from by the House, 
the squatter had no security of tenure, and he 
was liable to a sort of ejectment at any time. 
\Vhat inducement was there to the pastoral 
lessee to dig and delve and fence and build? He 
maintained that the inducement am! protection 
were contained in the 54th and 5(ith clm1seN of 
the Pastoral Leases Act of 18GH. l~nder the 54th 
clause the sqmttter was permitted to pre-empt, 
~o that he n1ight have a ~hare in what was goiilg', 
and have something to look forward to as'' home. 
He WltS permitted to pre-empt 2,.1GO acre''• for 
which he had to lKcY the stipulated price, which 
was then considered a fair m::trket price, of 10s. 
an acre. There was no special favour in that. 
The man might have made improvements on his 
run, and he dared say many had made two, or 
three, or four, or five, or ten thousand pound,;' 
worth of improvement,;. What reward was it­
what protection was it to him-that he only 
got 2,5GO :~cres for which he paid 10s. an 
acre? But then the .'iGth clause was added, 
which gave the pastoral le;see the right to 
be compensated for his i1111•rovernents which 
might be resumccl by the Government for the 
benefit of some other incoming tenant or purchaser. 
The sense of fairness he hoped lay deeper in the 
minds and dispositiom of members of the Com­
mittee than p1uty spirit, and when they came to 
weigh the matter carefully and deliberately they 
would not take that step in the wrong direction 
which the amendment indicated. The :\linister 
for \Vorks had alluded to the custom of the old 
country, that when there had been vested 
interest::; or abusf'\3 growing up under the sanction 
of legal authority the interested persons were 
compensated and the abuses abolished. He 
maintained that had the Government followed 
the exam pie of the old country they would not 
have taken such a step in the wrong direction as the 
amendment before the Committee certainly wa". 
It would not have been deemed an act of justice 
if the British Government had s"'id to the vV est 
Indian slave-holders, "To the men who hold 500 
sbves we will give compens<ttion, but to all who 
hold only 100 or 200 we will give no compensa­
tion." And that was a similm· proposition to 
the one contained in the amendment moved J,y 
the hon. member for Stanley. He was very 
glad to know that the Premier, and other mem­
bers on that side of the Committee, had very 
distinctly stated that if a right existed, then, no 
m<ttter what might be the cost to the colony, that 
right must be regarded. He thought it could be 
proved that a right did exist. Indeed, he 
should be glad if the Government would give 
him 5s.-if that were not a corrupt proposi­
tion- for every clause in the land laws 
which he could find, in which the power 
of the Governor in Council was mentioned, 
where it would never do to give that power the 
interpretation that was g·iven to it in the 5-Ith 
clause of the Pastoral Leases Act of 18G9. If 
they would give him 5s. for each case he would 
get a lot of money; and he would be perfectly 
willing to give it to the Brisbane Hospital, and 
he W~ts certain it would be a larger sum than 
was collected on Hospital Sunday. 'rh en there 
was another question to be considered. \V as 
pre-emption expedient? Not only, was it right­
was it lawful-was it legal ; but was it expedient? 
He had heard members say that it was not 
expedient ; that by all means they should get 
rid of the pre.emptive right, as it wonldinterfere 
with the settlement of the colony, and they 

must consider future generations. He was afraid 
that some members in their solicitude on that 
poiut were really prepa1·ed to "~wallow a. ca.1nel 
and :-;t.raiu at a gnctt." There were HH?Inbers on 
that ~ide of the Cnn11nittee, he wa.'" afraid, who 
would think it a terrible thing for a squatter to 
get four or five jJre-emptins~a little over 10,000 
acres- -but whowerequite11repm·ed to grant a lease 
of 20,000 a,cres for thirty yertrs to a man who 
might take up ten tinJes 20,000 acres if he were in 
a position to do ~o. Yet in the provision allowing 
selection of that kind there was a greater dmJger 
th~:tn in a.nythiug GYer enacted in any previous 
L,nd legislatiou in this colony. As to posterity, 
he thought :tbout posterity as much as other hem. 
meml>ers. He had got some po,;terity himself, and 
he was as fond of them as most fathers were, 
but he did D<>t think it was wi.se to set the 
present generation by the ears for the sake of 
posterity-to needle:,;:,;]y and rcckleesly interfere 
with vested interests in a colony like this. Lot 
them be sensible :ts well as fanciful and phihtn­
d1!'opical. Let them consider the importance 
of the industry and the great a1·ea they 
\Vere de:1ling with, and not act as if they were 
parcelling out the backyard of a London 
lodging-house, or as if they were inhabitants 
of the Scilly Islands. He maintained that 
nothing hac! 'been advanced to justify, under 
the present circumstances of the colony, on 
the ground of expecheney, any interference 
with the pre-emptive right such as was pro­
posed in the amendment. He desired that 
the Lalld Bill should pass, and he should like to 
see it fairly and truly tried. But the point under 
disctm.-;ion wn.s the _Asses' Bridge Ltt which he 
~bmbled, and over which he could not get. He 
would be perfectly prevared, when the proper 
time came, to arlvocat,e and defend the intere"t 
of the small settlers; but, in the meantime, he 
maintained that no good could he done by 
setting cl aB~ again~;t cla~s, or doing injury to 
one for the benefit of another. 

Mr. GOVETT said, having been a tenant of 
Crown lands in thi1':l colony for twenty-one ye~trs, 
he wished to s:ty a few word<> about pre-empti' e 
rights. He held that the :tmenclment of thehon. 
member for Stanley would do a great injnstice to 
a v·e1·y great number of veople. It would g·ive the 
pre-em1Jtive right to certain people who had 
made their improvements, while those who had 
nut h:td the time or money to effect the necessary 
improvements would be shut out from its 
advantages. Hon. members had only to look at 
the difficulty the Government experienced in 
carrying on \vork.s, such as water storage, and 
other improvements in the outside districts, to 
see the difficulties the oond .fide settler had to 
contend agaiu~t in n1aldng his hnproven1ents. 
Then there was another aspect of the question. 
The lessee could not tell from his original blocks 
exactly where he would be required to take up 
the pre-emptives on each block, if he were not 
allowed to consolidate them. If he had a run 
of 100 square miles he could not possibly tell 
where to fix his improvements so as to secure 
the pre-emptives to which he would be entitled. 
Another objection to the amendment, and a very 
important one, was that the money had actually 
to be laid out on the land pre-ernvted. 'l'o 
spend money in that way would be simply 
·"luamlering it. It would be a perfect farce to 
lay out as much money as would be required to 
work the run on so small an acreage-£1,280 on 
each pre-emptive. He contended that it was a 
mistake to compel people to lay out money on 
the particular land to be pre-emptecl. He be­
lieved that if a lessee had expended the money 
required to be speHt on every twenty-five squa,re 
miles of country he shoulrl be allowed to take 
up his pre-cn1ptive;:; outside his hnproveruents, 
but in that case ,he ;;houlcl not be entitled tu 
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compensation. The pre-emptiYe right he had 
always regarded as a perfect right, and had worked 
along on the faith that no Government would 
ever take it from him. If that faith "as now 
shaken, all he could say was that he. should 
think that the veople who came after hnn, and 
took up new runf-3, or grazing farms under t~1at 
Bill 1night find that son1e Governn1ent dnnng 
their term of lease might upset their tenure. 
It was a great misfortune tlutt the hon. member 
for Stanl~y had not provided in hi,; :tmendnwnt 
that every leaseholder should haYe his pre­
emptive, and that he should he allowed the 
whole of the tern1 of his lease in which to nmke 
the neces"u·y improvements. Hitherto it had 
not been considered necessary that a large 
ammmt of improvement:< should be made. In 
conclusion he might mld tlmt the speech just 
1unde by the lum. rnmuber for :Fa.HHiferu \Vas ono 
which might be read with achanbge by hon. 
1nem bcm:; a1Hl the country at large. 

l\Ir. P ALMER said he h~cd always held the 
np{njon to which the hon. n1ernber for :Fas;:;ifern 
had gi 1·en expression-that the clau,;e wonld be 
the pous asinont1n of the Bill. The amendment 
introduced by the hon. member for i::lt~nley 
(Mr. Kellett) was 'upposecl to do away with a 
great grievance, but the hon. gentleman wo':'ld 
exonerate hint frmn any 11en;onal reflection 
when he bnid he really thougbt the amendment 
was constructed in order to thnw dust into the 
eyes of those who had sjll>ken against t~e G_4th 
clause. It seemed to be framed on tbe prmciple 
of a well-known object in natural hi,tory-·the 
cuttle-fish-which darkened its surrounding' in 
order to escape frmn danger. He did not know 
of ttnyone the clause could posNihly benefit. The 
Premier had talked of shoals of applications 
coming in for extensive areas, but he would a:;k 
for some solid evidence of that extensive demand 
for the lands of the colony. He ~~-as :,;incere in 
saying that he did not know of anyone who 
would take ad \'ant age of the 54th clause of the 
Act of lSG!l to the detriment of the colony. The 
proposed clause acknowledged the right in some 
cases-that was the extraordinary part-to the 1 >re­
emptives. Those who would get the benefit were 
those in pm;session of n1eans, but those vvho hacluot 
the means would he refused the right. He agreed 
with the last speaker that no great harm wo~1ld 
be done if the right were exteuded oYer the exltlt­
ence of the present leaseo. They were taken .up 
in the confidence that the lessees would recer ve 
the benefits of the Act of 18G!l, and it was rather 
late in the day for the GoYenunent to step in to 
do away with what wa~ generall,y conceded to 
have been a right-conceded by Governments on 
both sides-which had been in existence for 
fifteen years, and had never been called in qnes­
tion. Individually, he was quite disinterested 
in the matter, for he would not take up any 
quantity of laml at 10s. an acre; but he could 
understand the motives some people would h,we 
in claimino· land to secure their itnproven1entt;. 
He quite nagreed with the hon. member for 
Townsville in his objection to one-sixth of the 
lands of the colony being· placed in the hands of 
the SCjuatters But whom had they to thank for 
reducing the .area to twenty-five sqiiare miles hut 
the present Premier, thereby enlarging the area 
over which pre-omptives could be made? 

The PRKI\IIER : I had nothing to do with it. 
That is in the Act of 18G9, and I was not in the 
House then. 

Mr. P ALMER: I referred to the \V estern 
Railways . \et. 

The PHEMIER : The area was reduced in 
lStiH. 

nlr. PAL::UEI~ said if the Government were to 
carry out the oame principle of repudiation with 
regard to the conditiunalpurch,cser, who ha<lnut 

gone through the same har:clships as the pioneers, 
there would be a great outcry. He scarcely 
thought they would umlertal~e _such an ~cct 
of repudiation thmwh the prmCiple was the 
same in boti1 case~. He believed that the 
Act of 18G9 had clone a great deal to settle the 
lancls of the colony'; and the pioneers-~he 
Hquatters-·had very good caus.e of con1ph11nt 
when their rights were cut from under them by 
the introduction of such a chmse as the prese;It. 
He scarcely thought the Government were a_ctmg 
wisely in forcing the clans~ upon the Conm~rttec. 
The srJuatters were, he nnght almost say, m the 
hands of the Phili:<tincs, from whom they could 
expect no mercy; but though the passing of the 
clautie wa8 a foregone conclusion he should cer­
tn.inly oppose it as much as he could. 

Mr. DO;\l'ALDSON said the subject had been 
debated so exhaustiYely that it was hardly 
pu:::r.;ible for hiln to w lclnce any. new arg~u~1en~ 
against the clause. It was certamly the <llfbcult 
point of the Bill, ~end when they were _once 
s"fely over it they might well take a holiday. 
\Vhen speaking previously upon the pre-emptrve 
rio·ht question, he stated that any amendment of 
tl~e existing Act which would take aw~ty from the 
squatter hi,; right of pre-ernp~iot;t he could not lll~t 
look upon as an act of repudmt~on. Th~ law,_ It 
was true, might probably be agmnst the ahenat~on 
of pre-emptions, but custom and the mtentwn 
of the Leuislatnre when the Act was passed 
pointed to the fact that the squatters had that 
rio'ht. For many ve~trs the custom had been so 
w~ll established' that persons purchasing runs 
never thouuht of consulting their lawyers to find 
out that d~fect in the Act. Indeed, they had 
always looked upon the pre-emptive right as. a 
very gTeat consideration ; whatever future legi$­
lation nlight take place, they r~ckoned upon 
always having, at any rate, the nght to secure 
their in1proven1ents. A new departure ·was no~w 
proposed to be made, and whenenr land was m 
future to he resmned it was intended to pay for 
the improYements upon it, and it was contended 
by the Minister for L~nds _that that would 
he sufficient compensatiOn mstead of allow­
in" the riaht to pre-ernpt. The hon. gentleman 
al;o s:tid "that some restrictions should be put 
on pre-emptions. Probably there should he. 
The right was originally given for the purpose 
of Hecuring in1prove1nents, hut it was no d~Ynbt a 
fact that pre-emptives had been granted wrtho';lt 
any ilnproven1ent:-; upon then1 whatever; and 1n 
all probability that had been the cause of the pre­
sent action being taken. The hon. gentleman 
also said that some restraint sbonld he put upon 
them for the purpose of preventing the whole­
sale alienation of the land. It could hardly be 
called wholesale alienation, because it was not 
iikely that every squatter would exercise his 
ri"ht Some hon. members argued that the 
ali'en~tion would amount to t~e sixth por~ion 
of a run, but it would be nothmg of the kmd, 
becmu.;e a vast nun1 ber of runs were not 
available for the purpose ; and there was no 
doubt a large extent of country in QueAnsland 
where the pre-emptive right would never be 
exercised. \Vithout further criticising the c_laus~, 
he would offer one or two suggestions whrch, rf 
adopted in the amendment proposed l;y th~ hon. 
member for Stanley, would meet wrt.h hm ap­
proval. \Yith respect to the first portwn of the 
amendment, which read as follows:-

" 1. It shall not be lavdul for the Governor in Council to 
sell any portiou of a run to a pastoral tenant under the 
provisions of the fifty-fourth section of the Pasto.ral 
J,eases AC't of 18G9, except for the ptUJlOse of sccurmfr 
permanent impl'Ovemm~t~. actna.lly made lltlOll t_heym:­
tion so sold, aud eon~1stmg ot permanent btulLhng:-:;, 
rc~crYoirs, wells, ct.ams, or fencing; nor unless th~ fol­
lowing- eonclitiom; exist aucl arc 11erformctl respectively, 
that i~: to say-" 
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He ohonld like to seeitmuemleLl by the onbstitn­
tiun of the word "rnn" for the \Vord~S " purtion 
t:;;O sold." The fir.":lt two 1-mb~ection:s ,\·ere as 
follow:-

,, (11) 'I'he illliH'OYCtni?Hh: IUH~t haYP ])C'Dll lltaflf\Ol'('QH­
t.raetcd to be wad~ before the twcntyn.,ixth daY of 
l•'d.lrnary, ono thousand eight lnlnc1r8d and Lig~hty­
ronr. 

"(b) A :-.mn not k,s thnn one tl10n~and t'iYO lmndrcd 
and eighty pounds nm:5t have lJe(•n aetnally cxpcndec1 
upon the improvements." 
\Vith regard to the former, it wa,; evident that 
people who had already made their improve­
lnents would httve a yery great a1lvanL1.ge o'er 
tlw,;e who had not yet done so. It must be 
borne in n1ind th:1t a large nn1nher of leases in 
the colony h~.d from six to fifteen ymm; yet to 
rnn, and that many le-;sees had not yet cmu­
pleted the impmvements thev contempbted 
putting- on tlwir nm:;. He,,hould theref,,,.e like to 
t-;Ce the pol'ioJ extended to elnt1lle :-mch pm·;·;on:-; 
to ha ,-e a longt.•r ti111e within which to lWtke tho.-:-:e 
huprnveuwnt~. J [e did WJt eonteJupL:tte lll<cl_llY 

would take up tl1e lancl to :-:cc:tu·e their ilnprove­
lnenb;, hnt there were nutny who 111ight rlo :-;o, 
mul it was only fair that they Kll(lnltl have the 
privilege of doin;;· tHJ. \Vith reg-ard to the expomli­
tnre of £1,2~0 on one block--or 10:-J. per acre-it \Yrt.':i 

h<wdly possihle, without erecting valuable \mol­
tihed~, a hea<1-::;tation, or a very large d(_Llll, to put 
up in1]Jl'OVB1llent~:J of that v:1lue on une block of 
2,5()0 acres. B;v the mnendn1ent he sutS·gesteLl, 
the lessee would be allowed to select on any 
portion of the run he chose, unles:; there were 
objt'diurm of a public nature in the way of the 
selection being g-ranted. It hac! been refened to 
hy other hon. member:;, Lut he might point it 
out once more, that people who were asked to 
advance money on station pmperty knew that 
le:1sehold la,nd was not good ::;ecurity, and 
thought that by having the right of purcha,·ing 
pre-emptiYe' at any time they were per­
fectly secured, and they were thus prepared to 
lend' money at lower rates of interest than 
could otherwise be the case. If those rights 
were now to be taken away, it could not but be 
looked upon as a Lreach of faith ou the part of 
the Go\ enunent; and they onght to pause before 
doing anvthing on which th:1t interpretation 
could be" placed. Per'''mally, ho diil not care 
whether le,,;ees had the right to pre-empt or· not, 
as he had not the slightest intentiun of ever 
exerci:::iing it ; bnt he knew nu1nber~ '~'hn \H)nlcl 
exercise that right, lmt it would be nry hare! that 
they should not luwe that rig-ht if they wi:;heJ to 
a' ail then1selvcs of it. \Vitlwnt detaining the 
Committee longer, he would move that the words 
"portion so sold" be omitted from the amend­
ment, with the dew of inserting the word 
''run." 

Mr. Mc\VHAXKELL said, after the many 
aLle speec¥s that hml been made by hon. mem­
Lers on both sides of the Committee, he thought 
the quf';;tion '-mder cliscm'"ion must be pretty 
well clige,;ted, and probably anything- he had to 
say would not interest hem. members very much. 
\Vith reg·ard to the right of pro-emption, it could 
only be looked upon as an e'tablishecl right by 
all honest and honoumble men. There could 
only he one opinion on tlutt matter. It wa,; a 
right established bofore Queen:;land became a 
separate colony; it had been confirmed by 
repeated Acts of Parlimncnt, and it had become 
a right by usage and pmctice for many ye<er,s. 
The vresent Govemmeut were the first who had 
attempted to repudiate that right; and althongh 
they had agreed to the amendment brought in 
l>y the hon. memlJer for Stanley, he considerecl 
that so far as the cnnstituenb; he had the honom 
to l'epresent wen: coneerued, that n1nenchnent 
did not gi ,-e them any benefit whaiovm· more 
thau wa.:.; t>'!~iainecl in uL.nlbt' G at ul'i(;illd~ll.Y 

l,,,d-~ .1 

proposed in the llill. He looked upon it that 
the proposed repudiation of the right of pre­
emption would simply mean a precedent for all 
time to come for the repudiation of the pro­
vi,sions nf ''ny Act of Parliament, and therefore 
hon. members oug-ht to consider well before 
votinry for any me<esure that would repudiate 
auy vrevions ',-\_et of Parliament. To establish 
a. precedent in that way would Le very dangerouf-3 
to many other interests besides the pastoral 
intereRt "; and it would very likely be acted upon 
in i'eu·ard to the increased leases held out by the 
Bill ;nhecause, as settlement progressed, population 
would become settlecl in the neighbourhood of 
permanent water,;; the people would c]amour. for 
more Jand to be thrown open in the 1mmechate 
noighh_omhood; and they all knew what that 
meant. They knew that the people ruled the 
country tlm;n,e;h their rcpre8enttttives in that 
Honse, <eml there cunld not be a ohaclow of 
donlJt that thev would <egitate to luwe the 
i:lilefeal'3i1)le hm~es repuc1i~~,tec1 ; <11H.l in the 
,,auHl mmmcr they could er]mtlly well repudiate 
the clause.-; of thC Bill 1·elating to uoulpem;ation 
for the lea.sc . ...: nr the inqn·oventcnts nmde lljJI)Jl 

the rnn,;. "\\'ith regctrd to the amendment 
of the lwu. tnelllber for Stanley, it seeniCd 
t(l hitu to be legi~la.ting for a ~mc.tion of a 
clas~. Take, for inRtance, the con::;t1tuency of 
Gregory :\ orth ancl South : the settlers there 
had had great difficulties to contend with. The 
runs in surne instances had not been taken up 
for more than fi ,-e or six years, and the diffi­
culties nf obtaining the necoR . .,aries of life al5_me 
had lJec'n :;o o-rr<,t that the holders had been, m a 
1ueasnre, pre~·entecl frmn erecting int} 1l'OVeinents; 
"" that by the pas,;ing- of the amendment those 
men wnnld be deprived for ever of the power of 
exercising their pre-emptive right. At the 
pre><ent time the rates ,,f carriag-e to that 
district averaged from £30 to £60 per ton 
according- to the clisbmce to be travelled; and, 
:;eeing that those settlers now only got up the 
bare nece8sarie~ of life, 'vhen they ca1ne to get up 
large quantities of goodH-ma,terial for fencing, 
dam-making, and the like-their expenses wo_uld 
be increased Yery considerably, and, of necessity, 
the dHficnlties of making imJ,rovements would 
increase. In his opinion, the hem. member for 
t)tnnley, before dra,ving np ~mch an mnenrl­
ment, should haYe consulted some of the 
lessees of rnns in the br \Vest. He had 
not cmt~idered that ela:.;;.; one iota, but was 
situply leg·i:;lating for a section of that ~lass 
who were situaterl in the settled drstrrcts, 
and who had had all the privileges of regular 
communication Ly which they were able to 
obtain suppiies, and consequently had been 
able to o·et their improvements erected prior to 
the prts;;ng of the Bill. Struggling _men i;1 the 
outside 'listricts who had great d1fficulbes to 
contend a"ainst were not considered at all. 
Thel'e 'ver~ n1any 1nen in the Gregory, North 
and South who went out there with very small 
capital iml'eed, and they had not the in_fiuence to 
command capital. Those men, accordmg to the 
amendment would be entirely deprived of the 
rig-ht to pre~cmpt, and that would deprive them 
of the ability to so finance as to be able to r_nake 
their improvement-. ,\_s httd been ably pomted 
out by the hon. member for l'vioreton, it was of 
great a~:-;istance tn a pastoral lessee to have 
freelwlel property iu conjunction with. lea~e­
holcl to offer as security to financral m­
stitntions, r1ecanse they accepted it much 
more readily and at much lower rate,; than 
otherwise, as they looked npr>n it as a better 
clac's of secnritv. They did not estinmte it at 
the aetnal value' of the. n1ere gntr.ing right, hut 
they t•eganled it as a security tlmi could not be 
touched -ar~ a tnean,s of l.;eenrin~; the inqwoYe .. 
meutc, on the l'un, and "". omeLhing i"ngible tu 
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lay hold of in the event of ba,ving to take pos­
session of the property. Looking at Rubsection 
(b) of the clause, it was not in the terms of the 
leases under which the pastoral lessees held the 
country. There were no such terms laid down by 
the Act of 18u9, and that such conditions should 
be imposed now simply meant repudiating, in a 
measure, the right to which they were entitled 
by the Act. Subsection (c) he took to mean that 
no pre-emptive could be taken up along,,ide 
permanent water. In connection with that, he 
would point ont that when a settler went out to 
take up country the first thing he looker! for "as 
a good situation for his head-station, as near 
permanent water as he could possibly get it. He 
generally erected his head-station, house, and 
outbuildings as near permanent water as ]Jossible, 
and his woolshed was generally a short distance 
from his house. But under the portion of the 
clause he referred to the lessee wonld be entirely 
prevented from securing those improvements. 
In many instances he knew head-stations that 
had cost from £6,000 to £10,000, and that was a 
large amount of money to expend in improve­
ments upon which they could get no hold. The 
amendment was not at all applicable to the 
colony. It was simply legislating for a section 
of a class, and a section of a class which did not 
urgently require it-a cbss who were well able 
to protect themselves. He thought that on the 
whole the amendment would have to be con­
sidera-bly altered before the Committee would 
deal with it. 

The MINISTER FOR LA:NDS "''id he would 
correct one misconception of the hon. member 
who had just sat clown, and that was with regard 
to the right of taking np pre-emptiuns on 
permanent water. A man was not prevented 
from doing so, as, if he had a creek running 
through h's land, he could take up one side. 
Head-stations were generally on permanent 
water, but no one could take up both sides of a 
waterhole and shut out other people. The hon. 
gentleman also harped upon the old story that it 
was absolutely a repudiation of a right-or what 
the Government refused to acknowledge as a 
right-to take up four square miles out of 23,000 
acre,;. 'l'he hon. gentleman's object was to 
secure the land whether he had the nece"'at-y 
improvements upon it or not, and it was the 
purpose of the amendment to exclude him 
from doing so. It was to confine him to the 
meaning of the original clause, which s:tid it 
should be for the purpose of securing improve­
ments. 

The Ho:-<. Sm T. MuiLWRAITH said the 
h<m. Minister for Lands would persist in givin\\ 
his own n1eaning tn the word "in1]n,overnents. ' 
It was never contemplated that the improve­
ments should all be on the part selected. To 
show the absurdity of the statements made by 
the Government, let him take the case of a run 
of, say, forty-five square miles, which was about 
the a\'erage size in the colony, and of which the 
lessee had the right of selecting 2,560 acres. If 
that squatter spent equally, over the whole 
of that run, £14,300-that was, if it was so 
equally distributed over the run that there was 
no 2,560 acres having £1 more than any other 
-by that clause, although he had spent 
£14,300, he was not entitled to the right of 
pre-emption. But if he happened to spend 
£1,280 only, but all on one particular 2,5GO 
:teres, than he was entitled to that right. Did 
not that look absurd? He would talk to the 
Minister for Lands a little. The pre-emptive 
right applied to any run of over twenty-five 
oquare miles, whrch was the. minimum, and 
100 square miles was the maximum. His 
:trgument did not '"t all depend upon the a Yemg-e 
he bad taken. IJJ the case he had quoted, a 

man might spend £14,300; he could run it up 
to £14,399 19il. lld. and it would still hold 
good. The hon. gentleman considered that 
an average of forty-five square n1iles was too 
much, so he would adapt the argument to 
twenty-five square miles. Of course it came to 
the ~~tme thing. It would be lG,OOO acres, and 
if a man spent £2,900 on his run he would not 
ha\'C the right of pre-emption ; but if he spent 
£1,280 on one particular 2,560 acres then he 
would have that right. Ko man ever put himself 
on his run with the object of secm'ing any 
particular 2,C>GO acres, and common sense led 
him to suppose that the ::Vlinistry h;1d come to 
the conclusion that the moral right should be 
recognised. He did not think there was a word 
more to be said. 

The PRElVIIER sairl he would put this case : 
Supposing any person did improve his run in the 
way suggested by the hon. member-in which 
case he would have small improvements scattered 
over the whole run-would taking up four square 
miles secure the improvements? He altogether 
failed to see it. How could that secure improve­
ments? How could pre-emption secure improve­
ments except upon the land pre-empted? That 
was a question that the hon. gentleman would 
not attempt to grapple with, and, perhaps, very 
wisely too, because he could not, nor could any­
bocly else. The hon. gentleman could giYe no 
rational meaning to those words in the Act of 
1869. The illustration the hon. gentleman gave 
was absnrd; they knew that no pastoral tenant 
in his senses improved his run by expending 
money for imtn·oyements at an equal rate, of 
abont 9s. ll~d. per acre, on every acre of his 
land. The improvements referred to in the Bill 
\vere per1nanent buildings, darns, \Veil:;;:, and 
reservoirs, and fencing. All those, except fen­
cing, mlh3t occupy a very srnall arPa. The great 
defect-the insuperable defect, ,of the hon. mem­
ber's argument was that he contended that a 
man might take up one piece of land to secure 
in11Jrovetnents, although the irnprovenwnb:; were 
not nn it, but on another. Of course the hon. 
gentleman said he did not object to this; but that 
was just where they differed. The hon. gentle­
man wanted the tenants to get the privilege of 
pre-emption for improvements, and also the cash 
value of their improvements. That was just 
where the Government differed from him. He 
did not think it necessary to say any more, 
because the subject had been pretty well thrashed 
out. 

The Hox. Sm T, MclLWHAITH said the 
hon. gentleman would persist in looking at the 
Act in the way the ~1inister for Lands did­
namely, that the only object was to secure a 
]Xtrticular amount of improvements; but the 
Act did not force a tenant to secure all his im­
provements. If it meant that, it would not give 
the right to pre-ernpt over the whole block. It 
stated th:tt if a tenant securer! improve­
nientR he \Vas entitled to n. CPrtain privilege; 
it never stated how much the improve­
ments un the block were to be. If a 
block contained £500 worth of impro,ements 
he could not ask for 1,000 acres. But that was 
what the :\linister for Lands wanted to get at. 
The Act said a tenant must have 2,!J(i0 acres or 
nothing. They were bound by the meaning of 
the Act; and it was never contemplate<! that 
improvements outside as well as inoide should 
be reckoned as in1proven1entB. The Pren1ier 
touched on one point, and he knew perfectly well 
there was a g'cod deal at the bottom of it. He 
said that the squatters who made impro\'ements 
wanted to get them, aud :tt the same time 
he paid f(.lt' then1 by the ( }o\·ernment. ?\ ow, 
they wanted nuthini( of the sort. X o one 
wanted first- to get the right of pre-cmption 
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and then to be paid for improrements after· 
wnnls. A.nd then, how could the inllH'OYelneut~ 
be contemplated, a.> the P1emier ,;aid? The hon. 
gentletnan ~"Jaid that tho::;e ilnproven18I1t::; in the 
Act were dams, wells, and fences. How could 
they get dan1s, ·wells, <:tnLi fence:-; in one place on 
a lJloek offurty-fi.ve:..;quare Inileo, in a }Hl~ition at all 
~n a.:-; to :-;ecure anything like a pre-en1ptivoright ~ 
rrhey could not put a two-xtorietl llnn1, for in­
Btance. Of cour.-.;e it W<-t~ nece:-~::;ary tha.t the inl­
pro\·enientM ~houlcl be ;-;cat:.tered O\:er the rn11. 

The :\lL'IJ::·rrmc FOR LA~D~ oaid that, 
at the time the Act of 186U was l'*'"e<l, hou. 
members would recall the bet that stations were 
in a. different poHition tu what they wen~ no\Y. 
It wa:-; intended to co\·er a.ll im}Jl'O\~muents, 
w hi eh wern al V\ a.ys found in a very ~1uall 
a.J't:a--not .-;pread o\·er the run a:-; they were now. 
He had alway,; umlmsto<Kl that the object was 
to secure the head-~tation and the ilnprove1neuts 
that were put upon it. ~:;uch ati wool~hed~, rnen's 
hut~, ~tockyard:-;, pttddockt~, arul other irnpl'ove­
lnentD generally found there. ...:\ .. :-;to the fencing, 
thet·e was only one po,sible interpretation of that 
<'1<:L1u;e, and that \Va:-l to hctve a piece of l::tnd a 
chain wide 'dong- the fence. He believed that 
was done in i\ew Zenln.nd. The contention of 
the leader of the Opvosition was ne,·er contem­
plated <tt all. 

'The Hox. ~m T. ~IuiL\VTI.AlTH said the 
hnn. n1en1ber had ~-iven hil:l opinion of the con­
,truction to be put •m the Act. He had also 
gi\·en an illustration to the effect that if a man 
'"i~hed to t-:eClll'e fencing he would have to take 
a piPce of lnnd a.. chain wide on the side of hi:-; 
fence. But it was never inteuded that people 
should tlo nnything of the sort. The hon. 
gentlmnan wonld not get ont of his ea ve : he 
\\·as still looking through the hole. He actnally 
ga.ve an interpretation of the ~r\..ct of lclGH hmu 
what he remembered about it; and he saicl thnt 
it ne1·er contemplated nnything except pttddocks, 
woolshecb, fl.nd other buildings, not fences. In 
ltl(j!J he (Hon. Sir T. }Icilwraith) wns in the 
1-faranoa di~triet, where there '''as ~t:-; 1nuch 
civilisation lts nt the Barcoo, and he knew that 
all his sheep were under fences. All the irn­
provernent~ eould not ha\·e been taken up unless 
they were scattered oYer the whole run in a way 
that every lVit-3e lnan would ~pencl his numey. 

:\Ir. STEV:E:\'SOX said he thought the 
lender of the Oppo>ition had not g·one far 
enough ; he ought to luwe said thnt the l\Iinbter 
for Lands did not know the ..\.et at all, when 
he r;aid that pre-emptions were simply mennt 
t.o secure imvroveml'nts at the head-station. 
The hon. member must know that a run did not 
consist of twenty-five SC[lutre miles only ; and that 
\V hen the pre-en1ptive right was grantml it was not 
only on the hend-station block, but could be ex er· 
cised on every twenty-five S!]U:tre miles of the run. 
If it h>ed been intended to secure head-stntion 
irn[Jmveruenis only, that would have been stnted. 
It was clearly explained by 1\lr. Tay lor, the 
Minister who brcmght in the Bill, that Hen if 
more than 2,:>()0 acres were rer1ui>ed it would 
be granted-that there wa:-; 1w l't'al:lOll why it 
should be limited to that. The hon. gentle· 
llla·ll lonkf•d at it frmn his (_nvn narro\Y stand­
point; but if he ha<! heen out in the country 
whPre it ww-3 worth while tnal:ing in1prove1nents 
he would lutve seen it in a different light. But 
the hon. gentleman could not understand that 
there coul(l be any iinproYmuenb; on a run 
except head-station improvements, hecmme he 
never ilnprove(l his own rnu further than 
the he:td-statiou. He had the head-statimt­
" cmufortttble little place where he lived, with 
·it camp of bbcks about a quarter of a mile 
awav-rtnd when he ,;ecurecl that. ha was sati. · 
lied." The hem. noember c·culd n~t under-tand 

that thet·e were other people who wished to 
:-;peucl a large aUlOUJlt of 111011ey, a11d would 
ilnp1·ove tin: ot· ,..,ix hundred ~quare 111ile.s, or 
perhaps a thousand ::;quare 111ile.s of country, 
l)y cou;;tructing darns, reservoir~, fences, out­
c;tatiom;, autl so forth ; he could not underHtand 
that, beca.w~e he never was in the vtay of dojng 
it. Hut the gentleman who frmued the Act 
took hro;tder viewR, and could Hee that it would 
l1e worth the while of the 8!Jmtiter to secure the 
iiHJH'o\·enwnt.~ on each block b~~ taking up 2,tili0 
acres. <-ioing· fnrther ou, the h()n, J11e1nber for 
Stanlev had told them that this clatme harl 
euwmited from himHllf, hut he admitted that 
afterwanls he had to conHult members on 
his owu sifl~, and ~liuit-:ter:-;, on the l"iuhjeet. 
Of com·se, they knew perfectly well whn\ 
that meant. ::\o doubt the hon. membe1 
tbought of it himself-they would give hin. 
credit for that. He did not believe the hon 
llleiuber \\-·ent tu the }linister for Lanllg, hecaus_ 
ho kn8\Y it wonld not concur with thnt gentle­
man's Yiew"-if he h,u! any views on the subject 
- ·but he ,·ery likely went to the Premier mtd 
got him to dmft the clause for hiw. Now 
they could look upon this cla1me as enmn­
ating frmu the Governruent; at a.uy rate the 
hou. the l\Iinister for Lmtds had given up his own 
clan~e for the pnrpoKe of having thi:-; clause in­
serted in its stead. They knew perfectly well, 
in spite of what the hon. member for Stnnley 
said, that it was the clanse of the l\Iinistry, and 
not his clause. He cnnlrl quite nnderstand that 
the hnn. th& ::\Iinister for Lands rli<l not cnre 
urnch about ~eeing the clau:-;e pa~s, beean~e if 
he were ~incere in hi~ desire to pass it he wnnld 
not have employed the hon. member for Stnnley 
to intrmlnce it. The hon. the ~Iinister for Lands 
harl clearly shown that he did not understand 
what wa~ rneant by the pre-e1nptive right, and 
that he was not fit to nrgne upon the question. 

:\lr. ARCHER said thnt to him the discussion 
on the r1uestion lmd been altogether a disappoint­
ment. The }linister for \Vorks hnd p-one back 
to the old Onler,;-in-Couucil, and lmd told them 
nlJout the ;.:;quattr..r~ having done certain thing:.;; 
but he did not know why they need go back to 
that. The Act they were now discussing, and 
which it "~aj proposed to repeal, wat~ not pa~:-;ed 
L~· "[natters at all. but by a strong Liheral 
.:\Ii1,istry, with ~Ir. Lillt-yasitshearl, ~Ir. Stephens 
as Colonial Treasurer, mul 2\Ir. Douglas and 
~Ir. ~I:wali,;ter as otlwrmembPrK 'fhnt was the 
~linbtry when that Bill was passed, and it was 
rw use telliug what the Darling 1 )owns "luatters 
did at a predous time. He remembered ,·ery 
distinctly the discussion which took place nt that 
peri<Hl, anrl most decidedly the uuderstauding, nt 
the time it wa,; pnssed, aud the way iu which i lmrl 
been acted upon e\ er since, were entirely in 
consonance with the amendment moYed by the 
hon. memher for vVarrego. It was perfectly 
under,;tood thnt :1 person who harlnmde impmve­
ments should ha Ye this right ; aml it was looked 
upon at that time as a great inducemeut to 
stoc:k country then lying idle. The Ci-overrunent, 
seeing that the Act hnd to a grent extent 
effecte<l its object of :;ettling outside country and 
making it infinitely more valunble thnn before, 
now carne forward and announced their intenti(Jll 
of de1Jri\'ing thoBe who held that country of 
the right which lutd been conferred upou 
the1n, a..nd which 1nust have been a great in­
ducement to them to open up the country. 
He conhl not unden<tand it u.t all. To him it 
appeared only in ouo light-a pure piece of 
reptHlia.tion. The new cla.u"e which the l\Iinistcr 
for Lands h:td accepted appeared to him a mere 
farct~. It pnt the.mnuuni of improvement upon 
a pre-emptive selection of 2,oti0 acres at ,!:1,:!80. 
The :\linbter for Le111do kne,v perfectly v.·el! 
th.ct there \1 tre ··;c·ry fbW plJ.cec thJ.t v;c uld be:J.; 
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such 3.11 amount of expenditure as that on so 
small an area. It wouhl never pay a man to fence 
in 2,5GO acres, or to fenee off hi8 rnn in areas 
of that extent unless there was a waterhole 
in each of them. vVhere \\ ater was scarce 
and where water wa8 a nf:Ces~<.uy irnprove­
ment, to fence off a run in arP;~s of that extent, 
»nd make a waterhole in mctch, wonld n1in 
anyone who attempted to do it. ::\o man could 
::tfford to do anything of the kind. The >tmend­
ment which the hnn. member for \Varrego 
proposed, of conr::;e, bronght the clause nearer 
to the present law. The amendment accepter! 
by the .Minister for Land, proposed to c<trry 
the anwunt of expend.iture in ilnproYeinentR 
upon an area of 2,Gfi0 <ecres up to £1,2SO, 
a sun1 which wa,R perfectly almnnl f()r ~uch 

pur «ere should be the smn to be expended on 
pre.ernpti ve Belectimld. He \VaR speaking to the 
geneml r1uestion, <end collaterally that had 
reference to it. The alnetHhnent lJI'Opo~ed wa,:;, 
that the word ''run " should take the ]Jbce 
of three word!'!,-nanwly, "portions so :.;uld"­
althtmgh the i\Iinioter for L,mds only L"ed the 
word ''portion" in speaking of it. _,(\dverting 
to subsection ( /,),they had not heard an explmw­
tion of how t.he smll of £1,280 had been ani ved 
at aH an est-;ential sun1 to be expended npon 
improvements to justify the pastoral lessee in 
nutlring application fpr hh; pre-e1nptive. He 
should be ghd to heaT some explanation on that 

[ point, p:trtially and only partinlly, on this account. 
They had alway;; regarded the sqtmtter aR 
the pioneer of tlv-" wilderness, and a 1nan to 
l1e htirly and liberally dealt with as such. a snmll area. He thong-ht, therefore, the hon. 

uiember had better--consiclering who intro­
dnced the Bill of 180(!, the manner in whic_·h it 1 

Wit" intrnduced, 1md the effect it hat! hat! in 
inclucing people to g-o 011t into the wild erne:-:~­
he ha.d better con:sider the lll<l...tter uun·e :--;eriun:-;]y 
th«n he lmd done, and whnt \\'oulcl be the dfed 
of hifi repudiation; for if it \Vc.t:-.; not n~pudintion, 
he (:\[r. "\rcher\ did not know the !lltmlling of the 
word. The ta.lk alHJttt confining the iuqn·o\·enJent..-; 
iooue }lart was one of t]Hl~ernatter:-3 which they ha.d 
not hearclmooted until that night in that Com­
mittee. It w<es an ab,olutely new point. The 
hon. gentlernan Raid that what they propnse<l was 
better for leaeeholders in the \Vest than their 
pre-ernptives, becan~e they propo.sed to giv-e then1 
cornpensation for theil· ilnvrovmnent:;. It was 
nothing of the kind. Tbe hon. gent]eruan ~a.id, 
"If you come under thiR Bill yon will get cmu­
pen:-;ntion for yonr in1provernent:-; ~ but if ymt do 
wlutt you are undoubtedly justified in doing, 
and hold on to the lea;;e already granted 
to you and do not come under thi' Bill, ynu shall 
not ha Ye the right tn pre-empt; I will gi Ye you 
nothing for your iiuproven1ents, ancl I will take 
other 1neau:-:; to reHUllle your rnn \vithont a,Hking 
you anything- at all nbout it." 

The PREJ\iiEH : On payment of compmma­
tion for irnprovernentR. 

1Ir. ARCHER s«id th<et was not wh<tt they 
were told by the ::VIinister for Lmuls. 

The PRKi\IIER: They get it under the Act 
of 186!) 

Mr. ARCHER said they could come under 
the Bill if they liked. The f~onmnnent "aid to 
those men, "If you come under this Bill we will 
do certa-in thing8 for you, lmt if you do nut cmue 
tmder this Bill you will neither get your pre­
!31Hptives nor will you get coinpensa.tiou for 
Improvetnents. ' 

The PREMIER: I\o. 
:\Ir. ARCH1Ul '"id that if there wa,; meaning­

in anything, that was the meaning of what the 
;\Iinister for Lands had told them when he spoke 
on the second re>vling of the Bill. 

The PllE1HER : It is not in the Bill. 
~Ir. ARCHER said that was stated directly 

by the ]Vfinister for Lands in answer to a direct 
question put to him on the subject. The hon. 
gentleman explained that the Bill would place 
the leaseholders in this position: under it they 
would get a long lem>e for one-half of their run;, 
a.nd they would get con1pensation for their itn­
provements. 'I'he l\Iini,ter for Lands saitl ; 
"That is wh:tt you will get if you do as I tell 
you ; but if you do not, you will not get either 
your pre·elnptives or CtHl1}JeuHa.tion for ilnprove­
ments." If that was uot repudiation, then he did 
not know the meaning· of the word. 

l\Ir. :\!ACDON 1\.LD-P ATEHSO::'\ "'it! he 
would certainly like to hear some explanation 
from the i\Iinioter fen· Lands as to how the 
Uu1enuuent ani,·ccl ,,t the cuudu·iuu t!JC\t 10:;. 

On the other lmnd, they dealt with the selectors 
nwler the Act of 187(j, am! those who eelectctl 
under the Act nf ltlu8, in an et1ually liberal 
manner. 1 ... nder the Grown L:tudt~ Alie11:-ttinn 
~\_et of 187U the a.uwnnt of iinprovelllentH upon 
a :-:election did not exceed 10~. per acrl', and it 
seCilletl to him rather luml that the nmu in the 
iw·dde di~triet:--:, who ha.rl the choice pf au 
enot'lllOW·> area. of couuir,v- to .-;eh~et fro1n, :-:lwulrl 
he plaeetl iu jn~t the ~mne po~ition a.~ the BH1ll 

iu the very outside districts was to he placed in 
by the proposed clause. The Act of 187(i o<tid :~ 

"'I' lie lc::;see, during the term oi' the h·-n.se, F;hall ex­
penll a sum. in sn1J~1antlal imvrovcment:-:; Ctltlal to the 
fnll a.mount of tlle lHll\J.:hase-money; hut in no ease 
:-~hall snch sum exeecd the l'atc of ten shillings per acre 
on !'Jll{'h land." 
Su that. putting· the two things in jnxtu.pot-:ition, 
he thought there \\'as a re<toomtble justification 
for a.sking for a.n explanation as to how it was 
that in the br-a\Yav outside districts " certain 
amount of money "should Le <eoked to be ex­
pended to justify pre-ernptiYe selectious being 
<epplietl fur, while in the case of the more local 
selectious matle by selectors nmler the ),et of 
1H7G it \\a.~ not nece~-;nry tn :-;pend one farthing 
mnre in nrder to g-et the freehold of those selec­
tionR. 

-:\lr. :\10[ll£Hl<:AD said that before the l\[inb­
ter fm Lands mh;Wered the hou. member for 
:1.fnretnn he woulrl like to point out a ;;tate­
ment made by the Premier, and which was 
not in accord with what he said when 
the Bill w<ts previnuoly discussed. The :\lini:;­
ter for Lamls lmcl tolrl the Committee ve1·y 
clcarlv and di"tinctly that, when the Act 
of lHGH \Yas p:t:-:~ed, tlH-~ inqn·ovements on l::i011le 

uf the nms in the outside di,trict' ctm.,istecl of 
a little fencing, a horse-yard, 1tnd a head-sta~ion 
here and there, and that, generally Hpeaking, 
they were very scanty. But the Legislature at 
that time was seized of all those facts, and 
what did it do? It :;aid distinctly, "1\o matter 
how scanty your improvements may be, on each 
block where you have pernuunent hnprovements 
ycm will be entitled to a pre-emptive rig-ht of 
2,:){)0 acres at 10~. an acre." No\v, \rhen there 
\vere large impr<Jvenlent~ on tho:-:e s.arue 
runs which, at that time, as descrihed by 
the i\Iini:;ter for Lands, were very scantily 
in1proved-now, when those runs were largely 
irnproved, an a1nendnl8nt was brought in 
by a snpporter of the Government to the effect 
that, to Recure perrnanent ilnproven1entt:i on 
one particular block, a sum of £1,280 must be 
expended on it. He thought they were going 
Yery far away from the intentions of the Legisla­
ture wh'"' they paRsed the Act of 18GB, am! the 
Minister for Lands hat! ]'l'o\·ed that him:;elf. 
He h<td pointed ont clearly tlmt, when the Act 
of 1.'-'H!I wa.~ pn~Hed, the Le.:;·i:..;latnt·e were perfectly 
a.\V<tre tbat the pernun1ent itupro\·euwnt.-:o nll ea.ch 
of Lhu:-;e pnrticul tl' block:-; were of a. very f-:.lllall 
llattu·e it1deed, and therefure they did not, in 
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their wisdom-~ he said it distinctly-specify any 
particnbr sum that slwuld be expended in per­
nt:tnent improYelnentH 011 a.ny particular b]ock 
that the lessee might h1we the right to pre-empt. 
There was one point alluded to by himself 
at any rate, and he thought by other hem. 
nieluberx, in a previous portion of the de­
hate--that the ;)flth clause of the Act of 18G!l 
clearly showed the exact nature of the barg-ain 
entere<l into between the Crown lessee and the 
State. By the 5.5th clause the Government hacl 1w 
absolute right of resumptinn-snhject to notice 
be1ng given-of an area of 2,0(i0 acreR, :-H; a. quJrl 
pro quo iH regard to the 2,?WO acret; which was 
granted to the Crown leH;-:;ee on certain condi­
tions being fulfilled. He thonght he had shown 
that, front the Minister for Lands· own sbte­
ment, when the Act of 18G!J was passed the 
I_jv:gislature \Vere in }Jerfect }JOi:iKt)'~Rion of tLe 
fact,; of the conditions and state of the 
Jea.::;eholdings in the out:-;ide country ; and, 
being in possession of those facts, they then 
deliberately, aml after a gTent deal of interesting 
debate in which the l\Iinister for Lands tno1< 
part and agreed with, came to the conclusion 
that, although the improvements nu any one of 
thos~ blocks might he small or s0anty as the 
Minister for Lands had sairl, they would give the 
right of selection and wonld con1pensate for the 
improvements whatever they amounted to. He 
held that the argument which he set up now, and 
which had been brought forward by the illinistm· 
for L,,nds himself in reference to the improve­
ment question, was m1e which had received full 
con,;icleration at the hands of Parliament, and 
the interpretation of improvements where there 
was absolutely no definition of the actual vttlue 
of the improvements to be iuclmlecl in each pre­
emptil·e, was one that had received the consider­
ation of the ~\.ssem bly at that time, and that the 
Legislature arrivetl at their decision with a full 
knowledge of the facts of the case. 

Question put. 

The Ho~. Sm T. MciLWRAITH asked if 
the ~1iniRter for LandH w~ts going t.o an~wer the 
arguments of the hon. member tor Balonne? If 
he did not, he (Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith) would 
ask him again. The Premier triecl to put the 
hon. memlJer fm ::'lloreton t1own, by saying that 
the question he asked would come np for dis­
cnHRion by-and-by ; but that was not the w>ty 
in which business would be got through. All 
the f1menclments lmd special reference to the 
chtnse, and they were all one together. The 
member for i\Ioreton pertinently asked why the 
amonnt of 1 Os. per acre had been fixed ; if the 
:\lini,ter was willing to reduce the amount to 
fh1., there wa::; no rea.son for w:.:tsting thne with 
the mnendment before the Committee now. There 
wa'"', however, a great dealn1ore to be Raid about 
the clanse, and they ought to h;we an answer 
from the ::\1inh;ter for Lanck 

The 1\H::\'ISTElt FOil LAKDS said the 
rea...:on why thP- Rnm of £1,280 wn.:-; fixed upon was 
becanse it was ccmsidered that that was a fltir 
ontlay for the pl"i vilege or right of taking up 
2,51>0 acres without competition. Those areas 
would not be open to competition, but to secure 
the absence of competition £1,280 must be 
expended. He did not think that was an exces­
Hi ve ~urn for the privilege, and it \vas a fitnn 

which added to the value of all the sul"rouncling 
lantl. There wao no doubt that the increase in 
value of theme lands would leave the ttcljoining 
lands at a very mnch enha.nced value. 

:VIr. l\IACDOXALD-PATERSOX said he 
must say thnt he was disappointed with the hon. 
gentlerna,n's reply, the giRt of which was that 
the lm1d "·"'s obtained without competition. 
Tlmt was the advantage, but he would point ont 
bP might ;;elect ll,OOO acres!n the settled districts---

donl>le the qnantity, and withont competition­
and that in a specially local climate not snbj~ct 
to clr,,nght. They could select sugar lands whJCh 
had risen to £10 and £1,) an acre. 

The HoN. Rm T. MuiLWHAI'l'H: And 
fallen as much since the Brisbane :Ministry came 
into power. 

1\Jr. MACDOXALD-PATimSON: He did 
not think, with due deference to the hon. mem­
ber, that they had fallen so m ne h. 'rhat wa~ an 
industry-he might say by way of parenthesis­
which wonlcl suni,-e the present clond, and 
\mnlcl go to the front at a greater rate than it 
had ever done htefore. 

The Hox. R1n T. :\I elL WRAITH: Not with 
white kanaka~. 

Mr. ~1ACDONALD-PATEHSON said hP 
wi,hccl to be cli.~tinctly understood that he was 
speaJdng entirely the ()pinion pf hirn~elf, and no t 
thnt of anyone in the colony. He was repre >Ent­
ing his instincts, a8 they had grown fron1 fL 

very long re.;;idence in the country. Tl~ere 
was inconsi,;tency between the Act of lilll), 
which allo;,.·ecl "any rmm in the colony to 
select 1\,000 acres, and that in the fairest 
part' of the colony with the best of climates, 
the greR,teRt facilities for carriage, and the 
near~st to civili::;ation, in the very heart of it in 
fact. And yet, in the outside districts, under 
the i\4th chmse of the Act of 1869, a person had 
to pav 10s. an :tcre for :l,;)ljO acres. The JHini,;ter 
for L;,ncls had, he thought, not given any ~atis­
factory explanation as to why the price was tixed 
at that figure. He did not think it was fair to 
compel a man to spelHl a large amount before he 
could be in a position to purchase 2,5o0 acres of 
land at 10s. an ctcre, when they \\'ere giving f.tnch 
facilities for the acquisition of land in the 
settled tli,;tricts, and did not even require cash 
down. 

TheHox. SmT. MciLWRAITHsaicl theCorn­
nlittee looked like a graveyu,rd as soon ~s rnenl­
hers on thnt side who talked against the Govern­
ment had snt down : they did not exactly know 
where thev were. 'l'he amendment" was inti­
mately coimected with subsection ( u ). If the 
t~-oyernn1ent were going to be ::ifJ.Ueezable on that 
point, it did not nwtter a Rtraw spending tilue 
over. the amendment proposed by the hon. mem­
ber for 'V arrego. There were a good n1any othe1' 
objectionable features in the clause. He hat! 
expre,sed the opinion before, and he expreRKetl 
it again now, that the cmnpron1ise vut for­
ward in ·the amembnent was repmliation of 
a worse character than they h"atl in the clau.se 
which had been negatived. Personally, he 
wonld far mther see the Mth chtnse repealed, as 
wa.s originally proposed, than ttdopt the a!nend­
ment in a.ny such form as they had had 1t that 
niffht. The argnruent:-: brought forward by tlu~ 
lVhni.;ter fm Lancli; in favonr of the clause had 
all been knocked clown. Subsection (IJ) had 
been tackled by men( hers on his own side of tlw 
Committee. Going a little further they would find 
a matter that would '"ery likely give rise to n 
con;;;idoruble an1ount of di:-;cussion, and that was 

1 the extraordinary powers proposed to be given 
· to the Minister for Lands by subsection (d). 

Hon. memlJers would remembet· that earlier 
in the session theY were told that the £mm­
dation of the Bill' was the tender conscience 
of the l\linister for Lands. The hon. gentlP­
man could not po<Sibly deal with the case,; 
that came before him ; there \ms so much per­
:;onation, so n1uch false swearing, that be wa:-; 
shocked "·ith the busine"', 3.nd wantecl a land 
boanl to take his place. But the hon. gentleman 
\\·as not shocked at the power he was to have 
under sub.qection (d). He now told the colony 
that all the pre-emptives to be acquired in the 
future must be got from the Minister for Lands. 
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\Vas it not absurd that such power should be 
given to that man who had been so shocked-of 
ecHn·se when he nsed the word "'Inn,n" he knew 
the l\linister for Lands \Vrts not l'-\O sen:-~iti Vt' ftR 

the AttorJwy-Cieneral, whu objected to it the 
othnr night-by tlw state of affairs in his 
office that he could nut hear the illluwnl 
applicatiuns made to him? Bnt shocked as he 
\Vas, the hon. gentlen1an wa::; not afraid to tackle 
applications for pre-emptive, from all the squat­
ters of the colony. He wa.s going to undertake 
tv decide then1 without any as.si~tance, or even 
advice. The amendment p1:uddecl that-

,, l'von nppliration duly made. nntl}Ji'oof g-1\ cu '' itliin 
the period aforesnid"-
'fhat was six months-
" the application slmll he appron'cl an l ri~ConlNl nnd 
the pastoral tenant shall thereupon he entitlNllo pnr­
t•ha~c the land compriF;ecl in the application. on paymeut 
of the smn of 10s. lJCl' aerc, at any time lJdor<~ the land 
npplied for has, by resumption or otherwise, been with­
rtrawn from, or ('Cased to be snhjed to. the lease." 
The proof was to be sent in to the present 
::Yiinister for Lands. The hon. gentleman did 
not want :>ny declarations-he had thrown 
thm;e behind him long ago; he only wanted proof 
to he put before him; and he (Hon. Rir T. 
i\lci!wraith) supposed the proof of some persons 
would go a loug way further than the proof of 
others. But the hon. gentleman must he satislied. 
He might then have it recorrlecl that the applicaut 
was entitled to his pre-emption. But the applicant 
would not pay down his money ; he mig·ht w«it 
several vears until half-a-dozen :V'iinisters were 
kicked out, then the record would turn np with 
l\lr. Dutton's signature to it. He (Hou. Rir T. 
::Yici!wraith)thought it was about time to adjourn. 
There \VCl'e n1any anwudn1ents to be conf:iidered, 
nnd it was g-etting about Ip:::nvich tinH). 

The PRE:VIIEH. said the hon. gentleman a 
week ago vrofessecl that he W[t~ indignant 
hec;;use the GoYermnent had not disposed of 
that elause when it was first before the Com­
Inittee. Hon. Iuen1bers on the Governn!.ent side 
thought the matter desen-ed further conRidem­
tion. That eveuing the hon. gentleman had 
shown small disposition to discuss it. ~\ll that had 
heeu :-:aid on the Rnhject in the way of argu­
ment had been said before tea, anti from tlmt 
time until the prP,ent there had been little more 
than talking. At last the hou. member for 
\Varrego, wishing hon. members on his side to 
press on with the business, Inuvecl an mneud­
mcnt. But now the lP11der of the Opl"''ition said 
he thought they had better adjourn. He (the 
Premier) thought they had better get on with 
thfl business. The hon. gentleman said the 
arguments against the clause had not been 
amwered. He (the Premier) said they had been 
irrefutably answered three or four times over ; 
but that would not ad ,-,.nee the busineRR. He be­
lieved that every hem. member who had anything 
to say on the subject had said it. The hon. 
1nen1her for \Varregn had raised a, definite i~sue, 
and it had been f,1lly discnsserl, and should he 
decided if they were to get throngh with the 
Hill. And the Government intended to get 
through with it. He believed that members on 
that side of the Committee did not desire to sit 
any longer than WfiS necessa''Y· Hon. members on 
the other side had expressed a wish to get on with 
the business, but they had g-iven a very Ringular 
ilJm,tration of their desire. The hon. member for 
::\Inlgrave s;;id there were other amendments to he 
moved. \V ell they would consider them when they 
were proposed. At the present time there was an 
amendment before the Committee. It was a 
short ]Joint and had been discussed. Let them 
dispose of it and proceed to the next question, 
whether the improvements should amount to 
10s. an ;;ere or a lesser sum. Let them proceed 
~c~orrling to their Rtawlin::; Orders, which he 

was afraid it wonld be necessary to have recourse 
to more frequently than they'·hacl hitherto, to 
prevent the discu:-:sion \Vandering. 

The HoN. Sw T. J\fciLWRAITH said the 
hon. gentlenmn accuF;ed hint of havi11g bl~n~ed 
the Uovern1uent for not having cou1e to <1 demswn 
on that clause the other night. That clause was 
never befom the Committee. \Yhat he did blame 
the Go\·ernlnent for, waB for not cunling to a 
conclusion on cbuse li of the Bill. \\'hen that 
\Vas under consideration IJefore, the Gove!'lunent 
had @l·iclently not e<~m]Jletecl their ;;rrangements 
in regm·rl tn the ~w1e11tlment, nnd they there~ 
fore moved the adjournment of the House. 
rrhe h1111. gPntJt.mtall UOW bfl..id they 1Tll1St go a 
great deal nwre according tn rnle, and uot talk 
so much ahead of what was before the Com­
mittee. \\'hat they had to decide at Jn·esent 
was, whether the pastoral leH'ee was to be 
allowed to pre-mnpt on account of inqnyvmne!lts 
ou the whole of his run or on the portwn wlm:h 
he pre-emptecl; but that question was ,·ery inti­
mately connected with subsection (/1 ), under 
which the l\linister for Lands had taken on 
himself to sny that he could not pre-empt unless 
he made improvements to the extent of 10s. an 
acre. 'fhe hon. member for ::\Ioreton hnd put a 
qne~tion \Vith regard to the 10s. an acre, and an 
amendment would probably be moved ; ami if 
the amount \Yere to be sufficiently reduced, what 
w;;s the use of the present clau,;e at all? The 
Government should let the Committee know 
their position with regard to all the points. He 
was IHHV provincr that the clau8es conlcl not be 
separated aspoir:'ted out by the Premier. Although 
they might not have made much progress so f>tr 
as inches of the Bill was concerned, they had 
1nade progre~s in enlightening the Goverrnnent ~s 
tu their tactics in firRt taking np so ntuch tin1e 111 
declining to acknowledge a right at all, and then 
cmning forward a,t a later period and conced.inB' 
a right which was a great deal worse than repudi­
ation-which macle revudiation a great deal 
plainer and helped a class wltich the colony had no 
desire to help in preference to the other J,astoral­
lessees. l:nless equal justice were done to all 
the pastnr;;llessees, he did not intend to let the 
clame go. Some h<~n. members had sai.d that 
the clause "·as the pons a.<inm·11 m of the B1ll, but 
he rlirl not look on it as the most importaut 
clause, by a long wa.y. PerHolutlly, he did not 
care whether the clause went or not, but 
it was a matter of considerable importance 
in the eyes nf enrybody v ho looked on the 
financial position of the colony, that they 
should keep their promises to their creditors. If 
the Bill were carried, even with the mnemlmeuts 
from the other side, he shoul<l lmve some ob­
jections to nmke to the repudiation clause. He 
would much rather see the 54th clause wiped out 
altog-ether; and he would ncYer consent to the 
extritonlimtry right claimed by the modest 
Minister for Lauds-the right to decide the whole 
of the pre-emptiYes for all time. All the time he 
had been on hb legs he had been talking seriou.,ly 
and trying to get anRwers to hh; arguuwntr-:, l)nt 
had failerl. He could uot do that all night. 

'!'he PHE::\!I.ER: Whatquestirm has not been 
answered~ 

The Ho:\'. Sm T. l\IciLWHAITH said the 
hon. member knew perfectly well what <]Ues­
tions. He Wtls a perfect master of the m·t of 
turning ronud \vhat was Raid ; a.nd 110\V he coolly 
asked, at that late hour, that the questions should 
be re-stated. Did the hon. gentlem:m think they 
\Yei·e children ? They went there as politicians 
-as statesmen, perhaps, like the Minister for 
Lands-to talk about the affairs of the colony, 
and not to be talked to as one lawver would talk 
to mwther when he wanted to make a point lwfom 
a jndg-e who was lutlf-asleep. 
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'I'he PREMIER : If you will not tell UR what 
you want to know we cannot tell you. 

'l'he Hox. Sm T. MciLvVRAITH: The hon. 
gentleman opposite had got to understand that 
the result of the present amendment would 
depend greatly on hiH squeezability in regard to 
subsection (0 ), and he would lmvc to think over 
the onerous P'mition he h"d taken on himself to 
decide for years to come on "11 the prc·empti ves 
in the colony of Queensland. The l\linister for 
Lands was a modest man, an'! had not been 
Jn·onght out snfficiently. He had yet to prove 
his willingness to undertake the responsibility 
which wonld fall upon him, and he wou],J he 
better able to do so aJter he had slept onr it. 
It was now tinw they were going to bed. 

The PTIE:VIIER said the h,m. gentleman 
wished to know what he was pleased to term 
the extent of the squeezability of the Uovern­
Jnent in regard to the a1nount expended on 
improvements. The Government prov,merl to 
stick to 10s. an acre. If the majority of the 
Committee defeated them on that point they 
would be defeated on that point ; that was all. 
He did not think, however, that the Committee 
were likely to agree to a lower amount. The 
amount was arbitrary, but it was perfectly fair. 
The hon. gentleman also wished to know why 
the present :Minister for Lands should have 
power to decide the pre-emptions for all time. 
That hacl been explained at length more thr,n 
once. The scheme of the clause was to determine 
now what persons should have pre-emptive rights 
and what perwns should not. If that was to be 
determined now, it mu,;t be determined by the 
existing officers of the Lands Department who­
ever they might be. All the discussion that might 
take place for a "~eek could not elucidate the 
matter further. It was not proposed to give the 
Minister any power, but that Parliament should 
determi+Je what rights shonld be granted, and 
that they should be ascertained through the 
medium of certain officers. A' to amendments 
that might come before the Committee, ho11. 
rnem ber::; 1nig-ht pr<,pose then1 in every line, and 
if they did, the soorwr they disposed of the first, 
the sooner they would be able to deal with the 
second. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that unfortunate 
:Minister, the Premier, had let slip an expression 
which ctmght his ear, and which must have 
caught the ear of every other member of 
the Committee. vVhen he talked of the 
" scheme of the clause," !lid it not show that 
he was the master spirit, and that the 
clause was not concocted out of the brain of 
the hon. member for 1:-ltanley at nll? Nobody 
believed it wn,; the wc>rk of the h,m. member for 
Stanley, he admitted, and when the Premier 
talked of the "8cheme of the clause., he committed 
himself at once. They had only to look at the 
hon. member to see thnt he "~as right; and he 
thought that little fraud had been exposed. He 
agreed with the leader of the Opposition that it 
was of no uRe to attempt to push the matter 
further now. Besides the amendment of the 
hon. member for vVarrego, there must be a 
number of contingent amendments, and he did 
not see why they should not have that amend­
ment in print as well as that of the hon. member 
for Stanle~·. 

The Ho:-~. Sm T. MclLWRAITH sai,J the 
Pren1ier, in giving the reason why the l\Iinister 
for La.nds should have the e""<traonlinary po"~er 
of deciding pre-emptions, simply said that Par­
liament did so-and-so, aiHl that. the Act of Par­
liament would have to be administered by 
certain officers. He knew that before. \Yhat 
he wanted to know was, why the power 
should be vested in the Minister for Lands? 
The Premier lnlJRt see that they harl had a very 

fair discussion ; indeed the only speeches that 
were at all obstrnctive were one delivered by the 
Minister for vVorks and one by the hon. gentle­
mttn in charge of the Bill. The Opposition had 
no intention tu obstruct the Bill; all they wanted 
was fair discussion. and the Premier ought to 
know from experience that there was not the 
slightest chance of the chtuse going through ttt 
that time of the night. 

'The PHKUlER: I am quite aware of that. 
The Ho~. Sm '1'. MciLWRAITH sttid the 

Premier would find that they would be much 
more inclined to shorten matters if they ad· 
journed no\v and rnet again to-nwrrow, after con­
si,lering the amendments that had been propooed. 

i\f r. STEVEXSOC\ said he was glad to notice 
that the Minister for Lands had again recognised 
the pre-emptive right as a right. He would 
remind the Committee thttt in his speech on the 
second re>1ding of the Bill that hon. gentleman 
distinctly pointed out that it was a right under 
the Act of 1869, in the following words :-

.. A good deal has been said at different times about 
the repeal of the 54th section, and I suppose almost 
everv hon. member is aware of the terms of that see­
tion.:::___that it gives the squatter the right, in order to 
seeurc his perumne11t improvements, to purchase any 
portion of his run, not being more or less than 2,5tsu 
a<'re::;, at 10s. an acre without competition. rrhat is 
what it amounts to." 
He wished to know from the Minister for Lands 
how many pre~emptives he had granted since he 
had been in office, on what principle he had 
granted them, and what amount of improve­
ments he had recognised? 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: We are 
only wasting time. It is no use waiting to take 
a division on the amendment. 

The :MINISTER FOR LANDS said he did 
not know that any further information was 
required to enable them to deal with the amend­
ment of the hon. member for vV arrego. If they 
disposed of that to-night, it would be a step in 
the right direction ttt all events. 

Mr. STJ~VEXSOJ'\: Will the Minister for 
Lands answer the question I ttsked just now? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I daresay 
the hon. member knows as well as I do. All the 
applications came in from the office to which he 
belongs. 

Mr. STEVEXSON: Unless the hon. gentle­
man answers the question, he will not get any 
further to-night. 

Mr. FOOTE said it was quite time they got 
to business. The Opposition had had all the 
talking, and he hoped the :Minister for Lands 
would not give way. He himself was prepared 
to sit there till that day next week if required. 

::Ylr. STEVENSOX: I again ask the Minister 
for Lands for an answer to my question. 

'!'he ::\IINIS'l'Im FOR LANDS : No pre­
emptives have been granted the applications for 
which have come in since I entered office. 

Jl.lr. 1:-lTEVENSON: That is no answer to my 
'lue"tion. vVhat I asked was, if he had granted 
any pre-emptives since he came into office? 

The MIXISTER :FOR LANDS: All the pre­
emptiv"' that receivedl~xecutive sanction before 
the present Government came into office have 
been granted, unless there was some special 
reason for not granting them. 

Question put. 
Mr. STEVENSON said the question he 

asked the ::\Iinister for Lands was, whether he 
httLl granted any pre-emptives since he had been 
in office, and if he had done so, upon what 
principle he had gone? If the hon. gentleman 
answered that <Juestion he would be stttisfied, but 
not hefore 
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The YLI~ISTER FOR LA:\'DS so,id he lmrl 
answered the C[ll<>"tion. He said that nll npplica­
tions for pre-emptiYes that hall recein'd execnti-,·e 
Hanction before the present GoYernment c:mtt~ 
into office, harl 1Jeen gra.nted, unleH::; there were 
exceptional circumsbnces that wonl<l nmke it 
illeg·al to do so. 

Mr. STEYE:'{SOX: ·would the hon. gentle­
man state what the exceptional circumstance.s 
were under which certain pre-emptive, had beun 
refused? 

The l\IINISTKR :I<' OH LA:\ US : Gi.-e notice 
of the rrnestion ; you will get the information 
then. 

Mr. STEYENSO:\ said he wanted the infor­
lna,tion now, as it wonld throw ROllle lir,;<ht U}Jon 
the subject they were discussin"? If the hon. 
gentlen1an gave the information they 1night gPt 
on with LusineRR. 

Question pnt. 

::\Ir. STEVK'fSOi'\: \Vonl<l the hon. g·entle­
man answer his question? He h:td led the 
Committee to belieYe tlmt he had not grantee! a 
single pre-emption, until he (}[r. StO\·enson) 
had pulle<l the iufornmtion out of him ; and now 
he wanted further to knmY under wlmt circnm­
stances he refused the pre-empti.-es refene<l to? 

The MINISTI,;n l<'OH LANDS sai,J be could 
not give the infonnatinn aN ked fur on the spur of 
the moment. If the hon. member a.'·kccl for the 
papers, or gaye notice of the infonnatinn he 
wanted, it would be furnished. 

}[r. BLACK said befnre the Committee ad­
journed he shonhl like to ask the i\Iinist<"' for 
Lmuls one qneHtion which he c·1nsiclel'E'\d of very 
great importance to the pastoral les.,ees of the 
country. It had been alrPady briefly allmlcd to, 
but not s:ctisfactotily expbined that ennitw. It 
rehte<l to the suspem<ion of the ]H"e-empti\e 
right, which, in his opinion, inYolved the honmtr 
of the colony tn a Yery great extent; aucl hn 
was sure he shoulrl not be considered as de­
taining the Cmumittee unneceM~arily, if he got 
in a eoncif-18 funn the infornw .. tiun which lw 
desired from the 1\Iinister for Lamk The 
question lw wished decided "''": \\'lmt won!.! 
be the pof:'ition of a pastoral les8ee \Yho p]cctetl 
to continue under the exi~ting tennre ·: Af-<:·mrning· 
that a leHec had a lea "e fur .~1 years, which did 
not expire until1~00, or a little later ; the Hill 
propo.-.;etl to :",weep away his pre-ernpti\-e right: 
pos.,ibly he would not ha,·o aY<1iled himself of 
it before the passing of the llill ; ami if he did 
not elect to come under the Bill. what would be 
hb; po~ition \Vith regard to l1i<.; 'improYernent:.;? 
\Vould theY haYe to be valned-wonld ho he 
entitled to 'compensation for them-ut· would he 
forfeit the whole of them? 

The ::VIIKTSTER l''OJC LANDS sai<l that if 
a leHsee unller the ~\_et of lHH0 did not come 
under the provisionH of the Bill he \\"()nld rernain 
under the proviRion,; of the Act of lt'W, with tl~<' 
exception of the t>~th clause, \' hich it \Vas J'ro­
posed to modify. Hi~; run "uuld of course be 
liable under that Act to ro,,mnption, nnd he 
would be entitled to coinpenHation on re:::ouinp­
tion; but on the termiwttimt nf his kase he 
would not be entitled to COllll )f'll...;atiou for his 
ilnpro,~ernent::-;. It \VHH only in the case of rt:­
surnption that he won!Ll be entitled to cmnpen­
sation. 

Mr. BLACK said he under,;tnod the Minister 
for Lands to say tbat if a lessee',; lease <·xpired 
he wonld not only lose his pre-e1npti.-e right 
through the action of tho Bill, but he wnnld get 
no compensation wh;tteYer in lieu of it--that he 
would absolutely forfeit the whole of the irnpnwe­
ments he had made. He would like a simple 
~'Ye~'' or" No" to his q_ne~tion, whether or not 

a lessee who refusecl to come under the Bill would 
lo:-:e the Yalne of tht?- \V hole of hiR in1pro\'en1ents 
at the expit·rttion of his le:we? 

1\Ir. Si\LYTH said he presnmerl that the lessee 
wonld be inuo wm "e po,-.;ition than a rniner, "rho 
took hiH clain1 for twPnty-one years, spent a 
great deal of nwney npon it in putting up 
1nachinery, binking deep sbaft~, and s<, on, and 
who at the expiration of the term of hi, lease 
would expect n renewal of it. He would not 
expect c<nnpensation. He presumed that the 
pru~tol'_-d le:-;:::;ee W(Jnld be in the ~n1ne position. 

The Hox. Sm. T. 1\lciLWHAITH said that, 
if the hon. member for Gym pie had been dealt 
with in the same way that he himself proposed, 
this was w],at would take place: s~tpposing he 
was making £5,000 a year out of his claim, half 
of it would l1e taken mvay to gi\·e to other J:eople 
who waJJtefl to increase tlw population of the 
colony, a11cl so on, and he woulll get a. leaRe for 
fifty ymtrs for the rem,lillCler. 

'I'he PREl\JJER said he couhl ~;carcely under­
stand that such a cnse as that put by the hon. 
meHJllf'r fm :;yrackay cnnld l"'"ibly arise. [f a 
nmn had a lea . ..:e I'Unning out in the ye::tr 1sgo, be 
wonld be enti+.]ed, under the Bill, to an extension 
of fifteen years for one-half of his run anrl COlll­

]>OTW1.tion for his impmwments. 1f he did not 
t<1ke that ho would not de,;ene much sympathy. 

:I\Ir. ?IIOREHI\AD said that the hon. gentle­
uwn .seer'ned to forgPt that in the yeA..r l~DO a nmn 
lutcl a right to a renewal for fourteel). years under 
the _-\et of u:r;n. 

Qnestion put, and the Committee didded :­
AYJ:,._, 27. 

::'llt "·1':'. Itntlcdge, ~Iil( ;,. (~ritnth, Dutton, Di<'kson, 
Slwrit1all. (;roow. Jlrooli:cf-1. :-;lllyth. _\.nnear. 1::-amlJert. 
.Jordan, 1ntltc, J. CamlJlJelL kcllett. l'oxton, 1\:tte~. 
Buddand. '1'. Campbell. SalLf•lrl, Grimes.l~allPy. ~\land, 
:JlrLc·lolntW-l'atr-r~on -:\r;t~·htrlanc, IIonYitz. itnd l~O(Jte. 

'\m:< 13. 
Sir 'l'. :JklhYraith, }[c.<.:..;;rs. :Xortfm, Arclwr. ::\Iorehe:u1, 

Blaek, :S1eYelt~on, Donald~OJI,.;\Ie\rlLillll('ll. Lalor. nm·ett, 
Pallncr. Ll!-~:o;ner. and .Stevcn:-:. 

Qn(~Ktimt re,ol Y('ll in the affirn1ath·e. 
The 1fon.,e re:o;nlne(l; the CH.\IIUL\~ reportt>tl 

prngTf'"S, and ol>taiuecl 1eavc to :-~it ag::lin to­
nwrrow. 

AD.TOL'RX~tE:\T. 
The PRIDliEH, in moving the adjommnent 

of the H(lu~o, ~.t,icl that the dif'cns~ion OH thP 
L·111d Bill \\·onld Ln re.,;,nmed to-lll01TOW. 

(Jnesti(m 1 mt and passed. 
The Huu'e urljourned at eight minntes ]last 

11 o'clock. 




